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SECTION 2.
0 LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS, BUSINESSES

AND INDIVIDUALS WHO RECEIVED THE DRAFT EIR

Copies of the Draft EIR were sent to the following agencies, organizations, businesses, and

individuals:

Agencies

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

California Department of Fish and Game, Region 3

California Department of Housing and Community Development
California Department of Parks and Recreation

California Department of Toxic Substances Control

California Department of Transportation, District 4

California Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics

California Department of Water Resources

California Highway Patrol

California Resources Agency
City of San Jose, Planning Department
City of San Jose, Public Works Department
City of Santa Clara, Engineering Department
City of Sunnyvale, Planning Department
City of Sunnyvale, Public Works Department
County of Santa Clara, Planning Department
County of Santa Clara, Roads and Airport Department
Native American Heritage Commission

Office of Historic Preservation

Regional Water Quality Control Board. Region 2

Santa Clara County Fire

Santa Clara County Water District

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Organizations, Businesses, and Individuals

California Water Service Company
Cupertino Sanitary District

Cupertino Union School District

Fremont Union High School District

Los Alto Garbage Company
Morrison ~ Forester, LLP

Pacific Gas 8c Electric

City of Cupertino 2 Final EIR
Main Street Cupertino Project December 2008
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SECTION 4.
0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE

DRAFT EIR

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088, this document includes written responses to

comments received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR. This section includes all of the
comments contained in the letters/

emails received to date on the Draft EIR, and responses to those
comments. The comments are organized under headings containing the source of the letter and its
date. The letters have been grouped into the following categories.

Federal and State Agencies
Regional and Local Agencies
Organizations, Businesses, and Individuals

The specific comments have been copied from the letters and presented as "Comment" with its

response directly following. Copies of the actual letters and emails received, and any attachments to

those letters or emails, are found in their entirety in Appendix A of this Final EIR.

City of Cupertino 4 Final EIR
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Res oases to Corntnents Received on the Draft EIR

Section
4.
0 P

ONSES TO COMMENT LETTER # 
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Pass-
by

meat
2.
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Com
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ro osed p J
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Section 4.
0 -Responses to Comments Received on the Draft EIR

In this case, the project does not include a design feature that would cause a hazard and would not

create a new hazard. Field observations show that traffic on
I-
280 northbound off-

ramp at Lawrence

Expressway queues to the mainline intermittently during the PM peak hour under existing conditions.
This queue extends periodically into the auxiliary travel lane that extends between Lawrence

Expressway and Saratoga Avenue. The additional traffic from the proposed project will likely
increase queues on this ramp, but would not likely result in a new hazard. For this reason, the
additional queuing caused by the proposed project is considered an operational issue rather than an

environmental issue.

The City of Cupertino will work with Caltrans to improve traffic operations near the ramps under its

jurisdiction. Improvements may include items from the immediate action list, such as signal timing
and synchronization to improve traffic flow at ramp intersections.

letter dated 11 /24108)

Comment 2.
5: Traffic Forecasting. Transportation Impact Analysis, page 31, Table 8, Trip

Generation Estimates: For the same location and the same kind of land use, the same trip generation
should be applied.

Response
2.
5: Refer to Response

2.
2 above.

Comment 2.
2: Community Planning. Significant impacts should be reduced even if they can not be

fully mitigated. Given the fact that the proposed project will generate over 100 trips during AM and
PM peak hours (622 inbound and outbound in the AM peak hour and I ,264 inbound aild outbound

during PM peak hours for Scheme 1 and 583 inbound and outbound in the AM peak hour and 1,
036

inbound and outbound during PM peak hours for Scheme 2) (p. 53-
54), and segments ofI-280 in the

project area are already operating at an unacceptable level of service (p. 60-
61), the Department

recommends instituting a Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Program in which future

employees at the project site can receive transit passes at a reduced rate in lieu of free parking to

encourage alternate forms of transportation, providing bike lockers and showers for future employees
that choose to bike to work, and reducing the parking requirements. Also, according to Impact
TRAN-
5 (p. 3). "Implementation of Scheme l would significantly impact seven segments on

Interstate (I)-280 and implementation of Scheme 2 would significantly impact six segments onI-2,80
during one of the peak hours." This is considered a Significant and Unavoidable Impact.

Response
2.
2: The above comment suggests that significant traffic impacts, including those

identified in the Draft EIR on
I-
280 freeway segments, should be mitigated via implementation of

TDM program that promotes
automobile-
alternative modes of transportation such as transit and

bicycle use, even if those mitigation measures would not reduce the impact to a less than significant
impact.

As stated in Section 2.
1 Transportation in the Draft EIR (page 67), the project would be _

conditioned to implement mitigation measure MM TRAN - 5.
1 which requires the project to include

programs or facilities delineated in the "Immediate Implementation Action List" of the Draft

Countywide Deficiency Plan (CDP} to the satisfaction of the Director of Community Development.
Measures from the list that are appropriate for this project may include providing pedestrian facility
improvements; bus stop improvements, HOV parking preference program, bike facilities, and a

pedestrian circulation system. These measures aim to reduce vehicle trips and promote automobile-
alternative modes of transportation. As noted in the Draft EIR, implementation of these measures

would reduce impacts on freeway segments but not to a less than significant level. -

City of Cupertino 7 Final EIR
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Section 4.
0 -Responses to

Comtnet~
ts Received ot~ the Draft EIR

Comment 7.
3: Also, Apple is uniquely positioned to qualify for a substantial portion of the City'

s

retained pool of 150,
000 sq. ft. of Existing Major Company Expansion allocations. As a result, it

makes sense to assume the New Campus will be built out at a reasonable amount in excess of the

existing development on the New Campus Site. It well may be the case that these assumptions were

already factored into the DFEIR analysis, and this request to list Apple'
s future campus as a

cumulative project will not change the DFEIR'
s cumulative analysis.

Response
7.
3: Refer to Response

7.
1 above.

Comment 7.
4: The Main Street DFEIR Does Not Adequately Address the Adverse Consequences

Related to Transferring Office Development Allocations From the City'
s Employment Centers.

As background, the Cupertino General Plan (2000-
2020) established a Community Development

framework directing various uses to particular Special Centers, such as Commercial Centers or

Employment Centers. The General Plan further identifies "Development Allocations" for the City'
s

commercial, office, hotel and residential build out. Apple'
s IL Campus is within the N. De Anza

Boulevard Employment Center and the New Campus Site is within the Vallco Park North

employment Center. The Main Street Project site is located within the Vallco Park South area, which

is a designated "Commercial Center."

The following are our primary concerns with the manner in which the DFEIR addresses this Office

Development Allocation and redistribution issue:

First, the DFEIR correctly acknowledges that Cupertino'
s General Plan allocates no new office

space for the Vallco Park South Commercial Center. (DFEIR at p. 
113-
114.) Nevertheless, the

Main Street project Scheme 1 proposes
100,
000 sq. ft. of gross Office Development Allocations,

and Scheme 2 proposes to absorb 205,
000 sq. ft. of gross Office Development Allocations. At

the same time, the DFEIR affirms that the project proponent did not apply for a General Plan

Amendment or any other legislative act to .add office space allocations to the Vallco Park South

Commercial Center. Instead, in order to satisfy CEQA consistency requirements, the DFEIR

attempts to reconcile this apparent general plan inconsistency by concluding that transferring an

Office Development Allocation of100,
000-
205,
000 sq. ft. from an Employment Center to a

Commercial Center is "insignificant". (DFEIR at p. 114.} To support this conclusion, the DFEIR

cites Cupertino General Plan Policy2-
20, which allows some flexibility for assigning allocations

to geographic areas "if necessary and if no significant environmental impacts, particularly traffic,
are identified." The DFEIR then acknowledges that there are significant traffic impacts resulting
from the project, but states that "These transportation impacts would not be unique to this

location". DFEIR at page 114.

We respect that cities have latitude to construe their general plans. However, this particular
explanation and approach cannot withstand minimal scrutiny, since numerous significant traffic and

other project impacts are identified. In fact, the DFEIR Table6.
0-1 checklist undercuts this _

consistency conclusion by acknowledging that the project is only "somewhat" consistent with the
City'
s General Plan Allocation policies. We believe that a transfer of Office Allocation in the size

proposed is inconsistent with the General Plan.

Response
7.
4: In general, the above comment suggests that the project is inconsistent with the

City'
s General Plan and would require an amendment to the City'

s General Plan to transfer office

space allocations in the Vallco Park South Commercial Center. The commenter contends that the

transfer of office allocations between the City'
s special centers is inconsistent with the General Plan.

City of Cupertino 20 Final EIR
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Section 4.
0 -Responses to Comments Received o» the Draft EIR

As stated in the Draft EIR, and as referenced in the above comment, the General Plan'
s Allocating

Development Potential Strategy: Flexible Allocations allows flexibility among the allocations

assigned to each geographic area (i.e., special center). Allocations may be redistributed form one

geographic area to another if necessary and if no significant environmental impacts, particularly
traffic, are identified. The City'

s General Plan allows for the reallocation of development
allocations. For this reason, no General Plan amendment is required to redistribute development
allocations.

As discussed on page 114 of the Draft EIR, as well as in Section 4.
9 of the Initial Study in Appendix

A of the Draft EIR, the project is generally consistent with the City'
s General Plan allocation policy

and strategies. The proposed office development (under either scheme) would require office

allocation from other special centers in the City and the project {under either scheme) would result in

significant transportation and air quality impacts. However, these impacts are not unique to the

project site location. The traffic and air quality impacts from the project occur due to existing and

background conditions. Development in a relatively wide area of Cupertino could result in traffic

and air quality impacts at the same location. In other words, if the proposed project were located in a

special center that had sufficient land use allocations, the same traffic and air quality impacts could

occur. For this reason, it was concluded in the Draft EIR (as well as the Initial Study in Appendix A

of the Draft EIR), that the project is generally consistent the City'
s Allocation policy and strategies.

Comment 7.
5: Further, the DFEIR does not identify from which Special Center the Office

Development Allocations will be transferred.

Response
7.
5: If the proposed project is approved, it is anticipated that the office development

allocations required for the project will be drawn from each special center {Monta Vista, North De

Anza Boulevard, Vallco Park North, Heart of the City) proportionate to the amount available in each

center. However, the City Council will make the decision as to how the allocations are distributed.

No office allocations would be taken from the Major Employers.

Comment 7.
6: From a CEQA standpoint, without this basic information, Apple and the City'

s

decision makers will not be able to ascertain the extent to which the proposed transfer will trigger
environmental impacts.

Response
7.
6: The Draft EIR analyzes the environmental impacts of the project, which include the

development of office uses
on-
site and require the transfer- of office allocations from other special

centers in the City. The City does not anticipate additional environmental impacts to those disclosed

in the Draft EIR from the transfer of office allocations for this project. Transferring allocations from

other areas of the City would reduce the amount of development that could occur in these areas. This

reduction of development potential could have economic effects for landowners in other areas,

however, this would not be an environmental impacts. The City Council has the ability to increase

allocations. Increasing allocations in the City would be independent of the proposed project.

Comment 7.
7: The clear intent of the General Plan was to support the growth of the Employment _

Centers by assigning the majority of the new Office Development Allocations to these centers.

When Cupertino'
s General Plan update was adopted in 2005, 94% of the newly created Office

Allocations were specifically assigned to the Employment Centers. In fact, the Commercial Centers,

including Vallco Park South, actually had Office allocations decreased by6,
675 sq. ft. in the current

General Plan. The DFEIR should highlight that, if Scheme 2 is adopted, only 53% of the Offce

Development Allocations designated in the General Plan would remain for the Emplo}~
ment Centers.
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Sectzon
4.
0 -Responses to Colr7ments

Recei>>
ed on the Draft EIR

Comment
7.
13: Apple Requests That the FEIR Provide Additional Aesthetic Analysis Concerning

the Proposed
5-
Story Parking Garage Facade Fronting on Vallco Parkway.

The northeast facade of the Main Street Project'
s

5-
story parking garage appears to be the dominant

visual feature on Vallco Parkway between North Tantau Avenue and Finch Avenue. Moreover,

directly in front of the proposed parking garage, Vallco Parkway angles northward, thereby

resenting the full length of the parking garage facade into the field of vision for drivers and

P -

pedestrians approaching from the east. This visual dominance is further emphasized by the propose

5-
stor garage height and by the minimal 25' setback of the garage facade from the street edge. We

Y
note that the other Main Street Project street setbacks are typically 35 .

A le is concerned that the DFEIR does not adequately address thefar-
reaching visual an

enderini sPp

impacts on the Vallco Parkway streetscape. We request that the FEIR Include elevations, r g

or massing studies enabling Apple to assess whether or not the garage'
s massing or facade treatments

are appropriate and will improve the visual environment, or detract from ~t.

Res onse
7.
13: The visual impacts of the proposed project are discussed in Section

4.
1 ofth~

hle
itial

P

Study prepared to focus the EIR (see Appendix A of the Draft EIR}. As stated on page 28 0

Initial Stud ,new landscaping, including trees, would be planted along Vallco Parkway for scree

isg

y

and to soften views of the development (including the proposed parking garage) from pub is stre

As stated on page 29 of the Initial Study, the final design of the project would be evaluated for

consistency with the City'
s standards as part of Design Review {Architectural and Site Approval)

rocess required for approval of the specific project design, if the project is approved. This review

p
considers the relationship of the proposed buildings with the surrounding land uses an streets,

com liance with adapted height limits, setbacks, architecture, and landscaping design guidel
undin

nd

P
the overall quality and compatibility of the building materials and architecture with t e surlo g

area.

A conceptual elevation of the proposed parking garage on Vallco Parkway, showing its design, is

roviding on the following page (see Conceptual Garage Elevation). Another figure is provided (see
P

Conceptual Garage Elevation with Landscaping) showing how the garage would look with t e

ro osed landscaping. As shown on the conceptual landscaping plan (Figure
1.
0-12 ofWia

Draft

p p

EIR), a double row of trees are proposed along the project site frontage on Vallco Par y

Comment
7.
14: Apple is concerned that the garage design not contribute to Vallco Parkway of ling

like a lifeless `'back alley," conflicting with the City'
s streetscape goals and policies. By way

example, the proposed parking garage appears inconsistent with Policy
2-
14, Strategy 3 of the

General Plan, as indicated on page 112 of the DFEIR: Building and Site Design Strategy 3: Park~
eg

Placement in New Development. Place parking out of sight, behind or underneath buildings

two development schemes propose a total of either 1,
520 or

1,
830 parking spaces, with the vast

majority, or
1,
100 of those spaces, in the5-

story parking garage fully visible above grade.

Res onse
7.
14: As discussed in on page 112 of the Draft EIR, the parking for the project (under

p
either scheme) would be providing in surface parking lots, above and below ground parking garages,

andon-
street. In both schemes, the proposed surface parking lots are located in the interior of the

site, shielded from view from Stevens Creek Boulevard and Vallco Parkway by proposed buildings.

Both ro'
ect schemes include

amulti-
story parking garage above ground along Vallco Parkway. The

P J

ro osed above parking garages in either scheme would have existing and proposed landscaping an

p p
architectural details that would soften the views of the parking garage. For these reasons, the project

is considered consistent with this strategy. See also Response
7.
13 above.
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Sectio» ~_ 0 - ResRor7ses to Comments Received of~ the Draft EIR

Comment 7.
15: Apple requests that the FEIR analyze whether a greater portion of the parking can

be sited below grade to make the project consistent with the City'
s General Plan Design Strategy 3.

At a minimum, please consider whether two of the five stories of the parking garage could be located
below grade. Below grade parking could extend beneath the retail component adjoining the garage,
and parking could also be located beneath the health club, similar to the office parking in Scheme Z.
It also may be possible to develop the northeast garage facade with a visually more attractive use to

avoid a "blank garage facade syndrome."

Response
7.
15: This comment is acknowledged and will be considered by the City Council when

making a decision regarding the proposed project.

Comment7.
16: We request that the FEIR consider the Main Street Project parking garage facade in

relation to the design treatment that was applied to the Stevens Creek Boulevard and Town Square
facades. At a minimum, we request the FEIR provide the following additional information regarding
the proposed 5 story garage (and an alternate garage that locates two of the garage'

s 5 levels below

grade):
Massing Studies (as viewed from the street level);
Rendered Elevations (similar to the other elevations submitted);
Facade Concept Drawing (similar to the other facade concept drawings submitted);
Rendered perspective looking at the northeast garage facade, viewed as one approaches from the

Vallco Parkway/
Tantau intersection;

Cross-
section through the proposed garage, perpendicular to its northeast facade, through Vallco

Parkway to the face of the Apple office building on the nol•
tl1 side of Vallco Parkway, showing the

proposed street edge and streetscape design.

Response
7.
16: The above comment requests additional visual renderings of the proposed parking

garage on Vallco Parkway in order to better assess the design of parking garage. Conceptual
elevations of the proposed parking garage on Vallco Parku~

a}~, showing its design and landscaping
are provided on pages 25 and 26 of this Final EIR. Also, refer to Response 7.

14 above.

Comment 7.
17: Apple Proposes That Areawide Landowners Join in a Vallco Parkway streetscape

Design Process, if a Single Streetscape Design is Intended for all of Vallco Parkway

The DFEIR indicates that the Main Street Project is consistent with the Design Guidelines proposed
by the South Vallco Master Plan for the Vallco Parkway streetscape. (DFEIR, p. 113.) Apple notes

that these Design Guidelines are very conceptual in nature and do not identify specific plantings,
signage, materials, street furniture or lighting. If the City intends for there to be a single.

streetscape

design for all of Vallco Parkway established by the Main Street Project, then Apple requests that the

City provide other Vallco Parkway landowners with the opportunity to provide input regarding
streetscape design, including the landscaping, signage, street furniture or lighting elements.

Response
7.
17: The above comment suggests that the streetscape design for Vallco Parkway be

decided upon with the input from Vallco Parkway landowners. In September 2008, the City adopted
the South Vallco Master Plan, which outlines policies for landscaping, design, pedestrian circulation,
vehicular circulation, land uses and services, and sustainability and energy efficiency. The planning
of the South Vallco Master Plan involved a number of outreach efforts to the property owners within
South Vallco, including.

Apple Inc.

As stated on page 29 of the Initial Study, the final design of the project would be evaluated for

consistency with the City'
s standards (including those outlined in the South Vallco Master Plan) as

City of Cupertino 27 Final EIR
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part of Design Review (Architec

the
ro'
ect is approved. This review considers the relationshdihe

f

ht limitsp,
protect design, if P J

in s with the surrounding streets and land uses, complianceoverd1puality ad compatibility of
build g

setbacks, architecture, and landscaping design guidelinalpnareae Through this Design Review

the building materials and architecture `'t'
ech a

e

licant and
stakeholders/
adjacent property owners to

process, the City will work with the prot PP
ermits for this protect, if

develop a detailed streetscape design prior to issuance oSection 5.
0 of this Final EIR).

approved (refer to the text revisions to the Draft EIR in

the Main Street Project proposes

Comment
7.
18: Sewer Capacity. For both developdmeen~

pl,epsand install two
new~
24-inch storm

to connect to existing utility (water, 
stoi-
im drain, an )

xistin Calabazas Creek culvert. Additionally, if a sanitary nwsewer Mines at or.

drain lines to the e g

rmines that the Main Street Project would exceed the capacrtp° sewer lines and connections
dete

downstream of the site, the Main Street Project would require arg

from
1-
280 to Pruneridge Avenue. The New Campus Sim

per litnen
downstream in Tantau Avenue

veen
I-
280 and Pruneridge Avenue and likely would also be eer~

oeobed Apple Campus,
the area bets

A le requests that the sanitary sewer flow test account f

t exostinrovacan Ppace.PP
or at least treat the site as fully occupied rather than re ec g

ent su ests that the future sanitary sewer flow test and asa~
ciated

Response
7.
18: The above comm gg le s new campus, or tie

im rovements for the project (if necessary) take into acc

tnand thepCupertino Sanitary District does
P

Apple'
s

existing vacant office space as occupca~ us (i e ,intensity of development proposed)
not have information regarding Apple s new p

o'
ected sewer flows from it can not be evaluated. According ~oithflo ~pnrt~ pipetherefore, the pr t

anitar District, the determination of pipe upsizing required iI bAasedeoWere to ubmit project plans
S y

and the increase in flaw caused by the project s

to te Main StreepProject completing its sewer flow

to the City and Cupertino Sanitary District prior

Cu ertino Sanitary District regarding required upsizing, iti~
ip°and

e

test and coordination with the p

ect ro onent can work together to fund and complete the required test g

Apple and the prof p p

improvements.
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n the :ìmmediate Imp of the Director o

delineated ~ plan (CDP) to the satisfaction ro riate for

wide Deficiency ~ sores from the list that are app p
bus stop

County meat. Nlea rovements,

Community Develop raviding pedestrian facility imp

include p ro tarn, bike facilities, m~ 
ement

this protect may ~
V arking preference p g

lion Demand M
assesa=improvements,

l-l ion ystem
and other Trans orb

1o ees.
circular future em la ees with tratut em

pedestrian
rov~
du1

M measures such as

is cle lockers and shove ~tso©
n freewayTD rovid~

n
b

Teduced rate and
these measures would redel ~

t~
pa

Implementation
of nificant lev

meats but not to a less than sig

seg

acts is participation
in the

final freeway imp raval; therefore, the

6ation measure for reg
has not received final app

to mitigate
olicy direction, t11e tniti~ The CDP aal authority ams

ff to VTA p re ared by the VTA.
According c Plan (CDP) p p

nteed since Cupertino does not have e~ 
ro ect must includeo ~c°~

Quara for a development p I
of the p t

Countywide Deficien y ~
ency CDP as part

im acts cannot be ~ 
the bead A~

Pending m lernentation Action Lislfi of
the Dra •

mitigation of freeway p
adoption of the CDP

nt level.
freeway impacts ~: Immed~

ate
I P

Final EIR

or facilities delineated in th
act cannot be reduced to a Tess than sag

ember
2~©
8

approval if the freeway soap
29

Dec

City of Cupertino
rAa;
n Street Cupertino Project



Section
S.
0 -- Revisions to the Texto~

the Draft EIR ~= ~

Page 6 and
67-
68 Revise the text in mitigation measure MM

TR,
A.N - 

7.
1 as follows:

r~~*
r~~ to determine

MM TRAN - 
7.
1: The applicant shall work with VTA; and the City,

the appropriate location of the existing bus stops at

Sad/
Tantau Avenue to

Boulevard/
Finch Avenue and Stevens Creek Boulev _,

ensure that existing bus service is not disrupted by the project (e.
g., 

addition

ofon-
street parking) along those areas. The project shall include a

22-
foot

curb lane for the existin bus sto sat Stevens Creek
Boulevard/
Finch

Avenue and Stevens Creek
Boulevard/
Tantau Avenue.

The
ro'
ect ro onent shall coordinate with the Cit and VTA on the final

landsca e fans on Stevens Creek Boulevard alon the
ro'
ect site frontage;

and coordinate with VTA to rovide bus shelters er
VTA'
s re uirements.

The bus stop at Vallco
Parkway/
Perimeter

Road shall be incorporated into ~ _ _

any designs for the roadway.

Page 6 and 68 Revise the text in avoidance measure AM TRAN - 
7.
2 as follows:

AM TRAN - 
7.
2: The City and applicant shall coordinate with ~a1 r ; ,~ Bay Aremine Qe

ality

raitrain and ~Ulana~
ement

Distr~
c~ ~~~~• ~rltrain clommuter shutle that currentl}~

appropriate change m route for theC_
a____

uses Finch Avenue as a
turn-
back along its route. it should be noted that the

route could easily be
re-
routed to Wolfe Road.

Pa e 7 and 69 Add the following text after the last sentence in mitigation measure MM

g
IRAN - 

9.
1:

The
ro'
ect ro onent shall consult the

VTA'
s Bic cle ~'echnical Guidelines when determining

appropriate bicycle parking sitin¢ and desl~
n.

Page 8 and 84 Delete the following mitigation measure:

Page 10 and 86 Revise the text in mitigation measure MM AIR - 
5.
2 as follows:

MM AIR - 
5.
2: The proposed project shall implement the following diesel exhaust control

measures during construction:
Diesel equipment standing idle for more

than ~e two minutes shall be turned off. This would include trucks

waiting to deliver or receive soil, aggregate, or other bulk materials.

Rotating drum concrete trucks could keep their engines running

30
Final EIR

City ofCupertino December 2048
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Section ~.0 -Revisions to the Text of the Draft EIR

Page 29 Insert the following text at the end of the paragraph under 1.
3.7 Plazas and

Landscaping in the Draft EIR:

In addition the~
roject proposes to preserve the existing Aleppo pine (tree # 1 l 3 on the pr•

o'eclt site

on Stevens Creek Boulevard.

Page 29 Revise the text in1.
3.
8.
1 Public Street Improvements as follows:

1.
3.
8.
1 Public StreetImp~~

ovements

The project (under both schemes) proposes to narrow Vallco Parkway along the project site frontage
from six lanes (three lanes in each direction) to two lanes {one lane in each direction) and- add angled
parking on the south side of Vallco Parkway along the project site frontage. ,

R~
i~~°~~At•

lY

n~~.~
n4'~° MNllt°!. ~' 

n~
1'° 
tr~
t~
1'
nn° ~n°° r.'~rn[

r°
n ~ n /~ nt~

f~ ~ ~ Q~
LVU[
V

V{.
l[UU[

V7I~

Page 32 Revised the text under 1.
3.10 Parking as follows:

1.
3.10 Parking

For Scheme 1, parking for the proposed uses (including the retail, office, hotel, athletic club, and

senior housing) would be provided in surface parking lots, in a
five-
level parking garage, and in one

two-
level below ground parking garage. Under Scher~~

e 1, a total of ~9-
1,523on-

site parking
spaces are proposed 09235 spaces in surface parking lots and -191,

288 spaces in parking
garages). Of the -1-

X91,523 parking spaces, X790 would be shared between the office, hotel, and
athletic club uses. A total of -1-

397
on-
sheet parking spaces are also proposed on ~*°~~°~~ ~'~°°'-

hret~
lewa~ Finch Avenue; and Vallco Parkway. Overall, Schejne 1 includes -1-~~

1,620on-
site and

on-
street parking spaces.

For Scheme 2, parking for the proposed uses would be provided in surface parking lots, in a four-
level parking garage located at grade, in one

two-
level below ground parking garage, in one

one-
level

below ground parking garage, and on
C*°~~°~~ rr°°'-'~°~~'°•~~
r~', Fincla Avenue; and Vallco Parkway.

Under Scheme 2, a total of -lX5391,
833

on-
site parking spaces are proposed 09235 spaces in surface

parking lots and -181.
598 spaces in parking garages). A total of -1-

3392
on-
street parking spaces

are proposed onc+°~~°~~ ~r°°'- ~°•~'°.,~,,,a, Finch Avenue; and Vallco Parkway. Overall, Scheme 2

includes -1;
961,925on-

site and on-
street parking spaces.

Page 32 Insert the following text before 1.
3.13 Cut and Fill:

As part of the project, the structural design of the buildinfgootings shall be desinged to -

accommodate future removal and/
or replacement of the concrete box culvert.

City of Cupertino 35 Final EIR
Main Street Cupertino Project December 2008



Sectio» ~.tl -Revisions to the Teat of the Di•
aft EIR _

Page 34 Insert the following text in Section 1.
5 Uses of the EIR after the last bullet

point:

Santa Clara Water District

Permit for activities or modifications within the District easement or fee right ofway or

affecting the District facilities

Page 62 Insert the following text before the impact statement for Impact TRAN -7:

VTA is currently developing a strategic plan for a bus rapid transit (BRT) that would run along
Stevens Creek Boulevard, i.e., the existing bus route

23/
future route 523 line. The City of

Cupertino'
s General Plan and VTA have also identified a potential transit station in the Vallco Aiea.

This BRT project is currently bein analyzed and no plans have been approved.

Page 62 Revise tl~e text under Parking Supply as follows:

Vehicular° Pa~•
king

Parking Supply

In Scheme 1, the project proposes -~~$
1,
523

on-
site parking spaces, including X9235 surface lot

spaces and -1-
X91,288 garage parking spaces. Most of the on-

site parking spaces (
1,
100) would be

located «~ithin a five-
story parking structure in the north-

central area of the site. The senior housing
building would include abelow-

grade
gat•
age

with ~-69188 spaces. The remaining spaces would be

surface parking within the site. In addition, the project proposes angled parking on the south side of

Vallco Parkway along the project site frontage 0497 spaces)
The total parking supply for

Scheme 1 would be -1~
5-
81.
620 parking spaces (

on-
site and on-

street) for Scheme 1.

In Scheme 2, the project proposes -
X81,
833

on-
site parking spaces. Most of the on-

site parking
spaces (~ ; 
I-
21,128) would be located withii3 a five-

story parking structure situated in the north-

central area of the site, similar to Scheme 1. A below-
grade garage under the office complex on the

easterly portion of the site would include X9282 spaces; a third structure under the senior housing
building would have4.

69188 spaces. The remaining
on-
site parking spaces 0235 spaces) would

be surface parking within the site, including the area surrounding the town square. In addition, the

project proposes angled parking on the south side of Vallco Parkway along the project site frontage
92 spaces) b

f~{-
4-
4--
s-
p~
c~s~. The total parking supply for Scheme 2 would be -1~

6~
1,
925 parking spaces

on-
site and on-

street) for Scheme 2.

City ofCupertino 36 Final EIR
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Sectio~
7 ~.0 - 

Rei~
isro»s to the Text ofthe Drab EIR

Page 63 Revise Table 2.
0-9and the paragraph below as follows:

Table2.
0-9

nT 1 ( 7. _~_. T.. L:
w ~L..

aumm

Ci Munici al Code

a ~ or rarKU- au ~

ITE

1.~~.
i.~a«~

ULI Proposed
Project
Scheme Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend Weekday Weekend

4n-
Site

parkin

1 1,
457

1,
435

1,
326

1,
266

1,
450

1,
312

1,
523

2 1,
434

1,
084

1,
521 938 1,

541 960 1~
5-
391,
833

Sources: City of Cupertino. City of Cupertino Municipal
c:
oge: 
t;
napter

ty. tuv rarrcrnbt~c~,wauv,-~, ~~~~.

Parking Generation (Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE), 3rd Edition); Trip Generation and Parking

Design Guidelines {TRC Engineers, 2007); Shared Parking (2nd Edition}, Urban Land Institute (ULI), 2005.

As discussed previously, Scheme 1 proposes
X291,
523

off-
street parking spaces plus -~97 on-

street parking spaces (along Vallco Parkway -~ C~°"°~'~ ~'"°°'''~""~°"""`~) and Scheme 2 proposes

491.
833 parking spaces plus -192 on-

street spaces. Based on the methodologies presented in

Table2.
0-9 above, both schemes provide sufficient parking when shared parking is considered.

Page 85 insert the following text before the last paragraph:

MM AIR 2 11 The project shall not include wood burning fireplaces or woodstoves in the

proposed senior residences or the hotel.

Page 8$ Insert the following footnote after the third sentence in the second paragraph:

Currently 78 hotel room allocations are immediately available in the South Vallco Park area. The

iemainin~ 686 hotel room allocations in the South Vallco Park area are earmarked for Cupertino

Square through a development agreement that is to expire in August 2009. These allocations_ ma

become available for the proposed Main Street Cupertino project after August 2009 To comply with

the existing General Plan the number of proposed hotel rooms could be reduced to 78, the project

a licant can ne otiate with Cu ei-
tino S care to release some of their earmarked hotel room

allocations or the City could convert
commercial/
retail square foot allocations to hotel room

allocations thiswas recently done with the approval of a hotel at the Oaks Shoppul~ center .

Page 89 Include the following text at the end of the last paragraph, before Table4.
0-1:

A_ pple Inc has informed the City that it plans to have a new campus north of the project site at the

southwest quadrant of Pruneridge Avenue and North Tantau Avenue. Apple Inc. is in the

preliminary staeg_
s
of,
planningthis new campus and no specific information has been provided to the

City (i e ,land uses proposed, square
footage/
intensity of development) For this reason there is not

enough information about this new cam us to include in the cumulative anal sis.
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Section
S.
D -Revisions to the Tea of the Draft EIR ~--

Page 91 Insert the following text at the end of Table 4.
0-1 as follows:

35. Fairfield 900 Kiely Boulevard 806 residential units

Deveio ment

Page 98 Revise the text in the table as follows:

Intersections
Peak Cumulative Cumulative

Hour w/
Scheme 1 w/

Sc/zente 2

3. Homestead Road and Lawrence Expressway -
City of Santa Clara/

CMP intersection
PM X X

8. Wolfe Road and Vallco Parkway -City of Cupertino PM X X
intersection

18. Stevens Creek Boulevard andI-280
ramps-
Calvert

Drive -City of Santa Clara intersection/
E~'A4~

1~'
A
M['.~/~~'
t 11 ll

P1VI X X

21. Lawrence Express~~~
ay and 1-

280 southbound ramps- AM
X X

Calvert Drive -City of San Jose/
CMP intersection PM

26. Bollinger Road-
Moorpark Avenue and Lawrence

pM X
Expressway -City of San Jose/

CMP intersection

Page 99 Revise the second paragraph as follows:

The cumulative impact at the intersection of Stevens Creek Boulevard/
1-280 southbound ramps-

Calvert Drive could be mitigated to a less than significant level with the addition of an eastbound
right-
turn overlap phase. This would consist of signal modifications, possibly including replacement
of the existing traffic signal, pole, and arm mast. This intersection is located within the City of Santa

Clara and ~-~C~
RTP~
1"
ILGr~GCt~ controlled and maintained by the City of Santa ClaraC-

etrnt~~-ems
The City has contacted the City of Santa Clara~~-

r~t~ about this impact and mitigation. The

City of Santa Clara does not require mitigation for cumulative impacts. For this reason, the project'
s

contribution to the cumulative impact at Stevens Creek Boulevard/
I-280 southbound ramps-

Calvert

Drive is significant and unavoidable.

Page 102 Revise the text of Impact
C-
AIR as follows:

Impact
C-
AIR -1: The project {under either scheme) would result in a cumulative impact on

regional air quality. Implementation of mitigation measures in Section 2.
2

Air Quality (MM AIR - 2.
1 through2.-

1-011) would reduce the project'
s

emissions but not to a less than significant level. {Significant and

Unavoidable Cumulative Impact)
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Section ~.0 -Revisions to the Text ofthe Draft EIR

Appendix A, page 8 Revise Table 3.
0-1 as follows:

Table3.
0-1

Summa of Develo ment Schemes

Pro osed Uses

Retail
Athletic

Office
Senior

Hotel Open Space
On-
Site

s~
Club

s~ Housing
rooms)

with a Public Parking
s~ units) Easement (ac) stalls

Scheme 1 150,
000

145,
000

100,
000 160 150 1.

63
1-~-
21,523

Scl~
erne 2 146,

500
205,
000 160 250 1.

63
1,
833

Note: sf = s ware footage, ac =acres

Appendix A, page 9 Replace Figure 3.
0-1 with Revised Figure

3.
0-1 on the following page.

Appendix A, page 13 Replace Figure
3.
0-5 with Revised Figure

3.
0-5 on the following page.

Appendix A, page 19 Insert the following text at the end of the paragraph under3.
2.7 Plazas and

Landscaping in the Initial Study (Appendix A of the Draft EIR):

In addition, the project proposes to preserve the existing Aleppo pine (tree #1131 on the project site
on Stevens Creek Boulevard.

Appendix A, page 22 Revise the text under3.
2.10 Parking as follows:

3.
2.10 Parking

For Scher~
7e 1, parking for the proposed uses (including the retail, office, hotel, athletic club, and

senior housing] would be provided in suc•
face parking lots, in a

five-
level parking garage, and in one

two-
level below ground parking garage. Under Scheme 1, a total of ~-;~9-

1,523on-
site parking

spaces are proposed (268235 spaces in surface parking lots and -X91,
288 spaces in parking

garages). Of the X281,
523 parking spaces, ~-

5-
3790 would be shared between the office, hotel, and

athletic club uses. A total of -13~
8~97on-

street parking spaces are also proposed on Stevens Creek

Boulevard, Finch Avenue, and Vallco Parkway. Overall, Schefr7e 1 includes -1-~
g1,620on-

site and
on-
street parking spaces.

For Scheme 2, parking for the proposed uses would be provided in surface parking lots, in a four-
level parking garage located at grade, in one

two-
level below ground parking garage, in one

one-
level

below ground parking garage, and on Stevens Creek Boulevard, Finch Avenue, and _Vallco Parkway.
Under Scheme 2, a totalof-

1-;
8281,
833

on-
site parking spaces are proposed (268235 spaces in surface

parking lots and -181,
598 spaces in parking garages). A total of4-

3-392on-
street parking spaces

are proposed on Stevens Creek Boulevard, Finch Avenue, and Vallco Parkway. Overall, Scheme 2
includes ~~r31,

833
on-
site and on-

street parking spaces.
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Type EIR Draft EIR

Description The Maln Street Cupertino project proposes two development schemes fior the 18.
7 acre project site.

The approval of the project would allow for development under one of these schemes. Scheme 1
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145,
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leat your ~

iuc.
T!

3e
PnerG'
Y

p~'
u:
s~
ntt

prOLIlU~ G&~° ~Guttrarts imP . ~ - " ' ..:-... .



Sent By: CALTRANS TRANSPORTATIQ PLANNING; 510 286 5560; 
Nov-
24-08 3:

24PM; Page
2/
4

1Vtr. Gat~'
Chat~ . ... , ' ' ' ' ~ . .

November 24, 
2flU~
1~ ~ . . • . ~ . '; ~ ..:. .. .

gage 2 ~ . • . ~ .. .. • ' • .. ~ .

promote
carpoo%
iri~g, br~~~
iiii~'
ahd•,
putii~
a~
c:•
transit'
uso;'please~ 

recioce•
parlcitig

f©
r
i~
eiail to '
1.
50-
2.
50

parking 5paccs.
per

1~{•
10..square ~eet•;(

s~f) 
and'
Foir

offi~
c~ to2.
00•
J.
Otiparking.spaces pear 1dD0 sf,

which is• thereco~~'
tettded.
air~
ourlt'
per.'"
I~.
efortrii~
ng.
P.
arking ~'

oliciesta'
SvpporC Sznert Growth," a• ,.

etroIx>
ti tan Transportation Commissi~

on• study funded by the Deparement.

Inaci.
dition,, 
rni~
tigeLio~
t'
measu~
s-
7.1 '

an~.
d.~
7.
2 (p. 3). state that the City of Cupertino

sh,
ul•1v~

ark with
the•
Depac~ment for Impact'

gRi~
l~
T7: "'I'bc

propi3s~
d

narro~
ving•of ~?'

ai~~
o parkway

and.
the• .

addition
of.
th~•
on~
stre~tfi~rki~

ng•
would~~impdctxhe'

existin,g bus stop at Vallco Parkway and . •

Perimeter Road:" ~4lthougti'~
t~iewe~

eireaurage.The City. to work. with'
tli~. Department, the , •

commuter shuttlesare'
fund~
d:
by.
tbe•,~~
y:
A~
xe~ 

Ar~'
Quality

ManageT~
ietltDistrict, Caltrain and

private employers,' and 'are operated ~,jr'Caltrain~.. Please make that carrectian. •

A.
1so, attached foryour~
i~
ferei-
ce~•
ar~.
icopi~
s.
ofcomments provi'

dei3.~spart'+
of

tli~~
eariy consultation • •

collaborative on theT~
raft:Traffzc Itiicpact•~

eport. ; • ' •

Should,
you
liave~
any'
que~#
i~
o~'
s'
regai~
di~
g~~
this•
t~~
ter,.~lease call Josd:

L.'
C~
1'veda of my

sta~'
f
at•(
51~0) •' ~'

286-
535. ~ . ~ ..

Sincerely, .. • . ,. .... . , . ... •

District Branch•
Cti•
i:
ef.• ,. ~':. , ~• .'.' ~.... .. ~ .. .

oc;
al Development - ~Iritex~

overtirt~
ent~.
l ~

evi~
vci ,. , • ~ .. .

Attachments: •. ' ~ ' ' • ~ . • ' " . ~~ • • ' ...

c; : ~ fateC~
I~
at-
i

nghc~
uye , .. .. . • .. .. .. • .

Ca~
ttrrxrim

tniprov~
s

m,
i~6itity across

Catifara'
ia~ • • • -



Sent By: CALTRANS TRANSPORTATZD PLANNING; 510 28G 5560; 
Nov-
24-OA 3:

24PM; Page
3/
4

f~,~,
TE OF
f,
ALt~'
O~
iN1(~-•*
R-
Ht.
1~
SS,'~~
i.
A.
t~
T~'
f~~
t`!'~~'
t~.~.~
NFt'
t~
fil')'
S~[
A'IG ,

4C~
i^
t~
1CY .. _ ARNiaLD 6CHW~

R~;
NE~
J.~,+~R. Q~;~~~

J.~

1~ ~~ ~~~~~~~~~
o. ~
ox.~~
ssa - .

O.,
A.
KL8~
II3ti GA 84528-

066fl ~ . '

PHU~
1~.~ (Fi10) K~~-

6.4y1 Flriyotirpaw~.
r!

FAX {510) 
286-
559 ~ - ~ Be. en~

r~,~y a
f~
ri~nt!

I°
TY 711 ' '

Qctober 21, 2008 ~ • . ' ' •~ , ' •

Nnu ~ zooB

SCL-
28Q-
8.
3'7

SCL280343

SClI2UU80820~$

Mr. Gary Chao ~ " ' - `~~.

City of Cupertino. ° • ~ ' . ' STATE OLEARIIVU HOUSE ~ s

I03tDQ TEm-
e••~:~-
em~
i~~ . • • . ,

Cupertino, CAA: • ~S~}
1~ • '' ' . ~ .. ~ .

DearI~r. Chao• .. ... ' . • ~ . .

IVI~
in Strect ~u~
e~
t~
o~~.
T~~~~
po~'~~~
tlo~~~~~
pe~~.~
A:~~
ys#s (TYA,) .. ~ .

Thank you forooi~~
iriuiz~.
g:.
xo..
ir~
clud~~
flfe•
Califoriii.~ Departmentof''

Tr~azrsportatian (Depa~
t°
triict~
tj in~ .. ,

the ~envircmrp~
nt~cir~vi~
ew'.
prgccs~
s'
far:
ilie••
proposcd•
proj~
cct. ~

T+
le have reviewed the TIC and~

h•ave
the following additya~

ial
CoXl~
Cil~
tiC~
s~'•Ct! •ti~~

er. '. .

E$~
i~
iway.'
iC~
pa~
re~
tfo~
is ; ....:. ~ .. , ; .... ...

L . ReFer to• tha• l̀~ina~•:
It~
pott'•,:`°'~
r~
n~
5portatii?
zi •Impact .A.

nalysis: (TIA)", dated Sept~
ri~ber' S, ~ '

2~
Q8~. •'

Pigur•~
s.7• tci•~

F?
i~~
iit~e~ ~1:
7'
Siudy'•~~
ifiezs'~urm #20:• Stevens. Creek boulevard. / 

Lat~
vrence .

Bxpressuray.~~
ltua~~
e'.
i.
tic~
Iiid~:.
th~'".
Interstate •(•

Y~-
280
l~
orthbound {

I~
B~ offramp" in the • . .

Tz~
a~ic• ~lolurrieDaba;'$•
1~:•:~
c~
nar~
s-~
of• the• TIC andrcl~

ated.:Level• cif' Sexvice Fables.: ,Plea'
se

incor~
arate••thsItilTti~~:
tic~
ni•
nt+
b'~
the~
ttnalyss•'
and subirut far our reviEw and comment. ~ • ". ~ •

2_ 'I'he~.
off=
ra~
n~
i.
appibacli~
s:~
o.•
ii~
t~
i~~
czi~
c~~
s.~#
6,.#~`7, #1$, #~Cl; 

aiid.~#'~'
t queue back anta the ~ , •

fr~
way

mdi~
niiine •

and.•.~
rrtp'
a~
ct~
I~
TB•'
ar~
d ~

oc~
thbound

I-
280. These impacts •rieed to be •.

mitigated. .

Should you haveany.
questic-
n~•
xe~
ai~
dinp

tliis'
Z:etter, please call rosyL.'

Olveda of my
sta~'
f.
3~
G, {

5'
10)' .• • •

2g6-
5S3S. .

Sincerely, ~ . ' ~ ~ .

Distri~
ctbt~
ancli•~}
iidf' . • •• • • • ~ • ' '. '

Local Developmcnt - ~ntez~;
c~~
vemi~
eiii~
t.~:
l~ •

I2evie~
v' ' .

bc: LCarboni! JOlvedal Fall:. '~wy•{
3~is~ . ile - Cron File . ~ ' • ... • ~ •

attiYisis' dmproattc.'~
Y[
n'
6ility aarnasC~

ltforni~" - ' .



Sent 8y: CALTRANS TRANSPORTATTO PLANNING; 5i~ 286 5560; 
Nov-
24-OS 3:

25PM; Page 4J4

57' ' s ' C1Fi ~`
lil:
I~'
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f2NCA;:~.
I3~
7~
IN.~
a`~.~
iTs#~~~~`
A'~
j~~::
C ;~IW :s ~

S.
x~~.
r'.
lY~::;~:-: .... _ . , . .. .

tQ ~. •.-. .. •. ... • .. ... ... .
I?
I-~(
3~
TE ~~

i1Q1:
E~
y'
2;-$%L9,:~:,' ........ .. .. .... .. .... , ... ...... ,. ..: :

T+°
lsxyv,,
c{
r';~
otU~
r.'~.. ., ..

FA~' ~~~ ' •~8~-~
5'fi6 ~ . ,. ~ . ' . .. :... : ;.?

3e_
en~
r~
y'~~
el7~$+~
nti • : ; :..

r .,. .. ...~..:: ...

f .... .. ..

t •.~. . '• .. .«' .. ,, ~ ,

A

HOUSE ... ..

t~~~
t~'
Tan~~:~;
v ~~'~

rCti~ Ri'
o''., ~'• ~;:

r. ...~ ... •• r: • .. ~ . .. .... .. ..
gj}
g:•• ~: .... ...

criu~~~...... '~tlie~ ....... .....ginr ~ t~•~'Tt~
ri~::'
ou~
for:~~
is~
lu~:~:'• :~~~~.:

al'
r~~
n~:~
1;~'' •~

z~
z~i~., .~'~~: ... ,}rJ~ ~•' ...

r;....
1 t~•'

e~
1'
T~
i:~~
arid'•
Yi~.~~
i ~tc~e~.~

r~'
v.:~;~
i~~ ~ilP~:::::.: , . .. , ..

4. ~' . ' • • •• •• . '. .. • .. .. •' ••... •

Jy~ ~;.

at ' Sd. a ..b.~ ~ I~e~ucti~•~•»ss' Uper. ,... ...._. ... . .
ii~` a~
es~.~:~h :~ice~:z ei~

erat~ r

foT:
tl~e ~::~.•..:G • ~;a' •:d;:'~~

iiid`:
is~
s'~:~:~~••~~
tie~~
r~; ~.. .,
l~~~~•~
tos'
1.'
r~'~~:•r~ ~ ..arn~''

r.. ' .. ..r~:'
t~
x~:...:
ar~• ~~eceiiriitr~~}~~

ti:~'~
s:'
saQ~~

1~
tdYt~~
ti~
l:'~:L~~• '~~t~
rt~~~~~
1~~`~
z~
i:~
iC~:.~
i:
t~~:,'~ y.~ .. .Y? ... .. .. ..

y.
r• ~•, ...

a ~,l mii~
r~fi~~: ~c~

urha~~:aYi:• ~;~es i ~~~~'•~
ari~
i;t~'• `~~ti~::

1:~~:r.',.~ .. .. .. Y: :~. ..
28;
x'=5~~~::, .. ... ..... .. .. '• :.. . • ......... ~ ::.: ..

Y•~:: • .. ........ ... .. 
r... ,.. .. .. .. ..

Y:;
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r~
ri~:
iviipr~
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s.'
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COMMENT LETTER 2

AA ~~~~=r~v

gyp, 
946~~-
O~Ei4

P'
I'iU~~: 
t~
lA) ~

zZ-
5~tf1

FAX {510) ~
gg~
hta9

7xi

o~
emUer

24, 
2~
3Q8

your powerF
Be energy ~
f~
csentl

SC~,..
2$4-$~~~
SC~,~
gQ3~-8
scxzooRO~
zr~~~

Gt~~
ry

CitaA

City of
Cupet~
ino

1(}~
QQ'~'orre ~~ve ~{~~~

Cupertin°, CA, ~-~ .

Dear !~- 
ChaoL ~;) ~~

itgVlTDi1~~~~
1

I~~
act

R~
eP+~rt ~~ . .

t
C~
i~
ey`
tln'n~ 

Dr~~
t ~ xent~ in

1Viain ~t~ ~~ tjon ~DeP
e'
t[
ae~
CaliforniaTyepa~-
rr'
ent

o~~~`
r."
ai~
s~o ..

o~ 
in~
clud ~ t. 

Vi~'
e

ha~
te'
revic•
vv'ed. 

tt~
e ~~~ 

anal: have

thank +~
a~
r

fox contimllrig r
ro Qsed proaec

envirun~~
eittal~ 

re~
rte~ ~~izocess. for the p ~

etas. 
to~
t~~rCex-

the following ~
cd~
nm .

g ~~ CserieratiQn ~:~stimates: Far the same

Trat`
fie

Forecast~~
n~ a ~ ~.~,, Table P a lied,

tation
Ixnp~
t ~,;

n,
aEy~
is,..
p ~ 

the same trip generation
r"
ato-
sl~°
u]d be FF ..

Transpox ~ ~ i.
s1d :cif ~.

aucl~
txse,

location and the saw ~ 

liven the fact that .

n~.
t~ ~'Xennin:~ - ten if they can nQt be

f~.
lly

mi-
tigatec~. 

b22 ixxhQUnd
ar~
d

Cvmrrtitx y • ~ a~~
dp'~ Peak hours {

i
nii'
icaut

ixnp~~
ets

shoL~
d~~~reduced ~ b during ak hours for

S g ~~ erate' cuter l 44 trig
Qsedp~
a~~ct

v~+
ill~: g ~ . 2+~~ inbound and outbound du ~ ~ ~~~ 

nd and
outbt~
und

the pri°
P ~; hour and. 1, eak

h©
ur.and ,

outbound
i-
n tie ~,M F ro ect area are

g~•
anbc~
i~
rid~
a-
nd~
r~~.
itbQ~zndit~

Ntl~e an segnnentS of~
I-
2.
34

in th ~r~
t
i~
econ~
n~
er~ds

Scheme 1 axed S3 5 ), ~
0 ~.
3,
3~.th~ DePartm

ak hours fob' 
S.
ch~
t`~
e-Z~ ~~~ to ees at

during'
QNT. Pe' table ~~,cve1 ~1 service {P• P~`

ogram~iu
w~
ch .

fu~
re

en~
g Y~

alxead3' 
operattng.~
t

ari urraccep ~~ ement~(
T~~~ arking to

ea~
c:
c~
nrage

rtation~
T~
eri~
id,~anag that

a. `~'
rans'
po . 

la ees -
instituCin~
g . , ~. ; ansit • ~ 

aa~
e~ rat a reduced rate ~ ls~,~

wer
fc~
r~#'utuxe emP Y . '-~'~

AN_
bike lockers an u

t~
3 Impact

pxoject side can
rec.
e~~e ~_ . i-

ti~
vidi~-
g ~ ~cardinbc~~

atx~a~~'}~ ..~ fe. 
uire~
ents: 

also,.. 
menu on #

titer~'
t~to

alternate forma of tsansP
t1~-~.. 

axT~
at-g '~ act. 

se~~
e~ ~~

ifieantly irnp ents
c~
r~ 

r~
280 during

vh©
ase

tc~ bike
tc~~
v-
t©
rlc,~~~;d.: Sc~~

me.~
f'
w°
til~
i~-
s~
i~n i~ ~Ctsix sow

5 {p- ~}~ 
4`~
mplementat~
on:
o~

attari of
Sclte~
e ~~ .

would ,sxgnif~
t and Uriav°

idabie ~

n'
pact.

280 and ~
Ple~
ruent pica ~ . .

eak sours:' ~u5 is
cc~
uside~d a Signs ~ : 

he
tnotoxi7;
ed

vehicle trip
one o~ th F

Sven
t1~
at

cansider,
v~
ri.
ous

measures forr~
d~ shydd be

feasii'
le, g .

Qf
Cu:~
rtin,v should. 

the arkiflg ~
clEi~
xeme bic clc and

trA~~
s~t

The City
xo ect

ged~
t~cin~: ~ p

such ds
the~•
exi~
tin~
g.. ~ 

y
ro ect• 

site•{
See

generation
rr©
m

the P ~ 
A ©~

atiUn and lanr~ uses, 
ment

ti}
tat ~

Vii~
l

So~.
Ye th ~~ BUY Soheme }

tlZere will be sufficient trartsg
ses 1 ~~~$~ ~iarkax~~ spat anal toet~

ciai; and xesiderrtyal .deve vF ~ 

e state
hi.$
h~+aY

acilities, and
o~
ftce~ ~ca~. 

4~.}}• 
T`
h° project •

P~
P° a~

t~ •
on t~h

4p} acid
z.{
1-~~ {~.. oxder t© reduce imp . 

arkiM~ €ox xctail to
1.~
Q-2.~~

figure
z.~
0-.. ~p~ aees:~~~

at`~Scheine z. ~ ~ ' 
lease xeduce .I~axkii~

g •~? and _ 
t~'
bli~ ~;

ra~
sit

c~
se,~p

artd
1.,
953 p bieyclin~

g ~ 
P dr~~

ta"' •

ate c• ooling, ~ n,
ues

mobiti~
y ~,

r:
rvue

caa~ .
TUI(
1C1C +~ 

r~~~
trans

irnp



Mr.. Gaty'
Ch~p . . .... . . ... ....' - ...... . ..

Novennber 24, 200$ ~ ~ ... ~ • ~ ...... ~ . ~ . ~ .

Page 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ .. • .. ~ ~ .

promote
carpaolir~
g; 

bicy~
Iin~g :s~
d:~
ti~
liC-
tr~
nsit.
u~
e, please

redutce~
p~
tk~
ng

1'
or retail to l .'S0~~.

5E~

par~
n~g spaces per 1000 sq~.

a~e fit (sf}.•
gnd fvrv~

ft'see to2.
00-
x,
00 parking, spaces per

IOOO.
sf, •

which i~s the recom~,
eti~~
d.~
riottnt

per."
P.
efc-
fng:
Farl~
ing

PolieiES:
to Support Smart Grovi~

th~" a

Metropolitan Transportati~
ir~ ~

Co~
ssion stztcly ~ndecl by the Depa:~

tme~t,

In addition, rnitig~
ati~tt

rriea~
ures-
7:
1~~ 

an~'
7.~ (p. 3~ state that the City..

o~fCupertino shall work with

theDep~.
rfirnent

1"
or inlp~

act. TRAIV?: '``'
Tl~
e :pre~~
i~ssed narrov~
i-ng ~of ~7.

a]lct~ Parkway and the ,
addition of tli~~ on~

4treet
p~
ar7cing

wou3~
d.ixnpact ~e existing hus •stop.•

at ~`sllco Parkway and,
Perixrze-
terRedd." Alt#

iougti~:tliewa•.
eiiet~~
t~
age~.'
The'
City to rvorlcwith~~

he•Departrnent, the

commuter shuttles are
fu»
ded~
by~
tl2e:~.
i}
y~~,rea .~:ix~

Qttality
It~
anage~
ment~
l]istrict, Caltrain and:

private employers, and are npertttetl ~y•
Caltrain. Please make that corF'

e<=tion. .

Also, attached: for your
ieferei~
tce ~ue.

co~ies ©f aoinrnents provided as :paxt~ ~il~ the earlycoz~
sult~tion

cql}
aborative on theT~

raft~~
T~
raf~
e.
Irrrpact~
lZepc~
rt: ~~ -

S.
hUnld

yvu•
have• 

a~•
ty

gitegtitii~~
a ~~
g~
r.'
dtl~-
this-letter, •pleasc call Jos~~

Y:-. ~Olveda of may
szlf'
f ~t •(~~10)

286-
SS35. . •

SITiCCrely, .. - ... ~ ..

LIrS~
A.
CARI3~
UN.1. .. , :. ~ -
iStriC'~ ~'r~IiCllChief - - .. ..

LoGat. Development 4. 
Inte~
gaveTii~
enita.
l~ ~

2,
eview - - -- .. ~ .

Attachments: ~ • - • • - ~ - ~ ~ - •-- .

c: State .C~
learir~ghouse ... .. - - .

CccZti~
a-
cx•~
pra-
veis•~
rceLi~a~~ a~

a-tiRa Garliforiaui° .. ~ .



p, C?. ~~~' C~• 99~
ti~
a..~
6~a

o~.~~~ ~ia~ ~`~.Z-~
4y~.

pc;
tuber ~~' 

2fl0$

ex ~'°. yci~~
tj

3e
ei~
er~x ~~`

gfl_
g.3~S~~~5~~~$

p34$SC~
Z~
gB~$
205$

Cha° ~ •CrtxrY
of
Cn-~
ert~ino

pity
e ,~~
ven~~
e00'~

o~r ~A ~~~~~upc~
tint~,

get
Annly~
f~ (,

T~.
1~~ artn~

ent~ ~~

flear fir. 
Charm ~ on ;~~ ~~

t,
atlon (~~
f'.

s~' 
eci th

I~ andhaver~~~,~~
po~
t~
tl ert of '~ e ~

ex~
Yxio4 We havo

view

nc~;
u~e fled p J

con~
n~t~ g •~ ~ ~ ~ 

ens for ~e -~~'°~

Thank ~°ta
f~
r~ v~.

e~'. ~'~~''` er. Se.
P~
i`
nbe~ 

5,
ntdf - ~. atedenwl~'~

m - ~nai
c~,
m'~`enfs ~ 

ofd

c acid~
tt sia ('~~~''~ ' 

La'
W~
e~
Ge

e f
ollow~
n~ pact

P-,
nal'~ ' ~ C;~

ee~. 

Bo~~~
e~aed ~n the

th ~,~,~ on Steven o~-
r'~.mP

era~
Qns .. ~, ~ ~"-~.

ransP'°~` ~~eL~.
i:~r~ ~2~' bound ~.~ 

e~ `~
a~
b~.eg' plea

ghw ~ the `~
i.~~
f~~eF° ~ Sluay ~~~ ,~ 2$

fl ~
or~~ ice

gef~~ ~.~ es ~, tc~ 
g~
i~,ure ~.'~ ~ k~

e «~

ntea~
state (`}'mod ~~a~

cd~yc~ ° eview and
comr•~,
cnt.

pp$. qtr ~Ze~~ ~
n~
lr~d~ ~ ~i:

os
of ehc T1Aan~ s,

ubn~t for o~ 
tie

presswa9=~.. . ~ ' :~,~,1 seen e~
ana~'~
s~,
s ~ 

back onto
olo~
e ;

paw, 
ation

it~
t`c~ tk~ ~-~ X21. queue

eed to bE
T~
affie ~ irifor~ #~ ~ ~~ l$ ° #2~ = acts n

iric~
rPUrate

the `~'~. ese imp

ap~
roaGhe~ Fact and` 

SQ`~
cn+~v~---- 51a?

Tt~~'~~~-
ra~t~, ~ imp jVeda a.~ ,~'~ stiaff at C .

ftecwa~' 1eas~ call ~as~ ~• {~
m~
ti~ated• this letter, P

an
g~
ostic~ns

Te~
ardin~

5~
a~~ you have Y

26_
5535

Sl~
cere~.y r

t - .

3(
J~- view

S ~. ~',~'' C~
ie~ ~

e~~
al ~

er' ~ Fc~'~~
h ~~e~

kcal ~ .. ~...~~ ,~` lc ~hron
Ft~
e

a ~~ ~

C?
1'~e~rt~

a ~
cstifar-
u~-A-L - .

KCa~~
an~ 

zmP~,
v~~ 

rr~~
ihe~i~ ~crves

a~
a



ATF, C}
F {:AI,~
FOR31tA.,,,,,.~
ti~
I.
TV~
SS_'
I'
ttA.~
T,~',•~.~~`~.
T1R~,.,~`;~~;~{~
U!~,~,
j~T~• =~1~

tG•Y~. _._...~}3,~~~•
Zt ~
f.;
HWAR7,
FiVFC~
ER.•~SS~~ r .. nR -

I~
EI~',.'~'
IVI~~(
T ~~' 

T~.
A~}`~~'~
1~~
ATT-~i~

t~
A.~~:,ANTJ, CA, ~
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COMMENT LETTER 3

Novelllber 24, 2008

Cary Cllao
Depal-
tment ofConlnlunity Development
City of Cupeltillo
103 UU To1Te Avenue
Cupel-
ti11o, CA 95014-

3255

SUbJeCt: Malll StreetC.
UpCrtI110

Pl'
O~eCt Draft Ellvlrolllllelltal Illlpact Rep01`

t

Dear Mr. Cl1ao:

Bay Area Air Quality Management District {District} staff reviewed your agency'
s

Draft Ellvirolllllental I111pact Report (DEIR) for the Main Street Cupertino Project
Project). We Ullderstalld that t11e DEIR addresses the potelltlal e11VITOIlllle11ta1

impacts of two development schemes proposed for the site. Approval of the Project
would allow the developlllent of a mixed itse center including up to 205,

000 square
feet of office space, 

295,
000 square feet of retail, a 250 room hotel, and 160 senior

h.
ousillg units on the approxi111ate1y 18 acre site.

The DEIl2. does not evaluate potential impacts fiom fireplaces at the residential and
hotel portions of the Project. The f11a1 EIR should provide this a11a1ysis unless the

Project speci fically prohibits the installation of solid fuel burning devices and

fireplaces. 111 the winter 111o11tI1S, residential ~~~ood burning and wood smoke are

111a~
01' SOUrCeS Of partlCUlate platter (PM) 111 the Bay Area. Red11C111g e1111SS10115 Of
wood smoke is a lcey priority for the District to help protect public llealtll and attain
Sttl.
te alld federal a11' gUallty stalldal'

dS. The Bay Area 1S 111 lICi11-
attallllllellt for the

State'
s PM standards; and we anticipate that the region will be designated llon-

attailllnellt for the new federal PNI standards as well. Tile District is concerned
about the amount of pa1ticulate matter that could be produced from wood-

blulling

ill future residential uses. Tllis past ,ltlly, the District adopted a wood burning
regLllat1011 ~RCgtllatl011 6, Rule 3} Illaicillg it illegal to burn wood or firelogs in
household fireplaces and woodstoves during a wintertime Spare the Air health
advisory. Tl1is rule also bans the sale and installation ofIron-

EPA-certified wood-
bi11'
11111g deV1CeS 11111eV4' CO11Str11Ct1011 Or

re-
I110de1S. We1'

eCOllllllelld that the flllal
EIR gLiantlfy pOtentlal WOOd b11171111g i111paCtS. The flllal EIR ShoU1d alSO COiltalll
111eaStll'
eS t0 11111111111'

Ge wOOd S11101{
e e111ISS1011S St1CI1 aS, at a 1111111t11ll111, St111p01~

111g

CO111pI1a11Ce Wltll the D1strlCt'
s WOOd burlllllg reglllat1011, or possibly prohibiting the

installation of anywood-
bul'ning device in new buildings or outdoor areas.

MM AIR 5.
2 in the DETR states that the City of Cupertino shall implement a

lllllllber Of lllitigat1011 Illeasllres t0 reduce dlesel exllatlst e1111SS1011S. Due to the

lllagnitude of the Project, we reco1111nend that the fi11a1 EIlZ include all feasible
Illltlgatl011 111eaSt11'

eS that 11111ll1I11Ze COllStl'
llCtlOi1 eCIlIlplll.

ellt eX11aUSt e1111SSlol1S,
specifically diesel particulate matter, a renown carcinogen. Such measures could
include, but are not 1i111ited to: n1ail11ailli1lg properly tuned ellgitles; 11111111111ZIllg t11e

lr ~'! 1!. i_~ ~C file."
3 ,:{r /.1 :'f

939 EcLts STREET • SAN FRANCISCO CAI.
tFORNtA 94109 415.

771.6000 • T~
TWW.
BAAQMII.
GOV
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Mr. Gary Chao

Page 2

November 24, 2008

encroachment of foundation within the easement or on to the box culvert. A minimum distance
of approximately 20 feet from the culvert edge to the building is requested to allow for

reconstruction of the culvert should it be necessary in the future.

Conceptual Site Plans for both the schemes show a town square, fountain and the parking for
the site are proposed within the District'

s 32 feet wide easemen# right of way for Calabazas
Creek. In accordance with the District'

s V1later Resources Protection Grdinance, activities or

modifications within the District easement or fee right of way or affecting District fiacilities require
a permit.

V1le look forward to the incorporation of these comments in the final EIR and the project plans. !
can be reached at (408) 265-

2607, extension 2731 or by
e-
mail at uchatwani@valleywater.
org.

Sincerely,

C.~~ i ~ ,

Usha Chatwani, P.
E.

Associate Civil Engineer
Community Projects Review Unit

cc: B. Goldie, S. Tippets, J. Christie, U. Chatwani, File

30774 51300us11-
24



COMN~
ENT LETTER 5

November 24, 2008

City of Cupertino
Planning Department
10300 Torre Avenue

Cupertino, CA 95014

Attention: Gary Chao

Subject: City File No.: U-
2008-1 /Main Street Cupertino

Dear Mr. Chao:

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) staff have reviewed the Draft EIR for two

development scenarios for an
18.
7-acre site at the northwest corner of Stevens Creek Boulevard

and Tantau Avenue involving a mix of retail, hotel, and housing uses. We have the following
comments.

Transit Planning and Site Design

Land Use and Site Design
VTA supports the proposed land use mix and site design within walking distance of Stevens

Creek Boulevard, a significant transit corridor. The proposed mix of land uses, the inclusion of a

significant residential component, the pedestrian orientation of the development, and the

inclusion ofground-
floor retail along many of the building frontages are consistent with the

principles in VTA'
s Community Design & Transportation (CDT) Manual of Best Practices for

Integrating Transportation and Land Use.

Intersection Level of Service Impacts and Mitigation Measures -Impact on Bicycle Safety
The Draft EIR text states that one of three measures could be used to mitigate the level of service

impact of the project at the Wolfe Road/
Valico Parkway intersection (MM IRAN - 7.

1). VTA

recommends against implementing option 2 (adding a second, westbound right-
turn lane)

because it would adversely impact bicycle access and safety. Instead, we suggest that the City
require the adoption of option 1 or 3 as a mitigation measure. For more information on best

design practices to avoid conflicts between bicycles and vehicles at intersections, please refer

Section 5.
1.4ofVTA'

s Bicycle Technical Guidelines {BTG). This document may be

downloaded fromwww.
vta.
or~/
news/
vtacmp/
Bikes. For more information on bicycle systems _

and parking, please contact Michelle DeRobertis, Development and Congestion Management
Division, at (408) 321-

5716.

City of Cupertino



November 24, 2008

Page 2

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facility Impacts and Mitigation Measures
VTA supports requiring the project applicant to provide pedestrian crosswalk improvements at

Finch Avenue &Vallco Parkway and at the project'
s eastern driveway &Vallco Parkway, as

discussed on page 61 of the DEIR. VTA also supports requiring the project applicant to provide
Class I and Class II bicycle parking spaces per the City'

s Municipal Code. VTA supports
bicycling as an important transportation mode and thus recommends inclusion of conveniently
located bicycle parking for the project. 

VTA'
s Bicycle Technical Guidelines provide guidance

for estimating supply, siting and design for bicycle parking facilities.

Transit Facilities Impacts and Mitigation Measures

The Traffic Impact Analysis in Appendix C notes that the proposed project may impact plans for
a future transit corridor being planned for Stevens Creek Boulevard; however, this language is
not included in the body of the DEIR. VTA requests that the DEIR discussion on Transit
Facilities Impacts (MM TRAN - 7.

1) be modified to include language about plans for enhanced
transit services along Stevens Creek Boulevard. The DEIR should note that VTA is currently
developing a strategic plan for Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) service which could include service

along Stevens Creek Boulevard, and it should note that the City of Cupertino'
s General Plan and

VTA have also identified a potential transit station in the Vallco area. We request that the City
coordinate with VTA to ensure that any changes proposed for the project'

s frontage on Stevens
Creek Boulevard do not conflict with future VTA plans along this corridor.

Current Bus Service

There are two existing bus stops on Stevens Creek Boulevard located adjacent to this

development. In order to provide convenient access to transit service, VTA staff recommends
that the project include the following improvements:

Bus Stop on Stevens Creek Bouleva~ d, west ofTantau Avenzre

A 22-
foot curb lane or bus duckout (see attached VTA standards for articulated buses)

A large 10' X 75' PCC bus stop pavement pad for future articulated buses or BRT

No trees or planter strips in the bus loading area

Stevens Creek Boulevard, west ofFinch Avenue

A 22-
foot curb lane or bus duckout (see attached VTA standards for articulated buses)

A large 10' X 75' PCC bus stop pavement pad for future articulated buses or BRT

No trees or planter strips in the bus loading area

Transportation Impact Analysis

City of Cupertino



November 24, 2008

Page 3

CMP Intersections

Upon selection of a preferred alternative (scheme), VTA recommends early consultation with the

County of Santa Clara and VTA staff on the final selection and design of the proposed mitigation
measures, including identification offair-

share contribution opportunities, for the impacted CMP

intersections as identified in the DEIR:

CMP ID 5625 Lawrence Exp /Homestead Rd.

CMP ID 5633 Lawrence Exp / Bollinger Rd / Moorepark Ave

CMP ID 563b Lawrence Exp / Calvert Drive (I-280
on-
ramp)

Parkin

The parking study indicates that 1,
658 parking spaces would be needed for Scheme 1 and 1,

963

parking spaces for Scheme 2. VTA supports the proposed reduced parking supply (based on City
of Cupertino'
s parking supply rates) of1,

790 parking spaces for Scheme 2. VTA strongly
encourages shared parking and implementation of transportation demand management programs
that encourage use of alternate modes of transportation.

Freeway LOS

The freeway analysis indicates impacts of additional trips exceeding 1 % of capacity along
segments ofI-280 between Lawrence Expressway andI-880. VTA suggests early coordination

with the appropriate agencies in identifying potential mitigation measures and fair-
share

contribution opportunities based on VTP 2030 projects in the project area.

Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
In order to reduce the number of single occupant vehicle trips generated by the project, VTA

requests the city to require implementation of a comprehensive TDM program as a condition of

approval or mitigation measure. Effective TDM programs include:
City-
Carshare

Parking Cash-
Out

Direct or Indirect Payments for Taking Alternate Modes

Transit Fare Incentives such as Eco Pass and Commuter Checks

Employee Carpool Matching
Preferentially Located Carpool Parking
Bicycle Lockers and Bicycle Racks
On-
site or

Waik-
Accessible Employee Services (day-

care, 
dry-
cleaning, fitness, banking,

convenience store)
On-
site or

Walk-
Accessible Restaurants

Guaranteed Ride Home Program

City of Cupertino
November 24, 2008
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CONII~
ENT LETTER. 6 -

Santa Clara
r.-: , ~

s _

Planning Division

toot

ff ~ 

November 24, 2008s~

Mr. Gary Chao

City Planner

t City of Cupertino
w~_
3~~" ~ 10300 Torre Avenue

A~ Cupertino, CA 95014

Re: Draft :Focused Environmental Impact Repol-
t -Main Street Cupertino Project

Dear Mr. Chao,
1

i

E- '~"`~-~ Thant{ your for including the Cite of Santa Clara in tl~e public review process of the Draft

Focused Envirolunental Impact Reporta;
DEIR) for the Main Street Cupertino Project. The

Planning Division and Traffic Engineering Division reviewed the document and- have the

following comments:
a

I, 

n' 
xyi

Planning Division

Figure
1.
0-3: Please identify the City of Cupertino/

City of Santa Clara border on

the Aerial Photograph.
Page 59: Intersectiolis 3, 21, and 26 have been identified to have significant level

of seiwice "~in~
pacts. ~ -The- Z;

OS for -these -intersections should" be mitigated- to
baC1Cg1'
OUlld CO11d1t1011S. Also, County expressway plans and the east bound

through lade "Tier l.C projects should contribute their fair share to regional
facilities. The City of Santa Clara has been working with other jurisdictions and

Y3~ tl~
e. County to determue project'

s "fair shale" contribution to regional facilities.

We would be happy to share our methodology if that would be helpful. The City
of Cupertino should .institute a fair share agreement to address impacts to regional
facilities inside and outside of its jurisdictional boundaries.

e,~... Page 65: The discussion under the Lawrence Expressway/
I-280 southbound

rzt_=-~
T~ ~z_~:_;~ ran~

lps=Calvert. Drive Intersection ilnpaci states that the City of Cupertino and theL ~ - - 

Count of Santa Clara had not coordinated on an a ro riate mechanism fory pP P

mitigating impacts to this intersection, and therefore the impact is significant and

unavoidable. A lack of coordination between jurisdictions is not an acceptable
reason to determine a significant and unavoidable impact. The analysis should

n
s either identify potential mitigation or a "fair share" contribution toward known

z~. regional improvements that would serve as project mitigation. The City of Santa

Clara has been working with other jurisdictions to determine project'
s "fair share"

contribution to regional facilities. Tlie City of Cupertino should institute a fair
i share agreement to address impacts to regional facilities inside and outside of its

jurisdictional boundaries.
v

Page 70: Impact
TRAN-
5 indicates That the implementation of transportation
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Pa a 91: Please note that Pending Developments 28 and 29 have be

It aopSa tog

by the City of Santa Ciara. Please refer to the following table for the y

Clara'
s latest Pending and Approved project list.

A~
nr~yed Proiects as of July 21, 2008

px~~
eet. ;'

LocatoM . d ~PI~
I _ ..

2250 Mission College Blvd 10Q,
000 sf of office land use

1nte15C-
13 10439-

021

3925, 3935 & 3965 Freedom 400,
000 sf of office land use

Informix Circle
104-
40-034, 035

Existing industrial use redeveloped to
840,
000 sf

A pliedP
3333 Scott Boulevard, Santa

of research &develo ment

Materials Clara
21b-
31-080

5402 Great American Parkway @
Existing office use redeveloped to

278,
000 sf of

3-
Eer~/Cognac Yerba Buena, Santa Clara officeJresearch & development
Great America 21b-

31-075

5351 Great American Parkway Vacant/
undeveloped

site developed to 911,
000 sf

Yerba @yerba Buena, Santa Clara of office use

Buena/
Irvine

104-
01-057

2200 Lawson Lane, Santa Clara 516,
000 sf of office use

Sobrato 22444-
015

Santa Clara SC-
535-
555 Reed Street, Santa Clara 312,

000 sf data center

IV Data Center

Intel
5C-
12b

230- 
03-
080

2350 Mission College Boulevard, 100,
000 sf of office Land use

Re enc Santa Clara
104-
13-097

Intel SC- 2200 Mission College Boulevard
000 sf of office land use

400
14/
South Bay @ Freedom Circle, Santa Clara

Dev
104-
40-036

klet~- 5301 Stevens Creek at Lawrence Existing industrial use redeveloped to
727,
500 sf

esearch & developmentd
Agilent 316-

17-018
rof office an

Technologies

1655 Scott Boulevard at El Existing industrial use redeveloped to 132

SheaiUL site
Camino Real, Santa Clara housing units

reas tohigh-
density

residential
ing aTen rezon

development totaling
8,
841 residential units,

North San Jose North San Jose, CA 147,
000

sf of commercial use, and1,
48$,b09 sf of

Phase I industrial arkloffice develo anent

3800 Homestead Road
000 sf of medical offices130

Kaiser Hospital Westside of Calabazas Creek),

Santa Clara

90 Winchester Boulevard @

165 apartment units and 110 sf

BAREC Forest Avenue, Santa Clara

303-
17-047

2855 Steven Creek Boulevard 67$
000 sf expansion of existing shopping center

Valley Fair 274...
43-
Q43,
071, ETC

Prometheus 502 Mansion Park Drive, Santa 124 apartment units

Develo ment Clara
097-
08-024

1331-
1333 Lawrence Existing office use redeveloped to 277 mutti-

Marina Playa Expressway, Santa Clara family units and 63s'
u~gle family units



f .

1525 Comstock Street & 1500
Pelio

Space Park, Santa Clara
One story data center and enclosed equipment

Investments
224-
08-
049,
121

yard. Derno existing building

Pending Projects as of July 21, 2008

Pro~
ec#' :

3~
oeaEion' 

and.
AP~ -

e~
crp~ion _

Regency Plaza
2350 Mission College Boulevard,

300,
000 sf of office use and6,

000 sf of retail use
Santa Clara 104-

13-097

Augustine 2620-
2727 Augusfine Drive

Bowers
includes properties on Bowers

Industrial
Avenue and Scott Blvd), Santa

1,
969,600 sf of office and 35,

000 sf of retail

Campus / Clara
E uit Office

Lowe
3250 Scott Boulevard 216-

29-117 Existing light industrial redeveloped to 215,
000

Enter rises sf of office use

San Tomas

Business Park 2600, 2800 San Tomas
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approx. 
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Pro erties
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000 sf of office use

Clara
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1525 Comstock Street & 1500
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tners LLC

Og-
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San Francisco 4900 Centennial Bivd, Santa Proposed 68,
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49er Stadium Clara seats
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Nine parcels bounded by '1'
as,

Henry and Old
PIi, Democracy Way. OI

3,
000,000 sq. ft of office/

R & D

Ironsides

3300 Olcott
Construction of new5-

story building with

Menlo Equities associated site improvement in conjunction with
224-
47-017

demo existin 2-
stor buildin 200,

000
SQ.
FT.

Kohl/
Santa

3610-
3700 El Camino Real, Santa Existing shopping center redeveloped to 490

Clara Square Clara housing units and 171,
000 sf of retail use

Fairfield 900 Kieiy Blvd 806 housing units, 45 SFD, 225 townhouses/

Development Kiely and Homestead 290-
26-022 rowhouses and 535 apartments

2585 ECR 2585 El Camino Real, Santa Clara Mixed-
use- 60 dwelling units, 3,

300 sq. ft. retail

Hotel Le
2875 Lakeside Drive, Santa Clara Existing hotel expanding to 170-

room

Grande hotel/
condominium .

North San Jose
City of San Jose

1,
500,000 sf of research & development/

office

Phase II space and5,
353 residential units

Swim Center at

Central Park
909 Kiely Boulevard, Santa Clara 2 Olympic-

sized pools, special event venue

Mission
MC Blvd and Great America

College Master
Parkway

427,
000 sq. ft.

Plan
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MORRISON ~ FOERSTER

Gary Chao

November 24, 2008

Page Three
I - 

decision makers will not be able to ascertain the extent to which the proposed transfer will trigger

environmental impacts.

The clear intent of the General Pian was to support the growth of the Employment Centers by

assigning the majority of the new Office Development Allocations to these centers. When

Cupertino'
s

General Pian update was adopted in 2005, 94% of the newly created Office Allocations

were specifically assigned to the Employment Centers. In fact, the Commercial Centers, including

Vallco Park South, actually had Office allocations decreased by6,
b75 sq. ft. in the current General

Plan. The DFEIR should highlight that, if Scheme 2 is adopted, only 53% of the Office

Development Allocations designated in the General Plan would remain for the Employment Centers. .

Apple is concerned that the proposed
allocation:
transfer approach would be a fundamental shift away

from the City'
s apparent intent to discourage office development within Vallco Park South.

Again, Apple generally is supportive of the Main Street Project, and it strongly encourages the City

to find a solution to the Office Allocation issue that does not require significant transfers of Office

Development Allocations from Employment Centers. The City might consider the following

approaches:

1) Apple would support a General Plan Amendment increasing the Office Development

Allocations within the South Vallco Center, as well as in the designated Employment Centers.

2) In view of the Mixed Use characteristics of this proposal within South Vallco, perhaps the City

could find that {a) South Vallco'
s "commercial" allocations can be utilized for the proposed

office uses, without needing to obtain transfers of Office Allocations from Employment Centers,

andlor (b) fractional Office Allocations, rather than full Office Allocations, would be

appropriate by applying a different traffic equivalency factor to this area.

Irrespective of which approach the City ultimately considers, Apple is mare supportive of Scheme 1 -

and its health club use) rather than Scheme 2. Also, Apple wants to ensure that the City fairly applies

comparable exaction and mitigation requirements to the use of Office Allocations, whether existing or

new, and whether utilized within a designated Employment Center, or within South Vallco.

3. Apple is Concerned With the Proposed Reductions to Traffec Lanes oar Vallco Parkway and

Requests That the EIR Clarify its Analysis of This Proposal.

The Main Street Project proposes to reduce the existing width of Vallco Parkway from~
6

traffic lanes

down to 2 traffic lanes, and add angled parking on both sides of the street. (See DFE § 2.
0, p. 55.)

Apple requests that the City reconsider this proposed circulation modification for the following reasons:

It is unclear whether the assumptions used by the DFEIR traffic analysis accurately reflect the

capacity or user profile of the Apple staff working at 19191 Vallco Parkway, or assume full

occupancy of 19333 Vallco Parkway. Please confirm. .

We request that the long-
term suitability of the proposed Vallco Parkway reductions more fully -

consider the cumulative impacts and anticipated future growth within the properties abutting Vallco

Parkway. Apple is concerned that ashort-
term decision to narrow lanes within Vallco Parkway by

66°/
a will have to be reversed a few years later. The Apple properties on Vallco Parkway have FARs

of .39-.
40, and similar properties in the region are being redeveloped withF.

ARs of .80. We request

that the FEIR consider the extent to which the proposed modifications to Vallco Parkway could

compromise the reasonable future expansion of the Apple properties and threaten future infill

developments in the area..

wc-
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MORRISON ~ FOERSTER

Gary Chao

November 24, 2008

Page Four

The Main Street Project is an i8.
7-acre site with approximately4,

8001ineal feet ofpublic streetfrontage. Due to Highway 280 and other fxed site constraints, the combined A Ie ro erties2S.
5 acres) on the north side of Vallco Parkway share only approximately

1,
4501ineal feet ofpublicstreet frontage, which translates to only 22% of the Main Street Project street frontage, based on sitearea. Apple is concerned that this roadway reduction will exacerbate the existing site accessconstraints of Apple'

s sites. We request that the FEIR provide more comprehensive analysis as tothe long-
term site access impacts to these properties.

Apple is concerned that the proposed single Lane traffic and diagonal parking along'
ValIco Parkwaylikely will cause a significant level of service degradation and delays, particularly where there is onlya single lane oftxa~

c. Apple requests that the FEIR include additional analysis concerning delayswithin affected intersections and the viability of accessing adjoining parking lots.
These concerns should be fully addressed in the DFEIR'

s traff c analysis. Based on this expandedanalysis, we request that the City establish a decision making process involving the multiple propertyowners potentially affected by this major proposal to reduce the width of a public street.
4. Apple Requests That the FEIR Provide Additional Aesthetic Analysis Concerning the ProposedS-

Story Parking Garage Facade Fronting on Vallco Parkway
The northeast facade of the Main Street Project'

s
S-
story parking garage appears to be the dominantvisual feature on Vallco Parkway between North Tantau Avenue and Finch Avenue. Moreover,directly in front of the proposed parking garage, Vallco Parkway angles northward, thereby presentingthe full length of the parking garage facade into the field of vision for drivers and pedestriansapproaching from the east. This visual dominance is further emphasized by the proposed S-

stogarage height and by the minimal 25' setback of the garage facade from the street edge. We note thatthe other Main Street Froject street setbacks are typically 35'. .

Apple is concerned that the DFEIR does not adequately address thefar-
reaching visual and aestheticimpacts on the Vallco Parkway streetscape. We request that the FEIR include elevations, renderings ormassing studies enabling Apple to assess whether or not the garage'

s massing or facade treatments areappropriate and will improve the visual environment, or detract from it.

Apple is concerned that the garage design not contribute to Vallco Parkway feeling like a lifeless "back ~alley," conflicting with the City'
s streetscape goals and policies. By way of example, the proposed Ip ' ng garage appears inconsistent with Policy 2-

14, Strategy 3 of the General Plan as indicated on ~page 112 of the DFEIR: "Building and Site Design Strate 3• Parking Placement
in~
NewDevelopment. Place parking out of sight, behind or underneath buildings." The two development _ _schemes propose a total of either 1,

520 or 1,
830 parking spaces, with the vast majorit , or 1 100 ofthose spaces, in the5-

story parking garage fully visible above grade. 
y

Apple requests that the FEIR analyze whether a greater portion of the parking can be sited below gradeto make the project consistent with the City'
s General Plan Design Strategy 3. At a minimum, pleaseconsider whether two of the fve stories of the arkinp g garage could be located below grade. $eiow ~grade parking could extend beneath the retail component adjoining the garage, and parking could alsobe located beneath the health club, similar to the office parking in Scheme 2. It also may be possible to ~

I
develop the northeast garage facade with a visually more attractive use to avoid a "blank garage facadesyndrome."

We request that the FEIR consider the Main Street Project parking garage facade in relation to thedesign treatment that was applied to the Stevens Creek Boulevard and Town Square facades. At a

wc-
139564
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