Planning Commission

REGULAR MEETING AMENDED AGENDA

Date: 3/27/2017
Time: 7:00 p.m.
City Council Chambers
701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025

CITY OF

MENLO PARK

AGENDA WAS AMENDED TO UPDATE ITEMS F1 & G1

A. Call To Order

B. Roll Call

C. Reports and Announcements

Under “Reports and Announcements,” staff and Commission members may communicate general
information of interest regarding matters within the jurisdiction of the Commission. No Commission
discussion or action can occur on any of the presented items.

D. Public Comment

Under “Public Comment,” the public may address the Commission on any subject not listed on the
agenda, and items listed under Consent Calendar. Each speaker may address the Commission
once under Public Comment for a limit of three minutes. Please clearly state your name and
address or political jurisdiction in which you live. The Commission cannot act on items not listed on
the agenda and, therefore, the Commission cannot respond to non-agenda issues brought up
under Public Comment other than to provide general information.

E. Consent Calendar
E1l.  Approval of minutes from the February 27, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. (Attachment)
F. Public Hearing

F1. Draft Infill Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Public Hearing/Stanford University/300-550 El
Camino Real: Public hearing to receive public comments on the Draft Infill EIR for the proposed
development at 300-550 EI Camino Real Project (also known as the Middle Plaza at 500 El
Camino Real project). The Draft Infill EIR prepared for the project identifies environmental effects
at a less than significant level without mitigation in the following categories: Air Quality
(construction health risk) and Noise (vehicle traffic noise). The Draft Infill EIR identifies potentially
significant environmental effects that are significant and unavoidable in the following category:
Transportation/Traffic. The following categories were previously identified as requiring no further
analysis in the associated Infill Environmental Checklist, due to being analyzed in a prior EIR
and/or being substantially mitigated by uniformly applicable development policies: Agricultural and
Forestry Resources, Air Quality (other than construction health risk), Biological Resources, Cultural
Resources, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous Materials,
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G1.

H1.

H2.

Hydrology and Water Quality, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Noise (other than noise
impacts from vehicle traffic), Population and Housing, Public Services, Recreation,
Transportation/Traffic (air traffic patterns), and Utilities and Service Systems. The Infill
Environmental Checklist is included as an Appendix of the Draft Infill EIR. The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires this notice to disclose whether any listed hazardous
waste sites are present at the location. The project location does contain a hazardous waste site
included in a list prepared under Section 65962.5 of the Government Code. The Hazards and
Hazardous Materials section of the Draft Infill EIR discusses this topic in more detail. Written
comments on the Draft Infill EIR may also be submitted to the Community Development
Department no later than 5:30 p.m., Thursday, April 13, 2017. (Staff Report #17-016-PC)

Study Session

Study Session/Stanford University/300-550 El Camino Real: Study session to receive comments
on the 500 El Camino Real proposal (also known as the Middle Plaza project) for a mixed-use
development consisting of office, retail, and residential uses on a 8.4-acre site, with a total of
approximately 10,000 of retail/restaurant, 144,000 square feet of non-medical office, and 215
residential units. The study session will allow Planning Commissioners and the public to provide
feedback on the overall project (Staff Report #17-016-PC)

Informational Items

City Council Work Plan Transmittal and Capital Improvement Program (CIP) process update
(Attachment)

Future Planning Commission Meeting Schedule — The upcoming Planning Commission meetings
are listed here, for reference. No action will be taken on the meeting schedule, although individual
Commissioners may notify staff of planned absences.

e Regular Meeting: April 10, 2017
e Regular Meeting: April 24, 2017
e Regular Meeting: May 8, 2017

Adjournment

Agendas are posted in accordance with Government Code Section 54954.2(a) or Section 54956. Members of the public
can view electronic agendas and staff reports by accessing the City website at www.menlopark.org and can receive e-
mail notification of agenda and staff report postings by subscribing to the “Notify Me” service at menlopark.org/notifyme.
Agendas and staff reports may also be obtained by contacting the Planning Division at (650) 330-6702. (Posted:
03/22/17)

At every Regular Meeting of the Commission, in addition to the Public Comment period where the public shall have the
right to address the Commission on any matters of public interest not listed on the agenda, members of the public have
the right to directly address the Commission on any item listed on the agenda at a time designated by the Chair, either
before or during the Commission’s consideration of the item.

At every Special Meeting of the Commission, members of the public have the right to directly address the Commission on
any item listed on the agenda at a time designated by the Chair, either before or during consideration of the item.

Any writing that is distributed to a majority of the Commission by any person in connection with an agenda item is a
public record (subject to any exemption under the Public Records Act) and is available for inspection at the City Clerk’s
Office, 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 during regular business hours.

Persons with disabilities, who require auxiliary aids or services in attending or participating in Commission meetings, may
call the City Clerk’s Office at 650-330-6620.
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Planning Commission

DRAFT
Date: 2/27/2017
Time: 7:00 p.m.
MENLO PARK City Council Chambers

701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025

A. Call To Order
Chair Katherine Strehl called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
B. Roll Call

Present: Andrew Barnes, Drew Combs (Vice Chair), Susan Goodhue, Larry Kahle, John Onken,
Henry Riggs, Katherine Strehl (Chair)

Staff: Michele Morris, Assistant Planner; Thomas Rogers, Principal Planner; Tom Smith, Associate
Planner

C. Reports and Announcements

Principal Planner Thomas Rogers reported that the City Council at its February 7" meeting
approved the final actions for the Station 1300 project and the zoning ordinance revisions for the
secondary dwelling units and childcare facilities. He said the Council at that meeting also held a
study session on the Ravenswood Grade Separation project and provided some direction on that
to the Transportation Division. He said on February 28th the City Council would consider a small
revision to the green building car charger regulations from the General Plan update and hear a
presentation by Stanford on their general use permit revision for the main university operations. He
said those operations were located in Santa Clara County but the topic was of interest to other
communities. He said the draft EIR for the 500 EI Camino Real project was available and would be
on the Commission’s agenda for March 27.

D. Public Comment
There was none.
E. Consent Calendar
E1l.  Approval of minutes from the January 23, 2017 Planning Commission meeting. (Attachment)

Chair Strehl noted a correction to the January 23 minutes submitted by email from Commissioner
Riggs.

ACTION: Motion and second (Susan Goodhue/Henry Riggs) to approve the minutes with the
following modification; passes 7-0.
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e Page 10, 1% full paragraph, 5" line: Replace “100 block” with “1200 block”
F. Public Hearing

F1. Use Permit/Scott Chamness/903 Timothy Lane:
Request for a use permit to add a second floor, as well as conduct interior modifications, to a single-
family residence that would exceed 50 percent of the replacement value of the existing nonconforming
structure in a 12-month period. The proposal would also exceed 50 percent of the existing floor area
and is considered equivalent to a new structure. The subject parcel is located on a substandard lot in
the R-1-U (Single-Family Urban) zoning district. (Staff Report #17-011-PC)

Staff Comment: Assistant Planner Morris said she had no additions to the staff report.

Applicant Presentation: Mr. Scott Chamness said the addition was desired to better accommodate
their family size. He said a neighbor had not liked their original design and they worked with that
neighbor to find a design that was mutually agreeable. He noted in the surrounding area that there
were second story additions and expressed appreciation for input he had received from
Commissioner Kahle.

Chair Strehl opened the public hearing and closed it as there were no speakers.

Commission Comment: Commissioner Larry Kahle said that former Planning Commissioner Katie
Ferrick had connected him with the applicant, and he and the applicant had had some email
correspondence about the design. He said his earlier comments to the applicant included the
guestion of what the style of the proposed addition was, and his concerns about the prominence of
the garage as it was long and dominated the rest of the house, the use of stucco siding without any
accent material and nothing in the gable ends to break that up, the vinyl windows, and the attic
garage space which had a bump-out over the garage but which was lower than the rest of the wall.
He said the applicant presented some thoughts about those design choices but he did not think
there were any changes to the design as a result of their email conversation.

Chair Strehl asked the applicant to respond to the concerns raised by Commissioner Kahle.

Mr. Chamness said Commissioner Kahle’'s questions were legitimate and that they had raised the
same questions with the designer. He said the bump-out on the garage was intended to modulate
the step up from the garage to the second floor as well as provide some added storage space. He
said two mature oak trees in the back and a mature gingko tree in the front tended to screen the
garage. He said they had wanted to keep a one car garage but the addition to the house required a
two-car garage, and added that they chose the shortest garage door possible. He said recently
they had replaced all their first story windows for double-paned vinyl and it would be an
environmental waste to remove all those. He said they had discussed the siding with their designer,
and if the siding was an issue, they were open to adding some shingles or other architectural
details such as louvers in the gable area. He said they had stepped in the side walls of the second
story to provide some articulation and put a roof belt line around the perimeter.

Commissioner Riggs said he shared Commissioner Kahle's concern with the vinyl windows. He
asked why there were high windows in the gable ends. Mr. Chamness said they were bathroom
windows and faced the neighbor’s home. He said those were above the bathroom mirror.
Commissioner Riggs asked if they could make the design work with two windows rather than three
windows in the two gable ends
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Mr. Rod Lacasia, project designer, said they had the ability to put two windows rather than three in
the gable ends. He said the clients had seen interior bathroom designs with the three windows,
and liked that feature.

Commissioner Andrew Barnes said the staff report addressed the Floor Area Limit (FAL) being at
the maximum and using the attic space over the garage to get the FAL below that limit. He asked if
they had been able to get below the threshold. Mr. Lacasia said they had and submitted section
drawings showing the attic space below five feet in height. Commissioner Barnes asked about
neighborhood outreach on the plan revision. Mr. Chamness said he had sent a complete packet of
the views to the adjacent neighbor the previous week and received favorable response from them.

Commissioner John Onken said he understood the use of vinyl windows but seeing a mass of
stucco coupled with vinyl windows was concerning particularly with no other materials to offset the
stucco. He encouraged the applicant to look at other siding materials as suggested by
Commissioner Kahle that would soften the window issue. He said he appreciated the orientation of
the house and said the location of windows was acceptable. He said if the front door was moved
over just slightly that would allow for a planting strip along that side of the garage which would
screen that stucco wall. Mr. Chamness said that was their intention.

Commissioner Drew Combs said the lot was a bit unusual. He said he did not know if two small
windows would be more aesthetically pleasing than three small windows in the gable ends. He said
he could support the project.

Commissioner Kahle said that the applicant explained well how they reached their design
decisions. He said he still felt the design needed more attention and he was struggling to support.
He said although there were trees that screened the home those trees might die. He said it was
important to pay attention to the house design. He said he agreed that two windows would
probably work better in the gable ends.

Commissioner Barnes asked if a garage door might be made to look less like a garage door. Chair
Strehl asked if it was one garage door. Mr. Chamness said it was modulated to look like two doors
but was one door. Commissioner Onken said that a garage door could be made to look like two
doors and trellis was sometime used as modulation.

Commissioner Riggs said although the triple window high up in the gable was a little awkward he
was hesitant to ask for a change as that might significantly change the bathroom wall. He moved to
approve the project as recommended in the staff report. Commissioner Goodhue seconded the
motion.

Commissioner Onken asked if the makers of the motion and second would accept an amendment
to allow an option for redesign so that the applicant might add different fagade materials to create
more articulation. Commissioner Kahle said that the project had bigger issues than just the stucco.

Commissioner Riggs as the maker of the motion said that this would be a good house for shingles
but it was an economic issue, and he hesitated to direct that change. He said the project was
approvable.

ACTION: Motion and second (Riggs/Goodhue) to approve the item as recommended in the staff
report; passes 6-1 with Commissioner Kahle in opposition.
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1. Make a finding that the project is categorically exempt under Class 1 (Section 15301, “Existing
Facilities”) of the current California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

3.

Make findings, as per Section 16.82.030 of the Zoning Ordinance pertaining to the granting of
use permits, that the proposed use will not be detrimental to the health, safety, morals, comfort
and general welfare of the persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed
use, and will not be detrimental to property and improvements in the neighborhood or the
general welfare of the City.

Approve the use permit subject to the following standard conditions:

a.

Development of the project shall be substantially in conformance with the plans prepared by
Rod Lacasia consisting of six plan sheets, dated received February 22, 2017, and approved
by the Planning Commission on February 27, 2017 except as modified by the conditions
contained herein, subject to review and approval by the Planning Division.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicants shall comply with all Sanitary District,
Menlo Park Fire Protection District, and utility companies’ regulations that are directly
applicable to the project.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicants shall comply with all requirements of the
Building Division, Engineering Division, and Transportation Division that are directly
applicable to the project.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicant shall submit a plan for any new utility
installations or upgrades for review and approval by the Planning, Engineering and Building
Divisions. All utility equipment that is installed outside of a building and that cannot be
placed underground shall be properly screened by landscaping. The plan shall show exact
locations of all meters, back flow prevention devices, transformers, junction boxes, relay
boxes, and other equipment boxes.

Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit plans indicating that the applicant shall remove and replace any damaged and
significantly worn sections of frontage improvements. The plans shall be submitted for
review and approval of the Engineering Division.

Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit a Grading and Drainage Plan for review and approval of the Engineering
Division. The Grading and Drainage Plan shall be approved prior to the issuance of grading,
demolition or building permits.

Heritage trees in the vicinity of the construction project shall be protected pursuant to the
Heritage Tree Ordinance.

4. Approve the use permit subject to the following project-specific conditions:

a.

Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit revised plans that demonstrate full compliance with the allowable floor area
limit (FAL), subject to review and approval of the Planning Division. In particular, section
diagrams and dimensions shall be provided to verify interior attic height measurements as
measured from the top of the ceiling joist to the bottom of the roof sheathing.
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b. Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit a revised arborist report addressing the following, subject to the review and
approval of the Planning Division:

i. Add to the Tree Protection Plan guidelines: “Any excavation within the tree
protection zone shall be carefully performed by hand.”

ii. Add to the Tree Protection Plan guidelines: “No grading within the tree
protection zones of on- and off-site Heritage trees.”

F2. Use Permit/Bryan Cho/515 Gilbert Avenue:
Request for a use permit to partially demolish, remodel, and add first- and second-story additions to an
existing nonconforming single-story, single-family residence on a substandard lot with respect to lot
area, depth, and width in the R-1-U (Single-Family Urban) zoning district. The proposed work would
exceed 50 percent of the existing replacement value in a 12 month period. The proposal would also
exceed 50 percent of the existing floor area and is considered equivalent to a new structure. (Staff
Report #17-012-PC)

Staff Comment: Assistant Planner Morris said there were no additions to the staff report.

Questions of Staff: Commissioner Kahle said the garage roof had a funky shape and asked
whether it would be retained. Assistant Planner Morris said if they increased the roof eave into the
side yard setback that a variance would be required.

Commissioner Riggs said there was mention that the left side windows had been coordinated with
the adjacent neighbor’s two-story building. He asked if staff had a sense of how the windows
aligned and if it was a successful coordination. Assistant Planner Morris said she had not been
given anything by the applicant showing the neighbor and project’s window coordination. She said
the applicants had submitted a project description noting there was such coordination.

Applicant Presentation: Ms. Lynn Fisher, Ogawa Fisher Architects, said the existing structure was
an apartment size home in a neighborhood of one and two-story detached single family homes.
She said the goal was to enlarge the residence to 1971 square feet. She said there were two-story
homes to the sides and facing the property. She said they kept the existing nonconforming
sections of the house and would expand the home in the middle front to back, and were adding a
fairly modest second story that stepped in on the interior sides and both street sides. She said they
kept the hip roof language of the existing nonconforming sections, and tried with the horizontal
siding and the band of the clerestory windows to emphasize the horizontality of the hip roof and
use the band of clerestory windows both to lighten the hip roof some and have a band of light both
inside and outside. She said they placed windows so they were not face to face with the neighbors’
windows.

Mr. Bryan Cho, property owner and applicant, said to respond to Commissioner Riggs’ question
that they contacted their neighbors during the design process. He said some of the elements in the
design took into account neighbor comments about sunlight and daylight.

Commissioner Kahle asked about the dimensions of the eaves noting they seemed deep. Ms.
Fisher said there was an extra deep section in the front and the bulk of the eaves were three feet
deep. She said the goal was to provide extra shadow along that top edge and play up the
horizontality of the hip roof. Commissioner Kahle said there was a skylight at the lower roof by the
staircase and in the section it looked flush with the roof. He said he thought it would need to be
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mounted on top of the roof, and asked what it would look like. Ms. Fisher said it would be a flat,
custom, long skylight with a slight slope to a tiny curve at the roof. She said it would be a flatter
slope than the roof. Commissioner Kahle said the proposal was well below the maximum height
allowed but looking at the building sections and the attic space there was an extra piece of wall
height at the outside edge of the eaves, and asked the reason for that. Ms. Fisher said the
clerestory windows were pushed tight to the ceiling out of the eave height. Commissioner Kahle
asked if the eaves were closed or open. Ms. Fisher said they were open. Commissioner Kahle
asked why they did not push for more floor area. Ms. Fisher said it basically was cost noting there
had been a scheme with a third bedroom on the second floor but they did not like the mass that put
on the street.

Commissioner Onken asked about the open eaves and if those had rafters extending out or what.
Ms. Fisher said that detail was not fully developed. Commissioner Onken said with deep set eaves
that detail was important. Ms. Fisher said they could use wood siding or the eaves could be soffited,
and made flat.

Chair Strehl opened the public hearing.
Public Comment:

e Al Amitabh and his wife Jessica Smith said their home was the left adjacent property. He said
they were concerned with the monolithic structure of the proposed design due to the project’s
proximity to their home, and the limited space between the existing structure and their property
line. He said the second-story building would significantly block light to their home. He said his
home and the existing structure were very close to one another and maybe 14-feet apart. He
said the project was three-feet and some inches from their property line. He said the applicant
indicated they would take line of sight into consideration with their two upstairs windows but
they had not heard anything regarding that.

Commissioner Barnes asked the speaker to describe the applicant outreach. Mr. Amitabh said the
applicants had reached out to them to share the plans, and he and his wife had expressed
concerns with those plans. He said they had not heard anything since then as to any changes.

Chair Strehl said there seemed to be a seven-and-a-half setback between the property lines. Mr.
Amitabh said the property line widened and narrowed.

Commissioner Combs asked if Mr. Amitabh’s home intruded into the side setback. Mr. Amitabh
said he had owned his home for a year and a half but his understanding was the garage was an
existing structure that preceded the build out of the 17-year old home. He said the right edge of the
garage was flush with the fence. Commissioner Combs asked if the home intruded into the side
setback. Mr. Amitabh said he did not know but noted their driveway was only 11 feet wide at its
widest.

Chair Strehl closed the public hearing.

Commission Comment: Commissioner Barnes noted siding on one side of the existing home and
asked if the applicant would be willing to add some detail to the stucco on the garage on the corner
of Gilbert and Marmona. Ms. Fisher said the existing siding was old vinyl siding over the original
stucco. She said they definitely wanted to remove the vinyl siding and planned to restore the
existing stucco. She said the side of the garage referenced was the nonconforming portion in the
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setback so adding a window or changing the roofline there was not a feasible action as it would
require a variance request. Commissioner Barnes said the existing siding did create interest and
asked if it could be used on the side of the garage facing Gilbert and Marmona. Ms. Fisher said
she thought using siding on all sides of the garage would be preferable to only side of siding. She
said it was possible but noted as the architect she preferred the stucco material as proposed.

Commissioner Onken said he appreciated the project design and the mix of materials and shapes.
He said his only concern related to the proximity of the project to the property owners to the east
noting the two full sized windows for the master bedroom. He said he would like that bedroom to
be fenestrated with smaller windows. He said that would provide light but not view to the other
property’s bedroom windows just 18 feet away.

Commissioner Kahle said he liked the design noting he had not appreciated how close the house
was to the property line until he saw it. He said he thought the deep eaves would be a problem
under the building code and he thought those would need to be cut back severely at the property
line. Ms. Fisher said those were the first floor existing bedrooms, which did not have the deeper
eaves. She said the upper eaves were deeper and were out of the setback and within the daylight
plane.

Commissioner Kahle said he agreed with Commissioner Onken about the bedroom windows facing
the side house. He said those should be higher as they could get an egress window at the back.
He said he also agreed with Commissioner Barnes about the garage as it was fairly prominent. He
said it would be better if it was taller but if that needed a variance he did not see the point in doing
that. He said it could benefit from another siding material or even a window as suggested. Ms.
Fisher said the Commission’s order to have a window in the garage wall would be welcome noting
that it was a nonconforming wall which they could not substantively change. Replying to
Commissioner Kahle, Principal Planner Rogers confirmed that a window could be added to a
nonconforming wall.

Commissioner Riggs said once he realized that the garage could not be significantly changed and
it was short that having it be a different material and introducing a balancing wing on the left side
was kind of cool. He said although he did not like a wall without a window that the garage was one-
story with a low roof so no one would ever know if there was a window or not. He said the building
peak was some seven feet lower than code and the width of the second story facing the adjacent
home was pretty restrained. He said he found the proposal overall to be a sensitive design. He
said he trusted that gutters would be added at the seams of the standing metal roof.

Commissioner Kahle moved to approve the project as recommended in the staff report with a
condition to raise the sill heights of the side facing master bedroom windows. Commissioner Riggs
seconded the motion but asked the maker if those windows were fixed with an awning above if he
would allow for obscured glass as an option other than raised sill heights. Commissioner Kahle
said he would like to keep the motion as it was.

Commissioner Combs said he appreciated the neighbors coming to express their concern,
clarifying the proximity of the properties.

Chair Strehl noted the stepping back of the second story.

ACTION: Motion and second (Kahle/Riggs to approve the item with the following modification;
passes 7-0.
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1. Make a finding that the project is categorically exempt under Class 1 (Section 15301, “Existing
Facilities”) of the current California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

3.

Make findings, as per Section 16.82.030 of the Zoning Ordinance pertaining to the granting of
use permits, that the proposed use will not be detrimental to the health, safety, morals, comfort
and general welfare of the persons residing or working in the neighborhood of such proposed
use, and will not be detrimental to property and improvements in the neighborhood or the
general welfare of the City.

Approve the use permit subject to the following standard conditions:

a.

Development of the project shall be substantially in conformance with the plans prepared by
Ogawa Fisher Architects, consisting of 14 plan sheets, dated received February 21, 2017,
and approved by the Planning Commission on February 27, 2017 except as modified by the
conditions contained herein, subject to review and approval by the Planning Division.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicants shall comply with all Sanitary District,
Menlo Park Fire Protection District, and utility companies’ regulations that are directly
applicable to the project.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicants shall comply with all requirements of the
Building Division, Engineering Division, and Transportation Division that are directly
applicable to the project.

Prior to building permit issuance, the applicant shall submit a plan for any new utility
installations or upgrades for review and approval by the Planning, Engineering and Building
Divisions. All utility equipment that is installed outside of a building and that cannot be
placed underground shall be properly screened by landscaping. The plan shall show exact
locations of all meters, back flow prevention devices, transformers, junction boxes, relay
boxes, and other equipment boxes.

Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit plans indicating that the applicant shall remove and replace any damaged and
significantly worn sections of frontage improvements. The plans shall be submitted for
review and approval of the Engineering Division.

Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the applicant
shall submit a Grading and Drainage Plan for review and approval of the Engineering
Division. The Grading and Drainage Plan shall be approved prior to the issuance of grading,
demolition or building permits.

Heritage trees in the vicinity of the construction project shall be protected pursuant to the
Heritage Tree Ordinance.
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4. Approve the project subject to the following project-specific condition:

a. Simultaneous with the submittal of a complete building permit application, the plans
shall be modified to raise the sill heights of the second floor windows of the East
(Left) elevation, subject to review and approval of the Planning Division.

F3. Use Permit/Kanler, Inc./515 Bay Road:
Request for a use permit to construct a new two-story, single-family residence on a substandard lot with
regard to lot width and lot area in the R-1-U (Single-Family Urban Residential) zoning district. In
addition, one heritage Joshua tree, 30 inches in diameter, in fair condition, and one heritage coast live
oak, 22 inches in diameter, in fair condition, at the right side of the property would be removed. In
addition, a heritage coast live oak, 16 inches in diameter, in fair condition, would be pruned more than
25 percent. (Staff Report #17-013-PC)

Staff Comment: Associate Planner Tom Smith said there were no maodifications to the staff report.

Questions of Staff: Commissioner Kahle noted that staff expressed concerns in the staff report
about the volume and unusual unbalanced aesthetics. He said there had been five revisions to the
design. He asked staff to elaborate on those concerns and how they had arrived at the proposed
design.

Associate Planner Smith said the original design had difficulties as the public utility easement
(PUE) on the left side of six feet had not been recognized. He said it was more of a remodel and
expansion project that kept most of the nonconforming left side wall but would demolish most of
the rest of the house. He said they asked the applicant to come back with a redesign to bring the
project fully into conformance, and that was the second submittal. He said then it was an iterative
process of getting the design to a point where it addressed all the issues and met zoning ordinance
requirements. He said the first story roof volume was a comment that staff had relayed to the
applicant several times. He said the response was that since it was a narrow lot there was an
interest to create more volume in the home for the residents’ enjoyment. He said based on that
staff felt they had pressed the applicant as much as reasonably possible for that to be changed.
Commissioner Kahle confirmed with staff that no eaves or anything could be over a public utility
easement.

Applicant Presentation: Mr. Rajiv Agarwal, the property owner, said he bought the home seven
years ago when he graduated from college. He said he was married now with four children noting
his parents often visit for months at a time and the home was very small for their needs.

Chair Strehl opened the public hearing and closed it as there were no speakers.

Commission Comment: Commissioner Kahle said that the drawings did not seem to be a modern
Craftsman-style home as specified in the staff report. He said the key problem was the lack of
overhangs noting that was why he had asked about the PUE. He said a Craftsman-style home has
overhangs. He said vinyl windows were proposed everywhere and the proposed divided light
patterns were not Craftsman style.

Commissioner Onken said the second story was stepped in and was less massive than the first

story. He suggested the applicant might want to break up the fenestration. He said it looked like 20
of the same windows and it was very busy. He said he understood why the windows for the two
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shower rooms had been placed to the side but noted the sliding doors could be changed so those
windows might be placed more centrally which he thought would help the front elevation. He said
there were quite a few things aesthetically that could be calmed and it would be a perfectly fine
house. He said he would like the project to return with more attention paid to the fenestration for
improved modulation.

Commissioner Riggs said several topical design elements had been mentioned with the overriding
one being the absence of overhangs. He said that the windows reminded him of a 20" century
English cottage. He said the overhangs would provide shade and help the house with energy
efficiency. He said he thought it was possible for the high roof over the garage to work but he did
not know what to do about the overhangs.

Mehran Soltanzadeh said he was the designer. He said that no overhang was allowed over the
PUE and just putting an overhang on the right side would make the look unbalanced. He said he
would prefer overhangs on the second story gables. He said in the rear they had proposed one
foot overhang over the gables.

Commissioner Onken said in terms of windows facing side to side that bedroom #3 had large
windows facing neighbors. He asked how the wood shingles would be finished. Mr. Soltanzadeh
said they would paint it light gray. Commissioner Onken said windows on second stories were
often smaller and more modest than what was being proposed. He said without hitting the daylight
plane they could raise the roof on the second story and extend the eaves there. He said there was
a fireplace on the first floor that had no chimney. He suggested a chimney might help break up the
length of the roof. Mr. Soltanzadeh said they could consider that if the Commission thought it would
break up the mass.

Commissioner Kahle said the garage seemed to have a shed roof but wondered how that would
work with the entry. He said he would like the project to come back with some eaves proposed and
suggested adding a chimney. He said he would like the windows to be addressed and use wood
rather than vinyl windows.

Commissioner Onken said he would support continuing the project for redesign for smaller
windows on the second story and addition of eaves. He said they had already approved a project
with fiberglass windows and one with vinyl windows the same evening. He suggested the applicant
had to be very careful with vinyl windows as they tended to look cheap.

Commissioner Combs said the project met zoning ordinance requirements but there was some
uneasiness with the proposed design expressed by staff. He asked why with those elements of
concern the project had been brought forward. Associate Planner Smith said the project came to
Planning in 2015 and needed a significant redesign due to the PUE. He said throughout 2016 they
worked with the applicant on the design. He said they reached an impasse where staff was not
getting a response to the concerns it had. He said they asked the applicant to supply justifications
for what they were proposing so the project could come to the Planning Commission for
consideration.

Principal Planner Rogers said when staff gets a project that meets the code but doesn’t quite hit
the mark with what they think the Commission has generally supported, that there were several
options. He said the option chosen by staff here was to recommend approval while suggesting
areas of potential improvement. He said staff felt the biggest issue was the large expanse of roof,
but that issue had not been raised by the Commission this evening. He said another option was for

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 www.menlopark.org



Draft Minutes Page 11

staff to recommend approval with suggested changes to a project. He said staff might, if rarely,
bring a continuance recommendation and even more rarely, a denial recommendation to the
Commission.

Commissioner Kahle suggested the second floor massing could be adjusted to limit the amount of
roof seen. He said that there were some issues that could be addressed to create a better house.

He moved to continue the project and have the issues of the eaves, window sizes and modulation,
and lower roof massing addressed.

Commissioner Onken said he wanted to acknowledge the process the applicant has gone through,
noting that the site placement and relationship to the neighbors were fine but the proposal needed
a last effort. He seconded Commissioner Kahle’s motion.

Commissioner Riggs said if this was a project on a conforming lot it would have been approved by
the Planning Division as it met all development standards and ordinance code. He said he could
not find enough of an issue with the roof and windows to suggest change.

Chair Strehl called for the vote. Chair Strehl started to summarize the vote when Mr. Agarwal
asked to speak. Recognized by the Chair, Mr. Agarwal expressed how long they had been working
on this proposal and asked if the Commission could be very specific in its direction.

Chair Strehl noted she would vote against the continuance as she agreed with what Commissioner
Riggs had said.

Discussion ensued about the vote on the motion as there was some interruption of the count.
Chair Strehl restarted the action and called for the vote.

ACTION: Motion and second (Kahle/Onken) to continue the item with direction including the
following; passes 5-2 with Commissioners Riggs and Strehl opposing.

. Eaves should be added to the first- and second-story roofs of the proposed residence.

. More variation in window sizes and spacing should be provided, particularly on the
proposed second story.

. The roof massing should be lowered on the first story, particularly on the front and right side

elevations, in the areas above the proposed garage and family room.

F4. Use Permit Revision and Architectural Control Revision/DES Architects & Engineers/1430 O'Brien
Drive:
Request for a use permit and architectural control to partially convert, expand, and architecturally
update an existing research and development (R&D) building located in the M-2 (General Industrial)
zoning district. This project is a revision to approvals for a use permit and architectural control
previously granted by the Planning Commission on July 25, 2016. The applicant is also requesting a
use permit for indoor use and indoor and outdoor storage of hazardous materials in association with life
sciences and biotechnology R&D. All hazardous materials would be stored within the building, with the
exception of diesel fuel for a proposed emergency generator. In addition, the applicant is requesting a
use permit for an outdoor seating area associated with cafe operations to be hosted within the building.
In addition, one heritage flowering pear tree (19-inch diameter), in fair condition, at the center of the
property would be removed. The applicant is also requesting a parking reduction based on the uses
within the building and the proposed tenants' operations. Approximately 197 parking spaces would be
provided, where 282 parking spaces are required by the M-2 square-footage-based parking
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requirements. The project includes a Below Market Rate (BMR) Agreement for the payment of an in lieu
fee or the delivery of equivalent off-site units. Continued to the Planning Commission meeting of
March 13, 2017

G. Informational Items
Commissioner Barnes asked about neighbor outreach requirements. Principal Planner Rogers said
that mandatory neighbor notification about applications and project submittals was the City’s legal
responsibility for projects, and it typically went to a 300-foot radius. He said applicants were
strongly encouraged to do neighbor outreach but it was not legally mandated. He said absent any
communications from neighbors to staff, that staff depended on applicants to provide information
on what neighbor outreach was done.
Commissioner Barnes said he and Commissioner Kahle would be attending the League of Cities
Planning Commissioners Academy conference in Los Angeles and expressed his appreciations for
the opportunity to attend.

G1. Future Planning Commission Meeting Schedule
e Regular Meeting: March 13, 2017

Principal Planner Rogers said the 1430 O’Brien continued from tonight's meeting would be on the
March 13 agenda. He said also the 455 Oak Court project considered on January 9 and continued
with a height reduction and landscaping revision would potentially be on the same agenda.

e Regular Meeting: March 27, 2017

Principal Planner Rogers said the 500 EI Camino Real draft EIR and general study session would
be on the March 27 agenda.

e Regular Meeting: April 10, 2017
l. Adjournment

Chair Strehl adjourned the meeting at 8:51 p.m.

Staff Liaison: Thomas Rogers

Recording Secretary: Brenda Bennett
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CITY OF
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Study Session:

Recommendation

Community Development

3/27/2017
17-016-PC

Draft Infill Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Public
Hearing and Study Session/Stanford
University/Middle Plaza at 500 El Camino Real
Project (300-550 EI Camino Real)

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions for the Middle Plaza at 500 El

Camino Real Project:

e Conduct a Public Hearing to receive public testimony on the Draft Infill Environmental Impact Report

(EIR); and

e Conduct a Study Session to provide feedback on the overall project.

The March 27 meeting will not include any project approval actions. The proposal will be subject to
additional review at future City Council and Commission meetings. Staff recommends the following meeting
procedure to effectively and efficiently move through the two items, allowing the public and the Planning
Commission to focus comments on the specific project components.

Draft Infill EIR Public Hearing

e Introduction by Staff

e Presentation by Consultant

e Public Comments on Draft Infill EIR
Commissioner Questions on Draft Infill EIR
Commissioner Comments on Draft Infill EIR
e Close of Public Hearing

Project Proposal Study Session

e Introduction by Staff

e Presentation by Applicant

e Public Comments on Project

e Commissioner Questions on Project
e Commissioner Comments on Project

Policy Issues

Draft Infill EIR public hearings provide an opportunity for Planning Commissioners and the public to
comment on the completeness and accuracy of the Draft Infill EIR document. Study sessions provide an
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opportunity for Planning Commissioners and the public to provide feedback on the overall project. Both
Draft Infill EIR public hearings and study sessions should be considered on a case-by-case basis, with
comments used to inform future consideration of the project.

Background

Site location

The project site consists of six contiguous parcels totaling 8.4 acres situated on the east side of El Camino
Real, and includes the parcels at 300-550 EI Camino Real as well as one parcel with no address. The
project site is within the EI Camino Real/Downtown Specific Plan’s (Specific Plan) EI Camino Real South-
East (ECR SE) district, and has a land use designation of EI Camino Real Mixed Use, which supports a
variety of retail, office, residential, and public and semi-public uses. The project site currently consists of
vacant parcels and former car dealerships, two of which have most recently been used for temporary arts
installations. A location map is included as Attachment A.

Neighborhood context

Neighboring land uses include a commercial plaza to the north; Burgess Park and single- and multi-family
residential units east of the Caltrain right-of-way and Alma Street; the Stanford Park Hotel to the south; and
a mix of commercial uses, including a retail shopping center, and multi-family residential uses to the west of
El Camino Real. Downtown Menlo Park is approximately 0.3 mile northwest of the project site.

Previous project review

Stanford University (Stanford) initially submitted a proposal in November 2012 to redevelop the project site
with a mixed-use development consisting of 229,500 square feet of office uses (including 96,150 square
feet of medical office uses), and a range of 135 to 152 residential units. In January 2013, the Planning
Commission held a study session to provide feedback on the proposal.

500 El Camino Real Subcommittee

In April 2013, the City Council held a study session which resulted in the creation of a subcommittee of the
City Council, consisting of Councilmembers Keith and Carlton, to explore further project refinement. The
500 El Camino Real Subcommittee met with neighborhood representatives, the Silicon Valley Bicycle
Coalition, representatives from environmental groups, representatives from Stanford University, and city
staff.

In August 2013, the City Council accepted the final report from the 500 El Camino Real Subcommittee
(Attachment C) which established four requirements for revising the proposed project as summarized
below:

1. Stanford will eliminate all medical office uses;

2. Stanford will make a substantial contribution to the cost of design and construction of a
pedestrian/bicycle crossing at Middle Avenue. The amount will be negotiated/determined through the
project approval process with the goal of ensuring there will be sufficient funding to construct the
undercrossing in a timely manner;

3. Stanford will participate in a City working group regarding the design of the Middle Avenue plaza,
undercrossing, and vehicular access to the site; and,

4. Stanford will fund a neighborhood cut-through traffic study as scoped by the City.

Since the release of the Subcommittee’s final report, Stanford has been diligently pursuing the above
requirements — the current development proposal excludes any medical office uses, Stanford has held
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public meetings to solicit public input on the design of the Middle Avenue plaza, and the Draft Infill
Environmental Impact Report that was released on February 28, 2017 includes an analysis of potential
neighborhood cut-through traffic. The remaining requirement, Stanford’s contribution towards the grade-
separated pedestrian and bicycle crossing at Middle Avenue, is in need of further input from the Council.
The selection of two Councilmembers to serve on a City Council Subcommittee to assist the negotiating
team and provide feedback on a development agreement for this project has been scheduled for the
upcoming Council meeting on March 28.

Current Proposal

Stanford is currently proposing to demolish all existing structures and redevelop the site with up to 459,013
square feet of mixed uses, and would meet the Specific Plan’s Base-level development standards. The
proposed development would include approximately 10,000 square feet of retail uses, approximately
144,000 square feet of non-medical office uses, and 215 residential units that would comprise
approximately 305,000 square feet. The project would include the construction of one mixed-use retail and
office building (Office Building 1), two office buildings (Office Buildings 2 and 3), two residential buildings
(Residential Buildings A and B), and a publicly-accessible plaza at Middle Avenue (Middle Plaza) that would
be approximately 120 feet wide and approximately 0.5 acre in size. The project would provide
approximately 960 parking spaces within underground parking garages and surface parking. Project plans
are included as Attachment B.

The proposal requires the following discretionary approvals:

e Environmental Review. Certification of the environmental review, including findings and a statement of
overriding considerations, and approval of the applicable mitigation measures presented in the Infill EIR.

e Architectural Control. Architectural control review would be required to review the design of the proposed
buildings and site improvements.

e Lot Line Adjustment/Lot Merger. A lot line adjustment or lot merger would be required to modify existing
lot lines.

e Heritage Tree Removal Permits. A heritage tree removal permit would be required for each heritage tree
proposed for removal per Municipal Code Section 13.24.040.

e Below Market Rate Housing Agreement. A Below Market Rate Housing Agreement would be required for
the project’s compliance with the City’s Below Market Rate Housing Program, as outlined in Chapter
16.96 of the Municipal Code.

e Development Agreement. A Development Agreement with the City of Menlo Park is proposed to vest
development approvals and specify a financial contribution to the City of Menlo Park that could be used
for the design and, if approved, construction of a pedestrian/bicycle crossing at Middle Avenue or if not
approved such other transportation improvements as may be appropriate.

Because the project includes a development agreement, the City Council will be the final decision-making
body on the project, with the Planning Commission providing recommendations. Prior to City Council action,
the Environmental Quality Commission will also review and provide a recommendation on proposed
Heritage Tree Removal permits, Transportation Commission review and recommendation would be required
for on-street parking changes, and Housing Commission review and recommendation would be required for
the applicant’s Below Market Rate (BMR) Housing proposal.
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CEQA review

The Specific Plan process included detailed review of projected environmental impacts through a program
Environmental Impact Report (EIR), as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In
compliance with CEQA requirements, the Draft EIR was released in April 2011, with a public comment
period that closed in June 2011. The Final EIR, incorporating responses to Draft EIR comments, as well as
text changes to parts of the Draft EIR itself, was released in April 2012, and certified along with the final
Plan approvals in June 2012.

As specified in the Specific Plan EIR and the CEQA Guidelines, program EIRs provide the initial framework
for review of discrete projects. Most project proposals under the Specific Plan are anticipated to be fully
addressed as part of the Specific Plan EIR. However, for the proposed project, staff and an independent
CEQA consulting firm (ICF International, with support from W-Trans, a transportation analysis sub-
consultant) determined that a project-level EIR was required to examine specific impacts not addressed in
the Specific Plan EIR. The specific type of project-level EIR required for the project is defined by Senate Bill
(SB) 226 as an “Infill EIR,” as the project meets relevant criteria defined by that legislation, as discussed in
the Draft Infill EIR. Since this determination, the project's CEQA review has proceeded as follows:

Table 1: CEQA Process Timeline ‘

Milestone Hearing Body ‘
3/15/2016 Environmental Impact Report Contract Approval City Council
6/22/2016 Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Infill Environmental Checklist n/a
Issuance
7/21/2016 NOP Comment Deadline n/a
2/28/2017 Notice of Availability (NOA) of Draft Infill EIR n/a
2/28/2017 Draft Infill EIR Review Period Start n/a
3/27/2017  Draft Infill EIR Public Hearing Ccf’rLar?]?;g?O”
4/13/2017 Draft Infill EIR Review Period End n/a

The members of the Planning Commission were previously provided a copy of the Draft Infill EIR, and the
Draft Infill EIR is available on the City website.

Analysis

Draft Infill EIR
The Draft Infill EIR analyzes the following three topic areas:

e Air Quality (construction)
¢ Noise (traffic noise)
e Transportation/Traffic

Other environmental analysis areas were found to have been adequately addressed in the Specific Plan
EIR. The Infill Environmental Checklist is included as an appendix to the Draft Infill EIR, and it explains in

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 www.menlopark.org



Staff Report #: 17-016-PC
Page 5

detail how the project is consistent with the Specific Plan EIR and creates no new significant impacts for the
topic categories not analyzed in the Draft Infill EIR (e.g., Biological Resources, Hydrology/Water Quality).

Impact analysis

For each of the analyzed topic areas, the Draft Infill EIR describes the existing conditions (including
regulatory and environmental settings), and analyzes the potential environmental impacts (noting the
thresholds of significance and applicable methods of analysis). Impacts are considered both for the project
individually, as well as for the project in combination with other projects and cumulative growth. The Draft
Infill EIR identifies and classifies the potential environmental impacts as:

e Potentially Significant
e Less than Significant
e No Impact

Where a potentially significant impact is identified, mitigation measures are considered to reduce, eliminate,
or avoid the adverse effects. If a mitigation measure cannot eliminate/avoid an impact, or reduce the impact
below the threshold of significance, it is considered a significant and unavoidable impact.

The Draft Infill EIR determined that impacts would be less than significant, or less than significant with
mitigation, for the following categories:

e Air Quality (construction)
¢ Noise (traffic noise)

The Transportation/Traffic analysis in the Draft Infill EIR determined that impacts on bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, transit facilities, and emergency access would be less than significant. However, the following
transportation/traffic impacts have been determined to be potentially significant. Mitigation measures have
been specified for most intersections, roadway segments, routes of regional significance, and railroad
crossings, but the impacts listed in Tables 2 through 5 below are considered significant and unavoidable
due to factors such as the need to acquire additional rights-of-way, conflicts with existing policies, or a
location outside of the City’s jurisdiction.

Partial mitigation measures are included for the payment of transportation impact fees (TIF) and
proportional share contributions towards transportation infrastructure improvements, and implementation of

a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) plan, and these would be project requirements. However,
these mitigation measures are not projected to fully mitigate any impacts.

Intentionally left blank
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Intersection

Table 2: Impacts on Intersections

Jurisdiction

Significant Impact?

Near-Term
2021 Plus
Project

Cumulative
2040 Plus
Project

Is Mitigation
Feasible?

Remains
Significant and
Unavoidable
Impact?

Middlefield Rd/ 1,2
Marsh Rd (#1) Atherton Yes - AM Yes - AM Yes Yes
Middlefield Rd/

Glenwood Ave- Atherton Yes - AMIPM  Yes-AM/PM  Yes Yes'?
Linden Ave (#3)

Middlefield Rd/ Menlo Park and 1
Ravenswood Rd (#5)  Atherton No Yes - AM Yes Yes
Middlefield Rd/ 23
Willow Rd (#7) Menlo Park Yes - PM Yes - AM/PM  No Yes
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/

Ravenswood Ave- i No Yes - AM/IPM  No Yes'?3
Menlo Ave (#15)

El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 13
Live Oak Ave (#16) Caltrans No ves-AM/PM - Yes ves
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 1,2,3
Middle Ave (#18) Caltrans No Yes - PM No Yes
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 13
College Ave (#19) Caltrans Yes - AM/IPM  Yes - AM/PM  Yes Yes
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 13
Partridge Ave (#20) Caltrans R RESRELLEIT Yes
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 13
Harvard Ave (#22) Caltrans Yes - AM Yes-AM/PM  Yes Yes
El Camino Real/ Menlo Park/ 13
Creek Dr (#23) Caltrans Yes - AM Yes - AM/PM Yes Yes
University Dr/ Menlo Park Yes-AM/PM  Yes-AM/PM  Yes Yes®

Middle Ave (#31)

Notes:

! Mitigation measure(s) requires approval from another jurisdiction, which cannot be guaranteed; therefore,
impact remains significant and unavoidable.
2 Mitigation measure(s) requires acquisition of right-of-way, which cannot be guaranteed; therefore, impact
remains significant and unavoidable.
% Mitigation measure(s) is undesirable due to potential secondary impacts; therefore, impact remains
significant and unavoidable.
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Table 3: Impacts on Roadway Segments

Significant Impact?

Near-Term Cumulative Remains Significant

Segment 2021 Plus 2040 Plus  ©M1IGATON  and Unavoidable
Project Project : Impact”

Middlefield Rd — Ravenswood

Ave to Ringwood Ave (#2) No Yes No Yes

Ravenswood Ave —

Laurel St to Middlefield Rd Yes Yes No Yes

(#3)

Middle Ave — University Dr to

El Camino Real (#5) WS Vs N Vs

Cambridge Ave — University

Dr to El Camino Real (#8) Yes Yes No Yes

Table 4: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance

Significant Impact?

Remains
Near-Term Cumulative o Significant and
Segment Jurisdiction 2021 Plus 2040 Plus 5 Mmganon Unavoidable
; . Feasible?
Project Project Impact?
Bayfront Expressway —
University Ave to Willow  Caltrans Yes Yes No Yes
Rd (WB)
Bayfront Expressway —
Willow Rd to University Caltrans Yes Yes No Yes
Ave (EB)
Willow Rd — Bayfront
Expressway to US 101 Caltrans No Yes No Yes
(WB)
Willow Rd - US 101 to
Bayfront Expressway Caltrans Yes Yes No Yes
(EB)

Intentionally left blank
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Table 5: Impacts on Railroad Crossings

Remains
Is Mitigation Significant and
Feasible? Unavoidable
Impact?

Segment Significant Impact

No significance threshold for railroad

crossings. However, as the project would

add vehicular traffic to railroad crossings, No Yes
mitigation measures have been

recommended.

Ravenswood Avenue
Railroad Crossing

Alternatives

Under SB 226, Draft Infill EIRs are not required to consider project alternatives that would change the
location, densities, or building intensities of the project. Because any alternative that could reduce this
project’s environmental impacts would change the project location, densities, or building intensities, project
alternatives are not analyzed in the Infill EIR.

Correspondence
As of the publication of the staff report, four items of correspondence have been submitted regarding the
Draft Infill EIR, and they are included as Attachment D.

Study Session

The March 27 Planning Commission meeting will also serve as a study session to review the project
proposal. This is an opportunity for the Planning Commission and the public to become more familiar with
the project, and to ask questions and provide individual feedback on project aspects such as the building
design or site layout.

Land uses

The project would be consistent with the allowed development in the ECR SE district at the Base-level
development standards, which allows a floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.25 and a residential density of 40 units
per acre. The maximum height in the ECR SE district is 60 feet, with building facades limited to 38 feet. The
project would be constructed to comply with the FAR and height as permitted, including the limit that no
more than half of the FAR may be used for non-medical office uses.

Table 6 below summarizes the proposed breakdown of land uses:

Table 6: Proposed Development by Use

Approximate Square % of Overall
Footage Project
Non-medical office 144,000 sf 31.4%
Retail 10,000 sf 2.2%
Residential (215 units) 305,000 sf 66.4%
Total Up to 459,013 sf 100.0%
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As described in the Background section, earlier iterations of the project proposed a larger portion of office
uses, including medical office uses, and a smaller portion of residential uses. The current proposal is
consistent with the 500 El Camino Real Subcommittee’s recommendations to eliminate medical office uses.

The Specific Plan identifies an opportunity for a pedestrian-friendly retail node on El Camino Real at Middle
Avenue, and requires that new development at this location provide a minimum of 10,000 square feet of
retail/restaurant space “in order to create a critical mass of retail activity” and to complement the existing
Safeway shopping center on the west side of El Camino Real. The retail node would be integrated with the
open space plaza and future pedestrian/bicycle grade-separated crossing at the Caltrain tracks, which is
discussed in more detail below. Additional community-serving uses could be considered through case-by-
case Administrative Permit and Use Permit review, as specified in Specific Plan Table E1. For example, a
restaurant with alcohol service and/or outdoor seating would require Administrative Permit review.

Site layout and access

The project would require the demolition of seven existing buildings at the project site, and would entail the
construction of one mixed-use office/retail building (Office Building 1), two office buildings (Office Buildings
2 and 3), two residential buildings (Residential Buildings A and B), surface and underground parking
garages, a publicly-accessible plaza at Middle Avenue, on-site pedestrian and vehicular linkages, and
landscaping. As noted earlier, the plans are shown as part of Attachment B.

Office Building 1, which would contain a mix of retail and office uses, would be located on the northern edge
of the project site. Office Building 1 would consist of approximately 34,500 square feet and would be a
three-story building. The ground floor of this building would contain approximately 10,000 square feet of
retail shops and restaurants pursuant to Specific Plan requirements for a retail node on El Camino Real at
Middle Avenue. These retail uses would be open to the public and not restricted to on-site users.
Approximately 24,500 square feet of office space would be located on the second and third floors above the
retail space.

Office Buildings 2 and 3 would be located on the southern edge of the project site. Office Building 2 would
be three stories, with a total area of approximately 88,460 square feet. The building’s central feature would
be a courtyard plaza. The building would also have rooftop terraces facing EI Camino Real. Office Building
3 would be a three-story building with a total area of approximately 30,000 square feet. The building would
feature a parking garage and lobby on the ground floor and office space on the second and third floors.
Building heights would be up to 60 feet, with EI Camino Real facades no greater than 38 feet.

Residential Buildings A and B would be located at the center of the project site, between Middle Plaza and
Office Building 2. Of the 215 proposed residential units, approximately 48 percent would be one-bedroom
units and approximately 52 percent would be two-bedroom units. The one-bedroom units would average
approximately 818 square feet and the two-bedroom units would average approximately 1,143 square feet.
The residential units are planned as rental apartments, with priority given to eligible Stanford faculty and
affiliates. Guideline E.3.5.07 states that residential units on the ground floor should have floors that are
elevated at least two feet and up to four feet above the finished sidewalk to promote better transition and
privacy, provided that accessibility codes are met. While the current iteration of plans does not show full
compliance with this guideline, further refinement and/or study will be made as project review progresses to
comply to the extent possible.

Residential amenities, intended to provide on-site convenience to residents and reduce vehicle trips, include
a fitness center; a library/business center with high-speed Wi-Fi and remote conference technology; do-it-
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yourself (DIY) bicycle repair stands for bicycle commuters and residents; and a community workshop area
to allow residents space to work on hobbies and projects. The design of the buildings would create a private
interior courtyard, which would include a swimming pool. The majority of residences would have individual
private decks or patios. Rooftop terraces serving as outdoor gathering spaces would be located on upper
floors. The buildings would not exceed 60 feet in height, and facades on El Camino Real would not exceed
38 feet in height.

In accordance with Standard E.3.4.1.01, building breaks are limited to no more than 25 percent of the
frontage. The site is required to provide a number of required breaks at the side setbacks and at street
intersections, including a break for Middle Plaza. These required breaks would comprise significantly
towards the 25 percent limit. The proposed design includes an entry archway feature extending over the
northern-most driveway at Office Building 1. Staff believes the design of this feature would provide sufficient
definition and continuity along the street frontage such that it would not count towards the project’s building
break calculation. Additionally, measuring the interior side setback to the entry archway would also ensure
compliance with the 25-foot maximum interior side setback standard.

Middle Plaza

The publicly-accessible plaza at Middle Avenue (Middle Plaza) would be approximately 120 feet wide and
approximately 0.5 acre in size. This plaza would provide open space with seating, drought-tolerant
landscaping, and shaded sitting areas for both the community and the private development. The plaza
would accommodate a variety of community-oriented activities and uses. Elements may include a variety of
seating options, play areas, and areas for possible pop-up events. A landscaped area to the rear is
proposed to provide a stage-like setting for small entertainment events.

Vehicular access

The project site would be accessible from driveways along EI Camino Real. The primary access points to
the site would be two signalized intersections at Middle Avenue and Cambridge Avenue, which would
provide full access into and out of the site. Consistent with the Specific Plan, the project would complete the
fourth leg of the signalized Middle Avenue intersection and upgrade the fourth leg of the signalized
Cambridge Avenue intersection. A southbound left-turn lane would be added to the leg at the Middle
Avenue intersection, providing access from El Camino Real onto the project site. The project would also
allow for exiting the Stanford Park Hotel at Cambridge Avenue so that southbound hotel patrons would be
able to turn south onto EI Camino Real, rather than make a U-turn at Cambridge Avenue, which they
currently must do. The Stanford Park Hotel site would be connected to the project site and Cambridge
Avenue via a driveway along the western site boundary.

In addition to the two signalized intersections at Middle Avenue and Cambridge Avenue, there would be two
non-signalized entrances into the project. The northernmost of these access points would be located north
of Middle Avenue, and would provide a “right in/right out” access point. This northern entrance would be
located to serve a small surface parking area for the retail and commercial office uses in Office Building 1
located at Middle Plaza, as well as the underground parking garage. The second “right in/right out” access
point would be located across from Partridge Avenue.

Approximately 960 parking spaces would be provided on the site. The majority of the project parking would
be provided in two underground parking garages and an at-grade garage, together providing approximately
910 parking spaces. The northern underground garage would be located under, and would serve, Office
Building 1 and Residential Buildings A and B. The southern underground garage would be located under,
and would serve, Office Building 2. A surface parking garage on the ground floor Office Building 3 would
serve this building. Additionally, uncovered surface parking spaces would be provided throughout the site,
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including at the northern end of the project site available for the retail node at Middle Plaza, and short-term
loading and visitor spaces located around the residential buildings and Office Buildings 2 and 3, totaling
approximately 50 surface spaces.

Pedestrian and bicycle access

The main bicycle and pedestrian access to the site would be provided through Middle Plaza as well as three
smaller plazas along El Camino Real. Proposed pedestrian walkways internal to the site as well as a
continuous public sidewalk along the EI Camino Real frontage would provide pedestrian and bicycle
linkages between the plazas and the proposed buildings. In accordance with the sidewalk standards in the
ECR SE district, 15-foot wide sidewalks would be provided along the site’s El Camino Real frontage,
consisting of a 10-foot wide clear walking zone and a five-foot wide furnishings zone. Towards the southern
end of the site and along the frontage for Office Building 3, the sidewalk would need to taper to a narrower
width in order to accommodate an existing driveway access serving the Stanford Park Hotel and existing
street trees to be preserved. While the current iteration of plans does not show full compliance with the 15-
foot sidewalk standard, further refinements will be made as project review progresses to ensure compliance.

The ElI Camino Real/Downtown Specific Plan identifies a grade-separated pedestrian and bicycle crossing
at the Caltrain tracks located along the project site’s eastern boundary and close to the Middle Avenue
intersection. Although the crossing is not part of the proposed project, Middle Plaza would be designed to
provide a connection to the crossing from the EI Camino Real and Middle Avenue intersection. The
Transportation Division is currently in the process of selecting a consultant to study options for the design of
this crossing. The study is anticipated to be completed in mid-2018, with a preferred alternative to be
selected at the end of 2017. When constructed, this grade-separated crossing would improve bicycle and
pedestrian circulation between El Camino Real and the north-south bicycle lanes on Alma Street,
connecting the downtown and residential neighborhoods west of EI Camino Real with the Menlo Park
Caltrain station, Burgess Park, and the Menlo Park Civic Center complex. Additionally, the crossing would
encourage the use of alternative modes of transportation.

Bicycle facilities in the vicinity of the site include a Class | Multi-Use Path on the east side of EI Camino Real
between Sand Hill Road and the Palo Alto Caltrain station, a Class | Multi-Use Path on the north side of
Sand Hill Road, and Class Il bicycle lanes on both sides of Sand Hill Road, both sides of Alma Street, both
sides of Willow Road west of O’Keefe Street, and both sides of Ravenswood Avenue east of Noel Drive.
The El Camino Real Corridor Study, which is currently being conducted, includes alternatives that would
provide bicycle lanes on El Camino Real within the city limits.

Design and materials

The following section represents the preliminary feedback of staff and the City’s architectural consultant. As
noted later, the Planning Commission and public are encouraged to provide input on these and related
topics as part of the study session. The strength of the design largely relates to the mostly underground
parking solution and the architectural character of the office buildings. The office buildings’ figurative
massing along with their Mission Revival roof forms, terraces, window patterns, decorative accent materials
(see sheet A17), and schematic detailing (see sheets A15.1, A15.2 and A15.3), appear mostly authentic.
The design details articulate the structures effectively, and the buildings feature strong focal points at towers
and entries. Staff believes that further refinement of the details and materials would be helpful, such as
specifying the texture of the stucco, roof tile profile and detailing at eave edges and ridges, and detailing of
the columns at the colonnade at Office Building 1.

The residential buildings, which have a craftsman-inspired design, show materials, window patterns, and
details that are generally consistent with the craftsman style. While the buildings are attractive at places, the
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level of repetition may emphasize the broad frontage on the street. The height difference between the front
and rear building wings is also considerable, although the differential may be more apparent in the flat
elevation drawings than it would be perceived along the street.

While the individual buildings as seen in isolation have mostly positive aspects, the cumulative design
seems more disjointed. The forms applied to the programmatic components (residential buildings, office
buildings, and public plaza), do not necessarily relate to each other well—spatially, volumetrically, or as an
urban streetscape pattern. The commercial buildings generally have attractive forms and detailing
reminiscent with Mission Revival architecture. Their scale, forms, and proportions as seen along the street
could clash with the lower and more horizontal residential volumes that face EI Camino Real. This is not to
say that the residential forms and scale are preferred to the commercial forms and scale, but more that the
combination may not work well. The composite streetscape drawings on sheet A28 illustrate this. The
Commission should note how the figurative massing of Office Buildings 2 and 3 relate to each other, and
how the more repetitive facades of Residential Buildings A and B relate to each other, but how Office
Building 1 has no particular relation to Residential Building A, and Residential Building B has no clear
relation to Office Building 2.

Furthermore, there is little connectivity between the two uses. Pedestrian circulation is limited to at the
sidewalk at EI Camino Real or behind buildings, while space between the commercial and residential
buildings are not treated like a positive, shared urban space held by opposing building forms. This is most
evident at Middle Plaza, where the north side of Residential Building A’s three-story form is treated more
like an end to the building than a wall containing the space of the plaza. The architecture of the commercial
and residential buildings is very different, which could call more attention to the differences in their scale,
proportion, and forms. Craftsman and Mission Revival architecture both appeared around in the early
1900’s, but their formal architectural properties and underlying aesthetic values were very different and
could be considered as being in opposition.

The overall impression along this section of El Camino Real could be of unrelated projects, as opposed to
the finely scaled urbanism suggested by the Specific Plan. Even though the buildings individually have
positive architectural forms and detailing, the overarching character may be viewed as more suburban than
pedestrian-friendly urban. The site’s frontage along El Camino Real is approximately 1,600 feet in length,
and any development on this property would play a major role in defining the character of this stretch of El
Camino Real and contribute greatly to the overall character of the Specific Plan area.

The project has a challenge with how to translate a program into urban forms and spaces that make an
urban streetscape as suggested by the Specific Plan. The uses are in large blocks but segmented in land
use (i.e. office, residential, back to office), and the land uses and blocks seem minimally connected in their
circulation, open space, or by related forms. A better urban environment might be created by having the
uses and building forms integrated at a finer scale, with building scale and architecture working towards
creating a stronger public space at Middle Plaza.

Alternatively, while having the whole site use variations on one architectural style might seem too much, it
might be better than having two building blocks side-by-side that may not relate well. It would be worth
considering as to whether recasting the housing with Mission Revival architecture and with some plan
changes so that the building forms less directly express a pattern of repetitive unit layouts but more
streetscape for a block that embraces the street.
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Trees and open space

There are currently 79 trees on or near the project site, and consist of Italian stone pine, Canary Island date
palm, coast live oak, valley oak, holly oak, and coast redwood. With implementation of the project, all but
two of the 42 existing street trees along El Camino Real are expected to be retained. A total of 12 non-
heritage trees and 11 heritage trees would be removed, and eight non-heritage trees and one heritage tree
would be transplanted on the site. Removed heritage trees would be replaced at a ratio of two replacement
trees for each tree removed. The tree inventory and assessment report is included as Attachment E. All
proposed tree removals and construction effects will be subject to detailed review as the project review
proceeds, including consideration by the Environmental Quality Commission.

The pattern of open spaces, how buildings frame these spaces, and how landscape helps define these
spaces provide cues to the pedestrian on how to use the space or if she/he is welcomed. The more it
appears that the pedestrian or cyclist passes a series of spaces that seem related, the more it will appear
and function as a public space. Middle Plaza would be the largest public space, but spaces at the other
street intersections and mid-block would be equally important. The overall public space system along the
street may benefit from more study, so that building walls and landscaping define these spaces better.

Middle Plaza

At approximately a half-acre in size, Middle Plaza would be much larger than the plaza in front of Café
Borrone, at 1010 El Camino Real. While Middle Plaza would be a reasonably large space, unless there is a
programmed event there, the space could potentially be lightly used. Although the drawings are conceptual
at this stage, the suggested locations of light pole fixtures and bicycle racks may limit the use of the plaza
for gathering. The three large trees and water feature provide some definition along EI Camino Real, but
overall spatial definition could use more refinement. The stage location towards the rear could be awkward
for people to view performances. Decorative paving extends into the bicycle circulation area along the
driveway and into vehicular driveway, albeit a subtle pattern variation is used at the driveway, and these
treatments could benefit from refinement that would more clearly delineate and define the use of these
spaces.

Planning Commission considerations

The study session format allows for a wide range of discussion/direction on the proposed development. In
particular, staff recommends that Planning Commissioners consider and provide clear direction on the
following key items:

Overall architectural design and site layout
— Are the proposed architectural styles, materials, and general scale and building massing appropriate for
the project and the EI Camino Real corridor?

— Do the distinct architectural styles, specifically the Mission Revival style as applied on the commercial
component and craftsman style as applied on the residential component, produce a streetscape that
strikes a balance between design integrated and visual interest?

— Do the proposed interfaces between Office Building 1 and Residential Building A, and Residential
Building B and Office Building 2 provide a sufficiently cohesive and logical transition between buildings
and uses?

— Is the design of the residential fagcade along El Camino Real too repetitive?
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Middle Plaza
— Are the proposed size, configuration, layout, and mix of amenities conducive to a lively urban public
plaza? Are there any other features and/or amenities that should be considered?

— Where and how much area should outdoor seating for future cafes/restaurants be permitted to occupy in
the plaza?

— Does the plaza’s interface with Office Building 1 and Residential Building A promote an integrated
space?

Impact on City Resources

The project sponsor is required to pay Planning, Building and Public Works permit fees, based on the City’s
Master Fee Schedule, to fully cover the cost of staff time spent on the review of the project. The project
sponsor is also required to bear the cost of the associated environmental review. For the environmental
review, the project sponsor deposits funds with the City, and the City pays the consultant.

Environmental Review

As discussed in the Analysis section of this report, a Draft Infill EIR has been prepared for the project.
Following the close of the comment period, staff and the consultant will compile the responses to comments
document, and will consider and respond to comments received on the Draft Infill EIR. Repeat comments
may be addressed in Master Responses, and portions of the EIR may be revised in strikethrough (deleted
text) and underline (new text) format. Once the responses and revisions are complete, the Final Infill EIR
will be released, consisting of the Responses to Comments plus the Draft Infill EIR. The Final Infill EIR will
be considered by the Planning Commission and City Council concurrent with the final project actions.

Public Notice

Public Notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with the agenda items being listed, at least 72
hours prior to the meeting. Public notification also consisted of publishing a notice in the local newspaper
and notification by mail of owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the subject property. Notice of
the Draft Infill EIR’s availability and the holding of this public hearing was also provided to agencies and
jurisdictions of interest (e.g., Caltrans, Town of Atherton, City of Palo Alto, etc.).

Attachments

Location map

Project plans

500 ElI Camino Real Subcommittee Final Report, dated August 27, 2013
Draft Infill EIR Correspondence

Tree Inventory and Assessment Report

moowp

Disclaimer

Attached are reduced versions of maps and diagrams submitted by the applicants. The accuracy of the
information in these drawings is the responsibility of the applicants, and verification of the accuracy by City
Staff is not always possible. The original full-scale maps, drawings and exhibits are available for public
viewing at the Community Development Department.
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Exhibits to Be Provided at Meeting
Colors and Materials Boards

Report prepared by:
Jean Lin, Senior Planner

Report reviewed by:
Thomas Rogers, Principal Planner
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PROJECT DATA

ZONING DESIGNATION: DOWNTOWN SPECIFIC PLAN

EL CAMINO REAL SOUTH EAST (ECR SE)

TOTAL LAND AREA: 367,210 SF (8.43 ACRES)

LOT COVERAGE: BLDG FOOTPRINT COVERAGE

OFFICE BUILDING 1 14,076 SQ.FT.

OFFICE BUILDING 2 33,617 SQFT.

OFFICE BUILDING 3 16,743 SQFT.

RESIDENTIAL BUILDING A&B 76,548 SQFT.

TRASH ENCLOSURES 1,364 SQFT.

TOTAL 142,348 SQFT.

LOT COVERAGE: 38.8%

OPEN SPACE: 39.5%

PROPOSED FAR: 117

PROPOSED BUILDING USE: OFFICE, RESIDENTIAL AND RETAIL

TOTAL LANDSCAPE AREA: 145,105 SF

BUILDING HEIGHT: TO TOP OF ROOF SCREEN

OFFICE BUILDING 1 60'-0" FT

OFFICE BUILDING 2 60'-0" FT

OFFICE BUILDING 3 54'-0" FT

RESIDENTIAL BUILDING A 60'-0" FT+ 8'-0"(MESH SCREEN IF ANY)
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING B 60'-0" FT+ 8'-0"(MESH SCREEN IF ANY)

DEVELOPMENT AREA:

NO. OF STORY GROSS BUILDING AREA
OFFICE BUILDING 1 3 34,526 SF (INCLUDING 10,286 SF RETAIL)
OFFICE BUILDING 2 3 88,600 SF
OFFICE BUILDING 3 3 30,000 SF
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING A&B 5 276,200 SF
TOTAL 429,326 SF
PARKING:

TOTAL REQUIRED PARKING (PER SPECIFIC PLAN)
OFFICE REQUIRED PARKING 542 CARS (3.8/1,000 SF)
RESIDENTIAL REQUIRED PARKING 398 CARS (1.85/UNIT FOR 215 UNITS)
RETAIL_REQUIRED_PARKING 62 CARS (6.0/1,000 SF;
TOTAL PARKING REQUIRED 1,002 CARS

TOTAL PROVIDED PARKING
(SEE SHARED PARKING ANALYSIS MEMO PREPARED BY FEHR & PEERS)

OFFICE PROVIDED PARKING 542 CARS
RESIDENTIAL PROVIDED PARKING 359 CARS
RETAIL PROVIDED PARKING 62 CARS

TOTAL PARKING PROVIDED 963 CARS

SURFACE PARKING: 164 CARS
BASEMENT PARKING: 801 CARS
TOTAL 965 CARS
PROVIDED BIKE PARKING: RESIDENTIAL OFFICE

LONG TERM(CLASS 1): 216 BIKES 17 BIKES

SHORT TERM(CLASS II): 22 BKES 12 BIKES
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& NEW CONSTRUCTION (OFFICES)

63.2 LEED CHECKLIST- NEW CONSTRUCTION (RESIDENTIAL)
63.3 LEED CHECKLIST- NEW CONSTRUCTION (RESIDENTIAL)

G4 VICINITY MAP

G5 MASTER PLAN
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A2.2 SITE PLAN — BUILDING BREAKS + SETBACK
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BUILDING B ELEVATIONS

BUILDING CROSS SECTION

RESIDENTIAL A SECTIONS

RESIDENTIAL A SECTIONS

BUILDING B SECTIONS

BUILDING B SECTIONS

BUILDING A COLOR AND MATERIALS
BUILDING B COLOR AND MATERIALS
ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS

A26.4
A26.5
A26.6
A27
A28

cvIL
Cc-1.0
Cc-2.0
c-21
C-2.2
C-2.3
C-2.4

C-26

C-43

C-5.0
Cc-51
C-5.2
C-53
C-5.4
C-6.0
C-6.1
C-6.2
C-6.3
C-6.4
Cc-7.0
Cc-8.0
c-8.1
C-9.0
C-10.0
c-10.1
€-10.2
C-10.3
C-10.4
€-10.5
C-11.0
C-12.0
c-121
Cc-12.2
C-12.3

ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS
ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS
ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS
SITE SECTIONS
STREETSCAPE

CIVIL COVER SHEET

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

PROPOSED PARCELIZATION PLAN

AVERAGE EXISTING GRADE DIAGRAM
DEMOLITION PLAN

DEMOLITION PLAN

DEMOLITION PLAN

DEMOLITION PLAN

DEMOLITION PLAN

TREE DISPOSITION PLAN

EASEMENT DISPOSITION PLAN

EASEMENT DISPOSITION PLAN

EASEMENT DISPOSITION PLAN

EASEMENT DISPOSITION PLAN

EASEMENT DISPOSITION PLAN

PRELIMINARY GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PRELIMINARY GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PRELIMINARY GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PRELIMINARY GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PRELIMINARY GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN
PRELIMINARY UTILITY PLAN

PRELIMINARY UTILITY PLAN

PRELIMINARY UTILITY PLAN

PRELIMINARY UTILITY PLAN

PRELIMINARY UTILITY PLAN

PRELIMINARY STORM WATER MANAGEMENT PLAN

PRELIMINARY EROSION CONTROL PLAN
BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE
VEHICULAR CIRCULATION PLAN
MENLO PARK FIRE ROUTE

PALO ALTO FIRE ROUTE

FIRE STAGING AREA A

FIRE STAGING AREA B

FIRE STAGING AREA C

FIRE STAGING AREA D
TRASH/RECYCLE PLAN

PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION DETAILS

LAYOUT PLAN

LAYOUT PLAN

LAYOUT PLAN

LAYOUT PLAN

LAYOUT PLAN

LAYOUT AND PLANTING PLAN — ROOF
PLANTING PLAN
LAYOUT PLANTING PLAN
PLANTING PLAN
PLANTING PLAN
PLANTING PLAN
PLANTING PLAN

PLANTING NOTES AND LEGENDS

LANDSCAPE

L-1.0 OVERALL LANDSCAPE PLAN
=11 SITE SECTIONS
L-1.2 SITE SECTIONS
=13 SITE SECTIONS
L-1.4 FURNISHING ELEVATIONS
L-15 FURNISHING IMAGES
L-16 AMENITY IMAGES
=17 PAVING PLAN

L-18 PLANTING IMAGES
=21 SCHEMATIC

L-22 SCHEMATIC

L-23 SCHEMATIC

L-24 SCHEMATIC

L-25 SCHEMATIC

L-26 SCHEMATIC

=31 SCHEMATIC

L-32 SCHEMATIC

L-33 SCHEMATIC

L-34 SCHEMATIC

L-35 SCHEMATIC

L-36 SCHEMATIC

L-41 NOTES AND LEGENDS
L-4.2

L=51 LANDSCAPE DETAILS
L-5.2 LANDSCAPE DETAILS
L-5.3 LANDSCAPE DETAILS
CONTACT

CLIENT/OWNER
STANFORD UNIVERSITY
LANDS, BUILDINGS AND REAL ESTATE
3160 PORTER DRIVE, STE.200

PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA 93404
(650) 7244913

(650) 724-5059

JOHN D. DONAHOE

PHONE:
FAX:
CONTACT:

ARCHITECT- OFFICE
DES ARCHITECTS + ENGINEERS
399 BRADFORD STREET
REDWOOD CITY, CALIFORNIA 94063
(650) 3646453
(650) 3642618
WWW.DES—AE.COM
DAWN JEDKINS

PHONE:
FAX:
WEBSITE:
CONTACT:

ARCHITECT— RESIDENTIAL
DAHLIN GROUP

5865 OWENS DRIVE
PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94588

PHONE: (925) 251-7200

FAX: (925) 251-7201
WEBSITE: ~ WWW.DAHLINGROUP.COM
CONTACT: ~ GLEN SIMMONS
CIVIL_ENGINEER

SANDIS

1700 S. WINCHESTER BLVD

CAMPBELL, CALIFORNIA 95008
(408) 636-0900
(408) 636-0999
WWW.SANDIS.NET
NATE DICKINSON

PHONE:
FAX:
WEBSITE:
CONTACT:

LANDSCAPE_ARCHITECT
THE GUZZARDO PARTNERSHIP INC.
181 GREENWICH STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111
(415) 433-4672
WIW.TGP—INC.COM
GARY LAYMON

PNOHE:
WEBSITE:
CONTACT:

"ANFORD

UNIVERSITY
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CODE ANALYSIS

Sprinklers shall be installed per NFPA 13 for all buildings.
Underground Parking Garages under office buildings 1 and 2 are considered separate and distinct buildings from office/retail spaces abov.
Parking garages are not cosidered to be underground structures, lowest floor is 24 feet from ground level. They shall be type I-A
construction, horizontal FR assembly separating building above shall be 3 hours fire rated and shall be constructed under provisions of
CBC Section 510.2. Underground parking garages can be of unlimited area.

Office buildings shall be II-B construction type, each building is three stories above grade level; Buildings 1 and 3 are mixed, separated
occpancies. Allowable areas shall be per following (T-506.2) and frontage increase is not used in calculations below:

Allowable Area
Allowable Height T-506.2

Occupancy T504.3 T504.3

Type height (FT) # of stories
B occ 55 4 23,000
M 55 g 12,500
S-2 55 4 26,000
Fire Resistance Rating of Building Elements (Table 601
CONSTRUCTION TYPE
I-A
Primary Structure 3
Bearing walls
Exterior 3
Interior 3
Nonbearing walls and partitions 0
Floor construction and associated
memebers 2
Roof construction and associated
members 2
Offl (,;e Occup Actual Area
Building ievel Use group (SF)
1 3rd level Office B 11,256
2nd level Office B 11,826
1st level Retail M 10,286
Office B 1,158
BUILDING
TOTAL 48 feet 3 stories 34,526
O_ffl(,:e Actual Area
Buildin J Level Use Occgroup  (SF)
2 3rdlevel  Office B 32,277
2nd level Office B 30,352
1st level Office B 25,971
BUILDING
TOTAL 51.5feet 3 stories 88,600
Office
— Actual Area
Buildin J Level Use Occgroup  (SF)
3 3rdlevel  Office B 14,190
2nd level Office B 14,502
1st level Parking S-2 15,223
Office B 1,308
BUILDING
TOTAL 46 feet 3 stories 45,223

At=tabul
ated
area

NS SM
69,000
37,500
78,000

1I-B

A=
(T-506.2)

69,000
69,000
37,500
69,000

Allowoable area calculated

Entire Building Ratio:

A=
(T-506.2)

69,000
69,000
69,000

Entire Building Ratio:

Atarea
(T-506.2)

69,000
69,000
78,000
69,000

single story

allowable

Aa=At

69,000

37,500

78,000

EACH STORY
0.163
0.171
0.274
0.017

EACH STORY
0.468
0.440
0.376

EACH STORY
0.206
0.210
0.195
0.019

Entire Building Ratio:

Ratio
0.163
0.171

0.626

Ratio
0.468
0.440
0.376

1.284

Ratio
0.206
0.210

0.630

0.291

0.214

3 story per

506.2.3

Aa=At x3
207,000
112,500
234,000

Building area ratrio
OK (<1)
OK (<1)
OK (<1)

OK (<1)

Building area ratrio
OK (<1)
OK (<1)
OK (<1)

OK (<3)

Building area ratrio
OK (<1)
OK (<1)
OK (<1)

OK (<1)

1‘1:

STANFORD Menlo Park, California

UNIVERSITY
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BUILDING BREAKS
-TOTAL SITE FRONTAGE 1585-8"

-TOTAL BULDING BREAKS = 14.8% Py
= TOTAL BULDING BREAKS = 2000" + 177" 4277+ 6007 + 5407 = 205-11" o,
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LFFIGE | RESIDENTIAL
| LEVEL B-1 PARKING PLAN LEVEL B-1 PARKING PLAN

[B) OFFICE PARKING.
E RESIDENTIAL PARKING
B FESIDENTIAL BUEST PARKING

BASEMENT LEVEL2
RESIDENTIA, OFFRER
LEVEL B-2 PARKING PLAN LEVEL B-2 PARKING PLAN
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' OFFICE 1 PARKING RESIDENTIAL PARKING OFFIGE 2 PARKING OFFICE 3 PARKING
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NOTES

1. GROSS FLOOR AREA MEASUIRED TO THE OUTSIDE
SURFACES OF EXTERIDR WALLS, PER 16.04 325(A).

2 NONUSEABLE OR NONOCGUPIABLE SPACE
EXEMPT PER 16.04 325(C) (1),

3. MECHAMICAL AREA EXEMPT FER 16,04.325(C) (2).

4. PARKING AND RELATED CIRCULATION EXEMPT
PER 16.04.325(C)3).
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1, GROSS FLOOR AREA MEASURED TO THE OUTSIDE
SURFACES OF EXTERIOR WALLS, PER 16.04,325(4).
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EXEMPT PER 16,04 325(C) {1},
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PER 16.04.325(CH3).
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NOTES

1. GROSS FLOOR AREA MEASURED TO THE OUTSIDE SURFACES OF EXTERIOR WALLS, PER
16.04.325[A),

2. NOMUSEAHLE OR NONOCCUPIABLE SPACE EXEMPT PER 16.04,325(C) {1).

5, MECHANICAL AREA EXEMPT PER 16.04 325(C) (2),

4. PARKING AND RELATED CIRGULATION EXEMPT PER 16.04.325[C)(3),

5. COVERED PORCHES AND BALCONIES EXEMPT FER 16.04.325(C)(4).

6 WENT SHAFTS EXEMPT PER 16.04 325(C)(5).
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o 2ND FLOOR PLAN
(2 )mas
‘ FIRST FLOCR AREA
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| ] 1,9
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‘ FIRST FLODR PARKING
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Clorrice
[l COVERED PORGH BALGONY
[l oUTDOOR TERRACE

[mE:iiag

NOTES

KEY PLAN

1. GROSS FLOOR AREA MEASLIRED T0 THE OUTSIDE

SURFACES DF EXTERIOR WALLS, PER 16.04.225(a).

PER 16.04.325(C)(3),
FER 16.04,325(C)(4),

2. NONUSEABLE OR NONDCCUPIABLE SPACE
EXEMPT RER 16.04 325(C) {1).

3, MECHANICAL AREA EXEMPT PER 16,04 325(C) (2).

4. PARKING AND RELATED CIRCULATION EXEMPT

5, COVERED PORCHES AND BALCONIES EXEMPT
E. VENT SHAFTS EXEMPT PER 16.04 325(C)(5).

TOTAL 30,000 SF —

(3) RO FLOORPLAN . v

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL OFFICE BUILDING 3- FLOOR AREA DIAGRAM C:‘LHGE_MH A1 1 2
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SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN: KEY PLAN

1. BUILDING HEIGHT- 80" MAaX

2 FACADE HEIGHT- 28" MAK,

3. FRONT SETEACK: 10' MIM. T 20" MAX,

4. SI0E SETBACK

5. REAR SETBACK (NOT ARPLICABLE)

6. MINOS BUILDING FACADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 50", MIM. §' » 2' DEEP

7. MAJOR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 100, MIN, 20 & 8 DEEP

B BUILDING BREAK- MIM. 80' x 40°, MIN, 120° AT MIDOLE AVE.

9 45-DEGREE BUILDING PROFILE

10, BUILDING PROJECTIONS: MAX. 6' INTO SETBACK AREA MAX, 3536 OF PRIMARY BUILDING FAGADE AREA
11, ARCHITEGTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX. 3' OVER SIDEWALK, MAX. 5 INTD SETRACK AREA
12, UPPER STORY FAGADE LENGTH- MAX, 175

Py
| Il
: |‘.| PROFILE OF BULDING l
i i L ELEVEL 1 [CFFIGE)
Lol -
| ly .
: }_}r - RETAIL LISE %
— | X = Y S | gl =] OF Bl -
(7} SPECIFIC PLAN CODE GOMPLIANGE AXON - P D R r &
L I — ]! : -
' , ' | A ~ j J - ]
e | | o (e o | e |, ] ErgmS P
| ¢ il £ ~ i Iy e i , -
| I—‘T"ﬁ.__r"ﬂ—l_"'“' e . (= ook : i ; :
FFoEx — = T 2R e A =BT o | | y: -
| ¥ i | 5 Iy ai: T & L
e M _H%}ﬁ%%@_____.ll e l:=i',_ e H___ _‘*’L __________ s | ; g [
FEAT |57+ T DEEF Wil £ @ | (5% pEER e l—'l'-*‘?'--lﬁ"“'l i
- PR ST OUCATCN, ” E Ff Y MINDR MODULATICN A
T - 9 L S B 7 -
(7 | PARTIAL 1ST FLODR PLAN - FACING EL CAMING. ("3 PARTIAL 15T FLOOR PLAN - FACING PLAZA
N N

E _'f

{MENOR MODOLLATION CURVED PROJECTION

() SPECIIC PLAN CODE COMPUIANCE WEST ELEVATION (5)SPECIFIC PLAN CODE COMPLIANGE SOUTH ELEVATION A

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menlo Park Caifomia

UNIVERSITY

[ - T
e
=

OFFICE BUILDING 1- SPECIFIC PLAN COMPLIANCE 1 4 1
L]

B35



KEY PLAN

(3 \EYE LEVEL PERSPECTIVE ACROSS STREET

P DA TR

£ ¢ | ﬂ MECHANICAL
] o FOURMENT ARER

SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN:

b 1. BUILDING HEIGHT- 81 MAX

2. FAGADE HEIGHT- 38 MAX.

3. FRONT SETBACK- 10 MIN, TO 217 MaX

4_SIDE SETBACK

| 5. REAR SETBACK (NGT APPLICABLE)

6. MINOR EUILDING FAGADE MODULATION- MIN, EVERY 5(r, MIN. 5'x 2 DEEP

7. MAJOR BLNLDOING FME MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 100, MIN. 20’ % &' DEEP

B. SLALDING BREAK: MIN. 607 40, MIN, 1207 AT MIDDLE AVE.

9. 45-DEGREE BUILDING PROFILE

10 BUILDING PROJECTIONS- MAX. & INTO SETBACK AREA, MAX. 35% OF PRIMARY BUILDING FAGADE AREA
o 1. ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX, 7° OVER SIDEWALK, MAX 5 INTO SETBACK AREA
12. UPPER STORY FAGADE LENGTH- MAX. 175
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BEATLH IMKIATES CLEAR, — M- DASHELT LINE (NDICATES A3CA OF GROUMND HAICH WORCATES CLEAR, / " DASHED [JME NIHCATES ARER UF CROUED
THANERARCNT CLATING FLOCR: FACKIE USED M CALCULATION IRANGAAERT (LATIHG FLOOR FACADE LUSED IN CALCIEATION
(‘3 GROUND FLOOR FACADE TRANSPARENGY DIAGRANS - SOUTH (PLAZA) ELEVATION 7 BROUND FLOOR FACADE TRANSPARENGY DIAGRAMS - WEST (STREET FACING) ELEVATION
= i1 s T
PLAZA ELEVATION (SOUTH) STREET ELEVATION (WEST)
1 GROUND FLOOR PLAZA FACADE DEFINED USING FINISH FLDOR TO BOTTOM OF CEILING 1. GROUND FLOOR STREET FACING FACADE DEFINED USING FINISH FLOOR TO
STRUCTURE (at 12-07) FOR FACADE HEIGHT BOTTOM OF CEILING STRUCTURE (al 13-0") FOR FACADE HEIGHT
2. TOTAL AREA OF GROUND FLOOR PUBLIC FACADE = 2,028 50 FT. 2 TOTAL AREA OF GROUND FLOOR PUBLIC FACADE = 950 SO FT.
3, TOTAL AREA OF TRANSPARENT AREAS OMN FACADE = 1,016 SQ FT 3. TOTAL AREA OF TRAMSPARENT AREAS ON FACADE = 467 S0 FT.
4. CALCULATION: 1,015 5Q FT{GLAZING) | 2,028 5Q FT (FACADE) = 50% A CALCULATION: 497 80 FT{GLAZING) / 950 50 FT {FACADE] = 62%
5 50% TRANSPARENT FACADE & GROUND FLOOR RETAIL USES 5. 2% TRANSPARENT FACADE @ GROUND FLOOR RETAIL USES
oW
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KEY PLAN
SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN:
1, BUILDING HEIGHT- 60" MAX.
2. FACADE HEIGHT- 38 MAX.
3 FRONT EETEACEK- 10" MIN. TO 20 MAX,
4 SIDE SETBACK
5, REAR SETBACK (NOT APPLICABLE)
6, MINCR BLILDIMNG FACADE MODULATION- MIN, EVERY 505, MIN. 5'x 2 DEEP
7. MAJOR BUILDING FACADE MODLLATION- MIN. EVERY 100", MIM, 20' x 6 DEEP
8. BLILDING BREAK- MIN. 80 x 407, MIN. 1200 AT MIDDLE AVE,
9. 45-DEGREE BLILDING PROFILE
10, BUILDING PROJECTIONS- MAN. 6' INTD SETRBACK AREA, MAX, 358% OF PRIMARY BUILDING
FACADE AREA
11 ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX. ¥ OVER SIDEWALK, MAX. 5 INTO SETBACK AREA
12 UPPER STORY FACADE LENGTH- MAX, 175
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SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN:

1. BUILEHMG HEIGHT- B0’ NeAX.

2, FACADE HEIGHT- 38" MAX.

3, FRONT SETBACK- 10" MIN. TO 20 MAX

4. SIDE SETEACK

5. REAR SETHBACK (MOT APFLICAELE)

B, MINOR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION- MIN, EVERY 50", MIM, 5 x 2' DEEFR

T. MAJOR BLELDING FACADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 100°, MIN, 20 & & DEEP

B, BUILDING BREAK- MIN. B0° x 40¢, MIN. 1200 AT MIDDLE AVE,

8. 45-DEGREE BUILDING PROFILE

A0, BUILDING PROJECTIONS- MAX. & INTD SETBACK AREA, MAX. 35% OF PRIMARY BUILDING
FAGADE AREA

‘1. ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX. ¥ OVER SIDEWALK, MAX. & INTO SETBACK AREA

12, UPPER STORY FACADE LENGETH- MAX. 175"

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORID  Menlo Park, California
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PARTIAL 1ST FLOOR PLAN

1 1= 100"

TALLER CEILING AT
ARCH WINDOW;
SEE SECTION 3/A14.6

TALLER CEILING AT
ARCH WINDOW:
SEE SECTION
3/A146

HATCH INDICATES CLEAR,
TRANSPARENT GLAZING

DASHED UNE INDICATES AREA OF GROUND

FLOOR FACADE USED IN CALCULATION TOWER BEYOND

-~ TALLER CEILING AT ARCH WINDOW;
SEE SECTION 3/A14.6

Y ~LELNG HEIGHT 10", &

L CELING HEICUT 10'=0" 7
"L

1STAEVEL 000"

CORTYARD VSE

GROUND FLOOR FACADE TRANSPARENCY DIAGRAMS -WEST (STREET FACING) ELEVATION

2 1= 100

STREET ELEVATION (WEST)

1. GROUND FLOOR STREET FACING FACADE DEFINED USING FINISH FLOOR TO BOTTOM OF CEILING

STRUCTURE (at 10*-0") FOR FAGADE HEIGHT.
2. TOTAL AREA OF GROUND FLOOR PUBLIC FACADE = 2,345 SQ FT.
3. TOTAL AREA OF TRANSPARENT AREAS ON FACADE =1,260 SQ FT.

4. CALCULATION: 1,260 SQ FT(GLAZING)/ 2,345 SQ FT (FACADE) = 53%
5. 53% TRANSPARENT FACADE @ GROUND FLOOR COMMERCIAL USES

£ 415'-0"

STEEL BEAMS 60"
G
PIPING

e C

HVAC DUCTS
LIGHTS

il

10°-0"
TYPICAL CERING HEIGHT AT OFFICE

POP UP CEILING AT ARCHED WINDOWS

ENLARGED CEILING SECTION AT OFFICE

3 /2= 70" v 5w 20

SCALE: 1"=10"-0"

STANFORD  MenloPark, Califomia
UNIVERSITY

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL
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BILOIRE RESHT

SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN:

1. BUILDING HEIGHT- BIY MAX,

2 FAGADE HEIGHT- 38 MAX,

3 FRONT SETBACK- 10° MIN. TO 20 Max

4. SIDE BETBACK

5, REAR SETBACK (NOT APPLICARLE}

&, MINDR BUILDING FAGADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 5, MIN. § x 2 DEEP

7. MAJOR BUILDING FAGADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 100, MIN. 207 x & DEER
8, BUILDING BREAK- MIN, BI' x40, MIN, 120' AT MIDDLE AVE

5. 45 DEGREE BUILDING PROFILE

10. BUILDING PROJECTIONS- MAX, 6 INTO SETEACK AREA, MAX. 35% OF PRIMARY BUILDING FAGADE AREA

11, ARCHITEGTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX. 3' OVER SIDEWALK. MAX_ 5' INTO SETEAGK AREA
1Z. UPPER STORY FACADE LENGTH- MAX 175

SOAE 10—

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenloPark, Califarnia
UMIVERSITY
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KEY PLAN

SPECIFIC PLAN REQUIREMENT ON BUILDING DESIGN:

1, BUILDHNG MEIGHT- 60" MAX,

Z. FAGADE HEIGHT- 38" MAX,

1 FRONT SETBACK- 10' MIN. TO 20° MAX

4. SIDE SETRACK

5 REAR SETBACHK [NOT APPLICABLE)

B MINCR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 50°, MiN, 5 x 2' DEER

T MAIOR BUILDING FAGADE MODULATION- MIN. EVERY 100°, MIN, 205 x & DEEP

B BUILDING BREAK- MIN. 80 » 40', MIN, 120' AT MIDDLE AVE.

9, 45-DEGREE BUILDING PROFILE

10. BUILDING PROJECTIQNS- MAX, &' INTO SETBACHK AREA, MAX, 35% OF PRIMARY BUILDING FACADE AREA
11, ARGHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS- MAX, ' OVER SIDEWALK, MAX. & INTO SETBACK AREA
12 UPPER STORY FAGADE LENGTH- M. 175
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| fii I~ 1100 O STREET ELEVATION (WEST)
Bl LIELIR 1 el i
T J ey [ = 1. GROWND FLOCR STREET FACING FACADE DEFINED USING FINISH
. - 9 FLODR TO SECOND LEVEL (at 12'0°)
/ L] W} iiliiMiiliililii = 2 PARKING GARAGE ZONE EXCLUDED FROM GROUND FLOOR
AP, B v 2 K nsenng b | sewa TRANSPARENCY CALCULATIONS (MP DTSP; PG E30|
v = 3. TOTAL AREA OF GROUND FLDOR PUBLIC FAGADE =378 SQ FT
all . . _'. -! 3 4. TOTAL AREA OF TRANSPARENT AREAS OM FACADE = 182 50 FT
_ 0l i1 s 4 5.CALCULATION: 192 5 FT(BLAZING) / 378 50 FT (FACADE) = 50
y T T 5. 50% TRANSPARENT FACADE @ GROLUND FLOOR LOBEY
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TRASH ENCLOSLURE ELEVATIONS- OFFICE 1

WASTE MANAGEMENT GENERAL NOTES:

CALCULATIONS ARE BASED ON "CITY OF MENLD PARK
COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND MULTI-FAMILY GARBAGE &
RECYCLING ENCLOSURE PLAM GUIDELIME "

SERVICING ON GRADE 15 WITHIN 2%

WEATHERPROOF "NO PARKING SIGNS" PLACED ON THE OUTSIDE
OF THE TRASH STAGING ROOM

CHUTES EQLAPPED WITH SHUT DFF VALVE

BUILDING LIGHT ABCAVE THASH STAGING ROOM ROLL-UP DOOR
THERE'S NQ OVERHEADR OBSTRUCTION AT COLLECTION TRUCK
PICKUP AREA

TRASH ENCLOSURE CALCULATIONS:

OFFICE BUILDING 1 TOTAL GROGS FLOOR AREA: 34,526 SF
RESTAURANT)
EMPLOYEE: 34 528/250= 138 (250 5F GROSS FLOOR AREAS EMPLOYEE]
DEBRIS EMPLOYEE: B0 LES! EMPLOYEE| WEEK
TOTAL DEBRISMWEEK: 13080= 11,120 LBS= 42 CY (1 CUBIC YARD= 270 LBS)
DIVIDE BY THREE TIMES WEEKLY PICK-UP: 42/ 3= 14 GYJ SERVICE
GARBAGE- 7 CY, RECYCLING- 3 CY, COMPOST- 4CY
THE FOLLOWING CONTAINERS ARE REQUIRED:

GARBAGE= TWO 3-YARD AND ONE 1-YARD GARBAGE BINS

RECYCLING= ONE 3-YARD RECYCLING BINS

DREANICS= FOUR 1-YARD COMPOST BINS

(IMCLUDING A 10,000 SF
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""" PATH OF TRAVEL
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[T PATHTRASH TRUCK TO
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WASTE MANAGEMENT GENERAL NGTES:

CALCULATIONS ARE BASED UM "CITY OF MENLD PARK
COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND MULTHFAMILY GARBAGE &
RECYCLUMG ENCLOSURE PLAM GUIDELIME."

- SERWICING ON GRADE IS WITHIN i

= WEATHERPROOF "NO PARKING SIGNS" PLACED ON THE OUTSIDE

| furs L5 | OFFICE2

[_ OF THE TRASH STAGING ROCM
—— - CHUTES EQUIPPED WITH SHUT OFF VALVE
-~ BUILDING UGHT ABGVE TRASH STAGING ROOM ROLL-UP DOOR
| THEFE'S NO OVERHEAD OBSTRUGTION AT COLLECTION TRUCK
| PIGKUR AREA
|
— TRASH ENCLOSURE CALCULATIONS:
| 1. OFFICE BUILDING 2 TOTAL GROSS FLOOR AREA §8,500 5F
[ 2. EMPLOYEE B4,800/250= 355 (250 5F GROSS FLOOR AREA/ EMPLOYEE)
| 3. DEBRIS EMPLOYEE: 60 LBS! EWPLOYEE) WEEK
| 4. TOTAL DEBRIS! WEEK: 355X80= 28 400 LES= 105 2 CY {1 CUBIC YARD= 270 LES)
| 8, DIVIDE BY THREE TIMES WEEKLY PIGK-UP- 1053 3= 35 GY/ SERVICE
| 6. GARBAGE- 175 Y. RECYCLING- 12 OF, COMPOST- 5.5 CY(/SERVICE)
| e 1 7. THE FOLLOWING CONTAINERS ARE REQUIRED,
\ | . GARBAGE= FIVE 3-YARD AND GNE 2 YARD GARBAGE BINS AND ONE PROJECT +—|
% J QE-BALLON CART HORTH
. - I A | - RECYCLING= FOUR 3-¥ARD RECYCLING EING
i k‘-_ e ORGAMNICS= TWO 2-YARD AND OMNE 1.¥YARD CCMPOST BINS AND OMNE ¢ .
EL CAMING REAL 26-GALLON CART N

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Meanlo Park, Califormia

UNIVERSITY

WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN- OFFICE 2 A1 6 2

B48



K

|

IBEIN
T

&

.,Jl'r" X T .
— .
e
==

(3 TRASH ENCLOSURE & STAGING- OFFICES

—

I II T B ) .

‘ S — e i | /S

EL CAMING REAL

:

. .‘ _ L |
b - | Wi
: . i e .I - l il |
e e (D E
KEY PLAN
PROPERTY LINE
PATH OF TRAVEL =
FROM TRASH STAGING
AREA DURING TRASH
PICK-UP TIME
PATH TRASH TRUCK TO .
PICK UP TRASH FROM
STAGING AREA —
TRASH ENGLOSURE ELEVATIONS- OFFICE 2
WASTE MANAGEMENT GENERAL NOTES:
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COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND MULTI-FAMILY GARBAGE &
RECYCLING ENCLOSURE PLAN GUIDELINE *

SERVICING ON GRADE 12 WITHIN 2%

WEATHERPROOF "NO PARKING SIGNS" PLACED DN THE QUTSIDE
OF THE TRASH STAGING ROOM

CHUTES ECLHPPED WITH SHUT OFF VALVE

BUILINMNG LIGHT ABDVE TRASH STAGING ROOM ROLL-UP DOOR

THERE'S NO OVERHEAD OBRSTRUCTION AT COLLEGTION TRUCK
PIGHLP AREA

TRASH ENCLOSURE CALCULATIONS:

OFFICE BUILDING 3 TOTAL BGROSE FLOOR AREA: 30,000 SF

- EMPLOYEE: 30,000/250= 120 (250 5F GROSS FLOOR AREA! EMPLOYEE)
DESRIS EMPLOYEE: B0 LESS EMPLOYEE! WEEK

TOTAL DEBSRIS WEEK: 120%80= 0600 LES= 35.6 CY (1 CUBIC YARD= 270 LES)
OIVIDE BY MAX. TWICE WEEKLY PICKUP STANDARD: 35 8/ 3= 12 CY/ SERVICE
GARBAGE- 6 CY, RECYCLING- 4 CY, COMPOST- 2 CY/SERVICE)

THE FOLLOWING GONTAINERS ARE REQINRED:

GARBAGE= TWO 3-YARD GARBAGE BINS
RECYCLING= ONE 3-YARD AMD ONE 1-YARD RECYCLING BINS
ORGANICS= TWO 1-YARD COMPOST BINS
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ELUBES ELECTRICAL, FIRE, AMD DATA RENIM. NOT TO EXCEED
(1% DF MAX. ALLOWED GROSS SLO0R ARE OF THE LI FER
1600325 {TN 1)

5. MECHANICAL AREA ARE FXEWET, HOT TO EXCEED (1% OF THE
WA & LRV G005 FLODDR AREA OF THE LOT FER1E.4 3958
L5

4 PARKING AND RELATED CRCULATEON FOR AUTOMOWLES A
BICYCLEB AREA EXEMPT PEI FERI0M. 225 (CHIL

5 COVERED FORCHES AND UALCOWES AREA EXEMPT
PERE, 025 1G4}

B WENT SHAFTE AREN EXEMAT PER PER 16 04.325 (C){5).
7. TRASH AND RECVTLING AREA EXEMPT PER PERE 04 355 (206,
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[ LEVEL2 - RESIDENTIAL LIRS SUMMARY

1BED n

2BED L

1BED 4 K 0

EL 2N 0 i2

TOTAL ¥ OF UNITS ]
GRCISS Lisa T 1Al 5™
NET QMNIT TOTAL Sy

D@IU

L

FATIRRRTIaRT]

ARER INCLUDED  MREX EXCLUDED HOTED
EWELD - RESDENTIAL NALDING PLAN 2 |
TIATA ROIGR BLIMF OUT WALLS AHD N TERNAL DRAINS 22 1moeas(c)
COVERED PORCHESBALCONIES OO0 16.04:325 [Clf1)
WENT SHAFT ARER a65 LB 3T5{CI5)
TRASH NG 23 1804 325 {CIIE)
BLDG GROSS 3300 16,00, 32% 0] & 8}

TOTAL GST LEVEL 2 3300 TaA0

1: GROSS FLODA AREA MEASURED T THE (UTSEDE SURFACES

OF EXTERIDA WALLS, SEE .04 325 [A) & {].

CLUNES ELECTRICAL, FIRE, AND OATA ROCH NOT TO EXCEED
(%} OF MAK. ALLOWED GROSS FLOOR ARE OF THE LOT PER

1604326 JCH 1L

3 MECHANICAL AAEA ARE EXEWMPT, NOT T0 EXCEED (1%] OF THE
AT ALL DAWETD GRIOISS FLODM AREA OF THE LOT PERE.04 325

ICien

LEcEND
=
[E 2 WONUSEARLE DR NONCK-CUPWBLE SPACE ARE EXEMPT.
=
|

A PARKING AND RELATED CRCULATION FOR ALUTGMOBILES AND
BICYCLES ARES EXEMPT PER FEATL04 125 (GHA)

| B COVESED PORCHEE AND BALCONEES AHEA EXEMPT

PERTE. I 125 {044
& VENT SHAFTS AREA EXEMRT PER PERTE S
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AREAINCLUDED  AREA EXCLUDED

BUILDING
[ _ LEWEL 3 - RESIDENTIAL LINIT SURMLARY ] [
| BE¥ 14 'm
2HED 14 i 1
1EED+ OEN 17 i
FHED4 DEN - 12
AL B OF UNITS 57 =l
GHOSS UNIT TOTAL a5ang
MET UNIT TOTAL S1HRT

LEVEL3 - AESIDENTIAL BUMDING PLAND
CATA HODM, BLIRP CUT WALLS ANCH MTERNAL DRAINS
COVERED PORC HESABALE OMIES

LEGEND:

[ 1 GROSSPLOOR AREA MEASURED TD THE OUTSIDE SURFACES
OF EXTERIDR WALLS, BEE 16.04 325 (4] & [B).

[ET & WONUBEASLE DRt NONGCLARPWALE BPAGE ARE EXEMPT,
INCLUDES ELECTRIGAL, FMREL AND D& TA OO MOT TO EXCEED
[3%) OF BARX & | CWED GRIOSS FLODR ARE OF THE LOT FER
RLCR L ]

[ VECHAMICAL AREN ARE EXEMPT, NOT TO EXCEED [1%) 0F Thel
WA ALLOWED GROSS FLOCA AREAOF THE UOT FEI1SDE 325
L

[ A PARFING AND RELATED CHCULATION FOR AUTOMOBILES A0
BIGYILES AREA EXEMPT PER PEFR 18,04 325 (G

I" _'! . COVERED PORCHES AND BALCONIES SREA EXEWE

PER1E D4 325 [TH4)

I 6 VENT BHAFTS AREA EXEMET P PER0.04 325 (CII6)
[T 7 TRASH AND RECYCLING AREA EXEMPT PER PERAD.04.325 (Cyef— | "_
P

]
=]
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BUILDING _ PROGRAM AREAIMCLUDED  AREA EXCLUDED MOTED
[ Ve e s sumary [ LEVEL & - RESIDENTIAL BUNDING PLAN & : |
1 BEDY 9 o DATAROD S AND INTERNAL DiAIRS 02 JE0a. 225 {C| )
i 14 [E= | COVERED PORCHESBALCOMIES 266 15,09, 325 JTN4)
1840 e N a B T SHAST ARFA G 204,005 {C[5)
LMD e DEN 1 B TrasHRODM 8 160,335 {L]IE)
TOTAL W OF LINITS EL] [ ] moceross . EEER]] 6.0, 325 [A) & {3)
GO LINIT TOTAL 15458 TOTAL G55 LEVEL 4 ERER1] ana2
NET UNET TOTAL 23K

|
1

i

e F |

o

T
|

e
T
e
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1. GAGEE FLOOR AREA MEASTRED TO THE OUTSIDE SURFAGES
OF EXTERIOR WALLS, SEE #6154 325 (4) & (8]

2. NOWUSEMELE TR NONDCGUPINELE SPAGE ARE EXEMPT,
INCLUDEE ELECTRICAL, PR AND DATA ACOM. NOT TO EXCSED
5%} OF WAX, ALLOWED GROSE FLODOR ARE OF THE LOT FER
604325 (CH L

3 MECHARICAL ARER ARE EXEWPT, MOT Toh DXCEED (1%) OF THE
BAK. ALLCWED GROSS FLOOR AREA OF THE LOT PERTA.04.325
LEE

4. PARK NG AND RELATED CIRCULATION FOR AUTCMOBILES AND
BICYELES AREA EXEMIPT FER IMERTS 4020 (S50,

5 CONERED PORCHES AND BALCOMES AREA EXEMPT
PERTE 34.925 [THa).

0. VENT B ITS AREA EKEWPT PER FER 18 04305 (G551

T, TRASH AND RECYDCLING AREA EXEMPT IS0 PR VE08 320 [C)eT | i~

ity

STANFORD  Merio Park, Califomia

UNIVERSITY

B77

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL @ r

-
L K
I i u

L 4



BUADING  PROGRANM AREAINCLUDED  AREA EXCLUDED NOTED
- MEVEL'S - RESIDENTIAL UtiIT Y ] _LEWEL'S - RESIDENTIAL DAXILDING PLAN 5 — —

1 8ED 5 T8 AOCIMSG Al INTERNAL DR 8Ines 102 16.04,305 (L)

23ED " [ | COVERED PORCHES/LALCONIES 2157 16.08,3254C]14)

1 BED 3 DER E: B uenT SHAFT AREA o 16.04,325 (CH5)

2 BED + DEN ! B ThasH RODM 134 16,04.325 (C)6)

TOTAL & OF UNITE £l ] mossspss 20014 LB 0325 ) & ()
GROSS URIT FOTAL ELFET] TOTAL GSF LEVEL § a0024 | 37

WET LI TEITAL 12655 )

A |

—n

imoNn ios

1. GROSS FLODR AREA MEASURLD TO THE DUTSIDE SURFAZES
OF EXTEMIGH WALLS, SEE 16.08325() & [B].

L NONUSEABLE OR NOWCCCUPABLE SPACE ARE EXEWST,
IWCLUDIES ELECTRIGAL, FIRE, AND DATA ROOM. NOT TO EXCEED
%) COF MRK. ALLDWED GROSS FLOOR ARE OF THE LOT PER
18,04 305 E1)

A, UECHANICA. AREA ARE EXEMPT, HOF T0 EXCEED |1%] OF THE
W ALLDWED GROSS FLOOA AREA OF THE LOT FER1S.04225
LS

A, PARKING AND RELATED CRCULATION FOR AUTDMDBILES WD
BCYEAES ARDA EXEMPT PER PERI0.04 325 (CH3).

f COVERED PORCHES AND BALCONIES AREA EXEMST
PER1E 04 125 T4,

. VENT SHAFTS ATEA EXEMPT PES PERN 04 225 {G)5)
7. TRIARH AMD RECYCLING ASEEA EXEMET PES PERTE 325 ioiok | \

e
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AREAINELUDED  AREA EXCLUDED HOTED

LEVEL - RESIDENTIAL HLILDING PLAN @

-

WENT SHAFT BREA 5 104,325 [C)i5)

1604, 325 [4) &4R)

B DG GROSS ST
TOTAL GEF LEVEL B ﬂ'lt 5

:

[] 1 coeDES FLOGR AREA MEASURED TD THE DUTSIDE SURFACES
CHF EXTERIDA WALLS, BEE 1604 325 (&) & (B

L WONUEEABLE DR ROMODCURAELE SPALE ARE EXEWOT,
INCLUDES BELECTRICAL, FIRE, AND DATS RODM, BOT TO EXCEED
F% ) OF MAK, AL LOWED GROES FLOOR ARE O3F THE LOT PER
LA e ]

3. MECHANIDAL AREN ARE EXEMPT, NOT TO EXCEED (1% OF THE
WA ALLCVED GRIOES FLOGR AREA OF THE LOT PER1E.0M 325
=)

A, PARKING AND RELATED CIRCULATICN FOR ALITOMORILES AND
BIGYCLEE AREA EXEMPT MER PET 1004 230 (G)03)

==
=
i
§ DOVERED PORCHES AND BALCONIES AREA EXEMPT
PER 1804 328 [Gid)

B VENT BHAFTE AREA EXEUWET PER MERTE 04 275 [C)5)

T TRASH AND RECYELING AREA EXEMPT PER PERTS0S 325 o6l |
s
L

L
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BUILDING  PROGHANM BREAINCLUDED  ARES EXCLUDED NOTED
|RESIDENTIAL PARKING | | LEVEL Bl - RESEDENTEAL BASEMENT 01 )
LEVEL ADASTALLY STANDARDSTALLS BV PARKING ] STORAGE (GARAGE) 1830 16 {4125 [ANB]
SUIAFALE 2 4 BN 60ILER, FOCL EQUIFMENT, MECHANICAL
GIEST rd 32 AND ELEVATOR murmrmnm 1235 6 08 335 pCH1)
LEVELB-1 B 166 13 BN OAPA ELECTIMCAL FIHE REICIM, AND WIFT SPACE RETF B GV
LEVELE-2 1z B vENTSHAFT AREA ' 18 1508335 )5
TETAL PROVIDED | T T [ TRasHROOM I 1608325 (C)E)
& [T PARKING RELATED CIHCULATICN, HICYCLE STORNGE 091718 ME043 (0
LENWEL LONG-TERM SHORT-TE PIAL SRV 182 .

STENR —
SUHFACE P
BLOMG. & 53
BLDG, B I
LEVEL B2 75
TartALPROVIDED | 2136 | 2 |

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

|
|

m—— s e s = —y
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1, GROSS FLOOS AREA MEASURED TO THE CUTSIDE SURFACEE
wmmaaezmumwnn
2 NOWUBEASLE D% BPAGE ARE EXEMIT,

E FIRE, AND DATA HOOM. HOT T EXCEED
[F) COF AR GROES FLOGR ARE OF THE LOT PER

3 MECHAMCAL AREA ARE EXEMPT, MOT TO EXCEED (%] OF THE
MAK. ALLOWED GROSE FLOOR AREA OF THE LOT PERSAM.125

1. ﬁmmmm CIRCULATION FOR AUTOMDEILES ANTH
BEVELES ARES EXEMET PER PERES 04325 [CH3}

3 mmwmmw
PERTE( 326 (CHE)

6. VENT EHAFTE AREA EXEWPT PR PER1S 04,225 (015
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i DUILDING  PROGRAM AAEA INCLUDED  AMLA EXCLUDED NaTEL

|mEvipENTIAL PARKING i [ LEVELE2- TAL BASEMENT (- = ] EGEMG

LEVEL ADASTALLS STANDARDSTALLS  EV HAAIRENG [ si0iase @hrace) e LSS (A8 ;

SURFACE 2 4 BOILER, FOOL EOUIFMENT, MECHANITAL [ | ! CROSEFLOGR AREA MEASLRED T0 THE OUTSTE SURFACES
GUEST F] ar WD ELEVATOR EQUIPMENT ROCMS 1151 1600 335 £41) ﬂ’mlmummmnm

LEVELE-1 L 160 13 [ oATA, ELECTRICAL, §IRE NODM, AND VINT SPACE =a 1608325 (0K == : nmu ARE EXEMPT,
LEVEL B2 &2 T peainG RELATED EIBCULATION, BICYELE STORAGE STME IEOA3250KE| IR, AND DATA ROOM NOT 10 EXCEED
TOTAL PROVIDED | ET] TOTAL GEF LEVEL B[ sam| AT . ﬂ}ﬂ’ﬁ#ﬂﬂmmWnme
|“'I'ﬂ£ - :Mmmw HOT TO EXCEED (1%) OF THE
LEVEL LONG-TERM  SHORT.TERM ﬁbﬂmmmmrmzwmm
SURFACE 22

BLDG. A [ » Pmmmmummmmnmmq;m
BLD5.8 % BICYGLES AREA EXEMPT PER PER1ILS4 425 (211}

LEVEL B-2 T8 || 5 COWERED FORCHES AND HALCONES AREA EXEMPT

TOTAL PROAIDED 115 ey PERH 04325 (Cdh

& VENT SHAFTS AREA EXEMPT PER PERS B4 525 (G5}

7 TRASH ANED RUEGVIELING AN EXEMEET PER PERN 04 325 (180 | | ©
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ELEVATION KEY NOTES: *®

BUILDING HEIGHT (REFER TD SHEET A7 5 SECTION E3.201)

FACADE HEIGHT (REFER TO SHEET AZT 5 SECTION E.3.2.02)

FRONT SETBACK (REFER TO SHEET A2V 3, A27 4, AZ7.5 SECTION E3.3 FIGURE E.7)

SIDE SETBACK [MOT APPLICABLE)

REAR SETBACK [NOT APPLICABLE)

MINOR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION AT 50' MIM. (REFER TO SHEET A2T.3, A27 4, AZT.5 BECTION E3.4.2.01)
MINFMUM 2 SETBACK OF THE BUILDING PLANE FROM PRIMARY BUILINNG FACADE

MALOR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION AT 100" MIN. (REFER TO BHEET AZT 4 SECTION E34 2.01)

BUILDING BREAK ALIGNED WITH INTERSECTING STREET (REFER TO SHEET AZT 4 SECTION E3.4.1.08 AND TABLE E4)
NN 60 BLILDING BREAK (REFER TO FIGURE E4)

BUILDNNG PROFILE FACADE HEIGHT 38' AT 46 DEGREES (REFER TO SHEET AZ7 3 AND A27 4 SECTION E34.10H)
BUILDNG PROJECTIONS {NOT APPLICABLE}

ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS [REFER TO SHEET A27.3, AZT 4, AZ7.5 SECTION E.5.307)
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ELEVATION KEY HOTES: |*]

BUILDING HEIGHT (REFER TO SHEET A27 5 SECTION E 3.201)

FACADE HE)GHT (REFER TO SHEET A27 § SECTION £.3.2.0%)

FRONT SETBACK (REFER TO SHEET A2T.3, AZT 4, A27.5 SECTION E3.3 FIGURE E 7}

SIOE SETBACK [NDT APPLICABLE)

REAR SETRACK {(NOT APPLICABLE)

MINDR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION AT &Y MiN. (REFER TO SHEET A2F.3, AZT 4, AZT.5 SECTION EX4.204)
MINIMLUIM 2" SETBACK OF THE SLUILDING PLANE FROM PRIMARY BUILDING FACADE

MAJOR BUILDING FACADE MODLLATION AT 100 MiN. (REFER TO SHEET AZT 4 BECTION E3.4.2.01)

BUILDING BREAK ALIGNED WITH INTERSECTING STREET [REFER TO SHEET A27.4 SECTION E3.4.1.06 AND TABLE E4)
MINIMUKM 80 BUILDING BREAK (REFER TO FIGURE E8)

BUILDNMG PROFILE FACADE HEIGHT 38° AT 45 DEGREES (REFER TO SHEET A27.3 AND A27.4 SECTION E3.4.3.01)
BUILDING PROJECTIONS [NOT ARPPLICABLE)

ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS (REFER TO SHEET A273, A27 4, AJT.5 SECTION E.3.3.01
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PARTIAL FOURTH FLOOR BUILDING B PLAN
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ELEVATHON KEY NOTES: [#!
BUILIHNG HEIGHT {REFER T SHEET A2T 5 SECTION E3.201)
FACADE HEIGHT (REFER TO SHEET A27 § SECTION E 3.7.02)

SIDE SETBACK (NOT APPLICABLE)
REAR SETBACK (NOT APPLICABLE)

EEES @S

MINIMUM 50 BUILDING BREAK (REFER TO FIGURE E9)

BUILDING PROJEC TIONS (NOT APPLICABLE)

23

LEGEND

MAJOR BREAKSMINOR MODLLATION LOCATIONS
{AS INDICATED)

FRONT SETBACK (REFER TO SHEET A27.3, A27 4, A27 5 SECTION E3.3 FIGURE E7)

MINGH BULDING FACADE MODULATION AT 50° MIN. {REFER TO SHEET AZT 8, AZT 4, AZT 5 BECTION E3 4.2.01)
MINIMUM 2' SETBACK OF THE BUILDING PLANE FROM PRIBARY BUILDING FAGADE

MAIOR BUILDING FACADE MODULATION AT 1007 MIN, [REFER TO SHEET A2T 4 SECTION E3.4.2.01)

BLILOIMNG BREAK ALHGMNED WITH INTERSECTING STREET (REFER TO BHEET AZT 4 SECTION ES4. 106 AND TARLE F4)

BUILDING PROFILE FACADE HEMGHT 38' AT 45 DEGREES (REFER TO SHEET A27.3 AND A27 4 SECTION E3,4.3.01)
ARCHITECTURAL PROJECTIONS (REFER TO SHEET AZT.3, AZT.4, AZT & SECTION E33.07)

&
RCOF TIWER
IE3.3:03

s

MR | AT

% TJ‘T‘“"

PARTIAL SECOND FLOOR BUILDING B PLAN

LA

Y

®  PARTIAL FIRST FLOOR BUILDING B PLA

UNIYERSITY

B86

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL

Menlo Park, California

BLDG B SPECIFIC PLAN COMPLIANCE A22 5



g Mibds T LA
S T
>

!

TRNE L,

, BUILDING A - WEST ELEVATION

TP

FRAC TR

TN .

Jg-0

PRI

T T

 BUILDING A - EAST ELEVATION
1"=100" —

SEE SHEETS A26.1 & AZ26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS : =

BUILDING A ELEVATIONS A2 3 1

iy

' MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenoPark, Caifomia
UNIVERSITY mm

B87




fd

ML
L P
ol
' 12 HFE | |2
Bk aE
! ;__ HB sl
s o
v o
¥ w3
! BN ra v v |
., BUILDING A - NORTH ELEVATION BUILDING A - NORTHEAST ELEVATION
f !'--:?ﬁ?' """""" t "= 00"
e |y s
% 3|k
| A1
38 |, s
F® R : i F - : 2
Sle B
L S, TR 3
ali ik
1_5 ‘.lg
TR - 2 T AT '_.I )
£ 3
£ | z
% gl s
; 3
EETTrereram T e | Fr
— BUILDING A - COURTYARD SOUTH ELEVATION BUILDING A - NORTHWEST ELEVATION
= LA =
|—. ]
SEE SHEETS A26.1 & A26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS o

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenoPark, Calfornia N .
UNIVERSITY OAKL

B88




SEE SHEETS A26.1 & A26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS

e i

BUILDING A - COURTYARD WEST ELEVATION
1" =100

BUILDING A - COURTYARD EAST ELEVATION
1" =10-0"

T
b
5

HITEE

TR R

METH SEEE T

R TR

[ I

g

R

P

LD

TOSE W ,
T A

o

TARE S (e

I

1
R
ol

@
STANFORD

UNIVERSITY

B89

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

Menin Park, Cafifomia

BUILDING A ELEVATIONS A2 3 3



T "

¥
M

PR RS b

A
o Bl

ELIS G

o

LR

TERE - T,
i | e

ir

B

BUILDING B - WEST ELEVATION
1"=1007

TEE

il
ME

TRRT AR 3

SR

HPE 3

SEDE

LIS 1
LR

cilechie g

BUILDING B - EAST ELEVATION
1" = 1007

TRF, i U

SEE SHEETS A26.1 & A26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS : -

BUILDING B ELEVATIONS A2 4 1

&) MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 £l CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MWan Park, Califorria |
UMIVERSITY OAHLIN:

B90




fama FE T -

¥
g
.| v o |
24 |
- 3
; i T
& m |4
£ *fe
: L
¢ T
oY & & @ 3
amy g AT A [ETTRCETT p—r ! s LEELRC I
BUILDING B - SOUTH ELEVATION BUILDING B - COURTYARD SOUTH ELEVATION
R B Fa= =
1" =10-07 1" =100
mm
=13
I S
\ 1%
i 13 WG .
ANy e T
g o
L Sy
i 5 | A
i & § ay &
TEEL m"h.‘ i Ty THET e A %
BUILDING B - COURTYARD NORTH ELEVATION BUILDING B -COURTYARD NORTH 2 ELEVATION
1" = 10-0" = 00
." — )

SEE SHEETS A26.1 & A26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL f

STANFORID  Manip Park, Callfomis DAHLIN i

UNIVERSITY

BO1l

BUILDING B ELEVATIONS A2 4 2




SEE SHEETS A26.1 & A26.2 FOR COLOR & MATERIALS

BUILDING B - COURTYARD EAST ELEVATION
1= 100"

T
Wi

BUILDING B - COURTYARD WEST ELEVATION
1" = 100"

TEF AHUE.

TR

EEL

il

SMED MEDA ML

AR 4

Wil bl
e

Lo

L0

LU L, 4
[

e

AR - (g L,

o . »

%

ELE 4 L

A
HdE

LR

-

LR

FERE (i
T B L

1 ot

]

TR AN T,

= &

e
==

STANFORD

ONIYERSITY

B92

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

Menlo Park, Callfomia

BAHLIN i

BUILDING B ELEVATIONS A2 4 3



l

— — — — — - !L‘"""‘-‘._‘_ 7
] == Lkl B - war y o . [ e [ - -t e - ok - = _—
o L] = el B L ] wrm - E - ey —— — e - ] s e | 3
g L] = Lol B - i - man C E ] = 3 —— = i - = - = -1
T ] e i - i L E T —E A e L - ik wart = y— o
I b ] == 'ﬂ"i— ] e o - - - bl ey waur -_?: ey T T - - - . o 7
Sk e I I
{E}REHDENTMLREAHCRDGSSEG“DN
\Br=zgr
L = —T M e
0 P i ol S T s st sl il RO it PR RV ke B 1) ] MR e e fo] e o | s
$ L T i e P i - - Ll B : 'ﬂ. & i s e wrw - i [ =1 | ==
| wim FL ot =3 = ] . | ! - e [ | e
L& f§ 5 md e E=n) — !_E i il T el il =win ] [T == g o | s
o L 4 t—lf
A I_R_IE§I_I:'IEI'.I'I'I.ML ECR CROSS SECTION
\A = o
HOTE:

*T.0.5.F. = TOP OF SUBFLOOR
'T.OP. =TOP OF PLATE

=)

@

STANFORD

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

UNIVERSITY

Menlo Park, Califormia

B93

BUILDING CROSS SECTIONS A2 5 1




r
L

A25

res

&
_ :
| 25
" S
! B
i1 L
i i 4
_m | gre
/ I
i I
|
;o
_ il I
= il |
L) | _
! [
/ 1l
| |
J |
| L,
..h "__m ||||||| _FooRoRcuRs
IIIIII _FDOECECAN S S T M > r "| —_— . MEERNE
— o FRGPIATY N m_ “
| PR I o _mmemuoiwe
||||||  STTOACH LiME |.“| .-.— "
B e O W | (| W EETIACUNE
........ | sresrmusine _ i I
i f _NL_
! I _
| ! |
| ] |
| ! |
| i I
| h__ __
| T =
| __ m i
g
| i
| i
| I
| !
| }
| h__.
| o
' ! E
oE i
b
e
i
| TR
!
o I
ﬂ ¥ e ey —
B
mm-m ERIEE RN
S _ LIl 5
- M v i il " i M
2k | _u _ L k & d ot 2B
i i £ w.mm " & = i L] iy i m...n._l
L. s r 8 £ g3 4 HI s
”.w mm m Mxlu.. | 1 [ = 5 '] ze Bxu_l
B ® Sy ©

S

BUILDING A SECTIONS

L

8]
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 £ CAMINO REAL i " #: fesn W

Wenlo Park, Californi

@

STANFORD

UNIVERSITY

B94




H Lt
i i |2
&= =
llllll |
o s a |z
- L [
¥ |‘ L
i — P
E Tikr W
T Pe——
LT T -
oo o GARAGE 1
=
i -
TR T e
T Pl B T i i
H GARAGE 2
A i, wanmie) |

NOTE:
"T.O5.F =TOP OF SUBFLOOR
"T.Q.P.=TOP OF PLATE

UNIT SECTION RECESSED UNIT SECTION EXERCISE RM SECTICN LOBBY ENTRANCE SECTION — REAR UNIT SECTION
URET Er i L2 = 1 - 3 i = 10 B

= 1 5 =1

EL CAMINO REAL LOBBY ENTRANCE REAR ELEVATION

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL o0

== n . BUILDING A SECTIONS ﬁ :!5 r
STANFORD  MenloPark, Calfforéa % - (A8
UNIVERSITY R T

B95



. :
_..._ g E
f Fi A%
w o
__h. _ “_?__ mw
|
o Fi T8
4 ! f B e
A ! il 4 &
Ko gl mn_o.
! | i I =
il | '] P
_\.. It ] N
) : _ x_.‘ I 7 i
! I f I _
! uu I d
.%-_ | _M_. |
.m.__ “ E I
_... | sl _
' I W_____ | _
i I / |
¢ 3 __ﬂm_ i [ !
.____ ““. IIIIIIII SDGEDEGUER . _
T g " - - 5__ 5 1 T
i o I M
Ilul.m..l...__. _ S ||||I_.__.I |r:|."|_.| TR
‘ bfr=———— Y= ! | S| e =
H, | 0 SETBAGK LiNE I___, T ] TEEPACHLME
: / I nq_ |||||| L‘_l |||||||| “I ..... S SETHACALRE
; i
/ A
I
-.___ : | g —_1..... -u B
! g w | I E_. B i m
/ i . S |
/ Ll L
/ I / I —
I | / — - b
| 1 [r—
I
I
& i = | =
i i i “_. -
L A0 j
} [ )
__\_ I
_ | - 1 O
\ T _ :
|
| |
T |
| | i
L.r i |
i i i [ = |
L3 (LA L ; "
N | EN | BN | S [ i
L f | | u
.I_ |_ — m I} | |
s T 7 g o) 8
i i i i B N ] 1 i 5
HIENERE _ B R ERE m
PR = - 1 ﬁ ! | | =
| @ \iaaaa o
k 2 | —— 2t
1 04 8 8 £ 53 _ 82
EE @ B OB m._ mm m =2 I m % m_ . 21
*F FE B OFoH OB TOFL | $ 1 5 m Jig
oo N B I
Lo, L".._ |E...1 ._hF._. ol LL.. _..n_._ o _ = - g = _ﬁ =
aic/ s/ o cwd e e

BUILDING B SECTIONS A2 5 4

L

L

—tlraw

wa W

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

@

STANFORD Ml Park, Califoria
UNIVERSITY

B96




1 T I f TIET : T —_—
NN N Rl
I I I i
| | | | | | | [ |
| __\j_‘l ‘ | ail I | 5 —
: v I i b I | P~ | r 1
[ I I I I Lt} i
' g | P’ 3 —— | | ) reid i i 2l l pass s
=T, ey A N o Nt
i -lr = T_ T 5 E= TET ST —{ — { — T E.. ¥ = EEM:; I | j| | Wi l
el | ] N Lol e I I ' s gl [E CUSTYTTEE Y L[4 I ! g i
L | ..... . {45 i : I l Js | | |: : : ‘ :
L Ty T 1 - Irl'-;‘-l'“: [ 1 e i | I I i |
b l : | URNIT 1Fy o : ! | | i . S—. g | | i I
A TR I I i | 1
—_— . — 3 I — .‘,—WH T | | l ot !I:‘l
[ i I " | ' | | ] i e
I | UNIT {Fr i - i i | '-"'““E' f \ | | ‘ | peter
L [N | ! L L 1 s | . I [ [E RN
: e W ol el rm—— | Mg | —
3 eh | X ] b g i. | | ; - r——
1 r CARAGE 1 | ! __I Jronr s vivm PR e 1_ | | AL §
s b B s BT el
T : -y IE‘] I & E e
_ i [ |
s 11 = s fa =
:E Jlfi F‘ IE :E F NOTE:
*TOEF. = TOP OF SUBFLOOR
"T.CLP, =TDP OF PLATE
.~ COURTYARD UNIT SECTION CORMER UNIT SECTION -~ BRIDGE SECTION ; ENTRANCE SECTION
i i Sttt et il ki 28 By il B (10 : it
18" =10 =T AP P 2 e =10

STOREFRONT ELEVATION COURTYARD UNIT ELEVATIOIN CORNER UNIT AND BRIDGE ELEVATION ENTRANCE ELEVATION —

Snﬁ%ﬁﬂ “MJEEI;EFM% at 500 El CAMINO REAL @ 'v :Fwﬂ . BULLDING B SECTIONS A2 5 5
— 89

B97 -




BUILDING IMAGE!

& CEMENTIUR MORDRTAL BEIRG

BUILDING A RESIDENTIAL ELEVATIONS

3| VERDDAL OiMG & | DECORATIVE METAL MAL NG B | TRELLS [EWTRTWAY AND CORMMIY W AWM OORRE L LT ¥ | COOL WEATHEAD] ROOF B QOO ANTICLIE BLAVE

""uwummm-nuir w3 am| W
TYRTYS T [Tai* | TP triimnd TV Tee

2 BLDG A ENTRANCE ELEVATION

4| AL LASISURY C1AD IR0 WIITOME
[LEUET )

« REAR BLDG A ELEVATION
1HE = 14 3 g e e R MATERIALS LIST
L - L - R = o M e e el ni wt| W a (2 L N R | oA
ha . d T\'FT\I'F.I#M T N T TYE, LD TR | 1 I e AL Wi

4 EL CAMINO REAL BLDG A ELEVATION

MATERIAL SAMPLES i i

COLOR SCHEMES
CS1: COLOR SCHEME 1

A DN T I I Y r mnn o "“]
ORAY ARER
bmuu
EHREEN
G52 COLOR SCHEME 2
PARTH
| . [&
GO TSR RIAMT W BT
] AL i - ) TEMPERATE
! giOnE FeaNT QN Looon e
. AWN"’OGS.I’ BRIDGETRELLIS
1[4 |{a! CRMRAMOUSVERREALS | | BECORATVE METAL AL | COULWEATMENED |0 | oL AWTIOUE. | i LA 0 AL oD . .
VOARDNTAL ik iMGLE EE1 BOALE - SEE ilALOERY FOR FLLL PATTERN REIF EATE 2 WRDORAE
2| WEESCVINEER I W AW 1068 luwuma
1ROM ORE

1
2
3
a
‘.
0
T
"
[}

CFIRPAITIC IR VERTITAL PAMEL BV
TR HIPILETI AL Y b
L E T
TETOMATIVE WETAL AL

IO PATHUDT AL SO R Tl
SO0 T TG L IR

K. RIRMGLE R

L LRI WM R

4 LV TR PR

LI FOTEE,

P =TI
THCR = UL ES, DTVERSFRE 0T

IEH

EBW N

s.i

L]
-

st -

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Meno Park, California

UNIVERSITY

B98

H

BUILDING A COLOR & MATERIALS A2 6 1



BUILDING IMAGEF

£

|#] pocs weamvERED noor

A
[ ] ComhiT A iR HTAL Wk

[3] vermcse amees [3 ] mrname nivn {5 poo Memocem A

| [ﬁlgﬂtﬁm
BUILDING B RESIDENTIAL ELEVATIONS

T = A ” - T
nif-lzrlvr-‘;'lv- IIII‘!""a‘r‘ !rfalr’ia! fr 'Lﬁ-'P : Trve e h'“‘ ‘H :u] 4il:n'i“n

i - CH T

]
e

( 2 |BLDG B ENTRANCE ELEVATION - REAR BLDG B ELEVATION

TR =T {9 et MATERIALS LIST
RGN =, EE E B F Pokd RS A () GO (W 1] soommiese

[x] o
[3]  CEMERTOUS VIRTICN, AL TSRG

]
|4 oo oA D8

[3] stobme powa

2] ceconsmesc R

[F]  we0om PATITMTMONAL Lo Al i
{t] RO TRHTIEL L A

[3] oo s mos

[w_] LR (R R WA
[11]  siimesmss remenons

[m] oy i

i B R cidb ki sl sl -
MATERIAL SAMPLES — D COLOR SCHEMES it S

C51: COLOR SCHEME 1

: PANTE
e ———
e e
e ——— e — ATATIIS BN S
E BT RARSTONE  RARE i
O [e g

— == C52; COLOR SCHEME 2
— = et

i ——————— ™

| 2] 8 coar suctn ---l-|=___________.,_——_= | .l

— f=———
i ] e e AN TS HoSWOIF  JmWemr  © W
—_—— P

Fin,uuun 4

e — SMEFRCT  c& GOLOR SCHEME 3
e —— T
e
=

" 7s
WUTIDLELY

":'I'ii'ﬂ -_lJ CEMENTIOE WEATILALS || HIECORATIVE META. AMLINS AR S rEY AW DTS S
= I EONTALT FEMGLE = {16 BOALE - 5EE WAGERT FOR FLLL PATTERN i Sy
[ mmck visiar EDG . — o

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

BUILDING B COLOR & MATERIALS A 26 2

STANFORD  MonloPark, Califomia oy
UNIVERSITY DAHLIN

B99



(7 EAVE DETAIL ,

5+ WINDOW AT SHINGLE WALL DETAIL

{9 DECK DOOR DETAIL

1]

T WER EAVE DETAIL

(o WINDOW AT SIDING WALL DETAIL

o PORCH AT STUCCO WALL DETAIL

1 WINDOW AT STUCCO WALL DETAIL

~ WINDOW AT BRICK WALL DETAIL

> (‘a1 ENTRY DOOR DETAIL

2

PORCH AT BRICK WALL DETAIL BALCONY AT STUCCO WALL DETAIL

(371 PO /i3 BAL

STANFORD

UNIVERSITY

B100

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

Monky Park. Califorria

ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS

(ST T TH

A26.2



7, BALCONY AT BRICK WALL DETAIL

T e e LR

{NNINEEE BE
ENEEN B
IENENEE §R
'HNEE N

#

5 STOREFRONT 1 DETAIL o - STOREFRONT 2 DETAIL 7

-

BRIDGE B DETAIL

o STOREFRONT 5 DETAIL, {10 DRIDGE A DETAIL 1

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL ARCHITECTURAL DETAILS
TR i o -

B101

A26.4



e

5 TRELLIS DETAIL B

e

WALL DETAIL

BRIDGE C DETAIL

VAR AN FEES

NN

. WINDOW AWNING DETAIL

T

ENTRY AWHMING DETA

=
IL

. ENTRY TRELLIS DETAIL

a

TERRACE D DETALL

o

@

STANFORI
UNIVERSITY

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

MWenlo Park, Califomia

ARCHITECTURAL DETAJLSA26 :
b



e || — e
Lo el by g R e B
KEY PLAN
OFFICE BUILDING 1 RESIDENTIAL BUILDING A

B | I
——l
| e ——
| — 'r_ | |
- SITE SECTION
(S
RESIDENTIAL BUILDING B OFFICE BUILDING 2 OFFICE BUILDING 3 STANFORD PARK
HOTEL PARKING LOT
[HOTEL BUILDING 3300
. S g SOUTH OF OFFICE
Tr=T e o . i i BUILDING 3)
" T R B —— ) — N | R
| (e — e lal =T :
1 ——— . = i = N e
| ¥ |I' - 1 —— 1 i 1 L ¥ ¥ Y T 1 e I e ([ - v
L. i caadl | LT = T
[ ] | ==t [P O P
1. E 'T=, |

& SITE SECTION

I_g,—“':ﬁ'?"' E—

i 10

L)
e o

TOHE | o

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL SITE SECTIONS A2

STANFORD  Merio Pork, Califoeriia

UNIVERSITY

B103



=t e -

__"_ JIIE i NEEH §E
I NRETT A TIIEII' . #iﬁég i

7 STREETSCAPE ELEVATION - ALONG EL CAMING REAL
A1 - 3

;HJHRIT ,-HEL

mrr ﬂnlfl[DEﬁl]H] il

77 STREETSCAPE PLAN - ALONG EL CAMING REAL

SOME e )

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL i FEEAAtOEL, | Aog

STANFORD  MenioPar, Calfomia
UNIVERSITY

B104



E
g

e - - AL A
T L e - % < el
s - AEERCANT w BEIRET ATT
i ———m = Z oy
AE mA == - Z i i e
O LT R - - e a
A mmmar e et | F— 1 ! R o
o o i —_— T - e e
o L Camcas 500 EL CAMINO REAL
o el @ - A may
. S T R ER
w P CEmx MENLO PARK, CA
Sk e —_— e D S e e
E T
R i i - - emr
famr A
e - —a— o i e
B e TR A
- —_— g A T
T - — E I i =
A BTE ——— = = — g
o i — & Z B e 5
- - '
g - o o e = <[ g
T S —— -4 e T = =
rooEeE .
- - =] E"' P ALMA STHEET - / v
e R » I e i j ,
ferre— Nl T = S el s i o
Y gyt S— P ———— T Ty | [T | — — == d r
e arl _ a [t d — s — b g g
Dt e T : = = R sy e e e e— s B LT = g e — . — - -~
s B ™ - e p—— e - I — i == =
A - —_— @ - 2 \ Bl t -
" B e o ~
- - S - ,
L ———— :’ = ;Tuh“ e |
A - a i o - & :
- — - Lo AT A i3
— = AT AT 5
o e —R=— am e EL CAMING-REAL -
T LT S =
PR A = Z mwemy : - —t ;
3 - i |
—n =l m b~ R % "
- - - =l ] of WP H T »
At T e LOCTATION MAP
v a " et e = —_— 1 £ f‘u-
L T
L maw = T O I At =5 s %d:
e - O omama L omE MAP
P WrEaT - e PR i AR =
el i 'ROJECT DESCRIFTION
o i e L = o s e 2 ;
T [~ Farers Do e ] AT S NSTRET wa
e w3 v sty manr T L R ATIL o6 F-E
P —— " = o -~ -
e el e T
iy i A o B
-
AR AL e Ew 1o T e e, O_MEEEG
- § TN S L= o
i = I Oy itz i LR
AT - = S A AT R ORTRT P e ) S
T - e e e D A e, S 0
i o — IR D HF QA ot P a £ we
ey - E ] ]
L - wr
v v e - £ - Himeews
= . dmere
T i arvnr = et T i 1 INDEX OF SHEETS:
o Exsry s
e o - . iR e Trinrrns gy
AR rs m - M 45 [ e ST
st - & i 5 e tmey
0 e 3F froi
s - S i pEce e
T e —a &= = aF i [Ter FEl i i o
- At Ew o bl o R S g
s bl - = aR e SEF ORI R
- P o me e
S ¥ s
=p E‘ ::ICI" m W P
IR L L SO I i - e i ! = ==
o A
W ARNE. B4 L e
Frat TS i e
CAl LRV R R e
P43 GV RSN AL
EEE il e e e
e
EE AR S S e A
FEF Wl el o e
T i
CoNp LM Cre e
Sy mlmmnr SEOT R
Gt LT R
CAP LAY R A
EAF AR ANOT A
cur
a R i g ——
o T
- 2 B
=3
oo P
L Eoeis e sheim e
=
CHT A S AN
Fie e
e R ]
e WL TS LW
AR ST S
SRR o AT W OO W SN AR G Els  ALARART INTTRR N 1T
D URIRCHS, TN o] I RS & uiime 241 cmen Fafl el ORI W
VPRI TR LB U T (R M G OF (IR B B ] GALTHOREER S A
L AT (i AL A PTG SRR ez AL e [ ———
T o e e i o T et
TR INEAE ST T RITM Bl a0 L0 (TR PTG, AU T e P i i i
P T A 5 (T S OF KIAD I N i (N T B0 e
L ORI MY S TR T ALY O ST ST TR

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL @:‘:.ﬁ.!.'.!!.' S Civil Cover Sheet

TR | P ALATIHT
STANFORD  MetoPat, Catoma el C-1.0
UNIVERSITY BacmamETD ST BaErSF

B105




s F

Mm
m &

il &

2 M..m

i

H .. & H
“m., m, ke _ﬂm

£
tu m mm“m

L'2-0 L33HS 338 = 3NN HILYW

l-l.l.l.lllll|_I||||||_IrII—||IIIlllllllll-lllla-l_..]l_l.lll.l-l.l-l.l_l..ll_lll
¥

e e T ———

o w a ame)

= e

(L imiy

——— e s e — Tt i =

I b

» 4

o153 i
£ W [
16 _
chaf \
i/ |
’ |
LT |
_.
|
)

st B s i

FraM

|
|

1
.._._

== T _—_zu=

EL CAMINO REAL.

===

C-20

Topographic Survey

OFTA T

©

SANDIS
LTI
siiraTans | erasme e
B T ———
EEMTRAL WALLEY
[Lhag

ELCOW MELLET TRl
AR T

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenlPark, Caifomia

@

UNIVERSITY

e

B106



__M m_ £l ,m. mmm_ LiE g __wmm. m.:

i
: .mm.m __.m._ wmqmm mmmmnwwm. mm
i)

pdt g wraf
I 1 T
Wm e mm 1 mﬁm_“mmm m“

ki H m
Bep g
:
w “w _Mmumm _m“

€0 L3FHS 335 ~ INIT HILVWN

I..__:IIIIIIIIJIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII...IIIIIII.ﬁ”IIIIIIIIIIIJIIII

ML I NS | =

J

A O
LELAME STANFORD SIDS UMMANTY

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
_
|
|
|
|
|
|

AP Of —s40- 13

)
| !
| b

|

FI— -z mm———————
it il -4 4

P T T Y
: I
m | E _..M.._

| | i
| L
{i mmw i
- mm_ - mm __.....
2 | | 3=l
| ¢! i
§ |
= I
P ."m.m
4_||I.“|II||IJ.I-NIIINI|I|I |I|_ _
___.
F (1]
L H
B!

i Ll
By | ;_ﬂ
e Tt
|3 RikE
] i

0'Z-D 133HE 338 = INIT HILWIN

EL CAMING REAL

SNNIAY
Ellalally

S S ety =2 <SS S ——

Topographic Survey

T

SANDIS
'HH‘!“E'E:“ i
ARIOTM VKLLTY TR ARLLEF (ruln_Lu-:-T

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

@

STANFORD  Menlo Park, Calfornia

C-2.1

UNIVERSITY

B107

aEF Rat

TACHAMDNIL



CALTRAIN

T
|

|
|
|
|
il

mmm - _uum
AR
hie i 1 iy

s

———
TR, s R 3 W
prir

i
i |
B |
T __
LE] _wm
mm_ Igk
A
i
By g3
_“ i3
I n ]
V=
N
™

1 ]

|

LL
__L !

%%;%

lll-ll--llll--l

i fia

:

55 fuy
i gl
fund §

mﬁ
ﬁ_m

18 2

WRHEG I e .

LELAR STAAFTHRD Ao

A -
doit B LI“J_\:!I'.N.

MO PAR, T

| Al X

ELS WA WIMHTEND MEAH RhERLTY

AW DT

goid N
LY
fh 1
gl o
.
mﬁm_ o
a¥ dEH
iRl
lm...rh._._w mmm. 3N

AL FL CRMMDI BER|
WCHLD Pame, G Sl

1T HILYW

— e RN
I = ' = -

A

EL CAMING REAL

li-"llllllﬁlllll;"l]l"."il

L' 133H5 335 = 3N _._U._.x_._____

Topographic Survey
C-22

PRPAAAT

T i A P,

| o . ¢ i o ot st

BiLii VaLEY TELAALLEY CTWTRAL WALLEY
AT RAAT

SANDIS

6'
ArmATE T

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL

@

UNIVERSITTY

STANFORD  Menlo Park, California

B108



of & f B mw” B
AR
P A nm
w? it mm "ﬁ m__,mm.m

e,
-
Topographic Survey

: :m m_mmwmm mmw .
_ i _ B m i ”.,mw i ._mm |
it i i i i i mw 2}

3NNSAY
QHVAHYH

Z

I i | i
4 I B
MR - |
| ]k . |
| s : (8 _
i al __-...__ m.m. i mW_.._. |
_w_ | ik wmm_m... i, |u_ 1 } i
.1 i 1§ a1 _ p
| "-._ J..luu__ Mﬂ { mm o 1 _ lu
F P & [ 3 [ 1 8 a:
- | * B 11 2
g gl it - oo g . | B
it |-
= _ A w INNSAY
2 AN T 3 . SOAMINYD
o o ,_ _.uLﬂfuuuluul_.JurqE!I ||||| — ﬂ ~=
g a1y i# -y _| w
i § P o=
I3 _ o i
IR ERE R | 2
I A . =
| I i
.; ! _“« J _ WM
: “ w
| i | | S
I vm. ' “ i
4 | @
& | S
F “w.m_ I | =
{ k e o _ &
£'2-0 133HS 338 = 3INIT HOLYIW c
S
=

C-23

mdma

| et e i i 2
B N e -3 e Adase ot

Menie Park. California

UNIVERSITY

STANFORD
B109



filh |
R
s ww_m j mmmm
w = m ...m L M
_m _ﬂ @_mmm

_um Mm“mm _uw.mm_ ._m_

e 4
sl Lm
s

i

| mmmm

._l._m._ .___.._n_um_m m_m_m 3N m.ﬁ..._._..n_i

CALTRAIN

1
!
|

|
|
|
|
|
_
|
|
|
i
|
|
|
_
|
|
|

= R S R

o —— o e e . . e e e .

R ) SN EC i ————

E'Z-0 L33HS 338 ~ INITHILYW

||||| e i AT

[}

[]

i

i

1]

i

(]

]

]

(]

L)

i

| _
_ 1
i

1 —
1 i
[}

Il"l-.--l--l.--'ll

LHDIM 3A0EY 335 - INIT HILYW

C-24

Topographic Survey

PR T

P e e 198 el 20
FRRTRA VALY
AT B

R LR | i . e e

GANDIS

HUCON VALY [l
BACALMINT

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

UNIVERSITY

STANFORD  MenloPark, Caifomia

B110



WAVERLY

T
3

ALMA STREET

SHERWCCD
WaY

P CALTRAIN

WILLOW

e —————— e

o oo s T Tl 1. e T
R T e B )

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL SANDIS

STANFORD  MenloPark, Calfomia (NS A e

lllﬂll'ill.n.h T s
UNIVERSITY privprne ll-l-lﬂ'"l;!‘lr‘!:::’u:aun'

B111

Proposed Parcelization Pla



EL CAMINO REAL

LEGEND
-
@ Average Existing
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL @,i‘.&.’.‘.‘.ﬁ.'s @ Grade Diagram
STANFORD  Menlo Park Calfomis st ;%%Ififéi;ﬁ i o o C-26
| UMNIVERSITY frbrreiis i F-H -

B112



CALTRAIN

]
I
1
]
[}
1
i
1
1
1
I
1
]
e %I DEMOLITION LEGEND
1

e ral
T A e L e A5 i s st )
. = ey L #mn-rlnm
et o LA e - -1 p—

d ; & 1 nrrmm:mmﬂ
++++++++++++++++++++++ - AR S |

. S i | e W AT AR

mmﬁ'- P o s oo ok 5 o s 1 : ]| o i Tt

Fiegn A s 0 - ot s i |

B ZE— [ |ommmsrm e v e
mﬁr- R LSEIIVY 0 W ST o

O A o R - st
R ER i’ 7 M S 1AL P FoT AR

o

. e i L]
OF etk o v (T

/

1 i B

P el T
ST e = SLRARS ol s WY L e

= AL e T s st S i, o e

D T T S e A T i PR
e -0 WRARRTT  PRESURIE LY (M B T b At
FRAYENT PTG YT ST

T R s
P

BOSSSTECEEET
%iig i
i

MATCH LINE ~ SEE SHEET C-31

EL CAMINO REAL

MIDDLE

AVENUE

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL @E.ﬁ.t‘ DIS @ Demolition Plan

[Samegraes ran s BT
STANFORTD  Menlo Park, Californda bt e
L-N:-vrns-l-l-'( llm TRLLEY Iglmn“f;‘“‘:;.;ml ERArmT ’Call C-31ﬂ

B113



| CALTRAIN

%

qremm e

Fa,

L

- ——

1 Bl ek o S il
I—v-*++‘-t—+++—m-r++h_+—’+;-m_++—*+ - z T mrn
|
] i
l ':?." """‘—q—ilr“-lmmw- |
1 " —w
] . ] —
=1 o :
o iz dantve) W6 K |
LDy oo mse—
' filacasl
]
zl : o
74 | -
1 -
h o N im0 s
[N | ¢ -\
ui g —
=
51
-l
oy i ¥
i Iy 4 ¥ ¥ e ¥ _ - S S———
g [T o s x Slaa N 14 a e - e < s s £ 3
b v i S TR REE, IR A - = :
= ¥ r et - i
Tl e A o
o | = TR SIS LT - | e et

EL CAMING REAL

AVENUE

MIDDLE

COLLEGE

AVENUE

T T i T T R e o R T e b ey i e e o e i ke -
T e s st
T 1 et
i e S s
- R . R
et o e AT

1

-

RN

i o - . e

MATCH LINE ~ SEE SHEET C-3.2

DEMOLITION LEGEND

=

L.a S

Er=
I G 05 AR D A
e

=ﬂmﬂ#mmﬂmﬂwm
F wewn o

["" || e e sk o e s - = ey
it Vil e r A =

l:lm-m T T———
0N et TR R i

i A S IR =
AT A B RS S SHL

T —
-

_BAS ANLY S (WU OW ey el wie ol L DW S0
LY IR 47 MOMTT A N el | e O e

B L ]
ARNLAD G

o
¥ BLANE SARDT S T LA (D

St N Ik ek uet KRISY TSNS S

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menko Park, Califomnia
UNIVERSEITY

B114

ARMCDi WRLLFT PRLWALLEY CEMTRAL WALLEY
[ LAY BAR &8

Demolition Plan

MR

C-3.1



CALTRAIN

= i . T M - ; / S O 20 LT - —
fa— J mrﬂm - [ PENE B I AU My sk :
o s o mal T ;
e i VRS ~#heie mmeom oy DEMOLITION LEGEND

TR AR T e e e o e e ] L S i B R S o e [

ot . - 1
e el el e e e e g ST S - e T 4 I
i e e Mo mEmsteaanmmr,

e Byl O g el el

_f‘:-:'&mlgﬂ:g'.'_ i E

s
L

BT B LA CTWACTR G SimT W 4 MOID
S Ty o s et 1 bt Lot e 4 P

i e i -
Ry e e ey

)

fom -

{

MATCH LINE -~ SEE SHEET C-3.1
e “T:_ ]

¥
A

EL CAMINOG REAL

i o B i

PARTRIDGE
AVENUE

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL ,?&ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬁ.'s @ Demolition Plan

STANFORD  Menk Park California [ ol
UNIVERGITY MO0 ALY gmu[fhll.llh::‘l:.;ulll SRAFHU l|:=u C-3.2

B115



L
]
I L
1 I
1 CALTRAIN I
1 ]
1 ]
i i
i = == ]
p—_—— - - --{.—-———-4—.—.—;—.—: .--u—.—--u--—.——l
' | Bt T e eabehs : 1
[} e SR i _,_ o il 2 __-'r- 4 o _"
i e P (e g i T ki s i o R e R 4 |
i Sl S T F— i et = |
‘-..--4--.-—----.--—-.-. - ”“qf-.?f--l-.n-u---—-—-lt-d--un--——"-----ﬁ - 1
et PO ey SRR, 1
e RO WA . vy el | oououTonLESaw
B e e ]
' 1 [ e
* I
l':'mnu::_‘_\ i 1 _:Hrm%'-m*Mh-";m
= et e k)
] 2 [ s
SRS, e oo i i TR SR
v -
[} £y ~ ] M1 9 SN NS 0 T 45O0MIY OUER et
I P " Wi i =
i . 22 f - ] TLCMR SR T AT S S w0 (S a i
= bl 4 v T 'l L1
el =
Ul e -{f‘rwtu—' | 4
I - o y e g o e LT T e
El e ”H____, £ S ; : e [ Ll R L B Xk M (P e A
%] az T TR _‘," | : !“:"""""-* $ IE S .
wn B 4._41.. ____,,..‘.__,___ o [ ] '
wy _--m-_uq.-rr.lu—/f A \ f e s (1] I |H=::| R - R pﬂ,.f“
H i i ¥ DT e i e i e
il 1 ¥ l,ﬁf'armgn'::z ¥ | i lI:H R A O LT G
w i L] 2, S i (PR R A
41 {4 — Wi i
31 | ! i, : i S e - EERS IR RIS T
ﬁl + . L st 5 vt . i s ooy et e
L gt 2 iy i 'S DEMOLITIONNOTES
<. e - -L\ | L BT T Ca® T R R A
Er:?"‘ v -&‘.. g i - — i .E g -P‘“““'m:ﬂ:mu"‘h'l:ﬁuh
: - ATt s EEETEEe
T ko waw—— Pt b
Frmwon b e i
1 TRAE S Lu:_r‘ﬂa- T o s A [
1 franse i T ]
I MINO REAL 1
1 I
1 ]
[ ] ]
] ]
I ]
1 g - ]
] ]
1 W Q !
] EZ Py ]
¥ E ] E = |
23 4
5 A

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL @) 3ANRIS @
Demolition Plan

STANFORD  MenioPark, Caifomia kel
UNIVERSITY SR
nmuml:“r:mll;.‘um:mn BEAFIIC FALE . C 3 3

B116



MATCH LINE - SEE SHEET C.33
71-------_
|

CALTRAIN

- .

MATCH LINE ~ BEE BELOW LEFT

|
I
i
1
I
L
1
!
i
]
I
]
1
1
i
]
]
]
i
]
1
i
i
I
!
|
4
1
1
|
|
I
I
1
i
]
I
]
I
]
i
1
i
I
i
1
I
|
!
1
|
|
1
]
[}

e !

: S . '|'- e Rl = )
RS, S SORsmeae———— Rl L R |

#_--H““--—-—ﬂ---—mn-—-l—h‘-l —

o 5
K [
- ]
. ]
i [ ]
b 1
! L]
| |

=1

i

el

wi

a1

g},___*--____---,,__-----___-----_ 1

i |
1 - e

i la—-——--u--————-—--—---p————---n—-p-—u-—-

(i}

= |

=1

él
[ ]

L
i
L}

DEMOLITION LEGEND
g e Rl feo e B U R

I_—ln Sl S

i ol T TP ARLAIAG AT A VRN ALY
ol AP SR W dhwi e are s wiAm
AT WD 4 BB PRI B P DALY

i wa
BOEL (T b o
e A AGCR AAWES w0 iy T R N B
L VAT I SR

ELCME ) P ENET MR AT S5 oS o

el e SR ] s A T ST e
R TV i Sl Gl AT B O S
- ]

ol O i L i 8 s s
A P a1 A sl B e A -

IR A ST, G A

— aEn o AKBETE. W N M S R

SN TR /T Sl SIS M S (D

e a1 oy T T SN S U oM B TN el
AR T SN

UNIVERSITY

B117

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menlo Park, Califomia

@t

i
Seiot ALY RELIEE  CDWTRAL AT
L peT AT A

>

CEAFHID SEALE

Ll i

Demolition Plan

C-34



LEGEND TREE DISPOSITION TABLE

T A AT M T A PIREAT
TN T P Tk s i B PO e — i — ]|
g [r—— talrtaffs
O LTI o T R T— W TETE SN G
e el

e " ' A
F awvan e com e o a e - e b . i [P
i b = i

@ ViDDLE PLAZA 2t 500 E1 CAMINO REAL @sAne!s @ Tree Disposition Plan
| T By, (5 TaEaIr

STANFORD Menk Park. Callfornia BRI b il e o a C_35
UNIVERSITY frisiorrdit o e = :

B118




O ke

[ e
ST ORI

I 77 T0r it e e o0

[T T

T T T e v i

LEGEND
e
1 il

|l

IIIIIIIII I1l"l-l ._-------
I
i L
| wm_____
| N

LIIHE I3 ~ INIT HOLYW

it = Pt s R R R R

i

=

C-4.0

Easement
Disposition Plan
TEAAEAT

©

EANT WA 35

[riprerins

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menk Park, Calfornia

)

UMIVERSITY

B119




T O - -

CALTRAIN

338 ~ INITHILYN

EL CAMINO REAL

.

U'#2 13348 335 = 3NIMT HDLYW

SNNIAVY
F1aan

C-4.1

Easement

Disposition Plan

WEFATHT

_l-..uu:::...u_
A ] g

ELCLT LT

[

[

SANDIS

HRAMINTI

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menlo Park, Calfomia

UNIVERSITY

B120




LEGEND

SER

o

L

CALTHAN

Ry

LY
1

e |

770 7 i

P e =

™= 77 Thy e s e m

[— T

E'#-0 L33HE 338 ~ INITHOLYI
! A ]
U |

b

L

| |
_|F|.w — S —— e m—a
— T — 0 — W — i

I|I|E T n

i

-
3 e

-
153

i e i

H

i

1 -
— s

4

L1

v X
ik

=

“w

f

_ {
[l sl
[

|

8 = 3NN HILYW

Bt -
F i wlh [,
o
SaiTEs e

EL CAMINO REAL

.Il.ﬂ‘J.I_I.I_II_.I_II_I_I_I_Illlllll_l_llll_l..l.ql lllllllllll |_|||I

ANNIAY
FO0HIHY

ll-llll---l[--...l

Easement
Disposition Plan

AN

>

C4.2

| it 5 PRET

SRS

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

)

STANFORD  Menlo Park, Caifomia

ljtriTan el

= A we

GUCON RILEY TR kiEe | WTRAS URLLEY
s a5

AR T

UNIVERRITY

B121



CALTRAIN

W e G e
|

=T __:_-(-nrrt-

r----

P
|
|
|

illu-‘-l———-"-.

%ﬁ—ﬂiﬂfmﬁﬁewéﬂsdf" e il
- . -__3—'71_;1--'----—--'———: | AR i
'm_-l-. I
1
i i ;
' 1
: ]
] ; -
- r ]
- ]
' L]
i 4 , i
E E: ]
3 - ] §
5: l—-:h - =E
E: | t—l L 1
& g' I f l%
1 " £
i b - i
E-:F—;i STny | | _.;
—:'“'-r— - E S - | |
3 I el =.9
[ e -
[ ]
- ]
- ]
- 1
i [ ]
- [ ]
- [ ]
; [ ]
: ]
: ]
]
ok ™
1 L P e e e s e S %.
i E,H:E : ';Eﬁl
¥ @ E I :EE :
z< Tx
0
® o
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINOREAL @ SANRIS MR il
STANFORD  MenloPak, Colformia ) (RO L prashcg: 3
UNIVERSITY lm»:‘lluur:wv;-mml&m:um = . ;

B122



- [ | =
ol b e
al i 77T T e o
- |!: [ 1 R GRNRINT
L—Jl CALTHAN Iﬂ 7T T T e e ey s g
£ ] | St | A
it i2
L _______________‘__________”______________________‘___._________________
t#r-'_---_-”—_ — g b — it e nlm
By L, S BT et -t - i R e Fg-'.'.'_.;.i' e G el —a i T - m
M = Tt il i _.;'i-_-.-._m_-,______,._________.__-.__.__--__.:ﬁ
E e e e P i —— et S e A AR e T ¥
& Z
ol s
4 i
: ]
1
[ ] :g
L]
I
5
el
I |
g .
Be o e e P e ———
i e
ﬁf'""L At el Rl ma—
e S S S G T
[} - o o o
=i
51 7
=l 1
i ad ’
[ ]

Easemenl
@ WiDDLE PLAZA ot 500 E1 CAMINO REAL @ aNns @ Disposition Plan
STANFORD  MenkPak, California | P SRl s C-4.4

PR VALLTT THLMALLTY CRNTRALWALLEY E L
UNIVERSITY P LAST R} ™ ™

B123



I_.." MI_@
e [ ——
: U W AR W P T T

GRADING PLAN LEGEND
(T srmmenome 5
[ e G5

L

L ARECEE AR 4] 3 S LY
BT, e SRR Wl OV SN
ST 3 N VLIS (W R A
— A R ST

| e e ek ot A

mm m__m

-

.m..__%

[

Ig-l-—l-lpllllllll.l.ll-ll

e B B
il
il ol B
Mm mm_mm gt B e
mﬁ i m i | m*_ i

_m i

-0 133HE 338 = 3NIT HILYW

..ﬁ. R
m i ,m_ i :m mmm_.

:
m
£

"

A W RN 454 Ao O BAAML AL W D 4
4 28 MERT MR B SSEAE WO SN T
(RAMT 6 L8 (NP0 ML o S A0 R

&

ot
R
—m mmwmm 3
l itk
i wily mm nm._
mm h_% i .."
fj b mmw
”wm u_m" i

¥ 5 w
if s M_... il i

! I

EL CAMINO REAL

C-5.0

AT

Preliminary Grading
and Drainage Plan

o s | RRAH 3 v et
WUCTIM WALLEY TRAMAGLOY CERTRAL VaLile
EART MBEy iF

SANDIS
T T -

SALRARMINTEY

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL
Merio Park, Cafamia

UNIVERSITY

B124

STANFORD

R



ARERT M i AL,

e s o e e

[
ety
R T

L]

i, 0 EL 8. 2 {38 3
HEET IR
SR E R R op oo
_ _w m it mem .mmwmm mm Al B # b
Wmﬁxﬁﬁﬁ?$dﬁ#mmm%ﬁ%w
il i lEdh dlhie e g
o g mM L. wm il ; m: mmﬂ_“u_nmwm.m.
i m: i 1t .m.“.im B mm_n_ b i
i m_ &%m _nm.rm ] Mm gl il ¢ &l il s

£'5-0 133HS 338 ~ AN ID.....%E

l'llllllllllJ-lll

i
L.
.IJ &

EL CAMINO REAL

09-0 133HS 338 ~ m_z_._ HILYW

C-5.1

and Drainage Plan

AT

Preliminary Grading

S

AT WERT3F

AR e s e

ey

B NS

SANDIS

BAIRRAIINTO

BUAOM WL TG COMTRA | WRLLET.

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

®

STANFORD  Menko Park, Califomia

UNIVERSITY

B125



"t }I-ﬂw-ln-ﬂ-ﬂlw-m:r

T —

= e o i S
-
i
mlmmm@

H -
HitE
ik .hhﬁ_mwmm..w
ﬁwﬁﬂmrgw%;mw$
FEERE L:“w i
fggﬁékﬁ; L
m%mmmazﬁﬁw%%_%
m "m “" n_m w.mm _mww “ ¥ mmﬁmhu i .m mnmm umm
£8-0 L33HE 335 ~ 3NIT HILYW
e i A
Hﬁwﬂﬁumk_
Al PLLanoniqnaes
Mooooo .

Tt T T
. é{

—|I'I.II'I':'5
i % L
G

Rt

__._m{U 133HE 338 - INM HOLYW

e A ——

EL CAMING REAL

SRR

e immmbn

C-5.2

[FIEE LR

Freliminary Grading
and Drainage Plan

bairaayy i

EreILInhy

SANDIS
RN MAGLIY  TREMALLEY Cdm e e

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenPark, Callformia

UNIVERSITY

B126




GEND

i P—=

5 - imﬂﬁ._tua-'-m

[ e 3

GRADING PLAN LEI
Hm@

_—'l

| LA WA T LSCRR LAY PO T

__ |
|
_

A NG M e S (A P 7 ] ALREAT 5 T
AT BN O CRCTE At W LA b Y
Pris=yriery
o
s
o ——
o
ST
i cam
o]

RO e 2604 B (X A
W i RTINS 1 ST OB LA SR ST

2HE 395 -
- -

- o

w

HLU.::.-

250 133HS 338 - 3NN IU._..S_..

A

v §3 »
m £ _m el 4 m..
5 “.

RO

mﬁ i of

EL CAMINO REAL

Preliminary Grading
and Drainage Plan
C-53

2R

©

SAMNDIS
i
HIVETEEE | FRARAERE
L Uy P
e T e T
TAST BERTAT

AALRARIL NI

SO WRLLFT LWL CEMTAN MRLLET

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL
Menho Park, Cafifomia

STANFORD

UNIVERSITY

B127



GEND

GRADING PLAN LE

. .m LI “_

L 3 e mm._““ v

TR ] __ il i §

a | W i | W“Mm_ﬂ%amm
it I m_. Wm ,w.- mmmm,m
m ; m m w mw .wu Mw .mm_m m,umu “m_um
NO0GERL :" hm m_ { it ._m,_m hr ”mm

= 3N HILYW

£'3-2 13345 335 = SNIT HOLYW

.

LHEM FA0EY FIS - AN HILYW

= "T.""_“T.'.."_.'_____.:ﬂEf_"‘"_'"_"

|
|
B
|

Preliminary Grading
and Drainage Plan
4

AT

©

i | ey e ot
DN VALY TR RV, ALY
TR

himamraT

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MsnloPak, Caifomnia

UNIVERSITY

B128

[ p——



i
mh_ﬂ.mw __.m i

2 it

T m hy: . .
i mnm Bin f@le o 21 B
m R M#m m il m_ B o
Wb R
pals Gl Binpy il B athsin
s i mm_mwm. mmmm TH
i i mumm BEia i
thig ﬂ M;m : il w.m:w___
uum mp—m m unw qm wmmmm mMMumu
e 2 R o o e
”M : wu— __:____;_l [ ”—.a.m

_b_.

|

EL CAMINO REAL

Preliminary
Utility Plan
C-6.0

[

EAST BEAT

[ T gy ey

SANDIS

WL AT TR SLIT CEMIRAL WALIEY
BAIPAMENTD

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL @
Menko Park. California

UNIVERSITY

B129

STANFORD




7

i
i
H
aq
:
;
i
3

5
in

:
i
4

' T BT T SRR T
1 ST POW ST CORERTE e mm’ﬂf:“u

e s e T e S

R Ao ST

w"" LAY T T T T A ey, s sl
s e

-

P e i T W T g1 7
.m-:_n'hl.-—m-- _-I:F-

W O T JRAARY BETRLS B Y A AR
PR

¥ e S ey o S L wean
T V) 2 e e T (AT
s o AR e e ¢ = "

S L A S, AL T A
B A UATNE S e T e Ll ST S F A

o SR TR R IR S D L
L e S L Y LABAM, AA S SR AT

L W A,
P T L
Baagiay st Lan
Al e IRl el kel @ UlE N oETU B A
LT Y T RT el
& om ety P il iy T e S

TS Y P ) A TESONT) e A o . N R
E PR a0 SRR &7 o W A A TR

MATCH LINE ~ SEE SHEET C-6.0
. W WS N

| =

]

]

]

: EL CAMINO REAL EL CAMING REAL (STATE HIGHWAY &2)
l _ -
1

i

I

I

I

I

1

I

]

1

ANMIAY
T (nqalla]
E L B
353110

@ Preliminary
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL e SANDIS @ Utility Plan

STANFORD Marila Park, Califormis mim%&ﬁ:;: ) 2 DA 1T C..E.‘l

UM VERSITY prirri e
B130



dh Bl e By g :

4 H _ s fEEy 1 i

it it | : ,_..w i ; b FITREIN
umu_ m..“ur ru_ uuw m -m s "mnnm m.m m._m. ® mm
“wm. _.n_hm ! B o B £ m_.__mn i mmm ‘ mmm
il e e W GEE ey iR G

gl A T i ! i 4 B
By ..m_,_ ._T__m.t SR PR

Bl G B g B
| = “ i, r m ; “m i3

2 il i mwn i mm. :mmhmm iumm W_ HEH mwmmmm

£°8-D LITHE F3S ~ INIT HILYW

S

R T Rk o iy P &

LR el e e

=T

=l -::u__,:

fhwa Fni}
|I P
.
w—'rm--l‘_n

- —

=

paRTRIDGE
AVENUE

C-6.2

Preliminary
Utility Plan

=i L an

o,

‘.:: Eﬂﬂ

|||I!III|.':I|II|II1|III-1III|iiIIIiIIIU_l!UIIl?IIIJI'-

g BT

l.ll...l.lﬂ-l-l_hl.l-&_lllll

EL CAMING REAL

8

1'8-0 L193HS 335~ 3NN HIL¥N

R L ey

SANDIS
}gemm-::
e caamen

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL
STANFORD  Menb Park, Calforia

UNIVERSITY

B131




=

-

MATCH LINE - SEE SHEET C-5.2

O DN

INNEAY
3§.C;|HE|M‘.’,'

T ———— A

1 L P AR

EL CAMING REAL

ELE
QoA HTH

i

IMRAE ALl B WPARANTE Y LN JaSVRL

£ R i i AT DasiaAT W LR, 00 T 8
ST AGEE 0 O e B, B s W AR T 0P
ri

SR T N e B AN N AT W L

AL T ST L,

L e AL W —

8 M arimaey e B ROMAD A ASPRLI Al (KN LAY,
i (AR EL S ETR]  E CORG A AT AR ORAT]

ig
;
i
i
Eg
]

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STAMFORD  MenloPark; Calfomia

UNIVERSITY

B132

SANDIS

| SRR LU e

» amam

RN VALLET. TREMALCYY CDATIAL WASLHY

AR MLA D

AT R

Preliminary
Utility Plan
P

C-6.3



[
=

B ...m .__., __.h
_mm,,m _w.n wm “
2 R av m:m

1437 MOT38 335 ~ ININT HILYW

i i

o T o

£'8<0 133HS 338 = NI HOLYN

e
=
7 T
o T

P L T T

T

' i

B PO ORT Ser ST BT
LAY (O MRACT LR B

R i

feg s ,;
[ Mg 3 0
il L
g B
ol it m gl in
i g
m. i el @ 6 ol 3 mm
g

S .

LHEIH IAOEY 335 ~ INITHOLYW

Preliminary
Utility Plan
C-6.4

ATAINT

i B e, 1

M e ok

FLAEE RS
AT BT B

SANDIS
L

WL ALY TERGLEY TEMTRALWALLLY
WA RAETATT

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD Mo Patk, Cadomia

UNIVERSITY

T

B133



’.-'_n.-“ o

_:-’.h—-n—-l

L b e s s

e ———

EL CAMNO REAL N 12

[ e —

:l s S an PR AT e g
:I [ree——

Il
!

A = e
/, .“ﬁr--u-;uu--_-.“,__ 1 e e e -

e T e
Sy ——
r e TR l'"“.__

! N PRALECT F (T (A LA R
T AT T o S st S L il i e T LA
s o

PERVIOUS PAVERS

-
£ g e e i ]

- e mmmmm
LLIr /_"—- T I T ST 0 CaCART U o e
i

. JR0ee0n ) 7 W AR M ST X S
B ACTIMLNS W R e 10T RAT) AR s e 01 (F

%5
|

—

T BE IR PP IR AT 4R RNTELY #4HMINT - AT

T i o e i T R A A

@

STANFORD

UMIVERSITY

B134

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

Menda Park. Califomia

@ E*M.'..E.' S

ﬂmmm "ll-'MI.IlT CTNTRAL dRIFY
BALRAMEL FAK] many iF

et

Preliminary Storm
Walter Management Plan

AT EF

C-7.0



4

(] PO T
- RS
[ 7

[}

Fl

i 1

e (e
CTETI T ANE (A R

e P WS PITIN W AN RN, ST
ot Dt oL e ! T

I CLAFATY Sak B IS T R CRNT A
R e v Y RIS e TR STE GAG
e

NI G, PR VXU 0 TR G RCAS (F G
ACTHR Dt e BTV BTUARD il SAF ST ST T A i b

UNIVERSITY

B135

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORT  Men Park, Califonin

Preliminary
Erosion Control Plan

e C-8.0



~—

SAN MATED COUNTYWIDE

Water Pollution
Prevention Program

Cloan Water. Healfthy Community.

Materinls & Waste Management

aom-Hataridois Malyrids

L Merm and aover stooipibes of seod. diet of o conuivesion majomal
il mrps when min e Tonecast or i'meon actived s hging weed within
B ilys

O i dhit o irtrme b rosimmned waior s dest coniisl

Tlaranadinm Shairrial

O Lol il horamidionin mniowialy s hazandous wistes {ssely o
geslicubm paints, esers, silvents, ficl, ol snil sikilne o m
nepordmnca Wil €7y, comty, wtwle e [oderal regulalions

O S Nt mulerials am) Vearies in waler 1t conmaings, sieg
1 apEoRrishe sooondary conissseenl, sed diver fhan al o o off
vy etk e of dhitmg il Yol v wilicn i s Banesas

= Fealloey s inver s wpplicaton st for haspdons
TR i Bes e il wnl o s plero B nocessary, P
iy s loical i cundoces when min s ecast within 34 s

3 Amaings B sppropriste dispesal ofall hsanions wasian

Weaute Mamagrmiest

O Crrver wste disposal creamen saasaby with farps af tha oo of
vy ik iy sl dimhig wed wuaiher

) ik waste i sposmatl ciomsainers Iheejuendty Tor losdon mnd o mskee
mure hiy arg ik overfilled, Mever Boss dowe o e pvic o the
conatricing she

O Clcan o neplmce poriahla et
loaks sl apells

01 [sgareiet o all winntos mond s property. Reeycle malorals nnd
wimli That oum be recychod (such ds ssplalt, comerela, uregwic biss
il wool g bosdid, fipe, 2|

OO 18sgonses ol finjistel remmaioms From painte, thinmees, sl gloo, md
wleaming Muids s harardoin wala

inspeat thims Frapeomby for

Capstrwes v Entramces sod Peiscter

O Estabibadi miad spaimrann aifective pennoser goninds sud sinbilize all
ot lion s wnd ed s b sl cieilly o e gl
sedsm i dischargus friom ske mal wmcking off siz

U Swesp o vmcimm ary swset raeking, tmmedisich sed soonrs
sodlimanl s b prevanl Derdur mecking. Sever lose Som strsan
1 s i tracking

they apply to vour project, all year long,

Equipment Management &
Spill Contral

L L

-

Alamnmwnance and Tarking

a

=}

Llemigmaie an s, Tikal wilh sppropra TN, B
vihicls il ey parkimg sed soruge.

Rer fiom msg

and il
W refiizling or velsslo maintonacs mus ba o
vnibe, work in w bemed area o whiem s
el cvur . drip e o drop elaihe bl essgh ieeslise
Maieds. Howscha o dingema al lusds oy assndme wisks
I vk or e pmant clennimng most b

allivw rinse waler b rom oo guidlers, st diss
ilrams, o sprieoe vy

W eleant velselo o cquipemsanl et using soaps.
mlviarls, depressers, or steam cleauing ayuigiacn|

Syl Froventhim amd € omtrsi

=

a

Koep aplll. cleanop maierials (=g, rage. soerhonis and
ual Billir' | o vwil s ol e pomssuntion st al sl lnees
imspent wehiclos and syuipment Fajicmly i aml
gy leebs prompily. Uso Snp pes 10 cakh laaks
T Fpeirs aea ke

Rt o i oo Tesalon i wichy mind dawpeins: of
bt i | prrpet |,

Wi i o chovidvey i s witemre flitkeds liwwse i id
s dry cluamup metbsals { sbswwhent matonals, at
Visier, andl'or regs)

Hnrp up Lpllln.!.drt makiink smmediaiaty [ome
1y dan vash Them awery with wrtar, o bury Bum

Clemin g il on it sreas by digging up aid
propet despoesimg, of conimmnineie! il

wrgitificmmt wpills immedintely. Yoo sre esguinsd
v foercpant all sgmelicant nileassy ol limmden
rnmietiade, ppelading ol Te repont o spall: 1) [hal 91e
o vt lsal energeney reaponee number, ¥ il e
Ut ™s Cilllve of Emorgemcy’ Sarslies Wamning
Lt (NS A8 2T 5200 34 Bucndan

Earthmaving

o Sedaddulis gradmg and cxonvali wigk
ihwing dry westber

OB Swaliilive all henide gieas, il sl
musdain einporery arcean conils | sich
o e conlrcd (e ic o beosde] filus
) e || wegetntion in esinh]ishod

O Ry gxsstmg vepomtin oah whes
shanluie|y reccsary, sl wed on plasd
vegeiaiize for e gy slipica
o wehere comutraclion |s e datzly
[HETIER]

o Prevent seddimmil from mograiing 7 ie
and procect wioemi di e imluds, g
dlighen, anil Sramige s by
and maEnE R
an Nher mrlls, 6 (s wodiment |
vl hags, berms, gl

O Koep sseavat) sl ve i aml transier 1)
¥ duimg irucks oo side. 0t 0 The sirests

Cossandrnied Solly
K1 1F amy of the folkmting conilitesys ars
ohsaryed fest fiw cunbimunstion aml
el the Boginnsd Weks Quadity
Conil Hoand:
=~ Einusual sl comdifins, disoooemin
i ey
Ahandimnad windergiy
Ahatilimed mells
lhined barmaly, debin:

i Imitk

Tmsh

Paving/Asphalt Work

U Aveid pavimg and soal coating in s

o rein i [ooncel ¥
provowl muteranks i lorve ol owol
T eonisciing siormaier fgnlf

U Corver sorm diwin imicts sl manhnkas
when wpphy g sl cosl, teck comd, sy
sl dlijg asnil, ete

O Cidlen wpprumialaly
ispona i1 mocoss ahraslve grwved o sand
D WO s i Dkl il il iiters

O p sl wons gty &0 s dymen el
wipiali Goncrohd pavesen|

| reevade

Sawrwiting & Asplabt oneree Hemssal

O Bortece noartyy sin dess wlets whis
w eitibg Tiss filler fahrie, qalck hasn
irabert [T, o pravied hags o Koep shurey
ot of the shopm (hmin wystom

O Served, alusarh:
shunry med digres
o vour mo finishad i oeke oo bion o al
fhe end ol cach wark duy {wlichere s
mawwr! b

D 1T sayrni shirry enters o canch bsiin, chaai
AL up s saely

BCINETR WATe=C|
Al i e

Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs)

Construction projects are required to implement the stormwater best management practices (BMP) on this page, as

Conerete, Grout & Mortar
Application

[ Sure emereye, groal, mowl pscemr away
Iremm st demiss or walerways, sl on
tmeder ot W prote] them Bou
1, and wmd
L Wl oud eomerete canipiesd sk
dillsile v i w dauipnwiad wadioil
mres. whore e veater willl Mow i &
ARy waslc il gmd i s e
i will peovesyt leackang min the
underkyvung ol or pabe srmomiling s
L coomomnetes Hnriben il il s il ms
nmrbage
Wihn washing exijeorvol epgrogaii
v wmalivyaTer [riom snlering visnn
raes Blinck my inlers ani vecuum
AT T ST T TR
i n Bsetmind meface (o by pompad
and danpesd ol jeopahy

o

Lnudnaping

1 oty siockpibed Dmabicaping materals
frewm wind il pm i 1y sttt B imlor
arpm all izar-imml

L Stack bagped mratorisl on) pedles apil
inder cover

Painting & Paint Removal
L -

Palnaligg Clezinsp sl Romaaal

0 MNover viven brushes or mase pist
chiilpmis fiihes Wi geler, vimm
slrein, o wirsam

OO Vi vemtti-dped punin, st sasl bl aliss
i The oulent presble. und wimse min g
wrmin that goes i ihe saniiry sewer
Movar g prsie tvwn o sbomn dinin

LI T usefebviasoal, pomanifn, prossat vt Bnishies 4
Ut arsdent pumsibde mul claan with thinner
ar prlvesl i praper Goimier, Filter asd
e (s and solvénis. Thspess ol
aceirsn lingidls ws hinzarhin wasio

1 Paind «l id duisd D iw-lissnliie
dry wirippmy and s Blasteg mey
s up oo calloctod = plase diop
el msedl drupried af a6 ol

03 Chcyiival gt siripping meeidhueg wmi chips
wnd sl rom masine painis o paini
ol lead seroiny. ow i Il
st b ddinpossd ol s harardows wess
Vsl hased ot sewsgval ragsiam 3 dato-
cerfifled comirmhor

& Thscharpes of proandwater o capiuned
[T T dewalisig opsulbine il
e ety manigpal and disgossd, Whian
poosiln sond devanming disclimmys w
Ranidsepnd st o sanmiery sewer |1
deseharging o the wenliary sewee onll your
Romad wanslowaler renitm eod plant

O Diivasrt munn-cot wstes [P ofhits sian
Trws all diappibed i

H'Wlhign bering. iy uid iakism
uppreenl from e ol mmeipabiy
Irafinte desshmpnging veaivr i o sivooi guiis
[CRTTE A T R T s i
Saph & havii. k. o sedimant owp
may ha reguisoad

D 1 wresan of knovem o sespeckal
vomnminaion, call yooe Loeal ngeney s
dalimmine whatthor the ground watar mirs
Iria timwbeal . P pronsniivennr ey iod
0 e cofleciad s baitlod vilFsiis fir
wrinfmem | s propor iispoas]

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenloPark, Califonia

LUNIVERSITY

B136

SANDIS
1-1.-1"-.-_'_" “

ik

Best Management Practices

AT

C-8.1




=]
AASHTO 2841 (LIS}
it

el e L T e—

5"

@

STANFORD

UMIVERSITY

B137

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

Menlks Park, California

Vehicular Circulation Pla
Lo s

ARSI VALLEY THGMBLLEY CTRTRAL WALLTY
LA Y



o = L o
T =
MELIRE==—ng PRENOE
B0 700 LEGEND
MENLO PARK  nt —_— =
i) . — -
Trach . BBG e T e
Lok 1o Leck Tima L BO
Eimarng Angle T Imd

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMING REAL SANBIS i Pk T R

STANFORD  MenioPark, Califori e tarasmr
UNIVERSITY 2 SHICON VALY T ILET SO v C"1 ch

B138




ALMA ST.

CALTRAIN

—— e e

FIRE NOTE
e
o= 7 E— —
N 18.50
PALOALTO
TRUCK 6122 fomt
Wi 1 ES0
Trmck: : B
Lo By Lk Time . BA
Stmanng hgie t 305
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINOREAL @ SANR!S Palo Alio Fire Rol
STANFORD  MenioPark, Caifoenia R e C-10.1
UNIVEREITY iy BE Iy e »

B139



—-l 1r.'tﬁ:-'u\'£ﬁ\'h;!
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Meno Park, California

UNIVERSITY

Fire Staging Ares
[ b
C-10.2

B140



AGCESS NOTE
J o AT T
T

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL 0 SRNDIS Fire Staging Aree

STANFORTD  Menko Park Califormia e b

1
UNIVERSITY AT VAL LY Lmuw&nmr C 10-&

B141



" BECTION -G SECTION - H
BCALE Pkl T RCALE T " BCALE T

@) MIDDLE PLAZA a1 500 E1 CAMING REAL @A Fire Staging Arez

STANFORD  Men Park Calfamia it et el : C-10.4
UNIVERSITY g En s ALY £

B142



ACCESS NOTE
TR it 51 i £ P i
SN P A T L.

STANFORD

UMIVERSITY

B143

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

Merka Park, California

xxxxx

Fire Staging Ares

T

C-10.£



e e —

r{ 1

\". A rh——

4 .' ] , i ‘ - ’h_q

|-'-1—-—-,_,_

EL/bAMlNo FIEAL

6450 1B 30 PR e
ﬁ \Q\ Garbage Truck e B S
Wadn 830 e
) ‘ \ B P ==
Garbage fruck wi .ms Lo
= | -

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL ls.#.'.!.f.!.’ 5 @ Trash/Recycle Pl

STANFORD  Menio Park, Califomia L e s T 0_11 [
OMIVERSITY U e " rgzuuuu:illu‘r:#"\;uln SEME !

B144



[ =

" =
abe | e v

I-’ﬁRl{IN/G
FIRE
LANE

u%: e 2723001
W e o D A A VTR \‘;J A

O, S O A i iy
[ i, T T T e
r

AL st [k ﬁ_“' ARKING AL 7 AL S G P, B T

I e E 4

,,‘..":',.'f:.‘.",W £ “"'_?\\{j e o O CFIRE LANE"_SIGN. DETAIL
|

Vet |
s ; v : i o mae -
A L = R B /] /
G E “‘J'-'"r'c‘ ] \I
ma, rﬂgﬂf AR ARy N [
i‘—l:-blh--:-h:'.d - T Ir Ia
e

67 CURB D GUTTER (7)) s S PARKING
ONLY
"ACCESSIBLE], SIGN DETAIL.

TYPICAL PARKING
SIGNS

e T T a0 TR A

e

Preliminary
@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL @ SAR213 @ Construction Details
TEANEDED i TR . = C120

ekl Ty A Y :ﬁ
B145



s ol

TYPICAL ACCESSIBLE RAMP
GROOWV

PN M.

!?ﬁ.# ‘

A RARLT WSO BT

o

S

[N=LINE AT SIDEWALK

@ &

@ &

A PRI SR Gl B el T e o
ST A A e e

1 o

e S L

®

B146

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANMFORD  Meno Park, Califomia
UNHIVERSITY

@%.ﬁ!‘m'.!.'s

i e

AR ALY TH ALY CTWTRAL WRLLEY
AT mARS N T BAST BANTAF

FPreliminary

Construction Details

C-12.1



RS 1l
1
[ ki mar ol | g
J e mgmer e kO ——
il raw ELE T R re=
, | i A —— (o7 8 [ sl
[ B ; —_— - ir N e
; ! TR -] l"w'r;,mgn;‘ 5%
e, L SR Il

i o M M (k- S '
5 | 'z AR i
' |

i

0

o
ﬁrgﬂﬁlﬁwavﬂ

ERuE

TEE & RISER DETAIL

AREA_DRAIN ()
L,

Preliminary
Construction Details
C-12.2

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  Menio Park, Califoria

UNIVERSITY

B147




|

ol
AR |
N

&

5

I

———— I e

f— ] S
i i

.'—_IH\_’

e |

il | P e
1}

B O 1 W P G i -
1 P LI s 4 i s e s s 8 i, e AT = -
" - - . -

e T Y L Iqu;un-uap
O A T Cohn 4 R B 15 5 g i i ot i i b i e i e e S L T Gl e e o 55
o {1 Pl i g, (W P i M P it o e e b, i, ety z Co B T T ek o o e L Wl I e e s =

P e (Tt o TS S W S e W R WAL T i = a4 P i D b .

#
It s
- A L,
i ﬁ-m - el Mmr:—r—/
[ty
fe L T T T —— %’ﬁ‘"
#

STORM ] _1,)'

e s

| ! | e
) wm e aolly [ -
G = e REE,_ N = —
i R TS Nl
|

Prelimi
@ wiDDLE PLAZA at 500 E1 CAMINO REAL janass @ Corarg e ANy

: TR DAY e AT
STANFORD  MenoPark, Calfomia il i C-12.3

UMIVERSITY i b

B148



SHEET INDEX

=10 Demel Landicss M=n
1
i
i

E | mreae Sesiiyy Blas
H =ld SeReefr Sigaliag Py
F e Sty -%3 fuwemsns Fasirg Fes
¥ S foed s -LE tpdemgic “malng Pec

i
i Sardiarm L
i
E
Tuw ki Deotums L-bi Efewsic s P
L
i
L
L

=iy bropes ~LE Echemaly Maliig Pl
Wy W

Firen) P
~LR P Props

i1 Males z=xl' | rpecse
€F sy hsles aed |egeess

Tohwnerii iepad Py =81 |eneacees Calsin
Lebavmric Ligms Fan L=5E Lenceses Daiwdn
Tchanate Lygmd Fan L= Lo Liless
Soharmlic Leyuz P

se® Scimnsie g P

Lei® Slwmulhl Lapeik ied Pasisig fs - Sasi

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL Iz,

[

Menio Perk. CaHlomia iy

W F

S Overall Landscape HanL1 ‘

UNIVERSITY

B149




/—Exinfing Lorsio
o m Bmumt
Trasn to NiwrEn

j— bawing Lemden
/ ﬂ:n-ql.'n'

Treen ti Aemaim

~ Laiwiay tpeazn
P Siesl
Tramn 10 Aera

> 3 '_:‘l-‘ ——— -
’ I P e S Il Cartia. Mam Fol® i e il F o Hew e
P Ghig Sl . - P | et . L T ¥ =i CRETRRLE L
= ot A _““ PN Schras - !J'l Pl | s Euwy frrwwre PR Teviars . . Prisis Firin
SECTION A-A SECTION B-B SECTION C-C
Tairtbily Towas -
= P
FEdning Lo
. R

St e Bwomin

SECTION D-D

L B P

Slyrim| ey 0

EET

B B 3 W Seminiinl |ivermy
. P ,:-:-TJI Payresam Pasen ¥ I
|
— SECTION F-F

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E

STANFORD  MenkPark Califomia

UNIVERSITY

B150

CAMINO REAL




L % .|i- l'g
m: 1

il

: i
{ : =] B h
| ' |
£t Caming Raar | === L e ST T ==
Oifice Building 2
s -11° o
) Stsiwlh i Oific Courlyir

SECTION E-E

]
13
-
1
=
= -
— ¥
| i
e

* ‘ ‘L
= Wil | #, ' il
[l Caming Reai | = el . : : REE
20°-11" 108 3"
P Sidennlk, =t R — 1 Middle Fiare

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL M.

| STANFORD  ManioPark, Califomia o

UNIVERSITY

B151




i) I.'\'
)

."1':!!'._;

.y -
T - =
4
I3 Y X B P ey = A iy [r—
e ] | e | v I —
— i
. i =\
|:'.
o ||| p; | . =
= ik il K, S -
|
" i =
|1 . b+ - '
= — = - - | —
r o, e r...-&ﬂ I ‘.I ot 4 2 I I =
o ! —= —_— i W
2 | 'i' E =
3 | ' = | -
I - —_—

Section A-A Section B-B Section C-C

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL mﬂ%m Srt&SEGhﬂnsL1

STANFORD  Meno Park, Califoméa T
UMIVERSITY e -

B152



L
ki |
AP infinity IAF sunsst waater fountain
poolfciub housalobby ECR frontage
O I
SRS,
IR =
oy F 1w
Y | TE—tk h '
i ﬁ 1 |l 1 | I
=
landscapeforms wellspring ANOWA M2018 landscapeforms morrison pre-cast concrele bar table and stoal landscapeforms calana
wood bench & Contour Element Bench bar table and siool middle plaza‘public lables and chairs
residentiallinteror office’public residential/interior middia plaza/public
il
® @ @ @
S
' . L] Ll L] L]
15 Refer to the material samples
for actual colors and finishes.
I .
I ] i I !
|
B0 |
‘ i m] 5
ANOVA E48TPBET  mimcite fathinmit ERCO Beacon Gardeo ERCO BK-lighting nite star
elemeant receptacle bika rack lightmark  Pedestrian Vehicular lighimark dawnlight
boltard light  Pola light Pole light plaza washlight
MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 £l CAMIND REAL i Fumishing Elevations L1
[re——— 1% ] i

."':t W
STANFORD  Menno Park, Calfomia

UHIVERSITY

B153



SITE FURNISHING
& LIGHTING

=

Li}‘ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL o Fumishing Images |
STANFORD  MeniaPark Calforna = == .

UNTVYIRSITY

B154



ﬁ:i'*"-
&) MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 £ CAMINO REAL e Amenity Images I
STANFORD  MenioPark, California et ] :

LSEYILRSITY

B155




Pesiralrvian Pasinng Ty |
WO e Faeg Top
Brigard Mewer
Erpleer Tesadria
bocwilon: Miadle Py
Prsachivary

Pl larn Buraienp Tygm 7

Faebesinnan oo e Wt Crenkinn)
Wakirutar Paving Type 2 Ackarmtnns P Tomess Bool eisis
Pegan Fawei Corei Sl liove e Thermalky Maditien
Ll Mg Li it Pl Woal Dakony

Lircition; Mliddde Flazs

By

Covier Grmnada tvhilie
Laatiors Palitie Flida

PATTERNS

Faheutilan Faving Tyas | Modbentiime: Pasirrg Tyoe 2 Woad Dedisg Fdenrian Fadng Tipe § Pl Paving T &
Vfimetar Favr The § Weliiondin Pagp iy Ty I Toanmeud Dk Scfirrmanr Freem Abteiferd Paven
:E:dmr: eigard Favers Vesrrris by Bt et st Farevtint Sk T Covor Granssa Whie
- Teneana i i o Decring Logatson: Smipes ko Glacar Losacion; Petica, Plasm
breatioe Wakile Mo Levatiws Wkl Fags Lecaiian: BED deess
Tesmcheity LE
o N - - "
ﬁk (et L b BT i |
< MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL PARDIES
N ——— A

STANFORIy  Manlo Pak Caifomia

UNIVIEASITY

B156

-




Fatams o ‘Colambia’

Planting Images L 1 i
i - i




Sz Blacd Flries o Sesklo TiE Sl s Typ BEFS r

|M"|F -mn ME.TI_-'l.M H:‘.TI-' A B s & i
= R (tﬁ Mnicd Hoboe LEF S S0 ma teewest P Do G wemi Trebe Ba. GLTG e o
i r: 4 r': f.q' e Azch LOTE {D Socai Mecshg, LO0FY é @bk Prk Wno sils Baes Paw | £ o 'III.
| @ ueid m, BEER B8 St P S50 Recty Dt | I Te ¥
CALTR.AIN ,}. ::‘1‘:: :': :':‘ ':m l:" :;:‘ gi Fas mew Lhs e 1 BOAR G- Fmarimn, 7oy gg Pvae Cpmt lnma-Toies Ly Lemil ] 1
| = i Cimky 1; 5 T:I aioer [ "":-'r ST S T KT S5l et P
| g Passaire aczser Rapwy Trpe 8, T WOFE g ll ,.-u:*::j:lr. & :L'u_. u:hh }
; : ' b 1 - =
b EISmmInET Bt B B e
% e P e Vgl TUFY TR Pesedrmn Tesciwm ey, bew 1, T S0 I
Wosim . |ypm 3, B2 1% g_'“"-r"'"m"‘ gk G Scrvw wih Viess i :
:—3 m“"":_w;. Dby Wl Tohal D Tt T | Mot B Pt it S, T ke b .
éhriﬁh:nri g:&-r—umni. B pela P el Unn Y i =2 b
- SRUE R S et A B,
B """’"'_:'lm: B Cilew ud Nt e gmnmumm "" e
| _;'."'T‘; e Gt 0F Smenta S LES Mg L, Topee S 1 ﬂ P
1 b m“'-l”'“"_lug._ &3 r-ln-qh—mh-hm;,h Uiits Erstaiite arge el e Tin RLTE ey
BIG 5 PARKING Lor S .-

OFFICE/RETAIL
BUILDING 1

-
RESIDENTIAL
BUILDING A

BIG S5 BITE

Cheh
b

«&)  MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL Mz,

STANFORD  Menlo Pak, Caifomia e |
UNTVERZITY

B158




Priaes Sevm Proses, Ty B, T, BCER
Py Ml Poima, Tim ik T BEFS
Foamitur dgessi Fywers. Ty L Tap, LOTS

(i) Pacoster daewmi Sewwn hpe L Tp LOER

) Pl Bt P, T B T, RO
Fretrateiny R Pevers, Typi i T

: Bl -4
RESIDENTIAL
BUILDING A

Yeivomsr mccert e, Tege 5 Tep BLFE
Vb ket Arart Mgssrs, rgE b by BB

2EEFIRE

B ey ww Sk T 1. TOES
B Yubis cmt sl fipw 2, LEFE
Fabie e Chew, TP

ity Hibor TOFA

Sixix e, TEFS
Frase s Light, Tps 1) B0EE
Bandmas s Pola Lighl, T 3. BET5

Dl i Bl Gy
Fosnmrest Gy

Exwbrg Trew = Sigm boste Fra
Trams, Ypn

o Mok Ponun e Tiesos, T
fim-Teatirmew foeiey - 2201
Wyt [ty BLF B

Virrsl Pt 5374

Fesiein, ‘e

Privobs P, Pt

Firaphacs sl Saskwy

Aocesd Livrg Wi

Fatn r.|-=L el Gube, fyp

S, T

Leiibeg liwwn B B (g

L Tl Ligal few S0FN

LMy Erimns Feree ard ol s, LEPL
Bmaghd bar st Towm Pems 2 gh

i} Liymip, T GESS
Treta b, SCPE
B Hes Hees mer wie Bocss e
v o s v 8 Sl iy

Pl Bt Fiattieey. w it Rerch, §m Turiebin G tie T e L

Wad Brreey Feven ACEE
aidrin sl Sbisn Bogusiy Ptz O

Hs wih e Soprter ard STy

Flariar Pl Thza 4 ROTS
W, Tope 7, BEFE Patvaliln Sumrwin Paveg Ty 1, g BEF
e Ve e

Trem i Tres Bopie Tya

IDLEZPT
FOTCLTBESDORISDBE,

|8

_EL CAMING REAL

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

Menio Park. Caifomia

STANFORD
UNINERSITY

B159

Schematic Layoul Plan L2 ’
XemT 4 ‘




el

i .1'
Vuhiran e Snewn, Ty B Tpl BEFE BN Ligh, BOFT
Flniled Foi, e 7, BLFE OemiighL B.LrE
Fomiest et Twin L GLF S Tga Upigrs ECrs
Plrmis At e J KCFS Bl Garper Taee, BT
Hisiem =i, ‘ppa 4, HLPS. Lwims Wald "t ety frae fia
Beney, Tpe L SE75
Hunch, B 2, GOTH
Wi Pabds wad Bl Trpw 1, BEF
Far Faste aef Shish, Tepe I
Tiekis el Cheom SEFE
e Fomge Bo b
limw Seme, WLT B
iy B, BIFL
P Pds Lighl, Topr 1, R SFE
e Foim Ll Tpm L 8855
sl Light, TT7A

Prezte “ato, Tem

Faginsy =9 Tancing

Pt Cew B

W vy Ger Dot oud Srioing

Pecawirios Creussie Tadeg, Type | Typ LEF
Timee Tarmsn @lh W

Hemsad Unre Pariaey =y b, T

Pt Fores ow Geca. Tep

Tl Wl B

[ e e

U mw g Trm, BEFE '
MYy Fakmrs Fanim ool Dibe Tae SC78 |
Wty e i T Pl ) g

Nt fxms Tep GOFE

-
=

LATOUT AND MATERIM, KOTES
Papigrin s Antonf Fovwrs, Tpom 0, Tym ACFE
Fovoniris Anww Pusee. s 4 fpe LIRS
Faseniries Actwst flevwrn, e 5, Tem 205
Pafigifins derest Fryers, Ty 4 T SCRS
Pobailins Snwed Promn e & Jyp LCES
Prossirias Setwm freen foe £ e LTS e Tulls Ty RAFS

Wetine el Faewre Npr f, M EOFS B g Waad Wl wih Bl P

£ RESIDENTV LBUILOING B | *Y |a| ! : I i

Lewiwg fwe 4 e e

T Ty

Bedemd Wik Pirdern myy Bt By
i | e B - SO0

it frarhing REFL

Covvm “oving. LCF1

P, Bk

ESMmEEE
POEESISEER HTOTEE
SEREEVLI2Z
ZTLLCOSEREIRORE

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORID  MenkPark Califomia

UNIVEREITY

B160




A

[T

—. -

PT0
BASEMENT PARKING

1 4 OFFICE BUILDING 2

[ T -

LAYCUT ARD WATER|AL. MOTES

.'I.. Ij.l

Tecasirion dcoeni Prews, Tiae i, Ty RET5
Prcaslien kerord Drowe, Type 7 Ty 2EFE
TPasaabicn Addand Soows, Tgm 4 Ips, W07 %
Tarantnen Siaeet Prown, Taps 4, Ipse SR
Parawirien herant Pruien, Tope & Tym IETS
Fammbiie Saand Mo, e 6 T S0TE
Yefroir dezmes Pemm Tees |, T RCFL
Femanfnr Sres Pow e Lo TLFE
Fember Fui w1 REFR

Pt Pl fje = A0
Pt Pl T %, SETH
Pk P fpoa 8, TOTR

Bt Tepe 1 ACKE

Moty Thpw & LLME

e Te oml sol fyee T, LLAE

e Tow e d8ocl Fege & SCFT

Tubee e (e, AOFH

ST oooESRdESERaEs

FOCSREIRILTLORE

skl Boluiid. BLUFE
s Bawi, SLF5
it A, ROFR
Wmin e Ui, Wpe L LSS
Bsaduny Fule gsd Type 3 ROTE
Bl g, BTES

g, SRR

Caermgel, LOTS

Sign Uplgel, TLOT

Mol Sromen femer LLP L

Sawed i Fewel becdy e

Waim Tastam T
Trrs s Tree thewie T
il ek S Sige

OFFICE SPACE

ey B b ke S e
T, Ty

i s, Pigidary = VHichow, Y

i Tmsimenl Pavess LO0
Wt Pk oy BLFE

Urevel Faseg 30 F5
Fasprinr, Tin

Fiin Fuka, o

Tompion oy bwilieg
e

BN = Bar [ e g

Fubuine Ciiwle Sy lom 1 i

SLOTCADTETLEE

vy e s b v
eimeri By Posdess st Sewn, T

Py P ue e, T

Text Wel, Tgm

Falstee Trews = S, T

L g gt T, SEFE

iy Ernlowwew fame et Gotm yp, BAOIE
Wil e ik Fabe Peer 2% Bgh
s Yowrn, T, SETS

e benn, Tgi. SEF S

By gl e el wfn Taroe Tenk

Baite: e

Pt femi feteYorm Ep Eemst

OFFICE BUILDING 2

OFFICE SPACE

(| P T ERTCH LAYORIT BV OTHERSL ETERIOR LAYDRL) i T} l
ey l e !

. i | E =502 1 [ | = —_ I =

A =i H : =

1 L

J[ =R ISR b i S gl .
e == e e i A % - e - e e L L L
- 1- - . . . LI 'ﬂ.‘.'. = e " VIS BERRESE | S
| 5 Mmoo !

@

STANFORD  MenloPark, Caifomia

UNIVERSITY

B161

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

WEEU’EHEH L2 l.{



SYUUT AHD MATERAL SOTES
Fanppwrenry Ssest Povey, Fam 1, Tie BEFE
Fulinddnr Soiws Py, By B Toh TOCS
Fasuciiny Soord Foees, Tae 1 B 3DEE
mlanifa Scaant Pass Fos 8 Bps BLES
Fadasisan fsedh Mo T 5. T BOES
Fadrdeie st Pres Tyw 8 v TEFS
e )
Veripace acewm Sasan; Tae L Tem WEEE
o Sl Typn 1, ELEE

P %l Ty TACIE

Wi fal, T L OLETE

P ®si, Ty & ACFR

S, T 1, LIAE

Rerich, Tapw L 1T

i Tanie e e, Tppe | ROTA

o Tidiwe ot Emal, Ve 2 ARES

ot = imery. DCHE

eloh Eolew, TP

i b TEF T

Ml W=k, ECA

Farn Fee Lo Fee 1, BECS

By’ Fuia light. Typs * ALFR

ki Ly ALS

Mo Lghe AFFE

Fremiedl| TETR

L lplghl LC1E

Wl Bpeati tewa BLFD

Cowsn wms' kel ooty Feer Th.
Mrws Froajzis Tp

I b v i, b

B sl Teki e

By ceiin T

Felson, Toe & Tiam we, Tap

Trsa, i

Pommt Mews Purries oo Bisian Ty

- Trwnbrrms Shien - S0

e ey, BOTE

e Fang, WLFL

(R

Priarre Palia, T ey ) B

Fhaplezs wil) Tasbity . OFFICE BUILDING 3
e 1

BAC e Per Srale et Tarimg e
Pramtiizi Carove boeng, ‘g |, e B2ES
=

Reand Bocs Perriens witn Tare, Ty

Pk Fommn e ficw, T

seal W, T

Lristeg Trean = Serar. T

LIy Wil Lipe, T ACPE

Uil Ehemnn fams sw Gow e BaL0E
Bl jeew mw Tube Tence, 30 Mg
Vo dpren, By, TEEE
e bare g LEHL
8% i Bk el wib SEeri T
Rty e

Ml bawrl St s by Dot

OO S S S S N S e R B e D O RS R LN e R EERERE D

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORID  Menk Park Califomis
UNIVERSITY

B162




LAYOUT AND MATERIAL NOTES
0 Trsls Weastir o mbiecn o RA0
g Pabwaiie Mjdcmal Foves o Taceslids ~ SA5

il s ek Coen, Top TEET
lieftn Dhwsbym, frn
@ Bedw Pt e koSCRs

LEVEL 5 RODF DECK PLAN

| @ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL
STANEORD  Maropat, Cofma |

B163




CALTRAIN -

— =

oA,

R

P e gre—

e e Sk bicd ey Y.

: BIG 5 PARKING LOT St 4 i

Pl

OFFICE/RETAIL

BIG 5 SITE

Ua
STANFORD  Manl Park, Caffomia

UNIVERETTY

ooy

Smemﬂlic:FramthmLS ’

B164



< e At Pralin

1
— i

Bl

F
(&
(&

- o L
e s
e LT el -

& .. . RESIDENTIAL BUILDING A

| 4 = W Wil My

| ! g i —r
' .

—he (5 |
(] ,-'"_ A HEi 1
i Ty
Fy 217 -
= =
—4 =
3-ieana F ,
- | ) =
= & -
L b T r s a st
e o o
1|
o b s, Ty = £ Mt

S T——

S

@

e

B L RN G R R e g e
saFaerag i ke e S
Fdar pata it 4 i ety g LiL

— e

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenloPark Califomia

ONIVERETTY

B165




_RESIDENTIAL BUILDING B

RESIDENTIAL J

|~ BUILDING B

@

STANFORD

UNIVERSITY

B166

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

anio Park. Calfoma




1 == T -
1 )
= .
= g L D == & 3
T{'LI | qr I = e
=41 I Y

W

i B
X
i 3

o

BASEMENT PARKINGT | 71

OFFICE SPACE

N TR LAYOUT B OTHERS

OFFICE BUILDING 2

= L R e T =

E

|
I
{

See Shoot L4 2Hor Plant Paintin

)
|
|

OFFICE SPACE \

OFFICE BUILDING 2 \

B A% i1 N ==
szt = mmtal
Sl | v Sl

- -— ._|

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL
STANFORD  MenoPork Caliomia

UNIVERSITY

B167




¥ '..-.1'*-}
-z
== e
i -]
'LTi_i-. 3\ b
-_l I‘\\_
- I
! Fmwm ‘[
i s | W
Al - I
— @ 7p]
- |
e = : =
| 2 Bl
Ll o
L — i ke L
§ . =
' <L
OFFICE BUILDING 3 5

=

EL CAMINO REAL i

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenloPak Cadlomia
UNIVERETTY

'B168




| CALTRAIN

| Son Shoal L4 2 Tor #ant Palaita

CALTRAIN

STANFORD HOTEL SITE | B Shisal L 4.2 far Plarit Palests

_'f-.-j;&"

STANFORD HOTEL SITE  /See Sheel 142 for Plaat Faletie

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL H

Wi P Schemaic Plaiing Plan
STANFORD  MenkPark, California S 1.{.:,3'; i P !

UNIVERSITY [psivey

B169




LAYOUT LEGEND
B e
m arnarel Lissl ET L L

| - Furindrim ferar G

) Togtitd i viobee [ [Esgamimnn gt
XD et Hisrden St il Goirviags
— TRy W L 5=} Smw Cad Pogrese's Dewvng
L iy LED e e
PR N LMl [T T S S S
. WY [ o e Piuriing Pragiesers Teoangs
T .

Uiwe iyl LD omd

Postrriem Swsty (fam
Sew Eabr e P el

e ke Pl e kLl

gt BER
Lo Lty e Fomes Lnbedih

T Dessriphl. L0

Tew Dakr s TRAE Schmbil

= S e e

Tiw lpdige L0

LBl Beame 300

Decw grads imiles 23 nobel TOOD

texeh Bawaplosis Gow Comas sisl Fisiny Siveais

oo qu‘:id@ﬂ‘l"

MAppe Pull e Lo w Pl S

| == I T R IR

LAYOUT NOTES

e Lowiraci siad sy dll it el S = Gl bl dsd Sy
oy dmreproen o B gl o lby Laicops Mol Gros desman
bty mrocesien e fn e

Uisirwctys” tn; ik 2 mexrioy s fy pretied ot sk et
] dimr Ay damoos couss 3y tre zpeaciee o
rmmplu-- v B e sl g i s s BB

nd t-n—:- eiraiirind

aneE
wole -w--q Bl ﬂ-‘ll Aell jameiy @l tervteei us sulaited = lhe
LiwTel Pk, Linwlacans | mﬂlm.mﬂhwrlﬂﬂlﬁ-nlllﬂ
cedpiried u-ﬂ-' e crscizen pf Whe ldndsope Sibisgls
LU bt @ foped on dramegn prapeed by

Dh5 heibimiln 4 Egeents

Hliped

o wie Dsd pieETEGEn (8 RIIEY w EYEAeRRE BeelIRA Bal
Londis
B ey e
wprE
(TEFATE S

M R il el s e e iy

R N
I|- Esderacinr sl sa R

dmi’ o & oy 2o e e o L cm.—u:u\
ey Pere wlidias shew /1 Losirmps Bivrngs aw

P - o oo L

M [ iile s da-be diecied wprart e S Sy ur whorcly: ap e

Itmuied b st Upbghd positeiseey in bt te §
LR S ]

i Bl g Hod r-mrrnm tom dwmrge. | law dommch il pe
e @y darap lsling FEmAr st by
P -Jmln PPl g Bty iy Wi 5

1E Enpumimni jortis phod b pmed oo e e 0 e, s ogrecie it 3 se
v

arlive i emtizabes e U fapmd Paa, canisape Comsincilon ek
Bt laaharin. @ w1 afinled ele B2 deechm ol |oedsape Schiee

FINE GRADING AND DRAINAGE LEGEND

saug Ml Elasoer

PO feiEE Moo Gamh Flaien (om T Tioeess e sy
TOE NIA) Ve o Cah Edsabin labripsistol fliom D Bnprei’s i, sty

v P T @ Tieemen Higy Faer

TEORE Pap s S Ll
NE Wy Piitom o Swg: Dasgiin

TH OB bep o Samp Sieen
BEOE Bt o B Feien

¥ 438 top o el Diswriss
[ A Mubtrm Wt Dbeiors (Floash ot of S o Viermi

Tioaea oy wt tams
TE Wi L
A [ LR ST T T

= Tei-Toowle Pesiry  WEA 4% W1ON ¢ Mrsmied)

o e NG B fms) e fas THEl o

o Crour] Coeni & e WIS Spme-1s Boon md Grm WA 9 87
Siriun Srainy s

[ o= Hinstew toppeg S ool ooes B R L
Baly aliiabaie S e el e -|lmrmu|-—-d|w1|d

i fr-lraies Saslsy [rorr sl srass o W deiie ey

e s lieE Sy vh e vt

- Drwmpoot Ssplar 17k 07 Lieewsd Db 007 mqnl Wi
R Yerili b b maber @ijery e Tl e TR i e
wantn, nas prmdart. ek

. Paich Basm
Tes Tl Cryispr’s Croweg
[Frpsiam of Latives et Fiew
Timaive of Barives Bume Fes v Gwese (2T eieaa)

ke i e |

ebniiaes Saroes S Sl dp MiE bostee (0807 de

| — mlmm.ﬂ:l.ﬂ!-‘h-h-lﬂhml'
3
FINE GRADING NOTES

Pappmms G

v 3 drreses bar il maone riton, SRTeds EerTEES,
silib buiin, b G o) e sk Top o curd Sevaisig e o
sty e ey b rlereee e cmrfnaien aep—edy

I el i
wywrvtn [ b irektwad W apge el

Ty waid inafen  Stage
ikl iy v Lorriateps ""rlc'

4 Cpeireciems ww i ez walimme cew i Soch iy oed demparfig mey
erosiiilies o BpEahive B owEE ek et by illey cmmla At e
it

8 ey i Serbrts sl reieed e B Sl0 ) dET ond ekl
euisal genareied b S Canjua's weians

L] -||-'| B

e Bk T ) r-mnl -"n 1 e s b
pr s Mg TR oD TR o ok Ewggwumr'z isem
l-— fawid Eregoer™s drojmomz 10l o6 cowmr—yaamn.

' aR caich bemer med gt areme orw bl e oF sttt
meeviaemd wpen mid frew niy suieg md e cenpsles o e
COTIEETEr S ek

Al gegrals aEE e R0l 49 W IR melnd By Be e

T

Py gl obgasta g g i ik e Larvdiapn Fadgracin
l"lll ol -|."|n|.II'I |w|'| il nl u a (bl A b, (e thm

uu-nn A-u.n rrmumu fy @ lm-r-n R e e ]
Ny Piges Bin swiopy aiibed sadl  Thes mellws dh e cmsmicbed arl pi
Vs by lle Swssmed Siadriales

§ e mmmerd e 0o Se cecormenmlonaons 1 B0l i @eeng
T S Ao, el eIt B, (Lmaih Qame el

W T i S o be 8 sy = g s e T
Vapten plendey s sbm io ke % fpmodl fresy e oo |
T itiasis ol (i Rechbert Tor 0 dmcren prwd A |r-hr]

1k 2R el e R ||~ rim e oastinl_ nelleg
e Ll

nsithen sar mormiEriee Lo meting T 70
hiki

1T Brmbin shef e 6 iEdearece wllh ol el oestes il aiisnees  Gavies
widl fm o mrreaen o fee (0] feeb bee gl sinmtaies

13 b b sl and @i eelssst spn) dssalbey

COLOR AND FINISH SCHEDL

!m ' Elud gy smnoede wil bgld o tiish e oeiredmae be jeds
i

Frémition = Proind Coocrsss Peoers Selgond
Tipe | Dizi Desdn Geawrsd Face, 3= Pics Prilen, Dol S T
T= 3 (m Dutbe, Geaere foce, 3-feos .nnwmnl-hu

Farrsitiun n-m--num—r

Trre 1 hcharwione B Mrmrmunmhumhw
vl -l,"li |un? ’q

Typm # L e ]

ol Wit

u.-'-g- l:l;‘!knﬂqﬂ Tian Tice b, Raiiny Ml Coer Pesiss
FU—E5K

Tars ¢ Asteiuters Glaar Grode

- Fll-.\rrl Epaporuts. Bove's  Baigeid

Fizi Dty el T~Fiam Pailer, Towr Wessded Tessoog
Fra vared Fucs, 3-Waes [ilm, Coir [Fevisd Be

PLARFER

ebl Groumiiass e SIS

Mclcheeg BW Cip

BEMCHES
e/ b bien “hawoy Flired, WAFI, I mi Giimws buie [% il Srtare
Tavinn Fetarotion] lmbeed Oeros. Cusfien Ceide des
Sl Aon HSPYL (7] BTTATILIENG
Brsgenianald Welapning 447 Todh dviietic tren Lesbisee T Rebe
UMD vt ma

Lot lii |t wubited smevple La Laridt nnnl-b i
;-q s Bsbneatien  Lankearior b s ;rh- c\uuu.-
ba tete=maz | mumcom AcEBect s Gene

TABLES mnll Crsdis
Vi, Ttk Colunii 30 D Telius anil Dhsis, Pewdsivasind mabal, coicr
wiate Ghiek, m ) Ui el ek i | e Fie,
[ i 'HR“::VW Ii-lllulﬂnﬂu:\f:t:; PorwaTi] e
e B | - T
Memeen w/ Wnad W‘:-rh-lu-
-I--JH+ i L-—n:z“wm. e iy

Uiy Vi War By Tk G Fracast Costivie Top
I—Frm- Poad Clan Fosts (3 Tdeed s =Imp Siee| Ain
| Movmmn Slecie w7 el Kweris, Cobi il Wb
|4|'I"\"-|If i -w-u minpis = le-m- M‘N?-ﬂ Y
Clarvaiies b prostty pak price.  Hesrridy
O i- m.r-oml I-r [ anil N

THASH ETERTADLES S L

ek Secepiosie  fvews Cierrel, EANTIRT sl Gpmin bwie (Ta sarh Sagratuie
Sews Perieglon} Teduml Beoms. st fop  deafeien i

lﬂ WY {7} ETTATLTRTR

Untrazier in mieid saibie b Lisdioass Sehilsc Gai srprees
1 Talcmten  Coablioutie b msale Ldd pibe Ty
R P e T T =

H‘ l’“m by
O e FinTuniy; oo ki e
3 tes b dube wville Bk
C—l} tarw A Tesvast, snlid biodie
Prassbrmn, erowes bram Slogt furgen Eputer &85 ST7-—a%
Glormd Pullary, 47" W Ve Shos, Beloed bollie bl o coraiss

Curdeagtor v pedon L mmrryle S Lopmisgue At e, sy ebee . sl
5 prosas kb puice

FOTAES

lll'r.-!l i P gl G Bl
Pl Ve Pusem . PE1-A1-1-2—

Thraight dhimimar 15

ey 94 ~suiie Frie gibr fer Eled

Ilill' Hll" Puoie: Pii ]

[rsmingy Fidlis
, Poi! HSh—p-S—m—a-),
Hzmi TiTagm Msminas (N Teman 3 Bi1, by Bearon

il Lighl S U] fossings  Sren. Lghimins, SOM3IE, = ML
i maieh Sl sskwh

o
&
SN Wk e Bam Flacines) eamigs fren e fscesaat 380501
T
"

[ T Rbe DR [ramea ke Ball i
- -ﬁ-ll'l.-ll—“ﬂ!—“-l?:mwl -

lrpfie fryen Loghi: Saw Liaximzn O EY. Litieg M Tim
Fritn] kP ey e =

LED b Ll far Esciewsd (owr Temdl, Tresfaps. S W/ Cover

Prew Gl dvmiees, el Bargdled Doy bee G linan Adksensi s

W
Bwmiraliad primar Gnhm s Jibm Seed Frome, el Froam 17202 lh
Horgenkil Usribers Pasked b ugbch Ao 550 W =

IDOCH EATER .

Tamiadigal ke & Saties DAl AW S04 T Toelelr by ok
A RS

lslbrd, SLEIE by renhe 000 A1R 7200

i LD by sasCde M AAE TMIT

WY vy, wAel OO by et Wi dde BT

e paces
BeLLARCE
VAL Rkt

Hih_hmﬁvﬂ—dhh—-ﬂ.ﬂ-h—!-dld-h[

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 EI CAMINO REAL &,

STANFORD  MenioPark, Ceifmia:

UNIVERSITY

B170

Rl bee]
ey

dam

o tid

Notes and Legends



PLANTING NO'

b 88wk o b gl by pees Beidtet miS piriey e wel o isesesers
- iy Lrve

1 e e aprn rrrrean e asbpt is rameg |
Hul-l-ummmmm'lt-“m:v '-'

L e e

I R s v (R L MR W b e B
ittt -l B T )

e M e e

The
i e il (]
D-r-ﬂlnﬁ:ﬂbl"ﬂ:l kbl

‘

'lllHuE EREA FI';EEEEE:H}%F

L M Lisdianie Sobier e fis g b e iubisin s, sl ieskees e
- aohwwes g ol commmmry kB SE s [y P T— v o
e e e L T P e e ) (=1 ]
ki o thy ey apprre b S g_’_
T lla s e b s 81 ey kel b e mre i, PLANT QUANTITY DIAGRAM a 5
-r—-n BBtk -t g el =
. widey = 5 TESTENTITS
i e e g Fre = Cms e
L] A ey T me Weteent e G ket b e - = i Ry
e B B B ) X =
Mt ey P15, 1 00 = sty i F e Frr e ey e
peer Hopein 3 P WY TR Fmd] Hiarherry fus s g | avng |
e bo e e o ey i o ek a1 st e o) et “ﬁ'—ﬁ% bl mnay Foed ol i
et i i i e | E__
3 ]
. B e g e L e = i o L
lh-u‘dl-l-l'\-l Frmerpwior 1 owErml Ve pRy e =1 oy
iy wtindeel eskimien priphy @ bsedro. e --—uu P i
vt o e wn | wisutr i A cetoh vl e L
fl.‘Llﬁll-h'l-ﬂl-di ki Al e e - E 2
Dmwdemeyy dysisbmt iepry oo coman Tt |-
= | &
M leomave et e b anites sl bsgdy sesleme Ll il b e b el - \? i LI LG
Br S Lomwwreper byl e b @ el pemive B ek e [l - R e Lk
bwsepr Carirtor sl b wuldwiis.  Gunzmel wee 0 b A7 bl W 1T as . i | i ser— = T T
[ T e 3 et s B
e e
L e T R e ey Ser g ——— - i P T o i
lhn st Ul Dovort i e bl i indsbosberee's. ruaspes fnkerss TES sl et
e el e e U e e, iy ks [T = ERE
[ e iy S s S A B
™ i L P il opfe ot syl mid i e e e - [ e Uk
= e e bl e e eys s b e o W sibed B smciepin etigkn o N Lodacspe Shiecd b o Lt —
Shpy 9] sl W A ey puip I-"-"""I""lhlll-v-‘ A '—‘m"'-‘-'-'— H -.m-.
i A Ty [ L] et
T P ke bl e Sk st e i a0 Phire Pl Dk ““'"f'-u’_‘rl"ﬁ"“l'n,';“ﬁwi - hvlul-u e o Meuaapeng,. Wi T et b s
AT Ehtmin sfnd b deoeri m-‘
O e ek T e e el e g = o spmina ppec, 7Y
Aori ki g fen Leti ol ngrie Bt LMk phim b gillamed b i A el b ity werd ges o T
iorn mmd il i g, s 6l kil ety .r.n,. - A e N E ] T G
! “a el it I in, bl b eachrm e F— =
Gl e L R R s - b exirial Eariraizis i THoied o iomai's Ll
:l-i‘-l-n-l'—l-mlﬂri!r*hh rq-i-o-mumuu-.r.. o E= o o
Tt Wik thake (R s 1) o o8 ot G s o T MR i i o i 3w iy | =y |
e e L e R L ] -| \'- ey fir M e gl | el o, drinia ARS8 W rad fravreral s -
. TS S sy b b et e b O aciesiis ||..u| gareet, e Siiiiiees par T it ] e
Eopdiarbe Frimedses ol driiw EDA 4l His 'T'..,-.g L IRRIGATION MOTES
M Tes g b el e Rt i e el it M Sprcery ol wecereries Gos ST OW B kel Wil e gely 6ome mepmend [Cemiws
sevegal frmerr want ik T RO S A i ) ahrhra e e e 1) e ..u; 4 e s T [ Donesieas i = | mE T | :w-cl? rremt me s o st el ek ._.‘-:.-.m Frrwciin somive,
o [y e g ""I_.. -“J-n [ r«l’-‘n‘:"l;::. ':-: H ¥ Tha faenie I_-lnnrw el [ wgiEEn] e tne o W Ttk Wi 2 R T e Vhern |Fuces e |.m n i- Fag [ Aaiw). @ scoavses w b rn- o e
Fybe wroge. miked ba vesiwwsd 03 BRI Ssdein el berew mbobw Bhimgd S ey ru-uu.(\-‘\ e (et ikt A e | b7 | fremrmin Y W [ .;E‘gu-, e p=rg g e Syl g = e i v
i ......._,..' Ml gt LR | - ] R P s . shop l‘"""‘ eyl o = S Tom gn R I L T g e e R R L R Y
it e i s ol e Mk tn spdeerr e g 2 T ERare e crwaEms 3 fewseee Rrieemw (EEFbe Suinis 3d
B s peckoars Setpimiit el oy b faciren st ke wd iy aimel. Euigi ) wsdlbeg S
muriay #Th poni e s e Ayt U e beirbin Stk il eeats | Vet i -
T Gyl iy e rk by i AL paiii e iyt b L o B i i o B AP - 1 i ok shad 04 A Sl rad, i sl s il I
wi il ity e rand e pervie stk Gew i Rwemgs i Ve el e R, TN e S glhnad e ..'.:.":,.'J;.. iy i s eyrERe
Wt ol of e plirw e etk o oo e el i 16, Grd b oy i it (ol A iAo s T 3
wtimmn wrewwin Pides mari A AL, b ey gty g BB e Rl i Mamona [ (e B NE LI st ar-, e sl i A o e )
-.L—.-H_-.um..uu nﬂrmm -nu 4 e B e Pherin e Medinnaney Ovcels PR Wisdd el et
Samnmimariad AW [ o e ol soeiels il be WD Gobeiis o0 [ty -\-nl-ul-mlr-.---ll-mmuuhlml-uun.r.mu-
) e i ] = ke zzace
L ETTL i SN R eRede e e ERiErer dewd ge e aEen - . it
iy i 0 il T8 b o Bwrrmrrmenied e lesc an st m e . i e -
sl g LMl T B iy B vy wel kel e be poriid eou] b & =g o el e et Bl e Bl o3 ey
- " LENT & PUwF FsnAES e iy "'t....n-.mnm.nw.m [
= 14 & dpersdie igliy J-ﬂ-l I- whds 8 ogermhion Fivtoreh hidng =y
L b w-nlllﬂ—-.-ﬂi—u-nwnmn,::;uium:l ik o e 1m.“nm”l Pliagred. oty 3
T B [ g ] - 0. Wbt Hahires, sl O R S—— - R —] s
ﬂwhihﬁimn#n:nmlf'm m-"‘_."vhlhll.lrv"\! PR ny by o -
e 5 P [ S .
sy wdladhe, jad T iessie Niuies (1l e sessses it lhe seter i oo o sl Iq- h wlererl wilhi e iiinireiic unibey o ivgalog

bp tip vd vk FEgrin e T
- p— RECRON NS llmmﬁn-ﬁ: witaserl ane of woter tevhncpean

lasdisogn ol o I'"l-' Py je oo -m A VeSS 10 Urelarmah . ol Y A il -l ul-vmi- il (W Ceptdier Werler Che dn resead by tha nn- &l Cavarres

- cm-pn..l.u. L) 1u| r le-

o SyF g W s T
e i e as iy Lo e

- in omrenl po: e
™ u-wlﬂul"rvl-- mweain ] ! InJuﬁlE:'m-Inrm-- lhludrhﬂhhnﬂd-ldnlhl-mnq- gl e aamies win (ke seldiog I Lk iy ww St phad b e ivEwTed b e i
= {1 2t b st 520 e et Tensls} £ 29. ves Fok zahes i uibsl packigs’ 8 g sl Pigpies sl je o i Stk lhe o' ey weinocils it mmise bt et o e
IR Eaags el pw wevikrines sd e Pevig Demish @ 0@ wes pretig = ot . e ey vt Bl e e
[ e R e R A e W T R Tl T T L T v —— wrtar Luattaziam Baknmen EO S :
b s ] casie b Iy s LI O T wi| fis bravcied byt sl reten dumeis =1 pekls e conliocs wils on pebeloaiog ol
TR RIEN e gt gt K g, e o By Ak sl ety el dningy-iaiars o e rads sty &ul llnn:w i e e o B
e Peanienance carlracier § i1 | e | mrament
3 emipr e o oppeoes) .nu D R e I T T :]*“'H"“"rhﬂ-“l -jld sayiriodl mRapiTel, FEe poieg pead bt min el Firgiiy dy ,h mmhu Mg T ful <ot :-'\ll'“
23 ma wEme mepah I page. ¥ b 9% ISR ANECTEAE W AR EMEC WSl S
s, BEnd Lot ':I-L'!-'J BUNE i+ matry wa Thv il \rhbnﬁru:-#m:mm“uwmdw —— ]
lai witwiny pibde M Eerech besw st im i R e L TR T iz, s (i e i, Trint Ldneep bewd AR Bt
i & |8 Semenp -p.cnm._ g T ety e ey Bt SN
m Mo WPl v o P, e T i i B T [ st enl £y oty oy priitis e fu itk
I L P i) o T ey e lupsngg e e e sabmtied e o B B oo e
= £ M Lo MiBees 2 et bilar s
q e ] ulr-ull-o-nm [RTHY
= o GEMERAL, CORTRUCTION MCTLS

0 Nl Nieyh bl bk

u: m—ul- w-l)rarh- ,.m mm n..m..

e | | Wl phast w
A |.1 aa—- it g mr"’nl bl R e
CanmargL caabrkd i R

. el @l Iil-:lh il yrhesiied tor el iy -.uu-ln.-— bl ol welar preed
oy v A e g o e

T8 Nauke Iunm IHrr: e mted q:nrnnmlr uuiq-- |lnu-|| i
rT— | ampre & e Sl

e e il e !m’ 3 prakls
ub-htlnl 1v h .mdmm An '--q ,.-_- "

i ll-; ittt cossirichm .mu-

STAMNFORD  MenloPark, Caifomia

UNIVERSITY

B171

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 E| CAMINO REAL M. Pk toesepiieens| 4 ¢




u-u-u---..-n. e

ek e
L Irr‘nrhmn-lllm furni
vy 41, Ilwen g, ey

[T

TN N wmw vy B v

r—‘.f-l At Tyl prkts e T oh

L— iy S

S
i h— B LI e et i T

)

= |

[ —awm—erem=
I H==, iy R

| Exmmnsas

'-] —a:'aﬁ?'%“}'-“

e

Pt %F'—ﬁjr:?-

Fuw s Pemey REs it Ve bw LEeEe

fe-sml lw_u-u Caraeeds e Pt
Catare Pai Tam

O Fnlﬂ and m Coping Tina m ple TImEds S (et

1 b

ud_n-..
AT ,—t.—ys...u:-:.':-

= | P i | ——— i LI
izl w il
hif 2| 3 e wa
2 | S Sl Fade, LAH
3 Ry RS == e
I - i mn LD ARE
Bl 2 | ’ "
;§| L= —tgs Bmdi Fhe LR AR
FL|
¥
*

Q_Sc_llerpftic Spa Section at Garage

B — L
o By e b Wt T e
' L]
//——r"n—' anty Bjsaml o gy e Srmd
s itz gy
—— T s Uawin

T fawwe e G P (T
_,.-" = e Loy
5
¥ PRATTNON
LR BT w0 G
3 [T ST
—F [
1P e sy e
T v 0 SECTOG T L\ o 08 e
Hombh e T
T .-m e v (n)
L l
=y T TP ———
CmTheRRTY R
£ LKL PROS e, COMPOAITAL FEXiSe1 . 13001

1 W B |- B W e
P e reas w o mass . Brmem
/.— F e Ee e
. ‘,—rullu-un fog A Smg Carartm
T e P bt reind
g it Cormwin vy 117" Fa,
ey g i A 85 i
Fawr W WS aarain pacesiin rerey
=i e Vol Vi, b
Snimd e b s b A
i, W U . s Ah S
ot Frewig

e T
ey e PRy m e
Smpiin Toeas meripind i ), b, B
o e kb byl

Al Pt f o

e b P St

< _Pedestrian Concrete Paving
I\, EE—

T P e bt L
e e T
Tirnae e For TPy

150 ki, i, ol o o o B
7 T W Ak 1 Bt A Lo B 17

P
L e ww Pesk Lebsiis  Sresis Lo
I B e L e

g g

e Perst A e i e Coior B
Pedestrian Accent Paving On Grade
( } Saw o L
o s

e
e P Dmis
Pesain e LT
- Syt S e P T e (g B

v
d-.-n—-—:-... i

Frmser Tiom g P op Wan % T Jarn T
BT

e
'T i iy, Bt b D Lo
bow A

Ty o

D e M e tietg e 8 e
e P Pl

g P B et e A 1
e

e Bt Bn, £HE wm AL

O Planter Wall on Structure

e .

B Tom e P

Y
L

A T
ua'-?__r':-h‘:.-._. [Tyt
et T e e

i

s -
T I e
P Syt By bt Py st
e L iiialy gt Rew-rmr S

i 1 e oy Gl

e

L ] LT e ST )
e ot e B T pacee e
e IR L -

- Tree Guard and Grate

b ratendl e L

Torm et bl

as bigas s
e e
[t 1) otk by
oy

@ MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

STANFORD  MenloPak, Calfomia
DNIVERSITY

B172

W

GLTTA RN
PARTHERSHIF s
[ —

=
T B 18581
Te ki
=

Landscape Detas L 5 .



ems el b o 8 owrwe sie gares .
. % k.-'“" Tnki | OO Beriet
— iz - " /R U T e
v — H e BT i Wil (deiad. (e
——— i LBIE, Char s s The o 1282 pem
Sade i BLFA LA
3 |l oo

s ity o Lo ot e e

ren Py
mmm ks s Paiing el

Eacten Thot, St piy el | i
e s, Tt 05  Masiyw s CLAD) v am iy
Hong Ao ¥ ARG we Fewrmrsice S FLADL

(Rt e S s S e

= [l il oy P S M-
£ v b Vo £50 EFELE e i-momt P
e . o, i 2 ., o e P Unit Pavers on Structure
SO O
f————= Wi, REZE Vi
— .__I_ - E.”Jﬁﬂ.'m'ﬂa"&.a {55
e sy s il = B _b--.u—--m---.._ﬂ-n-hn
T i vt e, BPLL LN
Plﬂnter Pot on Gra'.rel Paving/Synthetic Turf
Gl =
r S e L
//'7‘&5‘“—"—'
—_—— i a e T P A R
! By by W g R
[ ey o
e b dra mres 1 CEenE
= 1t T nevies pior T8 parma
i G [ =] e it Py fag Lasid P i
TMN) Cowmmin Fes P u.iu—umu " >
Ly iy s L de il bl .
£ 1
= o e o Ly
7. a I e AL -
o . Py 1ok il ot sdgimt i 1o
L‘l ‘ w mEd = " = e -
b 4 S B Cowbent = Emimun o B
::f__..-.-—».--._.
T i = e e e i o ey
W = b | s
g i WP e rnia o o
177" bt ey g oy =y e s s
e Emty, s e
=
- S T iy a7 WO Ml Rk e nter Pot Pawi Structure 1
St fr e i Pla on On- I e e e
: eieg b T e e
= e B i g S AL Bl
oy ey I N i aey
Hapor il o P e el .
L o 1w e PR P Pmeay e U8 sy wpsee s
3 i Aen e, s £ RELL i A sfmmtren
i P sk e e Lk S
e Ly G e e
/ i EIE s e G iy ik 17 4 i
B Forer G inosn e e n_l.l_u-....-....u..T : DL e 1 1T sz e
| i1 _aQ‘MId-*mmJ.II-—— Busbn ! ey
| 1,. . i i) s Tlesr wt T R T — & _31 F Cnraren il 250 .-nnu‘u_u- [rp—
= —== 3 ERLPIR IE A e el k. PP e — 7] i Ll i e T
; Py ey | 4 S v : W e
1| | . ; g i el 4P 4 I oa il £ by pres pew
B ‘:— = = ] ,l [l CSTaTaaan s W LY, ISR —
7 FAT . ki gt e i o #
| - Ty, S i b

"'11:.-- iy S e .n---n.—_u.] '-"' T
Sreer fewe i pperia

b e B e, BiBIR P .
b g7y Pl iy e e S

| N
\ =, | ..u-wh-w-.uz;.u R Wemes, b Tid T bt 0 Vi ot Wi
N At e iy us.uln--.-apkm wave vk By f D'f{u_:ernd:Pwlng;Dn-sggm
W e e TH e g i =

a gy bas ] o ] Dt
-

{ CJ__QL‘EYmr Fire Place on Structure

W I i

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL Mz, Landscape Dets L5 ¢
od

STANFORD  Menlo Pask, Caiforis S

UHIVERSITY -

B173




=?_.£H
LY
LLE
N
1 S
25N
b}
304
[TT&!
T

3 ook Cree Tay i e S
IIr' Tl Seing
367 S Do By by i Wl L39S

[} |5
o

0L s ]
I " T
%N e S
\ e e Gt
- bt e e
b b

Ty e Cme, ]
BRS S T8 Seat BOND e B

; o 7= [
Vot e o mi e wilin o el e e Swwed b b bk i
[

o S0 5 Submart gt £y L
r e " B b b By (e e | |5
R T
L R =t
e, ¥ W E

i Fi -1
‘f / (3" b e St i Wl T
f / F Vo e BT Sorn BET wad Smaad
i

r, r o fuden wdl 3L
VA A /  EEEEX
¢

oy S aal Sm—

=1

L
——

e

T .I..

14

-~ oy el
derweay 30

C}ﬂwhw

1
T e 2 —
l!l'-\."'II:'II_

Cooking Bar

-

L
"
o

o

» e nal -
o
ar £

ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂil.ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂ.'.ﬂl.ﬂ.[ﬂ.lﬂi.ﬂ.i.p,l.ﬂ.ﬂ.ﬂ.T eV i
1 HiE

|

| '\\ e P o et
' e 00 i i g
i frov

S e s
/ frrrres

~~ Trellis (Elevation)
\____n' T e

@

STANFORD

UNIYERSITY

B174

MIDDLE PLAZA at 500 El CAMINO REAL

Menlo Park, Casfomia

GATTARDA
FRRTRERSHP
| it A e e P

iig

Landscape Details L5 ¢
i
L]



C1l

ATTACHMENT C

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

Council Meeting Date: August 27, 2013
Staff Report #: 13-152

Agenda ltem #: F-4

REGULAR BUSINESS: Accept the 500 ElI Camino Real Subcommittee Final
Report

RECOMMENDATION

The 500 ElI Camino Real Subcommittee recommends that the City Council accept its
final report which establishes the following requirements for a revised proposed project
submittal from Stanford:

1. Stanford will eliminate all medical office. All office will be general office (this
follows Stanford’s previous reduction for all office t0199,500 square feet).

2. Stanford will make a substantial contribution to the cost of design and
construction of a pedestrian-bike undercrossing at Middle Avenue. The amount
will be negotiated/determined through the project approval process with the goal
of ensuring there will be sufficient funding to construct the undercrossing in timely
manner.

3. Stanford will participate in a City working group regarding the design of the
Middle Avenue plaza, undercrossing and vehicular access to the site.

4. Stanford will fund a neighborhood cut through traffic study as scoped by the City.

BACKGROUND

On January 28" the Planning Commission hosted a study session on Stanford’s
proposed project which included 229,500 square feet of office space (96,150 square
feet of which was medical office space) and a range of 135-152 residential housing
units. Many concerns were voiced by the public regarding the potential traffic impacts,
need for additional integration of bicycle and pedestrian access and community benefit
including the long planned bike/pedestrian railroad undercrossing at Middle Ave. and
improvements to the plaza. In addition, the applicant was given feedback to increase
the amount of housing, reduce the amount of office space and improve the architecture
for the office building.

On April 16", the City Council hosted a study session on a revised project proposal that
included architectural enhancements, an increase of housing units to 170, a reduction of
office space to 199,500 square feet, of which 25,000 square feet could be used as
medical office space, and increased square footage of the plaza. Based on public
comment and the concerns raised by individual council members, the City Council
created a subcommittee of the City Council, consisting of Councilmembers Keith and
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Carlton, to explore potential further project refinement. The 500 EI Camino Real
Subcommittee was charged with:

e Providing a framework for discussing the issues related to the 500 EI Camino
Real Project.

e Facilitating the productive communication of information between neighborhood
representatives and the applicant, regarding project refinement that balanced the
needs of the applicant and those of the greater Menlo Park community prior to
the submittal of a revised project proposal.

e Assisting with developing a timeline for review of the Specific Plan

ANALYSIS

Overview

The 500 El Camino Real Subcommittee has met 17 times since April 16™. The
Subcommittee has met with neighborhood representatives, the Silicon Valley Bicycle
Coalition, representatives from environmental groups, representatives from Stanford
University and City Staff. These meetings provided the Subcommittee with the
necessary background and input to make the recommendations included in this report.
These recommendations provide a framework to the applicant regarding project
refinement.

Traffic

There were two specific concerns related to traffic. First, the potential impacts of cut-
through traffic on the neighborhood bounded by EI Camino Real, University Dr., Middle
Ave. and Creek Dr. While the Specific Plan EIR had studied traffic impacts at a higher
program level, it had not studied the traffic impacts at a specific project level. It had
always been anticipated that a project level analysis would be necessary to assess
conformance with the Specific Plan and address any project related traffic impacts. The
Subcommittee met with staff, neighborhood representatives and Stanford in order to
develop the scope and methodology for this project level analysis. A staff
recommendation for this project level analysis will be submitted for City Council
approval.

The second traffic-related area the Subcommittee addressed was that of overall
anticipated traffic generation by the project. After reviewing the amount of traffic
typically generated by general office use and the significantly higher amount generated
by medical office, it was clear that removal of medical office from the mix of uses would
significantly reduce the overall traffic generation. It is anticipated that this one
concession will reduce the overall traffic generation from the 3,840 daily trips to 3,284
daily trips. This reduction of 556 daily trips represents a 14.5% decrease in traffic trip
generation.

Undercrossing

Residents have long anticipated a railroad undercrossing at Middle Ave. in order to
improve east/west connectivity. The Specific Plan identifies an undercrossing
connecting the Stanford properties under the railroad tracks to Burgess Park. This
undercrossing would improve connectivity for neighborhoods on both sides of the
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railroad tracks with City amenities, and access to public transit and Downtown Menlo
Park. It would encourage the use of alternative modes of transportation and contribute
to a healthier Menlo Park. While there are several issues that still need to be addressed,
the Subcommittee is confident that the groundwork is in place for making this
undercrossing a reality. Stanford has agreed to participate in a working group that will
develop a budget, design, and plan for construction. Stanford has also agreed to take a
major role in the financing and construction of the undercrossing.

Plaza

The Specific Plan also identifies construction of a public plaza on the Stanford property.
Stanford will work with a City working group to ensure that among other things the
public plaza is designed to minimize vehicular traffic and maximize pedestrian access.
The proposed plaza area will be greater than the public plaza area at Café Borrone.

Downtown/El Camino Real Specific Plan Review

At the June 11™ City Council Meeting, the Subcommittee report to the City Council
stated that the annual review of the Specific Plan should coincide with the completion of
the Subcommittee’s work on the 500 EI Camino Project. If the City Council approves
the recommendations contained within this report, then the review of the Specific Plan
will begin with a public hearing before the Planning Commission at its September 9"
meeting. Following the Planning Commission hearing on September 9™, City Council
will hold a public hearing to review the Specific Plan. This hearing is tentatively
scheduled for October 1%,

IMPACT ON CITY RESOURCES

There are no direct impacts on City resources associated with the actions of this report.
The costs associated with the staff review of the revised proposed project submittal will
be funded by the development fees paid by the applicant.

POLICY ISSUES

The 500 ElI Camino Real Subcommittee has completed its charge and submits the
recommendations enclosed in this final report to the City Council. It is expected that
Stanford will draft a revised proposed project submittal based on these
recommendations. The revised proposed project will be submitted for staff review of its
conformance with the Specific Plan.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

While this action does not require environmental review the expected proposed project
will be reviewed for conformance with the Specific Plan. This review will include the
aforementioned cut-through traffic analysis. Upon the completion of staff review, the
revised proposed project submittal will be brought before the Planning Commission.
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The Planning Commission must make a finding of conformance with the Specific Plan
prior to issuance of building permits. The Planning Commission’s finding is appealable
to the City Council.

PUBLIC NOTICE

Public Notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with this agenda item being
listed, at least 72 hours prior to the meeting.

ATTACHMENTS
None
Report prepared by:

Jim Cogan
Economic Development Manager



ATTACHMENT D

Lin, Jean P

From: Karen Greenlow <greenlow@comcast.net>
Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 3:29 PM

To: Lin, Jean P

Subject: Re: Traffic woes

thanks

> On Mar 7, 2017, at 3:24 PM, Lin, Jean P <jplin@menlopark.org> wrote:
>

> Hi Karen,

>

> Thanks for the clarification. | will be sure to note your comments for consideration for the Middle Plaza at
500 El Camino Real Project by Stanford.
>

> Thanks,

>

> Jean Lin

> Senior Planner

> City of Menlo Park

> 701 Laurel Street

> Menlo Park, CA 94025

> phone (650) 330-6735

>email jplin@menlopark.org

> www.menlopark.org

>

>

>

>

> From: Karen Greenlow [mailto:greenlow@comcast.net]

> Sent: Tuesday, March 07, 2017 3:23 PM

> To: Lin, Jean P

> Subject: Re: Traffic woes

>

> Hi Jean,

>

> | was responding to the Stanford project that was in the news in the Menlo Park Almanac.

>

> Karen

>

>> On Mar 7, 2017, at 2:27 PM, Lin, Jean P <jplin@menlopark.org> wrote:

>>

>> Hi Karen,

>>

>> Thank you for your feedback. For clarification, did you intend this as a general comment, or are your
comments intended for a specific development? If these are comments are intended for a specific
development, please let me know which development you are referring to., as comments on developments will
be included as part of the public record for that development.

>>

>> Thanks,

>>

>> Jean Lin

D1



>> Senior Planner

>> City of Menlo Park

>> 701 Laurel Street

>> Menlo Park, CA 94025

>> phone (650) 330-6735
>>email jplin@menlopark.org
>> www.menlopark.org

>>

>>

>> From: Karen Greenlow [mailto:greenlow@comcast.net]

>> Sent: Monday, March 06, 2017 12:45 PM

>> To: Lin, Jean P

>> Subject: Traffic woes

>>

>> Won't we have the same traffic woes from all of the building in Redwood City and Mountain View? And
how do we add homes and offices to our community without traffic? | would like those ugly lots developed
asap. Thank you for your consideration of my opinion.

>>

>> Karen Greenlow

>> 43 University Drive

>> Menlo Park, CA 94025

>
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Lin, Jean P

From: Jay Gertridge <gertridge@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2017 4:09 PM

To: Lin, Jean P

Cc: John Kadvany

Subject: Draft Infill Environmental Impact Report for Middle Plaza — Traffic Study
Dear Jean,

This study is ajoke, when it comes to the traffic intersections off Middle Avenue that ICF International chose to
study.

Middle Ave./University Ave. to College Ave, Partridge, Cambridge, Harvard and Creek Drive? Seriously? Very
few morning El Camino-bound Middle Ave. commuters cut-through at University Ave. They turn right at
Arbor Road and cut-down College or Cambridge. The cut-through traffic has increased significantly since
Safeway remodeled its Plaza. Cars are backed-up every morning to at least Blake St., and some days all the way
to University Ave. The University Ave. Stop sign has cars backed up about six deep every morning from 7:30
to 8:30.

It takes about two trips for commuters to figure out that they can turn left at Arbor Road, then cut-through
College or Cambridge to reach EI Camino. | know, because | live at 1080 College Ave. (on the corner of Arbor
Rd.) and my real estate office is on the corner of Cambridge and EI Camino. | witness the traffic everyday.

| aso have a difficult time every morning trying to get across the crosswalk (with my dog) at Arbor Rd. and
Middle Ave., because the many commuters are exceeding the speed limit and apparently, don't understand that
pedestrians have the right away in acrosswalk. At least three times aweek, | must wave carsto slow and stop,
so | and school-bound children on bikes can cross Middle.

ICF International needs re-study and revise the Traffic Impact Report for the Neighborhood that will be most
impacted by the Middle Plaza devel opment — with areality check on true commuter behavior and routes.

We don't need roundabouts or more speed bumps. We just don't need commuters using our neighborhood
streets for afaster route to EI Camino Real. Allied Arts was has aways been atranquil, Menlo Park
neighborhood.

Let'skeep it that way.

Sincerely,
Jay Gertridge

Jay Gertridge
Wwww.kerwinassociates.com
BRE# 01395065

Cell (650) 454-6666

D3



Lin, Jean P

From: MJ Davey <mjdavey36@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2017 1:06 PM
To: Lin, Jean P

Subject: Stanford Middle Plaza

Hello - | can't make it to the Open House but went to the Stanford website about the project and | didn't find
anyplace on the site that addressed the additional traffic that will ensue on the already heavily congested El
Camino Real. The stretch of ECR through Menlo Park is already gridlock during morning rush hour, noon and
5-7pm. | cannot imagine how having 215 residential units will not further negatively impact the

community. | have no solution to offer but fear that residential housing is not agood idea. Commercial
development makes sense as it shouldn't add additional drivers - it is the same residents accessing the
commercial development.

Please address the traffic studies that have been done.
Thank you!

M.J. Davey

D4
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BELTRAMO ENTERPRISES, INC.
247 El Camino Real
Menlo Park, CA 94025
danb@beltramoenterprises.com

Office: 650-338-1540 I_T'.gﬁ“:i:."('; SN i
Cell: 650-207-3750 =lAVER T
YAR 2.0 2017
March 15, 2017 IEN(G A
arc BUILDj PARK

Jean Lin, Senior Planner

Community Development Department
701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025

RE: Stanford University’s project at 300-550 El Camino Real, Menlo Park

Dear Ms. Lin,

| am a property owner at 239-251 El Camino Real, Menlo Park between Partridge Avenue and
Cambridge Avenue. College, Partridge, Cambridge, and Harvard Avenues all have “No Parking” (except
by Permit) restrictions between 7:00 A.M. and 6:00 P.M. Monday through Friday.

It is important that the Stanford project provide parking on site for all employees, contractors,
carpenters, truckers, etc. while the project is being built.

If this on-premise parking is not provided and enforced, all these purveyors will be trying to park
on the very limited private property of the businesses on the west side of El Camino Real.

| would also suggest that the City of Menlo Park make all the “No Parking” areas on the avenues
in this area of the city 90 Minute parking areas to accommodate the gardeners, tradesmen, and visitors
of the homes along these avenues. As a residential property owner in this area, | can say that the
parking by permit does not work well for the residents of these avenues. Moving to 90 Minute parking
will also give relief to the customers of the businesses along El Camino Real who are generating sales tax
revenue for the City. In addition, enforcement of the 90 Minute Parking limit could become a good
revenue source for the City of Menlo Park.

It is quite unfair that these streets are restricted from parking when all the streets around the
downtown business area allow parking during weekday business hours.

Thank you for your consideration.

Daniel A. Beltramo
President
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Tree Inventory and Assessment Report

300-550 El Camino Real
Menlo Park, CA

PREPARED FOR

Stanford Real Estate
3160 Porter Dr., Suite 200
Palo Alto, CA 94304

PREPARED BY:
HortScience, Inc.

325 Ray St.
Pleasanton, CA 94566

April 7, 2015
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Tree Inventory and Assessment Report

300-550 El Camino Real
Menlo Park, CA

Introduction and Overview

Stanford Real Estate is planning to redevelop properties at 300-550 EI Camino Real in Menlo
Park, CA. Currently the site is a series of vacant commercial buildings with associated
landscapes and parking lots. In 2012 Ray Morneau prepared a Tree Inventory Report for the site.
HortScience, Inc. was asked to update that report by preparing a Tree Inventory and
Assessment Report for the site.

This report provides an evaluation of the health and structural condition of the trees within the
proposed project area based on a visual inspection from the ground. Trees were categorized by
suitability for preservation to identify the best candidates for preservation that would provide long-
term benefits to the property and community.

Tree Assessment Methods

Trees were assessed on March 20, 2015. The survey included trees 4” in diameter and greater,
located within and adjacent to the proposed project area and all street trees. The assessment
procedure consisted of the following steps:

1. Identifying the tree as to species;
2. Measuring the trunk diameter at 4.5’ above grade.
3. Evaluating the health and structural condition using a scale of 1 — 5:

5 - A healthy, vigorous tree, reasonably free of signs and symptoms of disease, with
good structure and form typical of the species.

4 - Tree with slight decline in vigor, small amount of twig dieback, minor structural
defects that could be corrected.

3 - Tree with moderate vigor, moderate twig and small branch dieback, thinning of
crown, poor leaf color, moderate structural defects that might be mitigated with
regular care.

2 - Tree in decline, epicormic growth, extensive dieback of medium to large
branches, significant structural defects that cannot be abated.

1 - Tree in severe decline, dieback of scaffold branches and/or trunk; most of foliage
from epicormics; extensive structural defects that cannot be abated.

4. Rating the suitability for preservation as "high”, “moderate” or “low”. Suitability for
preservation considers the health, age and structural condition of the tree, and its
potential to remain an asset to the site for years to come.

High: Trees with good health and structural stability that have the potential
for longevity at the site.

Moderate: Trees with somewhat declining health and/or structural defects that
can be abated with treatment. The tree will require more intense
management and monitoring, and may have shorter life span than
those in ‘high’ category.

Low: Tree in poor health or with significant structural defects that cannot
be mitigated. Tree is expected to continue to decline, regardless of
treatment. The species or individual may have characteristics that
are undesirable for landscapes and generally are unsuited for use
areas.
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Description of Trees

One hundred six (106) trees representing 12 species were evaluated (Table 1). The assessment
included 42 street trees and one off-site tree (#247) which is discussed but not included in the
dataset. Descriptions of each tree are found in the Tree Assessment Form and approximate
locations are plotted on the Tree Inventory Map (see Exhibits).

Table 1. Condition ratings and frequency of occurrence of trees
300-550 El Camino Real, Menlo Park, CA

Common Name Scientific Name

Condition Total

Dead poor Fair Good
@ @2 @ @

Tree of heaven Ailanthus altissima 1 2 - 3
Blue gum Eucalyptus globulus 9 - - 9
Silver dollar gum Eucalyptus polyanthemos 4 2 - 6
Wilson holly llex x altacierensis - 3 - 3
Hollywood juniper Juniperus chinensis 'Kaizuka' - 1 - 1
Canary Island date palm  Phoenix canariensis - 5 - 5
Italian stone pine Pinus pinea 1 3 - 5
London plane Platanus x hispanica - 9 43 52
Coast live oak Quercus agrifolia 2 6 - 9
Holly oak Quercus ilex 1 5 - 6
Valley oak Quercus lobata 1 - - 1
Coast redwood Sequoia sempervirens - - 6 6

Total

19 36 49 106

Overall, 46% of the trees were in good, 34% in fair condition, and 18% in poor condition. Two
trees had died since 2012: Italian stone pine #58 (36" trunk diameter) and coast live oak #28 (4"
diameter). Trees ranged from young to mature with trunk diameters from 2" to 44” (13" diameter
average) for single trunked trees. Fourteen trees had two or more trunks.

London plane was the most common tree assessed (52 trees, 50% of the population). The
majority of these trees were street trees growing along El Camino Real (Photo 1). The London
planes ranged from young to semi-mature with trunk diameters ranging from 2 to 19”. The
majority of the trees were young with an average diameter of 8”. The London planes were in
good condition (43 trees) with nine trees in fair condition and none in poor condition. London
plane was one of only two species rated in good condition.

Nine coast live oaks were assessed on-site. They ranged in condition from fair (9 trees) to poor
(2 trees) with one dead tree. The coast live oaks ranged from young (4" trunk diameter) to
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mature (25" trunk diameter) with an average diameter of 11”. The largest of the coast live oaks
(#115) was declining potentially from irrigation spray directly on the trunk (Photo 2).

Nine blue gum eucalyptus were assessed on the western boundary of the property. Some of
these trees displayed dwarf blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus ‘Compacta’) characteristics although
others did not. These trees had been topped and harshly pruned to maintain clearance for
overhead utilities, resulting in their poor condition (Photo 3). The blue gums were semi-mature to
mature with the smallest diameter of the group being 19”.

Six silver dollar gums were growing in small holes in the asphalt. These trees were in poor (4
trees) to fair (2 trees) condition with no trees in good condition. Four of the silver dollar gums
were small volunteers (#80-83) while two were large planted trees (#84 & 85).

Six coast redwoods were present throughout the site. They were all in good condition and varied
in diameter from 17" to 25",

Six holly oaks were growing along internal fences separating the properties from each other.
They were in fair (5 trees) to poor (1 tree) condition with no trees in good condition.

Three species were represented by five individuals or fewer:

Five Canary Island pines were growing near the southeastern corner of the property.
Five Italian stone pines (Photo 4).

Three trees of heaven.

Three Wilson hollies.

One Hollywood juniper.

One large valley oak in poor condition.

While we did not assess individual trees along the Caltrain Right of Way (Trees #128-222, tagged
and described by Ray Morneau in 2012), we walked the edge to evaluate overall condition. The
vegetation was almost exclusively coast live oak and coast redwood that appeared healthy
(Photo 5). We did note that tree #214 was declining.

Photo 1 (far
left) — London
plane street
trees (#39 in
front) lined El
Camino Real.

Photo 2
(immediate
left) — Coast
live oak #115
was declining,
likely from
irrigation spray
on the trunk.
Bleeding at the
base of the
trunk indicate
possible root
disease.
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Photo 3 (top left) — The blue gums
along the western boundary of the
property had been topped for utilities.

Photo 4 (bottom left) — Italian stone
pine #59 was in fair condition but #58 on
left) was dead.

Photo 5 (bottom right) — Coast live
oaks along the Caltrain ROW formed an
attractive and functional screen.

City of Menlo Park Heritage Tree Ordinance
The City of Menlo Park Municipal Code Ch. 13.24 protects Heritage trees, which are defined as:

1.
2.
3.

Any tree having a trunk diameter of 15” or more.
Any oak tree native to California with a trunk diameter of 10” or more.

Any tree or group of trees specifically designated by the City Council for protection
because of its historical significance, special character or community benefit.

Ay tree with more than one trunk measured at the highest point where the trunks divide,
with a diameter of 15" or more, with the exception of trees that are under 12’ in height.

Of the 106 trees assessed, 76 trees were protected by the City of Menlo Park Municipal Code
Chapter 13.24. Tree protection status of individual trees is identified in the Tree Assessment (see
Exhibits).

Heritage trees are required to be preserved and maintained in a state of good health. A permit
from the City is required to remove or prune more than one fourth of the canopy and/or roots.
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Suitability for Preservation

Before evaluating the impacts that will occur during development, it is important to consider the
quality of the tree resource itself, and the potential for individual trees to function well over an
extended length of time. Trees that are preserved on development sites must be carefully
selected to make sure that they may survive development impacts, adapt to a new environment
and perform well in the landscape.

Our goal is to identify trees that have the potential for long-term health, structural stability and
longevity. For trees growing in open fields, away from areas where people and property are
present, structural defects and/or poor health presents a low risk of damage or injury if they fail.
However, we must be concerned about safety in use areas. Therefore, where development
encroaches into existing plantings, we must consider their structural stability as well as their
potential to grow and thrive in a new environment. Where development will not occur, the normal
life cycles of decline, structural failure and death should be allowed to continue.

Evaluation of suitability for preservation considers several factors:

e Tree health
Healthy, vigorous trees are better able to tolerate impacts such as root injury, demolition
of existing structures, changes in soil grade and moisture, and soil compaction than are
non-vigorous trees. For example, valley oak #69 is less likely to tolerate construction
impacts than a healthier valley oak.

e Structural integrity
Trees with significant amounts of wood decay and other structural defects that cannot be
corrected are likely to fail. Such trees should not be preserved in areas where damage to
people or property is likely.

e Species response
There is a wide variation in the response of individual species to construction impacts
and changes in the environment. For instance, both coast redwood and Canary Island
date palm are more tolerant of construction impacts than eucalyptus.

e Tree age and longevity
Old trees, while having significant emotional and aesthetic appeal, have limited
physiological capacity to adjust to an altered environment. Young trees are better able to
generate new tissue and respond to change.

® Species invasiveness
Species that spread across a site and displace desired vegetation are not always
appropriate for retention. This is particularly true when indigenous species are
displaced. The California Invasive Plant Inventory Database (http://www.cal-ipc.org/paf/)
lists species identified as being invasive. Menlo Park is part of the Central West Floristic
Province. Tree of heaven is identified as moderate invasiveness. Blue gum and Canary
Island date palm are identified as limited invasiveness.

Each tree was rated for suitability for preservation based upon its age, health, structural condition
and ability to safely coexist within a development environment (see Tree Assessment Forms in
Exhibits, and Table 2). We consider trees with good suitability for preservation to be the best
candidates for preservation. We do not recommend retention of trees with poor suitability for
preservation in areas where people or property will be present. Retention of trees with moderate
suitability for preservation depends upon the intensity of proposed site changes.


http://www.cal-ipc.org/paf/
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High

Moderate

Low

Table 2: Tree suitability for preservation
300-550 El Camino Real, Menlo Park, CA

These are trees with good health and structural stability that have the
potential for longevity at the site. Forty-nine (49) trees had high suitability for
preservation.

Trees in this category have fair health and/or structural defects that may be
abated with treatment. These trees require more intense management and
monitoring, and may have shorter life-spans than those in the “high”
category. Seventeen (17) trees had moderate suitability for preservation.

Trees in this category are in poor health or have significant defects in
structure that cannot be abated with treatment. These trees can be expected
to decline regardless of management. The species or individual tree may
possess either characteristics that are undesirable in landscape settings or
be unsuited for use areas. Thirty-eight (38) had low suitability for
preservation.

Common Name Suitability for Preservation Total

Low Moderate High

London plane 2 7 43 52
Canary Island date palm - 5 - 5
Hollywood juniper 1 - - 1
Coast live oak 5 3 - 8
Holly oak 5 1 - 6
Wilson holly 2 1 - 3
Italian stone pine 4 - - 4
Valley oak 1 - - 1
Tree of heaven 3 - - 3
Silver dollar gum 6 - - 6
Blue gum 9 - - 9
Coast redwood - - 6 6
Total 38 17 49 104*

* Does not include two dead trees.

We consider trees with high suitability for preservation to be the best candidates for preservation.
We do not recommend retention of trees with low suitability for preservation in areas where
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people or property will be present. Retention of trees with moderate suitability for preservation
depends upon the intensity of proposed site changes.

Often the largest trees are the ones given the highest priority for preservation. At this site,
prominent trees included three Italian stone pines, one valley oak, one coast live oak, and four
coast redwoods (Table 3).

Table 3: Prominent trees
300-550 El Camino Real, Menlo Park, CA

Tag # Species Diameter Condition Suitability Comments.
48 Italian stone 36 Poor Low Leaning and strongly
pine asymmetric to W.; canopy

low over building; torsion
cracks in scaffolds
suspected; surrounded by
pavement; no basal flare.

49 Italian stone 36 Fair Low Leaning W.; surrounded by
pine pavement; no basal flare;

roots disrupting pavement.
59 Italian stone 26 Fair Low Asymmetric canopy to N.;
pine surrounded by pavement;

no basal flare; roots
disrupting pavement.

69 Valley oak 44 Poor Low Several very large pruning
wounds with decay; sulfur
fungus conk; asymmetric
form to W.; high likelihood
of failure.

115 Coast live oak 25 Fair Low In narrow planting strip;
thin; twig dieback; poor
color; sprinkler head near
trunk; base moist; wounds

on trunk.

116 Coast 24 Good High In narrow planting strip.
redwood

117 Coast 25 Good High In narrow planting strip.
redwood

118 Coast 25 Good High In narrow planting strip.
redwood

123 Coast 26 Good High Trunk fills narrow planting
redwood space.

The trees in the best condition and with the highest potential for future performance were the four
coast redwoods #116-118, 123. Redwoods are drought sensitive, however, and if adequate
water cannot be provided, they will decline. Furthermore, they are sensitive to salts present in
some recycled water. Therefore, suitability for preservation of the redwoods depends on the
ability to provide high quality water into the future.
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Italian stone pines #48, 49, and 56 were impressive specimens that were visible from El Camino
Real. They pose some difficulties in preservation, however. Because of their heavy, asymmetric
crowns and shallow, wide-spreading root system
they require large spaces to remain stable.

e Tree #48 was leaning heavily over the
existing building (Photo 6). There
appeared to be torsion cracks in the
large scaffold branches. It is unlikely the
building could be demolished without
damaging this tree. Based on our visual
inspection we consider this tree to have
a high likelihood for failure. We
recommend removing it.

Photo 6 — Italian stone pine #48

e Tree #49 was leaning away from #48,
and its canopy was asymmetric. The
base of the tree appeared to be buried
(Photo 7). Roots were pushing up the
pavement. Retaining this tree would
require establishing a tree protection
zone at the dripline in which no
construction, utilities, excavation, or use
occurs. A root collar
excavation to determine
condition of the base of
the tree is recommended
if retention of the tree is
considered. Based on
our visual inspection we
consider this tree to have
a medium likelihood for
failure.

Photo 7 - Italian stone
pine #49 (inset is base of
tree).

e Tree # 59 was leaning away from dead tree #58
(Photos 8 and 4). Retaining this tree would require
establishing a tree protection zone that encompasses
the potential fall zone (minimum distance equal to the
height of the tree). Because of the lack of basal flare, a
root collar excavation to determine condition of the
base of the tree is recommended if retention of the tree
is considered. Based on our visual inspection we
consider this tree to have a medium likelihood for
failure.

Photo 8 — Italian stone pine #59 on left;
dead pine #58 on right.

Valley oak #69 was an old tree that has experienced several
branch failures and crown reductions from pruning (Photo 9). Extensive internal decay was
evident in the resultant wounds. Remnants of sulfur fungus that decays heartwood was present.

E10
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This tree had a high likelihood for failure. If the tree is retained, all use and activity would need to
be excluded within the potential fall zone (minimum distance equal to the height of the tree).

Photo 9 - Valley oak #69
had large wounds with
extensive decay present.

Coast live oak #115 was in decline. Note the poor
foliage color and density in Photo 11. Healthy coast
live oak foliage is deep green and dense, as illustrated
in Photo 5. There was an irrigation head near the base
of the trunk and the area was wet (arrow in Photo 11
inset). Based on the symptoms, it is likely that the tree
has root disease. There were also wounds at the
base of the tree and possibly decay. For these
reasons we rated the suitability for preservation as
low. Itis unlikely it will survive for many more years.

Photo 11 —
Coast live oak #115.

E1ll
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Summary

Stanford Real Estate is planning to redevelop properties at 300-550 EI Camino Real in Menlo
Park, CA. Currently the site is a series of vacant commercial buildings with associated
landscapes and parking lots. Trees were assessed on March 20, 2015. The survey included
trees 4” in diameter and greater, located within and adjacent to the proposed project area.

One hundred six (106) trees representing 12 species were evaluated. There were 42 street
trees, all London planes. Tree species on the site included blue gum, tree of heaven, silver dollar
gum, Wilson holly, Hollywood juniper, Canary Island date palm, Italian stone pine, coast live oak,
holly oak, valley oak and coast redwood. Overall, 46% of the trees were in good, 34% in fair
condition, and 18% in poor condition. Two trees had died since 2012, including mature Italian
stone pine #58.

In addition there were 95 trees along the Caltrain right-of-way. Ray Morneau inventoried those
trees in 2012. We did not assess the trees individually. The trees provided an attractive and
effective screen.

Trees were rated for suitability for preservation, which is the long-term potential for a tree to be an
asset to the site. Ratings were: high, 49 trees; moderate, 17 trees; and low, 38 trees. We
consider trees with high suitability for preservation to be the best candidates for preservation. We
do not recommend retention of trees with low suitability for preservation in areas where people or
property will be present. Retention of trees with moderate suitability for preservation depends
upon the intensity of proposed site changes.

Often the largest trees are the ones given the highest priority for preservation. At this site,
prominent trees included three Italian stone pines (#48, 49, 59), one valley oak (#69), one coast
live oak (#115), and four coast redwoods (#116, 117, 118, 123). Of these, all except the
redwoods had significant health and/or structural problems that make them poor candidates for
preservation. The redwoods were in good condition and, if they are regularly irrigated with high
quality irrigation water, are good candidates for preservation.

If you have any questions about my observations or recommendations, please contact me.
HortScience, Inc.
""IA-:K, ,_%'
{1 &

Ryan Gilpin, M.S.
Certified Arborist #WE-10268A
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300-550 El Camino Real

Menlo Park, CA
March 20, 2015

I
&)/

HORT J SCVEMCE

Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent

1 London plane 6 Yes 3 Moderate Street tree; iron grate; curve in trunk.
2 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate.
3 London plane 7 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate.
4 London plane 3 Yes 3 Moderate Street tree; top dead; restructure.
5 Canary Island date 25 Yes 3 Moderate Brown trunk height 20'.

palm
6 Canary Island date 31 Yes 3 Moderate Brown trunk height 20'; frond tips chlorotic.

palm
7 Canary Island date 27 Yes 3 Moderate Brown trunk height 20'; frond tips chlorotic.

palm
8 Canary Island date 27 Yes 3 Moderate Brown trunk height 20'; frond tips chlorotic.

palm
9 Canary Island date 27 Yes 3 Moderate Brown trunk height 23'; frond tips chlorotic.

palm
12 Hollywood juniper 11,6,5,3 No 3 Low Dead branch; in planter against building.
13 London plane 11 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
14 London plane 5 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
15 London plane 10 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk; leaning S. slightly.
16 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
17 London plane 9 Yes 3 Moderate Street tree; iron grate around trunk; bow in trunk.
18 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk; bow in trunk.
19 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
20 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
21 London plane 7 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
22 London plane 4 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
23 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
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March 20, 2015

HORT J SCVEMCE

Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent
24 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
25 Coast live oak 54,22, No 3 Moderate Poor structure; multiple trunks; pruned flat against chain link
2 fence.
26 Coast live oak 3,3 No 3 Moderate Codominant at base; hedged against fence.
27 Holly oak 10, 8 No 3 Moderate Codominant at base; pruned flat against fence.
28 Coast live oak 4 No 0
29 Wilson holly 6 No 3 Low Thin; water stressed; hedged along fence.
30 Wilson holly 6 No 3 Low Thin; water stressed; hedged along fence.
31 Coast live oak 6 No 3 Moderate Hedged along fence.
32 Wilson holly 7 No 3 Moderate Hedged along fence.
35 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
36 London plane 10 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
37 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
38 London plane 19 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
39 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; iron grate around trunk.
40 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
41 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
42 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
43 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
44 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
45 London plane 7 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
46 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.
47 London plane 6 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk; crown bowed W. away from

adjacent pine.
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300-550 El Camino Real

Menlo Park, CA
March 20, 2015

I
&)/

HORT J SCVEMCE

Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent

48 Italian stone pine 36 Yes 2 Low Leaning and strongly asymmetric to W.; canopy low over building;
torsion cracks in scaffolds suspected; surrounded by pavement;
no basal flare.

49 Italian stone pine 36 Yes 3 Low Leaning W.; surrounded by pavement; no basal flare; roots
disrupting pavement.

50 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

51 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

52 London plane 9 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

53 London plane 10 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk; distorted at base from grate.

54 London plane 3 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

55 London plane 10 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

56 London plane 11 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

57 London plane 7 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

58 Italian stone pine 36 No 0

59 Italian stone pine 26 Yes 3 Low Asymmetric canopy to N.; surrounded by pavement; no basal
flare; roots disrupting pavement.

60 Holly oak 4,4 No 3 Low Codominant trunks arise at base top bowed to W.

61 London plane 2 Yes 4 High Street tree; recent planting.

62 London plane 5 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

63 London plane 10 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

64 London plane 8 Yes 4 High Street tree; metal grate around trunk.

65 London plane 3 Yes 3 Moderate Street tree; metal grate around trunk; stakes should be removed;
cord at 18" partially girdling trunk.

66 Holly oak 11 No 3 Low Multiple branches arise at 6'; no central trunk.

67 Holly oak 10 No 2 Low W. side of trunk and lower branch dead; poor structure.
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Menlo Park, CA
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HORT J SCVEMCE

Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent

68 Holly oak 12 No 3 Low Multiple branches at 10'; in small planting space against building.

69 Valley oak 44 Yes 2 Low Several very large pruning wounds with decay; sulfur fungus conk;
asymmetric form to W.; high likelihood of failure.

70 Holly oak 13 No 3 Low Poor structure; multiple branches arise at 8-10'; topped; in small
opening in pavement with ivy.

71 Tree of heaven 23 Yes 3 Low Engulfed in ivy; asymmetric to W.

72 Tree of heaven 15 Yes 3 Low Engulfed in ivy; topped at 20'; multiple branches.

73 Coast live oak 6 No 2 Low Topped at 4'; against fence in ivy.

74 Italian stone pine 9 No 3 Low Asymmetric form. to N.; at base of utility pole; narrow planting strip
against fence; ivy.

78 Coast live oak 11 Yes 3 Low Multiple trunks at 6'; no central leader; growing through chain link
fence; surrounded by pavement.

79 Coast live oak 8,6 Yes 2 Low Codominant trunks arise at base; growing through chain link
fence; trunk growing around pole; surrounded by pavement.

80 Silver dollar gum 6,5, 4 No 3 Low Multiple trunks from base; surrounded by pavement.

81 Silver dollar gum 10, 10 No 2 Low Codominant trunks from base; surrounded by pavement.

82 Silver dollar gum 9,7,7,5 No 2 Low Multiple trunks from base; surrounded by pavement.

83 Silver dollar gum 6, 6 No 2 Low Codominant trunks from base; surrounded by pavement.

84 Silver dollar gum 26 Yes 3 Low Leaning E.; twig dieback; large gall on S.

86 Silver dollar gum 32 Yes 2 Low Poor structure; several Codominant stems with poor attachments.

101  Blue gum 21 Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.

102  Blue gum 22,18, Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.

13,10
103  Blue gum 15, 15, 12, Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
12

E19



Tree Assessment

300-550 El Camino Real

Menlo Park, CA
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HORT J SCVEMCE

Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent
104  Blue gum 22,10, 8, Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
7
105  Blue gum 19 Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
106  Blue gum 12,12, 10, Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
10, 8, 8
107  Blue gum 26 Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
108  Blue gum 20 Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
109  Blue gum 24 Yes 2 Low Topped; under power lines.
110  London plane 7 No 3 Low Under power lines.
111  London plane 6 No 3 Low Under power lines; low vigor.
112  London plane 8 No 3 Moderate Low vigor.
113  Coast redwood 17 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip; 3" circling root.
114  Coast redwood 19 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip.
115  Coast live oak 25 Yes 3 Low In narrow planting strip; thin; twig dieback; poor color; sprinkler
head near trunk; base moist; wounds on trunk.
116  Coast redwood 24 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip.
117  Coast redwood 25 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip.
118  Coast redwood 25 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip.
119  London plane 12 No 4 High In narrow planting strip with ivy; ivy up trunk.
121  London plane 8 No 3 Moderate In narrow planting strip with ivy; intermediate form.
122 London plane 15 Yes 4 High In narrow planting strip with ivy; ivy up trunk.
123  Coast redwood 26 Yes 5 High Trunk fills narrow planting space.
124  London plane 11 No 4 High In narrow planting strip with ivy.
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Tree No. Species Trunk  Protected Condition Suitability for Comments
Diameter Tree? 1=poor Preservation
(in) 5=excellent
125  London plane 7 No 4 High In narrow planting strip.
126  London plane 10 No 4 High In narrow planting strip.
127  London plane 9 No 3 Moderate In narrow planting strip; intermediate form.
276  Coast live oak 14 Yes 3 Low Engulfed in ivy; chain link fence through tree.
277  Tree of heaven 15 Yes 2 Low Engulfed in ivy; leaning W. over street.
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CITY OF

MENLO PARK

City Manager's Office

MEMORANDUM

Date: 3/16/2017

To: Commission Members

From: Chip Taylor, Assistant City Manager

Re:  City Council Work Plan Transmittal and Capital Improvement Program
(CIP) process update

The City Council adopts its work plan at the beginning of the year. The work plan is
the guiding document for the initiatives and projects staff will be working on
throughout the next 12-18 months. Some of these items are typically not funded until
the adoption of the budget later in June. At the Jan. 27, 2017, City Council special
meeting, the City Council was provided with an update on the work plan items for
2016. Many of the items on the work plan and many of the currently funded CIP
projects for 2016 are ongoing. The ongoing work plan items combined with CIP
projects that are currently funded were combined for a draft work plan for Council to
review for 2017.

The list was grouped into themes and priority levels to help categorize the items. The
themes are as follows in no specific order:

 Improving Menlo Park’s multimodal transportation system to more efficiently move
people and goods through Menlo Park

» Responding to the development needs of private residential and commercial
property owners

* Realizing Menlo Park’s vision of environmental leadership and sustainability

» Maintaining and enhancing Menlo Park’s municipal infrastructure and facilities

« Attracting thoughtful and innovative private investment to Menlo Park

* Furthering efficiency in city service delivery models

* Providing high-quality resident enrichment, recreation, discovery and public safety
services

The City Council approved the work plan for 2017, which includes 56 items, some of
which include multiple components. The work plan is included as Attachment A.

In previous years, as a part of the annual budget development process, the City
updated its Five-Year Capital Improvement Plan (CIP), even though only the first year
of CIP is funded by Council. The CIP typically represents recommendations for short-
and long-range public investment in infrastructure development, maintenance,
improvement and acquisition. The CIP provides a link between the City's
Infrastructure Master Plan, various master planning documents, and various budgets
and funding sources, and provides a means for planning, scheduling, funding and
implementing capital and comprehensive planning projects over the next five years.
Typically, a capital project is defined as a project costing more than $25,000.

Since, the Council has already approved the work plan and prioritized the initiatives
and projects for the year and due to the current number and complexity of projects,

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 www.menlopark.org



there isn't the intent to add additional items to the CIP. The focus for the year is to
work toward completion of the work plan items approved by Council including the CIP
projects. It is important to note that some of the items in the work plan are not
currently funded and they will be proposed as part of the upcoming budget for fiscal
year 17-18. There may be a few CIP items added for FY16-17, but they will mainly be
based on legal requirements. Other items that were previously listed in the CIP for
FY17-18 and not included in the Council work plan may be shifted to the next fiscal
year. With the completion of ConnectMenlo last year, a key theme for development of
the 5-year CIP will be following through on the identified implementation programs.

Staff capacity has continued to be a limiting factor to the Council work plan and CIP
implementation. The staffing for work plan and CIP projects comes from a variety of
areas and continued vacancies have impacted available resources. This has affected
the work plan and CIP schedules for many of the City's projects. We are in the
process of filling these positions and finding the right talent to execute the work plan.
It should be noted that these positions function as high-level project managers who
work with contract engineering firms for design and construction of projects.

The CIP process should be a continuous discussion. It is important for the
commissions to continually think about projects throughout the year and to discuss
the merits of those projects including how they fit into the overall master plans within
the City. The Council will be provided regular updates on the work plan items
throughout the year. These updates can service as an opportunity and check in for
the commissions to discuss any future projects that might be important to the City in
the context of master plans and issues that arise.

Thank you, as always, for your valuable support of the Council's efforts to meet their
goals of responsible fiscal management of the City's resources and infrastructure.

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 www.menlopark.org
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Council Goal Setting Workbook Overview

Council members and staff have previously set goals in order to better align Council
priorities, staff’'s work plans, commission’s work plans and, ultimately, the City budget. The
product of the goal setting process that has evolved over the past several years is a detailed
work plan that lists high level themes, specific projects, project sources, the lead department
and the status of the item.

The work plan covers a roughly 18 month period beginning in February with work plan
adoption, with many items commencing work in July following the budget adoption. This
year’s work plan includes a field to indicate those items that are progressing or will progress
over multiple years.

In reviewing the work plan and considering which projects to prioritze, staff suggests Council
consider differentiation of elements of overall staff capacity into three categories:

e Baseline work
o Work plan projects
e Unanticipated new priorities.

John Nalbandian, local government management expert and professor of Public
Administration at the University of Kansas, says roughly 80% of staff capacity should be
allocated to ongoing operations and “daily” work (baseline), 15% to priority work plan
projects and 5% for unanticipated and emergent priorities. For purposes of this work plan,

Unanticipated
emergent
priorities

staff has not only removed completed items, but has reassigned items that, although they
began as projects in the previous work plan, are now considered “baseline work”. For
example, development projects were considered a project when staff capacity did not exist
to complete them and now, given Council approved additions to staffing levels, can be
considered part of normal operations. This implies that Council will be focusing their work at
the goal setting session on prioritizing 15% of staff’s total capacity.

This doesn’t mean that other, non-prioritized projects are not doable, just that they will be
addressed as staff capacity permits. Council is encouraged to propose projects and
initiatives that are achievable given the current capacity and demand for services, and to
engage in a realistic prioritization of the projects.



2017 City Council Work Plan

Table of Contents

Responding to the development needs of private residential and commercial property
0 1T T 5

» Address Housing Element Implementation Programs

» Implement Downtown/El Camino Real Specific Plan Biennial Review
» Enhanced Housing Program

» Stanford University 2018 General Use Permit Review

» Single Family Residential Requirements and Guidelines

Realizing Menlo Park’s vision of environmental leadership and sustainablity................ 11

» Green Infrastructure Plan
» Community Zero Waste Plan
» Update the Heritage Tree Ordinance

Attracting thoughtful and innovative private investment to Menlo Park........................ 14

» Downtown Streetscape Improvement Project (Specific Plan)
» Downtown Parking Structure and Mix of Uses Design Contest

Providing high-quality resident enrichment, recreation, and diSCOVery.....c.ccecvivnerarnannns 17

Belle Haven Pool Analysis and Audit

Parks and Recreation Facilities Master Plan Update
Bedwell Bayfront Park Master Plan

Park Playground Equipment

Jack Lyle Park Restroom

Library Space Needs Study

Willow Oaks Park Improvements

Burgess Park Snack Shack

VVVVVVVY

Maintaining and enhancing Menlo Park’s muncipal infrastructure and facilities............. 24

Water System Master Plan

Sidewalks on Santa Cruz Ave

Trash Capture Device Installation

Administration Builiding Emergency Generator

Chrysler Pump Station Improvements

Emergency Water Supply

Library Landscaping

Arrillaga Family Recreation Center HYAC System Upgrade

Belle Haven Child Development Center Kitchen and Bathroom Remodel
Burgess Pool Capital Improvements

San Francisquito Creek Upstream of 101 Flood Protection Project
Nealon Park Sports Field Sod and Irrigation System Replacement
Gatehouse Fence Replacement

Facilities Maintenance Master Plan

VVVVVVVVVYVVYVY



>

2017 City Council Work Plan

Table of Contents (Continued)

Reservoir Reroof and Mixers

Furthering efficiency in city service delivery modelS....c.cvvviiiiiiiiiiiiniiien e 34

>
>

VVVYVVYVYVYYVY

Complete Streets Commission Pilot

Complete an updated cost allocation plan, user fee study for non-utility operations, and
cost recovery models for services

City Hall Remodel Project

Complete a fee study for solid waste services

Inforamtion Technology Master Plan implementation
Development of a Citywide Communications Program
Organizational study for Public Works maintenance services
Organizational study for Development Services

Community Services Strateic Plan Implementation

Federal and State Lobbying Initiative

Improving Menlo Park’s multimodel transporation system to move people and goods
through Menlo Park more effiCiently ... e 43

VVVVVVVVYVYVYYYY

Haven Avenue Streetscape Improvement

Willow/101 Interchange

Transportation Master Plan

Transit Improvements

Chilco Street Scape and Sidewalk Installation

High Speed Rail Coordination & Environmental Review
Oak Grove, University, Crane Bicycle Improvement Project
Ravenswood Avenue/Caltrain Grade Separation Study
Willows Neighborhood Complete Streets

Initiate Cityside Safe Routes to School Program

Middle Avenue Caltrain Crossing Study

El Camino Real Corridor Study

Middlefield Rd/Ravenswood and Ringwood Avenues Traffic Signals Modification



2017 City Council Work Plan

Responding to the development needs of private residential
and commercial property owners.
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Extremely |

mportant

1. Address Housing Element Implementation Programs

New or Existing

Lead Department

New

Community Development

Project Description

The Housing Element includes a number of Implementation Programs, each with a specific
timeline for completion. The City is required to report annually to the State on the progress of

the Programs.

Key Milestones

The following three implementation programs are targeted for completion in 2017. Where
appropriate, the work on the Implementation Programs will be coordinated with other housing

initiatives and goals:

e (a) Amend the Zoning Ordinance to be consistent with State law and limit the loss of
existing residential units or the conversion of existing units to commercial space

(Program H2.C)

¢ (b) Amend the Zoning Ordinance to modify R-2 zoning to tie floor area to dwelling
units to minimize underutilization of R-2 zoned lots and maximize unit potential, unless
unique features of a site prohibit additional units being constructed (Program H2.C)

e (c) Adopt an Anti-Discrimination Ordinance to prohibit discrimination based on the
source of a person's income or the use of rental subsidies, including Section 8 and
other rental programs (Program H1.G).

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

City Manager's Office, City Attorney

No

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

Yes
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Very Important

2. Implement Downtown/El Camino Real Specific Plan

Biennial Review

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Community Development

Project Description

Complete the implementation of the changes to the Specific Plan directed by the Council
during the 2015 biennial review.

Key Milestones

The project is being conducted in two phases. Phase 1, consisting of text and graphic
changes related to setbacks, sidewalk widths, hotel incentives and parking, and TDM
programs among others will be completed in 2017. Phase 2, which includes more extensive
research, environmental review and policy changes is expected to be completed in 2018.
The directed changes require consultant assistance.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Public Works, City Manager's Office, City Attorney

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

No
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3. Enhanced Housing Program

New or Existing Lead Department
New City Manager's Office

Project Description

This project is a response to the City Council's direction at the January 10th City Council
Study Session on responding to residential displacement. The Council gave direction for staff
to increase the Housing Commission meeting frequency from quarterly to monthly. In
addition, the Council referred 15 policies and projects to the Commission for their
recommendation on prioritization. This is likely to be a significant increase in workload and
will result in a need for additional resources. Some of this policy work overlaps or is related to
the implementation programs for the approved 2015-2023 Housing Element.

Key Milestones

Draft agendas, staff reports and attend monthly Housing Commission meetings. Work with
Housing Commission to present prioritized list of actions to Council. Present recommended
actions to Housing Commission and Council for items the Council prioritizes for 2017.
Conduct public outreach on any new requirements or programs.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, Community Development, Public Works, City | Yes
Attorney

Funding source State Mandate
General Fund and BMR Fund No
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| Important

4. Stanford University 2018 General Use Permit Review

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

Stanford University has initiated an update to its General Use Permit, originally adopted in
2000 to guide campus development, through Santa Clara County. Key elements proposed for
the 2018 General Use Permit include completion of the development (academic and
academic support space, housing, and parking) authorized by the 2000 General Use Permit;
construction of new academic and academic support uses; construction of new housing units
for students, faculty and staff; creation of parking supply reserve; and construction of new
child care centers and facilities. City staff would track the project’s progress through the
County review process, and review the draft environmental review documents, with emphasis
on the transportation analysis and proposed mitigation measures. The draft environmental
documents are anticipated to be released as early as mid-2017 with project approval by
Santa Clara County targeted for late 2017 to 2018.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include tracking the project, attending public
meetings, and preparing comments on the Notice of Preparation and draft environmental
documents. The schedule for this project is dependent on an outside agency.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development, City Manager's Office, City Attorney Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund Yes




2017 City Council Work Plan

5. Single Family Residential Requirements and Guidelines

New or Existing Lead Department

New Community Development

Project Description

This project would update the Zoning Ordinance requirements for single-family residential
developments as well as develop new design guidelines to create a more predictable and
expeditious process while providing a method for encouraging high-quality design in new and

expanded residences.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 include the development of project goals and a work program
through the Planning Commission and City Council and obtaining consultant assistance.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

City Attorney

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Realizing Menlo Park’s vision of environmental leadership
and sustainability.
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Extremely Important

6. Green Infrastructure Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

As part of the new stormwater municipal regional permit, the City is required to develop a
Green Infrastructure Plan that identifies areas throughout the watershed that can be
disconnected from the storm system to reduce storm runoff and improve water quality. The
regulations expect this effort to span four years. During the first year, or Phase 1 of this
project, the City will be required to develop and approve the framework. Prioritization and
mapping of potential areas for green infrastructure will be required during the second year. As
part of this effort, the study will require an assessment of the land uses in the watershed and
a hydraulic evaluation of the City's existing stormwater system. In the third and fourth years,
the plan is to be finalized and submitted to the State for approval.

Key Milestones
The milestone for 2017 will be approval of the work plan for the Green Infrastructure Plan,
and future implementation phases will follow.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Storm Drainage Yes
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Important

7. Community Zero Waste Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description

Develop a plan of action, including program descriptions, milestones and estimated costs to
bring the Menlo Park community closer to zero waste and thus reduce Greenhouse Gas
(GHG) emissions.

Key Milestones
The plan will be completed.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, Community Development, Public Works No
Funding source State Mandate

CalRecycle, CIP No

8. Update the Heritage Tree Ordinance

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description
Update the City's current Heritage Tree Ordinance.

Key Milestones
The consultant will be selected, community outreach, and commission meetings will
commence.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development, Public Works, City Attorney Yes
Funding source State Mandate

CIP No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Attracting thoughtful and innovative private investment
to Menlo Park.
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Extremely Important |

9. Downtown Streetscape Improvement Project (Specific

Plan)

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The project will consist of planning and implementing improvements in the downtown area per
the Specific Plan considering the street café program, Chestnut Paseo and Santa Cruz
Avenue Sidewalk and the development of new streetscape plans. The first phase of the
project includes installation street cafes at up to six locations and installation of the Chestnut
Paseo. Both projects includes coordination with property owners and businesses, design and
construction work. The street cafes will be completed at the end of January and the
evaluation of the Paseo will begin. Later phases of this project may be added in future years
for the downtown Santa Cruz Avenue Sidewalk improvements and development of new
streetscape plans.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include completion of the first round of street cafés
and evaluation of the Paseo at a Council study session in order to determine whether to
construct a permanent Paseo and at what location (i.e., Chestnut Street or Curtis Street).

Other department involvement Multi-Year
City Manager's Office Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Merchants contribution/GF No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

10. Downtown Parking Structure and Mix of Uses Design
Contest

New or Existing Lead Department

Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description

The City has been approached by Facebook to assist with our effort to design a parking
development for one or a number of our downtown parking plazas. They would like to help
facilitate a design competition. It is staff’'s desire to coordinate this effort with the biennial
review of the EI Camino Real/Downtown Specific Plan in the event that revisions are
necessary to accommodate a project that receives Council and community support.

Key Milestones

Confirm City’s legal rights to develop on parking plazas 1-3. Present proposed contest to
Council. Conduct outreach for project submissions. Facilitate evaluation of submitted projects,
ensuring that at least one of the options is a single-use parking garage. Present a final
proposal to Council (It may be necessary for this process to extend into 2018, based on
community input.)

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Public Works, Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Parking No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Providing high-quality resident enrichment, recreation, and
discovery.
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Extremely Important

11. Belle Haven Pool Analysis and Audit

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Public Works

Project Description

This project is analyzing the current and future use of the Belle Haven Pool. The Study would
include a review of the pump house and pool for ADA and current building code requirements
in order to maximize the pool use. The Belle Haven Pool has traditionally been a seasonal
pool only operating during the summer months. The pool has seen increased demand and
usage as a result of the expanded programing. The current pool infrastructure is not likely to
support the long term impacts of a year round operation.

Key Milestones

The milestone for 2017 is completion of the study.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Community Services

No

Funding source

State Mandate

Rec in lieu

No
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Very Important |

12. Parks and Recreation Facilities Master Plan Update

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Community Services

Project Description

This project will consist of community engagement activities to determine community facilities
needs in order to update the Parks and Recreation Master Plan (1999) and eventually
establish priorities for a potential third phase of Measure T bonds in fiscal year 2017-18.

Key Milestones

Milestones for 2017 include: development of RFQ); release of scope of work and RFP;
Council approval of consultant contract; analysis of existing conditions, opportunities and
constraints completed; some community engagement will have begun.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, City Manager's Office, Public Works, Library | Yes

Funding source State Mandate
General Capital Improvement No

13. Bedwell Bayfront Park Master Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Community Services

Project Description

The master plan will provide a long-term vision and general development guide for the park
and its facilities, including how to protect park resources, provide quality visitor experiences,
manage visitor use and plan for future park development. The plan will also identify
infrastructure needs related to the methane gas and leachate collection systems and other
issues associated with managing the closed landfill.

Key Milestones
The milestone for 2017 would be development of the plan and Council approval.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Public Works, Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Bedwell/ Rec in Lieu No
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14. Park Playground Equipment

2017 City Council Work Plan

New or Existing

Lead Department

New

Public Works

Project Description

A comprehensive Playground Safety Inspection Report was completed for each of the City’s
playgrounds in 2015. The findings of the report were used to prioritize the City’s playground
replacement schedule, with the first three being Burgess Park, Nealon Park, and Willow Oaks
Park. Along with meeting the updated California Safety Standards, the new playgrounds may

incorporate theme-based educational and interactive components.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated for 2017 include identification of the first park (likely to be Nealon
Park), determination of the proposed equipment, and going out to bid.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Community Services

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

Yes
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Impor

tant

15. Jack Lyle Park Restroom

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Public Works

Project Description

This project will involve engaging the neighborhood in developing a conceptual design, then

constructing restroom.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated for 2017 include completing the construction drawings, obtaining
the building permit, going out to bid, awarding the construction contract, and constructing the

restroom.
Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services No

Funding source

State Mandate

Rec in lieu

No
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16. Library Space Needs Study

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The Library Spaces Needs Study will help to determine how the building can be modified and
updated to best accommodate changes to library services for the next twenty years. The goal
will be to use the existing space to create greater flexibility, capacity and efficiency. There
may also be a need to expand parts of the building to accommodate programs, such as those
for children and teens, that have grown substantially. The library needs increased
connectivity and spaces for quiet study and group work. The main library, originally
constructed in 1957, was expanded in 1968 and 1992, and has internal load bearing walls
and substructures that complicate internal remodeling.

Key Milestones
The Space Needs Study should be completed in 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Library No
Funding source State Mandate

Library Foundation donation/ General Fund No

17. Willow Oaks Park Improvements

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

This project includes improvements to Willow Oaks Park, including the reconstruction of the
dog park and the construction of a new restroom facility. Public meetings are scheduled for
February 9 and 11. Depending on the feedback received, milestones for the year will be
established.

Key Milestones
Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include completing the community engagement
process, designing the improvements and going out to bid.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services, Community Development No
Funding source State Mandate

Rec in lieu No
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18. Burgess Park Snack Shack

New or Existing Lead Department

New Community Services

Project Description

The project would involve private entities proposing an expansion of the existing Burgess
Park Snack Shack to accommodate a commercial grade kitchen and construct an adjacent
building to accommodate the storage needs of AYSO and Little League. The new kitchen
could be used for events and catering similar to the kitchen at Arrillaga Family Recreation
Center. The project also would include opportunities to display aspects of local history on
exterior walls. Private funds for design and construction of the project would be used; the
City contribution would be limited to the use of the land and potential staff time for the review
and coordination of the project.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated for 2017 would include the identification of the project scope and
location and determination of the future use of the improvements in order for the City Council
to authorize the private fundraising to proceed in a manner similar to the Menlo Gates project
along Ravenswood Avenue.

Other department involvement Multi-Year

Public Works, Community Development, City Manager’s Office, City Yes
Attorney’s Office

Funding source State Mandate

Private Donations/General Fund No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Maintaining and enhancing Menlo Park’s municipal
infrastructure and facilities.
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Extremely Important

19. Water System Master Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The Water System Master Plan will provide a guide for operations and maintenance
standards and prioritizing future investments in the water distribution system. The Plan
should be completed and ready for acceptance by the Council in 2017.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include presenting components of the plan
phases, such as staffing options for operations and maintenance, and ultimately Council
acceptance of the entire Plan.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, City Attorney No
Funding source State Mandate

Water No

20. Sidewalks on Santa Cruz Ave

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

This project will install sidewalks and associated storm drain improvements on Santa Cruz
Avenue from Johnson Street and Olive Street. The City has selected a contractor who is
ready to begin construction upon Calwater's completion of its water main replacement project.

Key Milestones
Construction of the sidewalks should be completed in 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund/TIF No
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21. Trash Capture Device Installation

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project will install trash capture devices in storm drain inlets as required by the Municipal
Regional Permit to reduce the amount of pollutants going into the Bay from high trash
generating areas.

Key Milestones
The devices should be installed by summer 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund Yes

22. Administration Building Emergency Generator

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

The project will replace the existing emergency generator at the administration building that
provides emergency power to the administration building when power from PG&E is
temporarily lost. The existing generator is over 25 years old and supports the operation of the
police dispatch 911 system and other essential City services during an emergency.

Key Milestones
The project is out bid and construction should be completed in 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund Yes
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23. Chrysler Pump Station Improvements

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

The Chrysler Pump Station in Bohannon Park is over 50 years old and at the end of its useful
life. This project involves the complete replacement of this critical stormwater pump and is
being coordinated with the Menlo Gateway project.

Key Milestones
Key milestones anticipated for 2017 include completing the design and going out to bid.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Gas Tax/General Fund No

24. Emergency Water Supply

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

This project will involve the first phase of construction of up to three emergency wells to
provide a secondary water supply to the Menlo Park Municipal Water District eastern service
area.

Key Milestones

The first well at the Corporation Yard is scheduled for completion by the end of 2017. For the
second well, staff is evaluating different sites and plans to make a recommendation on the
proposed well to the City Council in the summer of 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Water Yes
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| Very Important

25. Library Landscaping

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The project consists of replacing the landscaping and irrigation system around the Library.
The existing landscaping and irrigation system is in need of major upgrades and a portion of
the system is over thirty years old. The full landscaping around the Library will be delayed
until the outcome of the Library space needs is completed.

Key Milestones

A smaller landscaping project between the main public entrance and the staff/serviceentrance
will be completed by the fall of 2017. Additional improvements for 2017 include the installation
of additional outdoor tables.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Library Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Rec in lieu and General Fund CIP No
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26. Arrillaga Family Recreation Center HVAC System

Upgrade
New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

When the Arrillaga Family Recreation Center was remodeled in 2011, a new HVAC system
was installed that cooled/heated solely outside air as opposed to a more traditional
recirculating system similar to those in many residential homes. The advantage of an HVAC
system configured to pull air from the outside was cost and time savings during the
renovation project. The decision at the time, however, came at the expense of energy
efficiency and has resulted in extreme wear and tear on the cooling condensers due wide
fluctuations in temperature experienced outside when compared to relatively constant indoor
temperatures. This project will evaluate options to reduce the energy to control temperatures
in the Recreation Center with a more efficient HYAC system and install the improvements.

Key Milestones
Key milestones anticipated for 2017 including system design and going out to bid.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No
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27. Belle Haven Child Development Center Kitchen and
Bathroom Remodel

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project will remodel bathrooms and classroom kitchens by removing and replacing toilets
with more child friendly ones, removing and replacing counter tops, sinks, faucets with hand
held sprayer, air gaps for dishwasher, better shelving, carpet and vinyl floors and remodeling
the kitchen and bathrooms.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include preparing the applicable plans and
specifications, obtaining any applicable permits, hiring the contractors, and completion of
construction.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund and Grant Yes

28. Burgess Pool Capital Improvements

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

As part of the lease negotiation for the Burgess Pool, the City and the operator are identifying
specific improvements to the aquatics facility to protect the asset. A capital replacement
schedule will be used to identify specific improvements over the next five years. Upon
completion of the lease negotiations, the milestones will be identified.

Key Milestones
Key milestones for 2017 will be determined upon completion of the lease negotiations.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

30



2017 City Council Work Plan

29. San Francisquito Creek Upstream of 101 Flood

Protection Project

New or Existing Lead Department

Existing Public Works

Project Description

Street bridge.

The San Francisquito Creek Joint Powers Authority is pursuing a potential project to provide
flood protection, ecosystem restoration and recretion upstream of Highway 101. The project is
being designed to protect communities from a flood event similar to the one that occurred in
1998. One potential component, could include modifications to the Pope Street/Chaucer

Key Milestones

Key milestones of 2017 are anticipated to include tracking the project, attending public
meetings, and preparing comments on the draft environmental impact report, which is
currently targeted for release in September 2017 for a 60-day review period.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

N/A

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

Yes
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Important |

30. Nealon Park Sports Field Sod and Irrigation System
Replacement

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The project will consist of removing the existing sod, adjusting the irrigation system and
installing new sod. The existing field, dating from 2002, has had to annually be patched with
new sod due to wear which has created irregular grades in the field. The project will also add
a new booster pump to increase the water pressure at Nealon Softball field so that the
irrigation system has full coverage.

Key Milestones
The completion of the project is targetted for 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

31. Gatehouse Fence Replacement

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

Portions of the existing Gatehouse fence along Ravenswood Avenue are rotting and in need
of repair. Given the historic nature of the adjacent Gatehouse, great care is needed in
replacing the fence.

Key Milestones
The milestone for 2017 is preparing the design details and going out to bid.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No
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32. Facilities Maintenance Master Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project will create an asset management system for preserving existing City facilities in
order to pursue proactive, preventative maintenance instead of reacting to failures of building
components, which often necessitates more expensive emergency repairs.

Key Milestones
The milestone for 2017 would be the selection of a consultant to prepare the report.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Services Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

33. Reservoir Reroof and Mixers

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

The project involves re-constructing the roof of one of two water reservoirs serving the Menlo
Park Municipal Water District customers. The project also consists of installing two
submersible mixers in each of reservoirs to maximize turnover of the water and maintain the
quality of the water in the tanks.

Key Milestones
The project is going out to bid and scheduled to be completed in 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A No
Funding source State Mandate

Water No
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Furthering efficiency in city service delivery models.
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Extremely Important

34. Complete Streets Commission Pilot

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

The project would involve the consolidation of the Bicycle Commission and Transportation
Commission on a trial basis (pilot) into a Complete Streets Commission. The City is
embarking on a major effort over the next 18 months to prepare a Transportation Master
Plan. In order to ensure a successful process, the consolidation of the Bicycle Commission
and Transportation Commission would be a helpful tool in creating efficiencies by channeling
efforts to a single commission that can be a conduit for the outreach to the community on
transportation issues. The Combined Commission would be comprised of the 10 members
that are currently on the commission and are eligible for reappointment as of May 2017 and
the pilot would run through April 2018 with the next round of annual appointments.

Key Milestones

The anticipated milestones for 2017 would include establishing the mission/charge for the
Commission, updating the Commissions/Committees Policies and Procedures and Roles and
Responsibilities by March, and consolidating the Commission meetings as of May 2017.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
City Clerk, City Attorney Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

35



2017 City Council Work Plan

35. Complete an updated cost allocation plan, user fee
study for non-utility operations, and cost recovery models
for services

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Administrative Services

Project Description

The user fee study and cost allocation plan will establish the maximum defensible fees that
the City may charge for services provide to the public. Once complete, staff will present the
study as well as a recommendation to City Council in accordance with the City Council's
adopted cost recovery plan.

The City has selected the vendor to complete the study and staff is currently working to
finalize the professional services agreement.

Key Milestones
The City Council will receive the report in May/June 2017 and any fee changes approved by
the City Council will go into effect approximately 60 days following final City Council action.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, Community Services, Police, Public Works, No
Community Development, Library, City Manager’s Office, City

Attorney
Funding source State Mandate
General Fund Yes
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36. City Hall Remodel Project

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The project consists of remodeling the 1st and 2nd floors of the Administration Building to
create efficiencies and accommodate additional staff. This requires re-designing the 1st and
2nd floors of the Administration Building to improve existing work stations and increase the
number of work stations.

Key Milestones
Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include completion of construction.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, Community Development No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

37. Complete a fee study for solid waste services

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description
Review and revise solid waste rate structure to reflect current case law, service needs, and
revenue requirements

Key Milestones
The fee study will be completed.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Administrative Services, City Attorney No
Funding source State Mandate

Solid waste fund No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Very Imp

ortant

38. Information Technology Master Plan implementation

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Administrative Services

Project Description

In 2017, the Administrative Services Department staff will work with user departments to
coordinate delivery of the multi-year Information Technology Master Plan.

Key Milestones

August and January.

1. Recruit new staff and contractors to implement the ITMP recommended wireless
network, network redesign, core switch replacement, virtual server migration, and
storage area network upgrades.

2. Establish an 2017-18 ITMP implementation team comprised of existing staff and other
outside consultants as necessary; identify backfill resources as necessary.

3. Launch implementation of the application upgrades as determined by resources
available (e.g. budget, available staff capacity, etc.).

4. Provide project updates to the City Council on the ITMP implementation project in

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

ALL

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

IT Capital Fund

No
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39. Development of a Citywide Communications Program

New or Existing Lead Department

Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description

Develop, fund and staff a comprehensive and modern communications program with the
primary goal of communicating City matters to the public. This effort might be through the

use of news media, social media and other communications tools.

Key Milestones

Hire a consultant, Develop a plan, Fund the plan.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Administrative Services, Community Development, Community

Services, Library, Police, Public Works

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

Primarily General Fund and other funds
where allowable.

No
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Important

40. Organizational study for Public Works maintenance

services
New or Existing Lead Department
Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description

The organization study will review the current maintenance processes, document their current
form and propose improvements. The review process will use industry standard practices as
appropriate to provide a better understanding of how the current processes could be
improved. The review will incorporate other studies that have been completing or are in
process such as the Water System Master Plan to provide data for the review. The review will
include all the maintenance functions performed by the City.

Key Milestones

The study will be completed.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Public Works

No

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

No
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41. Organizational study for Development Services

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing City Manager's Office

Project Description

The organization study will review the current development review process, document its
current form and propose improvements. The review process will use industry standard
practices as appropriate to provide a better understanding of how the current process could
be improved. The review will include the functions in planning, building, transportation and
engineering.

Key Milestones
Consultant will be selected, background and review will commence.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
City Manager's Office, Community Development, Public Works, City Yes
Attorney

Funding source State Mandate
General Fund No

42. Community Services Strategic Plan Implementation

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Community Services

Project Description

In 2016, the Community Services Department completed a 5-year strategic plan designed to support
increased participation and program cost-recovery goals while implementing needs assessments to
guide future department services.

Key Milestones

2017 milestones include: Complete a community needs analysis determining need for after
school programs including age groups, services, partnerships and efficiencies to meet
changing community needs; Complete a community needs analysis determining opportunities
for new/additional programs expanding participation at Onetta Harris Community Center,
Senior Center and Belle Haven Youth Center.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A No
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No

41



43. Federal and State Lobbying Initiative

2017 City Council Work Plan

New or Existing

Lead Department

New

City Manager's Office

Project Description

Washington, DC.

As the City's need for large scale regional infrastructure improvements particularly in the area
of transportation/transit, the City needs a consistent voice in Sacramento as well as in

Key Milestones

Develop legislative platform, and hire lobbyist.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Public Works

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

funds as allowable.

Primarily General Fund and other restricted No
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Improving Menlo Park’s multimodal transportation system to
move people and goods through Menlo Park more efficiently.
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| Extremely Important

44. Haven Avenue Streetscape Improvement

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The Haven Avenue Streetscape Project will provide new bicycle and pedestrian facilities to
Haven Avenue, connecting Menlo Park, San Mateo County and Redwood City residents and
employees. The project area includes Haven Avenue, between Marsh Road and the San
Mateo County border (where the existing bicycle lanes terminate). It provides a direct
connection to the San Francisco Bay Trail, and will function as an interim gap closure of the
Bay Trail between Bedwell-Bayfront Park and Seaport Avenue, better serving both commute
and recreational needs.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include 1) completing the work in the City right-of-
way (between the San Mateo County line and the bridge over the Atherton Channel) following
completion of the Anton Menlo apartments and 2) obtaining an encroachment permit for work
within Caltrans right-of-way.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
N/A Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Measure A Grant/TIF/Developer Yes
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45. Willow/101 Interchange

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

Reconstruction of the US 101/Willow Interchange is anticipated to begin in early 2017 and
last approximately 2 years. Caltrans will lead construction efforts. City role will be to support
the project through construction by assisting with communication efforts on construction
impacts, traffic controls, and detours; provide local coordination, required permit review for
local street impacts; and provide inspection of construction within City right-of-way.

Key Milestones
Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include responding to ongoing construction issues
as they arise. The schedule for this project is dependent on an outside agency.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development, Police, City Manager’s Office Yes
Funding source State Mandate

TA for Construction/General Fund for Staff Yes

Time
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46. Transportation Master Plan

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The ConnectMenlo Circulation Element includes a number of forthcoming transportation-
related programs, including those to encourage multi-modal transportation, provide
opportunities for active transportation to encourage health and wellness, minimize cut-through
traffic on residential streets, and consider changes to the transportation impact metrics the
City uses to evaluate development proposals. The highest priority transportation-related
program is the development of a Transportation Master Plan and updates to the
Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) program.

Transportation challenges, including multi-modal safety, traffic congestion, neighborhood
quality of life, and regional coordination are significant concerns to the City of Menlo Park. A
Transportation Master Plan would provide a bridge between the policy framework adopted
within the Circulation Element and project-level efforts to modify the transportation network
within Menlo Park. Broadly, it provides the ability to identify appropriate projects to enhance
the transportation network, conduct community engagement to ensure such projects meet the
communities’ goals and values, and prioritize projects based on need for implementation. The
Transportation Master Plan, when completed, would provide a detailed vision, set goals and
performance metrics for network performance, and outline an implementation strategy for
both improvements to be implemented locally and for local contributions towards regional
improvements. Following development of the Master Plan, the TIF program update would
provide a mechanism to modernize the City’s fee program to collect funds towards
construction of the improvements identified and prioritized in the Master Plan.

The Transportation Master Plan, however, is not designed to identify project-level, specific
solutions to individual neighborhood cut-through traffic concerns, specific Safe Routes to
School infrastructure plans, or provide detailed engineering designs of the improvements that
will be identified in the Plan. These efforts would be prioritized in the Plan for future work
efforts.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated to be completed in 2017 include finalizing scope of work,
awarding a consultant contract, initiating community engagement, and developing draft list of
projects for consideration.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
City Manager's Office, Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No
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47. Transit Improvements

2017 City Council Work Plan

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Public Works

Project Description

The purpose of this project is to support development of transit options and improvements in
Menlo Park. Opportunities to be evaluated and prioritized include: enhancements to the
existing shuttle program, coordination with SamTrans’ current and future fixed-route service
options, a transportation management association for the downtown and/or M2 areas, and
bus stop amenities in Menlo Park.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include beginning service for revised shuttle
routes, initiating Transportation Management Association (TMA) study, and installing new bus
stop amenities (new, redesigned signs and shelters in Belle Haven).

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Community Development, City Manager’

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

TIF

No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

48. Chilco Street Scape and Sidewalk Installation

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

This project will involve engineering design and construction of landscaping, sidewalks, and
bicycle facility improvements as identified during the Belle Haven Visioning/Implementation
Plans and Connect Menlo General Plan Update process. The project would include
landscaping, lighting, signing/striping modifications, and pedestrian and bicycle facility
improvements. The current funding shown for this project is anticipated to provide staff time
for design support, and is funded from a contribution by the Sobrato Organization provided
during the approvals of the Commonwealth Corporate Center Project. Construction of the
improvements would be completed by Facebook, as required within the Development
Agreement for the Facebook Campus Expansion Project.

Key Milestones
Key milestones for 2017 include finalizing the concept plans for all phases, final design plans
for Phases 3a, 3b, and 4a, and beginning construction of Phases 3a and 3b.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Developer No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

| Very Important |

49. High Speed Rail Coordination & Environmental Review

New or Existing Lead Department
Existing Public Works

Project Description

The California High Speed Rail Bay Area to Central Valley route is being planned along the
existing Caltrain tracks through the City of Menlo Park. This project involves City staff
coordination with the Peninsula Cities Coalition, neighboring jurisdictions, the High Speed
Rail Authority and elected officials to protect the City’s interests during the planning and
implementation stages of the California High Speed Rail project. Funding will be used for
technical expertise and consulting support.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 include authorization of a reimbursement agreement with the High
Speed Rail Authority and participating in expected environmental review milestones for the
San Francisco-San Jose project section.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development, City Manager's Office, City Attorney Yes
(Outside Counsel)

Funding source State Mandate
General Fund Yes
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2017 City Council Work Plan

50. Oak Grove, University, Crane Bicycle Improvement

Project
New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project would construct the approved one-year pilot of the Oak Grove, University, Crane

Bicycle Improvement Project.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include finalizing design plans, awarding a
construction contract, construction, finalizing trial metrics to be evaluated, and collecting

before and after data.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

N/A

No

Funding source

State Mandate

General Fund

No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

51. Ravenswood Avenue/Caltrain Grade Separation Study

New or Existing Lead Department

Existing Public Works

Project Description

The existing Ravenswood Avenue at-grade crossing of Caltrain is a critical rail crossing within
the Menlo Park corridor. This crossing is within the Menlo Park El Camino Real/Downtown
Specific Plan Area, and falls within the City's Priority Development Area. The proposed
project, the Ravenswood Avenue Grade Separation Project Study Report (PSR), would
expand on the 2003-2004 Grade Separation Studies prepared by BKF Engineers on behalf of
the City, and complete an in depth study of alternatives for the Ravenswood Avenue crossing.
The prior study identified six alternatives for Ravenswood Avenue; however, no alternative
has been recommended as a preferred alternative. This PSR would refine the preliminary
concepts identified in the prior study in order to develop design concepts and gain community

consensus around a preferred alternative.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include completion of the final PSR and
identification of a preferred alternative for grade separation at Ravenswood Avenue.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

Community Development, City Manager's Office, Library, Community

Services, Police

No

Funding source

State Mandate

Measure A Grant

No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

52. Willows Neighborhood Complete Streets

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project expands the previously identified Laurel Upper School Safe Routes to School
Plan to also address cut-through traffic concerns in the Willows neighborhood as directed by
the City Council on February 28, 2017. The scope of the project is anticipated to include Safe
Routes to Schools improvements to the Laurel Upper School enroliment area (extending
across Willow Road) to facilitate travel by students to the school site, as well as cut-through
traffic analysis in the Willows neighborhood (generally bounded by Woodland Avenue, Willow
Road, US 101 and University Avenue). It is expected that the potential improvements
identified in this study would benefit students traveling to other nearby schools including
Willow Oaks Elementary, the Alto International School and Menlo-Atherton High School due
to their proximities to the study area.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated in 2017 include hosting an initial community meeting in Spring
2017 to share the history of the project, developing a scope of work, and awarding a
consultant contract to conduct the study.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Police Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

53. Initiate Citywide Safe Routes to School Program

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This work effort would initiate the creation of a new program to promote the 6Es of Safe
Routes to School for all schools serving Menlo Park: Evaluation, Engineering, Education,
Encouragement, Enforcement, and Equity.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated for 2017 include identifying a staff person to lead this effort,
making contact with each school within the five public school districts serving Menlo Park,
convening a quarterly stakeholder meeting (starting in Q4) with representatives of each
school and other relevant groups to be identified, identify a prioritized list and schedule for
Safe Routes infrastructure plans for each school, and potentially hiring a consultant to
develop a recommended program approach to implement a comprehensive, future Safe
Routes to Schools program.

To accomplish this work, staff would need to complete the reorganization of the Bicycle and
Transportation Commissions to a Complete Streets Commission no later than May 2017;
other internal staff assignments may need to be shifted to accomplish this item.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Police, City Manager’s Office Yes
Funding source State Mandate

General Fund No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

54. Middle Avenue Caltrain Crossing Study

New or Existing Lead Department
New Public Works

Project Description

This project will provide a grade separated crossing through the Caltrain railway to create a
pedestrian and bicycle connection and bridge the gap between east and west Menlo Park.
The crossing will be located near Middle Avenue, connecting Alma Street near Burgess Park
to EI Camino Real at the proposed open space plaza as identified in the EI Camino
Real/Downtown Specific Plan. This crossing would improve connectivity for neighborhoods on
both sides of the Caltrain tracks with city amenities, schools and access to public transit and
downtown Menlo Park. The project would expand on the undercrossing study completed in
fiscal year 2007-08 where the preferred Middle Avenue crossing location was selected. This
project would develop preliminary design alternatives, seek community feedback around a
preferred alternative and complete environmental clearance.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated in 2017 include awarding a consultant contract, conducting
community engagement on potential alternatives, and developing preliminary designs for
potential alternatives.

Other department involvement Multi-Year
Community Development Yes
Funding source State Mandate

Measure A/TIF No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

Impor

tant

55. El Camino Real Corridor Study

New or Existing

Lead Department

Existing

Public Works

Project Description

This project consists of a traffic study to determine the level of service at the intersections on
El Camino Real when a bicycle lane or a third through lane is added for both the northbound
and southbound directions between Encinal Avenue and Live Oak. The study also evaluated
impacts of removing the on-street parking on EI Camino Real, business (parking) effects,

safety and aesthetics.

Key Milestones

Key milestones for 2017 are anticipated to include submitting encroachment permit
applications to Caltrans for the east-west crossing improvements and completing the
additional analysis requested by the City Council for northbound traffic conditions.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

N/A

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

Measure A

No
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2017 City Council Work Plan

56. Middlefield Rd/Ravenswood and Ringwood Avenues

Traffic Signals Modification

New or Existing

Lead Department

New

Public Works

Project Description

This project would modify the existing traffic signals on Middlefield Road at Ravenswood
Avenue and Ringwood Avenue to improve bicycle and pedestrian safety and accessibility. A
new traffic signal phase and signal equipment will be added to allow Menlo-Atherton High
School students to cross Middlefield Road at Ravenswood Avenue to proceed directly west
onto Ravenswood Avenue. This project would also evaluate the potential removal of the
triangular median island on the southwest corner of Middlefield Road/Ravenswood Avenue.

Key Milestones

Key milestones anticipated for 2017 include finalizing scope of planned improvements.

Other department involvement

Multi-Year

N/A

Yes

Funding source

State Mandate

TIF

No
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