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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) was prepared in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Section 15132). The City of
Sunnyvale (City) is the lead agency for the environmental review of the proposed Land Use and
Transportation Element (LUTE) (Draft LUTE; proposed project). The City has the principal
responsibility for approving the proposed project.

1.1 BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF THE EIR

The following is an overview of the environmental review process for the proposed project that
led to the preparation of this Final EIR.

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) dated March 2, 2012, was completed for the project under the
project title Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE) Update and Climate Action
Plan (CAP) (SCH #2012032003), and a scoping meeting was held on March 22, 2012. Since that
time, the scope of the proposed project changed, and the Climate Action Plan (CAP) was
separated from the proposed project and presented to the City Council for adoption
independently from the Draft LUTE. An Initial Study/Negative Declaration (IS/ND) was prepared for
the CAP, and the IS/ND and the CAP were adopted on May 20, 2014.

The City reissued a NOP for the current project on May 22, 2015. The reissued NOP removed the
Climate Action Plan from the proposed project, identified changes to the Draft LUTE since initial
public release of the NOP in 2012, and established a new baseline for environmental and
regulatory setting discussions. The NOP was circulated to the public, local, state, and federal
agencies, and other interested parties to solicit comments. These comment letters are included in
Appendix A of the Draft EIR. A scoping meeting was held on June 17, 2015.

DRAFT EIR

A Notice of Availability for the Draft EIR was posted on the City's website and distributed to
interested parties on August 26, 2016. The Draft EIR was released for public and agency review on
August 26, 2016, with the 45-day review period ending on October 11, 2016. The Planning
Commission held a hearing on October 10, 2016, to receive comments on the Draft EIR. Comments
received during the public review period are addressed in this Final EIR.

The Draft EIR contains a description of the project, description of the environmental setting,
identification of project impacts, and mitigation measures for impacts found to be significant, as
well as an analysis of project alternatives. The Draft EIR was provided to interested public agencies
and the public and was made available for review at City offices and on the City's website.

FINAL EIR

The City received comment letters from public agencies and the public regarding the Draft EIR.
This document responds to the comments received as required by CEQA. As prescribed by CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15088 and 15132, the lead agency (in this case, the City of Sunnyvale) is
required to evaluate comments on environmental issues received from persons who have
reviewed the Draft EIR and to prepare written responses to those comments. This Final EIR contains
individual responses to each comment received during the public review period for the Draft EIR.
In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(b), the written responses describe the
disposition of significant environmental issues raised. The City and its consultants have provided a
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

good faith effort to respond in detalil to all significant environmental issues raised by the comments.
This document also contains minor edits to the Draft EIR, which are included in Section 3.0,
Revisions to the Draft EIR. This document constitutes the Final EIR.

CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL EIR/PROJECT CONSIDERATION

This document, together with the Draft EIR (incorporated by reference in accordance with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15150), will comprise the Final EIR for this project. The City will review and
consider the Final EIR. If the City finds that the Final EIR is “adequate and complete,” the City may
certify the Final EIR. The rule of adequacy generally holds that the EIR can be certified if it: (1)
shows a good faith effort at full disclosure of environmental information; and (2) provides sufficient
analysis to allow decisions to be made regarding the project in contemplation of its environmental
consequences.

Upon review and consideration of the Final EIR, the City may take action to adopt, revise, or reject
the proposed project. A decision to approve the project would be accompanied by written
findings in accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091 and 15093. Public Resources
Code Section 21081.6 also requires lead agencies to adopt a mitigation monitoring and reporting
program to describe measures that have been adopted or made a condition of project approval
in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment.

1.2 INTENDED USES OF THE EIR

The EIR isintended to evaluate the environmental impacts of the proposed project to the greatest
extent possible. This EIR, in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15126, should be used as
the primary environmental document to evaluate all planning and permitting actions associated
with the project. Please refer to Section 2.0, Project Description, of the Draft EIR for a detailed
discussion of the proposed project.

1.3 ORGANIZATION AND SCOPE OF THE FINAL EIR

This document is organized in the following manner:

SECTION 1.0 — INTRODUCTION

Section 1.0 provides an overview of the EIR process to date and describes the required contents
of the Final EIR.

SECTION 2.0 — RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Section 2.0 includes a list of commenters, copies of written comments (coded for reference), and
the responses to those written and oral comments made on the Draft EIR.

SECTION 3.0 — REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR

Section 3.0 lists the revisions made to the Draft EIR as a result of comments received and other
staff-initiated changes.

APPENDIX A — MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

2.1 INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) was prepared in accordance with CEQA
(California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (California
Code Regulations Section 15000 et seq.). The City of Sunnyvale is the lead agency for the
environmental review of the proposed project and has the principal responsibility for approving
the project.

REQUIREMENTS FOR RESPONDING TO COMMENTS ON A DRAFT EIR

CEQA Guidelines Section 15204 recommends that commenters provide detailed comments that
focus on the sufficiency of the Draft EIR in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the
environment and ways in which the project’s significant effects might be avoided or mitigated.
This section also notes that commenters should include an explanation and evidence supporting
their comments. Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064, an effect is not considered significant
in the absence of substantial evidence supporting such a conclusion.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires that lead agencies evaluate all comments on
environmental issues received on the Draft EIR and prepare a written response. The written
response must address the significant environmental issue raised and must be detailed, especially
when specific comments or suggestions (e.g., additional mitigation measures) are not accepted.
In addition, there must be a good faith and reasoned analysis in the written response. However,
lead agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues associated with the project
and do not need to provide all the information requested by commenters, as long as a good faith
effort at full disclosure is made in the EIR (CEQA Guidelines Section 15204).

CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 recommends that where a response to comments results in
revisions to the Draft EIR, those revisions be incorporated as a revision to the Draft EIR or as a
separate section of the Final EIR. Revisions to the Draft EIR are incorporated as Section 3.0 of this
Final EIR.

There were numerous comments from individuals concerning the Draft Land Use and
Transportation Element (LUTE) itself. Comments on the Draft LUTE that are not germane to the
analysis of environmental impacts do not require detailed responses in this Final EIR, as provided
under CEQA. Planning-related comments will be addressed by staff in the staff report and in public
meetings. However, general responses are included for completeness and to inform the decision-
making process.

2.2 COMMENTER LIST

The following commenters submitted written comments on the Draft EIR. The comment period for
the Draft EIR began August 26, 2016, and ended October 11, 2016. Confirmation of lead agency
compliance with CEQA for public review of the Draft EIR was received from the Governor’s Office
of Planning and Research on October 14, 2016.

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter Commenter Date
Agencies
A Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse October 11, 2016
B California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) October 10, 2016
C California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) October 4, 2016
D City of Los Altos August 29, 2016
E City of Mountain View October 5, 2016
F County of Santa Clara October 11, 2016
G San Francisco Public Utilities Commission October 11, 2016
H Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority October 11, 2016
Organizations
1 Greenbelt Alliance October 11, 2016
2 Sierra Club October 5, 2016
Individuals
3 Marla Azriel October 11, 2016
4 Simon Arziel October 11, 2016
5 Per Bjornsson October 11, 2016
6 David Cohen October 11, 2016
7 John Cordes October 11, 2016
8 Barbara Fukumoto October 11, 2016
9 Barbara Fukumoto October 11, 2016
10 Diane Gleason October 11, 2016
11 Peter Green October 11, 2016
12 Ravi Gupta and Hairong Gao October 11, 2016
13 Don Hobbs October 11, 2016
14 David and Phaik-Foon Kamp October 11, 2016
15 Zachary Kaufman October 11, 2016
16 Zachary Kaufman October 11, 2016
17 Zachary Kaufman October 11, 2016
18 Adina Levin October 11, 2016
19 Michele Melvin October 11, 2016
20 Melissa Mocker October 11, 2016
21 Kiran Mundkur October 11, 2016
22 Jenny Pratt October 11, 2016
23 Michael Quinlan October 11, 2016
24 Jessica Salam October 11, 2016
25 Mike Serrone October 11, 2016
26 Sue Serrone October 11, 2016
27 Patrick and Suzanne Shea October 11, 2016
28 Julie Treichler October 11, 2016

Land Use and Transportation Element
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter Commenter Date

Planning Commission Meeting

Minutes from October 10, 2016, Planning Commission Public Hearing on

PC Draft EIR

October 10, 2016

2.3 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Written comments on the Draft EIR are reproduced on the following pages, along with responses
to those comments. To assist in referencing comments and responses, the following coding system
is used:

e Comment letters from government agencies are coded by letter, and each issue raised in
the comment letter is assigned a number (e.g., the first comment in the comment letter
from the State Clearinghouse is referred to as A-1).

e Comment letters from the public are coded by numbers, and each issue raised in the
comment letter is assigned a number (e.g., Comment Letter 1, comment 1 is referred to as
1-1).

Where changes to the Draft EIR text result from responding to comments, those changes are
included in the response and demarcated with revision marks: underline for new text, strikeout for
deleted text.

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

SCHe
Project Title
Lead Agency

Letter A Continved

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2012032003
Lang Use and Transportation Element EIR
Sunmyvale, City of

Type
Description

EIR Drafi EIR

The LUTE = a part of the City of Sunnyvale General Plan. The LUTE includes a saries of land use and
transportaton goals, policies, and actions that provide direction for how much the city would change
and grow, and whana the growth would take place for an approxdmaite 20 year hasizon - a time frama
that is referred to as Horizon 2035. The LUTE also provides a framework for the City 1o continue o
provide transportaton facilities to support planned land uses, with an increasing focus on mulli-madal
and active transportation,

Lead Agency Contact

Name Jeff Henderson
Agency City of Sunmyvale Community Development Dept.
Phone 408 T30 7642 Fax
emall
Address 456 West Olive Avenue
PO Bex 3707
City Sunnyvale State CA Zip 54088
Project Location
County Santa Clara
City  Sunnyvale
Region
Lat/Long
Cross Streets  Citywide and Sphere of Influence
Parcel No.
Township Range Section EBase
Proximity to:
Highways SR 237, 280, 85 and US 101
Airports  Mofiati Fed, San Jose Minela
Railways Caltrain
Waterways 5F Bay, various creeks
Schools various
Land Use  All land uses within the planning area ncluding, but not limited to, industrial, commercial, residential,
park, and opan space
Project Isswes  AesthelicNVisual, Air Quality; Archaeslogic-Historic: Biclogical Resources; Fleod Plain'Flooding;
Geologic/Seismic; Minerals; Noise; PopulationMousing Balance; Public Services; Recreation/Parks,
Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacity. Solid Waste, ToxiciHazardous, Traffic/Circulalion; Water
Quuality, Water Supply; Growth Inducing; Landuse; Cumulative Efects, Other |ssues
Reviewing Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 3;
Agencies Deparfment of Parks and Recreation; Department of Water Resources, San Francisco Bay
Conservation and Developiment Commission; Office of Emergency Senices, Cakformia; Caltrans,
Divesion of Aeronautics; Calfornia Highway Palrol: Caltrans, Distric 4, Department of Housing and
Commaunity Development, Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 2; Native Amencan Heritage
Commission; Public Litilties Commission
Date Recelved 0872872018 Stari of Review 0828/2018 End of Review 10102018

Hote: Blanks in data felds result from insufficient information orovided by lead agency

City of Sunnyvale
January 2017

Land Use and Transportation Element

Final Environmental Impact Report
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter A Continued

Slalkhol ui —EDNIUND G BROWH It Govam
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 4
P.0. BOX 23660 = 5
OAKLAND, CA 945230660 WX A
PHOME ($10) 286-5528 C:'*’“ U PO
FAX (310) 286-5559 iy Help save waer!
TTY 711 &
www dol. e gov
October 10, 2016
Gowarmar'sUtficeat Planning & Ressar 04-SCL-2016-00036
SCLYVARO34
OCT 10 2015 SCL/VAR/PM VAR

SCH# 2012032003
Mr. Jeff Henderson STATE CLEARINGHOLISE
Planning Division
City of Sunnyvale
456 W, Olive Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94088

Dear Mr. Henderson:

General Plan Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE) = Draft Environmental
Impact Report

Thank you for continuing to include the Califomia Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in
the environmental review pracess for the above-referenced project. In tandem with the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s Sustainable Communities Steategy, Caltrans new
mission signals a modernization of our approach to evaluating and mitigating impacts to the
State Transportation Network (STN). We aim to reduce vehicle miles wraveled by tripling bicycle
and doubling both pedesirian and transit travel by 2020, Cur comments are based on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report. Please also refier to the previous comment letters on this project
and incorporated herein.

Project Understanding

The proposed project establishes the framework of how the City of Sunnyvale (City) will be laid
out and how various land uses, developments, and transportation facilities will function wgether.
It includes a series of [and use and transportation policies, action statements, and strategies that
pravide direction for how much the City will change and grow between now and 2035, and
where the growth will take place.

Lead Agency

As the lead agency, the City is responsible for all project mitigation, including any needed
improvements to State highways. The project’s fair share contribution, financing, scheduling,
implementation responsibilities and lead agency monitoring should be fully discussed for all
proposed mitigation measures,

“Providy o safe. sussainable. inregroved and' gfficient sransTavioe
a¥rlem io enhance Calfformia’s economy and Nisabitin™

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter A Continued

Mr. Jeff Henderson/City of Sunnyvale
October 10, 2016
Page 2

Traffic fmpact Analysis
1. Please provide Caltrans with the TRAFFIX analysis for our review, including the 95th
percentile queuning data.

2. Caltrang recommends adding four additional projects to Section 3.4 Transportation and
Circulation (p. 3.4-20) as funded or planned to be funded significant roadway improvements:

= RTPID 240481 — SR 237 Express Lanes from North First Street to Mathilda Avenue.

s RTPID 240477 - SR 237 Express Lanes from Mathilda Avenue to State Route (SR) 85,

s RTPID 240466 —US 101 Convert Existing high-oceupancy vehicle (HOV) to Express
Lanes from Whipple Avenue to Cochrane Road.

« RTPID 240513 — Interstate 280 Express Lanes from Leland Avenue to Magdalena
Avenue,

Velhicle Trip Reduction

Transportation Demand Management (TDM) programs should be documented with annual
monitoring reporis by an onsite TDM coordinator to demonstrate effectiveness. Suggested
TDM strategies inclede working with the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority to
decrease headway times and improve way-finding on bus lines to provide a better connection
between projecis, rail stations, and regional destinations.

Caltrans supports a balance of jobs and housing to reduce vehicle miles traveled and to lessen
impacts to the STH. Page 5.0-9 shows that the proposed alternatives include one to focus on
improving the jobshousing balance, which would result in a 1.49 jobs'housing ratio.
However, Table 3.2-5 shows that the City"s existing (2014) jobs/housing ratio is 1.44,
meaning that all proposed alternatives would result in an increased jobs/housing imbalance
than currently exists. Caltrans encourages the City to develop an altemative which would
accommodate a greater jobshousing balance.

Encroaciment Permit

Please be advised that any work or traffic control that encroaches onto the State right-of-way
(ROW) requires an encroachment permit that is issued by Caltrans. To apply, a completed
encroachment permit application, environmental documentation, and five (5) sets of plans clearly
indicating State ROW must be submitied to: David Salladay, District Office Chief, Office of
Permiis, California Department of Transportation, District 4, P.O. Box 23660, Oakland, CA
94623-0660. Traffic-related mitigation measures should be incorporated into the construction
plans prior to the encroachment permit process. See this website for more information:
http:/fwarw. dot.ca. govhgfraffops/developserv/permits.

“Provide o sl moatmieable, wlegrofnd ood affieisw rangparsion
naten o refonce Caljbrmie 8 econoey amd nanbiling™
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter A Continued

Mir. Jeff Henderson/City of Sunnyvale
October 10, 2016

Pape 3

Should you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact Brian Ashurst at (510) 286-
5505 or brian.ashurst@dot.ca gov.

Sincerely,

Mot Goetoarne

fi¢  PATRICIA MAURICE
District Branch Chief
Local Development - Intergovernmental Review

¢: Seott Morgan, State Clearinghouse
Robert Swierk, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) — electronic copy
Robert Cunningham, Santa Clara Valley Trensportation Authority (V1'A) — electronic copy

*Prravids o sk, nestaimals, arioirmiod ind olficked draniponition
srafeim b evhange Ol unig s aoanoy aed Shabiling”
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter A Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse

Response A-1

This comment states that the City of Sunnyvale has complied with State Clearinghouse review
requirements for draft environmental documents and that one state agency (Caltrans) submitted
comments to the State Clearinghouse by the end of the review period. Responses to the Caltrans
letter are in Responses B-1 through B-5.

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter B California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

Response B-1

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared for the Draft LUTE and
is provided in Appendix A in this Final EIR. The MMRP includes the mitigation measures identified in
Section 3.4, Transportation and Circulation, in the Draft EIR. As the lead agency, the City will be
responsible for implementing, verifying, and documenting compliance with the MMRP.

Response B-2

City staff provided the requested TRAFFIX level of service (LOS) calculations to Caltrans on
October 7,-2016.

A queueing analysis was not conducted for the Draft LUTE. The City of Sunnyvale does not consider
gueuing deficiencies to be environmental impacts under CEQA. This is because queue lengths
are determined by signal operational parameters and usually can be modified with timing
changes, if desired. The identification of transportation impacts is based on the physical capacity
of the transportation system. Excessive queue lengths, by themselves, are not evidence of
capacity deficiencies but of the signal timing parameters that have been established.
Intersections that are identified as having level of service impacts, which are based on lack of
capacity, typically also manifest excessive queues for some movements.

Response B-3

Caltrans recommends adding four additional projects to Draft EIR Section 3.4, Transportation and
Circulation (p. 3.4-20) as funded or planned to be funded significant roadway improvements:

e RTPID 240481 - SR 237 express lanes from North First Street to Mathilda Avenue
e RTPID 240477 — SR 237 express lanes from Mathilda Avenue to SR 85

e RTPID 240466 — US 101 convert existing HOV to express lanes from Whipple Avenue to
Cochrane Road

e RTPID 240513 - Interstate 280 express lanes from Leland Avenue to Magdalena Avenue

Page 3.4-20 of the Draft EIR discusses existing mixed-flow and high-occupancy vehicle (HOV)
freeway segments that are operating at unacceptable levels of service. The information
presented on page 3.4-20 is not intended to discuss funded or planned roadway improvements,
but the roadway improvements listed by the commenter and noted in the Draft EIR are potential
mitigation measures for cumulative freeway impacts and are identified on page 3.4-98.

Response B-4

The Draft EIR (pages 3.4-44 and -45) summarizes the City’s Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) program. As discussed on page 3.4-56 of the Draft EIR, the City will require new
developments to achieve a 20 to 35 percent trip reduction target (depending on the proposed
land use and its location) through the implementation of a TDM program. For any required non-
residential TDM program, the City requires annual monitoring and reporting and maintains a
schedule of fees for non-compliance. The focus of the program is to achieve compliance, not to
collect fees.

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Jobs/housing ratios are a socioeconomic issue, which do not require analysis in the Draft EIR, but
are a planning consideration. Planning issues concerning jobs/housing ratios are addressed in the
staff report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale
Library, and at the One-Stop Permit Center

Response B-5

This comment describes Caltrans requirements for encroachment permits within state right-of-way.
The comment is noted.

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
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Letter C California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

Response C-1

City staff provided the requested information (traffic counts and intersection LOS calculation) to
Caltrans on October 7, 2016.
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter D City of Los Altos

Response D-1

The City corrected the problem with the availability of the Draft EIR on the City’s website the
following day (August 30, 2016) and advised the commenter that it was accessible.

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
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Letter E City of Mountain View

Response E-1

The comments in this letter pertain to the Draft LUTE and do not address the adequacy of the
technical analysis in the Draft EIR. No further response is required.

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
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Letter F
County of Santa Clara

Roadds and Airports Doparment

1O Skypaon Dirive
=an Jose, Colifomia 951 101302
| =813 T2k 0D

October 11, 2016

Mr. Jeff Henderson
Planning Division

Cily ol Sunnyvale

456 West Olive Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94086

SUBJECT:  City of Sunnyvale Dralt Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE)
Dear Mr. Henderson:

The County of Santa Clara Roads and Airports Department appreciates the opportunily (o review the
LUTE DEIR and is submitting the following comments.

1) Please circulate individual project from LUTE through County for review and comments if the | F-1
individual project includes County lacilities.

2} Ciry and project developers should look at at-grade mitigation measures to impacted County 2
intersections as there is no existing mechanism of impact fee collection for the Expressway Plan 2040 b
Tier 3 projects.

If you have any questions or concerns about these comments, please contact me at (408) 4941326 or
thien.phamfrds. scogov.org

Sincerely,

SR

Thien Pham
Associate Civil Engincer

ce: DSC, MA, AP

Board of Supenvsnm: Mike Wiassenman, Cindy Chaneez, Dave Corlesa, Kon Yeager, 5, Ioseph Stméllan

County Executiec: leffrey V. Smith ~!-
Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
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2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter F County of Santa Clara

Response F-1

No specific projects are proposed as part of the Draft LUTE. If a future development project has
the potential to affect Santa Clara County facilities, the development proposal would be
provided to the County for review.

Response F-2

This comment is referring to the following seven intersections included in the August 2015 update
of the County of Santa Clara Expressway Plan 2040 as Tier 3 projects in the discussion of mitigation
feasibility for each of the intersections. Page numbers in parentheses following each intersection
refer to pages in Draft EIR Section 3.4, Transportation and Circulation, where each of the potential
intersection mitigation measures are described.

e lLawrence Expressway/Tasman Drive (page 3.4-84)

e Lawrence Expressway/Oakmead Parkway (page 3.4-89)

e Mary Avenue/Central Expressway (page 3.4-93)

e Lawrence Expressway/Cabrillo Avenue (page 3.4-94)

e Lawrence Expressway/Benton Street (page 3.4-94)

e Lawrence Expressway/Homestead Road (page 3.4-95)

e Lawrence Expressway/Pruneridge Avenue (page 3.4-95)

At-grade improvements were considered but found to be either insufficient or infeasible. At-grade
improvements that would partially mitigate but not fully mitigate impacts were not considered.

To fully mitigate impacts at grade would require substantial right-of-way acquisition and attendant
cost. In light of the County’s plan to ultimately grade-separate these intersections, the at-grade
improvement costs would be throwaway costs. The City of Sunnyvale hopes that the County will
be successful in identifying other funding sources, and these grade separations can be moved up
from Tier 3.
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Letter G Continued
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_ letter G Continued

Hetch Hetchy
Regional Water System

Services of the San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

AMENDMENT TO THE

RIGHT OF WAY INTEGRATED VEGETATION MANAGEMENT POLICY

Approved January 13, 2015
by

SFPUC Resolution No. 15-0014

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-36



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-37



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-38



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-39



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-40



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-41



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter G San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC)

Response G-1

The first part of this comment summarizes information about the SFPUC’s process for reviewing
proposed projects and activities that may affect SFPUC lands and infrastructure. It notes that
SFPUC has real property owned in fee in Sunnyvale (an 80-foot-wide right-of-way [ROW])
associated with two large subsurface water transmission lines, which are part of the SFPUC’s Hetch
Hetchy Regional Water System.

The Draft LUTE is a planning document, and Policy 71 (referenced by the commenter) does not
state, nor is it intended to suggest, that specific private or public recreation projects are being
proposed as part of the Draft LUTE in locations that would result in physical improvements on or
adjacent to SFPUC right-of-way in Sunnyvale. Because no specific projects are proposed, no
analysis is required in the Draft EIR. However, the City recognizes that early coordination with the
SFPUC would be necessary if the City were to consider any proposal for a private or public project
that would encroach on SFPUC right-of-way in Sunnyvale. This coordination would occur at project
initiation.

To clarify the intent of Policy 71 and incorporate the information provided in the comment, Draft
LUTE Policy 71 has been revised as follows (new text is underlined):
Policy 71: Improve accessibility to parks and open space by removing barriers.

Action 1: Provide and maintain adequate bicycle lockers at parks.

Action 2: Evaluate the feasibility of flood control channels and other utility
easements for pedestrian and bicycle greenways. Coordinate with flood
control and utility agencies early in the process to determine
feasibility/desirability of the project.

Action 3: Develop and adopt a standard for a walkable distance from
housing to parks.

Under Policy 71, as revised, if the City receives an application for a private project or if the City
proposes a public project that has the potential to physically affect the SFPUC property described
in the comment letter, the City will be responsible for ensuring appropriate coordination with the
SFPUC at the time of project initiation so that the SFPUC is able to implement its project review
process and provide feedback on the feasibility of the project.
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Letter H

P Valley Transportation Authority
Oetober 11, 2016

City of Sunmyvale

Planning Division

P.0O. Box 3707

Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707

Attention: Jeff Henderson
Subject: City of Sunnyvale Draft Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE)
Dear Mr. Henderson:

Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) staff have reviewed the City of Sunnyvale
Drafil Land Use and Transportation Element (LUTE) and the associated Draft EIR (DEIR). We
have the following comments peraining to these two documents.

Draft LUTE — Major Strategies

VTA strongly supports the “major strategies for achieving a Complete Sunnyvale™ including
Mixed Use and Village Centers, Jobs/Housing Balance, and Multimodal Transit System (as
outlined on Draft LUTE pages 5 and 6). VTA also supports the proposed changes to land use
designations designed to focus development, increase commercial intensitics in close proximity H-1
to residential uses, allow a mix of uses, and increase economic development (as summarized in
Draft EIR page 3.1-17). These major strategies and praposed land use changes are consistent
with the principles in VTA’s Community Design & Transportation (CDT) Program Cores,
Corridors and Station Areas framework, which shows VTA and local jurisdiction priorities for
supporting concentrated development in the County. The CDT Program was developed through
an extensive communily outreach strategy in partnership with VTA Member Agencies, and was
endorsed by all 15 Santa Clara County citics and the county.

UTE — Mixed L: Vil

While VTA strongly supports the identification of new Village Centers and the addition of mixed
uses at key locations across the City, VTA notes that it appears that the Draft LUTE does not call
for any new mixed-use areas (1.¢., addition of local-serving retail or services) to the heavily office
and R&D-dominated Moffett Park Specific Plan area. The addition of publicly-serving retail and | H-2
services to areas such as Moffett Park can be an important strategy to reduce vehicle trip lengths
and encourage walking, biking and the use of transit. VTA encourages the City 1o include further
retail/service mixed-use areas in the Moffen Park Specific Plan arca as parl of the Draft LUTE.

3331 Worth Firsh Sireed - Sen Jose, CA $5134-1927 - Admlaivtradion 408.321.5555 - Cestamer Seevice 408.320.2300 - www. vio.org
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Letter H Continued

City of Sunnyvale
October 11, 2006
Page 4

VTA agrees with the statement above about the benefit of express lane projects on US 101 and
SE &5 in terms of mitigating congestion impacts, and supports the statement about fair share H-7
contributions towards express lanes from [uture development projects. VTA requests that the cont.
City include such a policy in the Draft LUTE and clearly specify it in the upcoming Mitigation

Monitoring & Reporting Program (MMEP).

Ihank you for the opportunity to review this project. If you have any questions, please call me at
(408) 321-5784

Sincerely,

Roy Molseed
Semor Environmental Planner

cc: Pairicia Maurice, Caltrans
Brian Ashurst, Caltrans

SLsar
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Letter H Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA)

Response H-1

The City appreciates VTA’s support for the major strategies and proposed land use changes in the
Draft LUTE and recognition that these are consistent with the principles in VTA’s Community Design
& Transportation Program Cores, Corridors, and Station Areas framework. This comment is directed
to the Draft LUTE and does not address the analysis or conclusions in the Draft EIR. No further
response is required.

Response H-2

This comment is directed to the proposed mixed-use and Village Centers concepts in the Draft
LUTE and does not address the analysis or conclusions in the Draft EIR. The commenter
recommends that the city include mixed use village centers in Moffett Park and indicates that
there may be potential benefits to increased retail to serve this area.

The intent of the mixed-use village center land use designation is specifically to provide for a mix
of residential and retail and commercial uses at existing neighborhood retail and commercial
intersections throughout the community. The Moffett Park area is inappropriate for mixed use
villages, as it allows industrial uses that are not compatible with residential uses. The Moffett Park
Specific Plan does currently allow for additional and higher intensity retail within the specific plan
area, and staff encourages these types of developments near major intersections and transit stops
in this area.

Response H-3

The City appreciates VTA’s acknowledgment of features such as widened sidewalks and street
trees on cross-section diagrams in the Roadway Classification section of the Draft LUTE. This
comment is directed to the Draft LUTE. The text description for the Commercial/Industrial Use
Corridor (Figures 11 and 12) in the Draft LUTE will be modified to include the statement: “The ROW
includes sidewalks with traffic buffers, such as trees, on both sides of the street.” The fifth row in
Table 2.0-4 (Draft LUTE Roadway Classifications) on page 2.0-22 in Section 2.0, Project Description,
has also been revised to reflect this clarification, as follows:

Serves local cross-town traffic, and may also serve regional traffic. Industrial and
commercial corridors connect local roads and streets to arterial roads. Provides access to
local transit, and includes pedestrian connections designed to encourage multi-purpose
trips. Four-lane corridors provide for up to 90 feet of ROW with street parking or bike lanes.
Two-lane corridors may provide for up to 90 feet of ROW with street parking and may have
bike lanes. The ROW includes sidewalks with traffic buffers, such as trees, on both sides of
the street.

The addition of this text does not affect the conclusions of Impact 3.4.4 on page 3.4-59 in the Draft
EIR about pedestrian safety, which explains how implementation of Draft LUTE policies would
enhance pedestrian comfort level on sidewalks, among other benefits.

Response H-4

The Draft EIR has been revised to correct the description of County Expressways, as recommended
by the commenter. The second row in Table 2.0-4 (Draft LUTE Roadway Classifications) on page
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2.0-22 in Section 2.0, Project Description, for the County Expressway roadway category description
is revised as follows:

Provides partially controlled access on high-speed roads with a limited number of
driveways and intersections. Expressways also allow bicycles, and sidewalks are provided
in limited locations; pedestrians are permitted in these limited locations. Speed is limits are

typically between 45 and #6-55 miles per hour, dependentupen depending on location.
Expressways are generally designed for longer trips at the county or regional level.

This revision does not affect the technical analysis or conclusions presented in the Draft EIR.

Response H-5

The City appreciates the VTA’s acknowledgement that the Draft EIR included an analysis of
multimodal performance measures, which is a more balanced approach to transportation
analysis and mitigation than a traditional approach focused solely on automobile level of service
and other measures of vehicle delay.

With regard to transit signal priority as mitigation for intersection impacts, the City already uses
transit signal priority/pre-emption at train and light rail crossings. This comment refers to bus stops.
If, in the future, the City finds the need to develop a citywide signal pre-emption system for the
efficient operation of buses, City staff will consider having transit signal pre-emption installed at
the intersections impacted by the project.

Response H-6

As noted by the commenter, the Draft LUTE contains numerous policies to provide the elements
of a TDM program. Draft LUTE Policy 19, in particular, and its underlying actions advance trip
reduction and multimodal transportation. This policy, along with others in the Draft LUTE, allows the
City to consider establishing specific residential TDM trip reduction targets in the future. The City
considers these policies adequate at this time, and additional policies and mitigation, as
recommended by the commenter, are not necessary.

Response H-7

The City has considered the VTA’s suggestion about including a policy in the Draft LUTE regarding
fair-share contributions toward express lanes for future development projects. The City already
implements a fair-share contribution program through its traffic impact analysis process. If a
project’s traffic impact analysis ascertains impacts on the freeway with improvement needs
identified, City staff requires that projects make a fair-share contribution toward the
improvements. An additional policy is not necessary at this time.
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SAN FRANCISCO SAKM IOSE  SANTAROSA  WALMUT CREEK M

GREEMBELT ALLIANCE

San Francisco OfMfice

312 Sutter Street, Sulte 510
San Francisco, CA 94108
1415) 543-67 1

October 11,2016

Jeff Henderson, Project Planner
Planning Division - City of Sunnyvale
P.0. Box 3707

Sunnyvale, CA S40BE-3707

RE: SUNNYVALE DEAFT LUTE AND DRAFT EIR
Dear Mr, Henderson:

Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment on Sunnyvale's draft Land Use and Transportation
Element (LUTE) and draft Environmental Im pact Report (DEIR).

Greenbelt Alliance is the San Francisco Bay Area's leading organization working to protect natural and
agricultural landscapes from sprawl development and help our cities and towns grow in smart ways to make the
region great for everyone. We are the champions of the places that make the Bay Area special, with more than
10,000 supporters and a 58-year history of local and regional success.

We strongly enconrage the city to meaximize its emphasis on compact, walkable transit-friendly 1-1
development with homes for residents across the income spectrum in the LUTE and to study the foll range
of environmental benefils of choosing this development pattern in the DEIR.

Providing more housing choices in the LUTE

The Draft LUTE should be amended o provide more compact homes for residents across the income spectrum,
particularly in relation to new commercial uses. We support an alternative such as Alternative 2 that wonld take
important steps in better addressing the jobs/housing imbalance in the cty of Sunnyvale. Making such changes
would help address the region’s housing crisis, provide opportunities for healthy transportation choices, support
the local economy, relieve development pressure on the region’s treasured open spaces, improve our region’s
water security, and provide other environmental and guality of life benefits,

Addressing the region’s housing crisis

The Bay Area's housing crisis is pressing and severe, with stark impacts on families and businesses across the
region. Much of this crisis is driven by a lack of new homes near jobs and transit to address the needs of our
growing economy. From 2011-2013, in the Bay Area only one home was built for every eight jobs created (7).
Providing new homes for residents across the income spectrum in a compact development style will be an
important step toward meeting the region’s significant housing needs. [t will also allow more residents to live

! hetpdiwwen dofca gow researchidemographictreportdectimates fe- 51 201 1- Mhiview, php
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Letter 1 Continved
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GREEMBELT ALLIANCE

near where they work rather than face a grueling commute to a home at the edge of the reglon, thus improving
the quality of life for all Bay Area residents.

Providing healthy transportation choices

Providing new infill homes in Sunnyvale provides a unique opportunity to allow those who live and work in the
area to access an array of transportation cholces, including Caltrain, buses, biking, and walking, Numerous
studies demonstrate that access to multi ple transportation cholces results in high usage of those amenities. For
example, according to a recent MTC study, Bay Area residents are ten times more likely to use transit if they live
and work within a half mile of 2 major transit stop (). Incréasing access to a variety of transportation cholces
improves community health outcomes, minimizes ime stuck in traffic, helps ease the strain on the regional
transportation network, and reduces air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions.

Supporting the local ecomomy
Cur region’s economy is currently doing well, Yet that prosperity is not guarantesd to continue, With some of

the highest housing costs in the country, the Bay Area's long-term economic success depends on our ability to
provide sufficient homes dose to jobs and transit for our workforce, By promoting com pact housing
development, the city could also tap into a wide array of other well-documented econamic benefits (7). For
example, studies show developlog in a focused growth pattern, rather than sprawling outward, provides a savings
of 9.2% in local lane-miles constructed and 11.8% in local road costs as well as 8.6% reductions in water and
sewer infrastructure (3). These savings would benefit the whole reglon, with more resources available to build our
local economles and improve our quality of life.

In additlon, new research shows that providing new housing has a fiscally neutral im pact on manicipal
finances—if it Is sufficiently compact. In 2015, the city of San Jose conducted an economic study as part of their
General Plan Major Review, examining the financial impacts of new housing on municpal finances. Their study
concluded that new housing was “fiscally neutral™ if it was at least 40-45 units per acre.

Relieving development pressure on open space
Greenbelt Alliance’s 2012 report At Risk: The Bay Area Greenbelt concluded that over 322,000 acres of open

space—the equivalent of 10 citles the size of San Francisco—remaln at rlsk of sprawl development In the Bay
Area ) To ease development pressare on these vital lands, we must all work together to encourage smart

¥ Mew Flaces, Mew Choloes: Tramain-Orlented Dewelopmient In the San Francleco Bay Are - Metropolitan Transportation Cormmdielon
httpwww, matc.ca gov/planning lsman_growthtod TOD,_Book. pdf

* For examples, see

$mart Growth America's Buflding Retter Budpris: A National Examination of Fiscal Benefits of Smart Growth Developremt {2013)
itz wvrw, smartgrowthameni ca,ong bl ding-better bodget s

Cenler for Chean Alr Polloy's Growing Wealthior: Smari Growik, Climate Change and Prosperity (2011}

hittp: v, growingveealihder. info/ indec g

Amerbkcan Lung Assoclation in Californis’s Land Use, CHmate Change & Public Healih s Brief (2010}

bt o Jumgnss ongfassoclat bons/st ates/callfornia/assets/pdfs‘advocacpland use-d Imate- change-and.pdf

TransForm's Windfall for Alk How Connected Convertent Nelgihorfsods Can Profect Our Climate end Safeguard California’s Ecommmy
(2009} hittp-fwww transformca.org/windfall -for-all

Bartholomew, Winkel man, Walters, and Chen Growirtg Cooler: The Evidence on Urban Developret ard Clmste Clrange (2008}
hitip: fvwwrw_sma rt growihamerica org/do-caments/growingeoslerCH1Lpdf

* TCRP Report 74: Costs of Sprawl

* http: /v greenbeltorg/at-risk/
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Consistency with Upcoming Specific Plans

The City of Sunnyvale Is currently developing several spectfic plans, Including the El Camino Real Precise Plan
update and the Lawrence Station Area Plan, It is undlear how the draft LUTE would impact these pending plans.

For example, the city Is currently considering several alternatives for the El Camino Real Precise Plan update,
These alternative would allow various levels of new homes and commercial nses along the four miles of the
corridor that run through Sunnyvale, The “residential-focused alternative” for the El Camino Real wouold allow
more housing than the draft LUTE proposes. This alternative was chosen as the preferred alternative by the city’s
Public Advisory Committee and the Sunnyvale Planning Commisslon. It was also selected as the preferred
alternative by Sunnyvale residents at the city’s public workshop on September 8, 2016.

The finzl LUTE should be amended to allow for the “residential-focused aliernative™ on the El Camino
Real without limiting housing opportunities in any of the other pending specific plans.

Hounsing Policies

Owr cities and towns need stranger tools to bring the vision of infill howsing to life.

The LUTE should be amended to include additional policies that encourage the development of new infill
homes, particularly for people across the income specirum. For example, it should identify the minimum
housing density needed to support the proposed retail within the proposed village centers and establish
densities that exceed those minimam levels. It should also Include stronger affordable housing policies,
including policies to meet and exceed the requirements of AB 2135, the Surplus Lands Act of 2014, and
establish a priority for affordable housing in any density bonus programs.

Transportation Policles
We strongly support the pollcy em phasls In the LUTE on Increasing walking, biking, and transit.

The final plan should include stronger transportation policies and TDM measures to lmprove the plan's
environmental performance and reduce “significant and unavoidable traffic impacts™ at intersections and
freeway segments within the city by 2035.

We also urge the city to adopt tiered and increasingly strong TDM goals and measures over time to reduce
VMT and VMT per capita. In addition to goals for peak hour vehicle trips, we encourage mode share goals
to focus attention on Increasing the use of transit, shared vehicles, and active transportation. We support
mandatory monitoring and reporting of results with the goal of continually improving most shift
performance.

Conclusion

Providing new homes for residents across the Income spectrum in a compact, walkable development pattern can
provide significant environmental, social, and econamic benefits for the City of Sunnyvale and the larger Bay
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Letter 1 Greenbelt Alliance

Response 1-1

The purpose of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the environmental impacts of implementing the Draft
LUTE, not to ascertain or weigh the environmental benefits of the proposed land use designations
and policies in the Draft LUTE or alternative development patterns. However, these issues will be
considered in the staff report for the LUTE, which is available for public review on the City’s web
page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit Center.

Response 1-2

The discussion of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) on pages 3.4-1, -2, -14, -24, -29, and -30 in Draft EIR
Section 3.4, Transportation and Circulation, is for informational purposes. There is currently no
CEQA requirement for a VMT analysis or a threshold by which to determine whether an impact
would be significant. As such, quantification of VMT per capita to allow comparison of the
alternatives, as suggested by the commenter, is not required. The Draft EIR (page 5.0-11) does,
however, include a discussion of VMT for Alternative 2. As stated on page 5.0-1 in Section 5.0,
Alternatives, in the Draft EIR, the evaluation of alternatives does not need to be as detailed as the
assessment of the proposed project. The qualitative analysis of VMT is sufficient to inform the
decision-making process. Calculation of VMT per capita, as suggested by the commenter, is not
necessary to support the alternatives analysis and would not affect the conclusions in the Draft
EIR. No revisions to the Draft EIR are necessary.
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Letter 2 Sierra Club

Response 2-1

The Draft EIR includes a list of objectives for the Draft LUTE on page 2.0-7 in Section 2.0, Project
Description. The objectives listed in the Draft EIR are included in compliance with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15124(b). The City appreciates the Sierra Club’s support for the project objectives.

The City also appreciates the Sierra Club’s acknowledgement of the project emphasis on vehicle
miles traveled (VMT) in the Draft LUTE. The commenter suggests that stronger TDM measures and
transportation policies are needed to address the project’s significant and unavoidable impacts.
This comment is of a general nature and does not present any analysis or suggestions for specific
mitigation measures or policy revisions that should have been considered in the Draft EIR. Please
see also Responses B-4 and H-6 regarding TDM measures.

Response 2-2

The purpose of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the environmental impacts of implementing the Draft
LUTE and to identify mitigation measures for significant impacts. The Draft EIR is not required to
reconcile planning considerations and should not advocate policy direction in the Draft LUTE, such
as jobs/housing ratio, minimum housing density for specific land use designations, affordable
housing policies, and TDM measures. Jobs/housing ratios and affordable housing are
socioeconomic issues, which do not require evaluation under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section
15131); however, these issues will be considered in the staff report for the LUTE, which is available
for public review on the City’s web pages, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and the One-Stop
Permit Center

With regard to the item concerning clarification of housing density in proposed Village Centers,
for purposes of traffic, air quality, and noise environmental analyses and based on the gross site
area, low-medium and medium densities were used in estimating housing units and vehicle trips.
The Draft LUTE notes that each site will require a more detailed plan and analysis, and if necessary,
additional environmental review will be conducted. Please see Response 2-1 regarding TDM
measures and policies.

Response 2-3

The purpose of the Draft EIR is to evaluate the environmental impacts of implementing the Draft
LUTE, not to ascertain the appropriate location or percentage of the city acreage that is high-
density or very high-density residential at the current time or as proposed by land use designations
and policies in the Draft LUTE or alternative development patterns. The commenter’s concerns
and recommendations are specific to the Draft LUTE itself and will be considered in the staff report,
but they do not affect the analysis or the conclusions in the Draft EIR. The staff report is available
for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop
Permit Center.

Response 2-4

Jobs/housing ratios are socioeconomic issues, which do not require evaluation under CEQA
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15131). Housing affordability is discussed in detail in the adopted 2015-
2023 Housing Element of the General Plan and not in the LUTE. The commenter asserts that the
Draft LUTE would conflict with a General Plan policy, but does not specify which policy. The
commenter’s concerns and recommendations regarding jobs/housing ratios, affordable housing,
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and housing densities are specific to the Draft LUTE itself and will be considered in the staff report
for the LUTE; the they do not affect the analysis or the conclusions in the Draft EIR.

Response 2-5

This comment summarizes the significant impacts identified in the Draft EIR concerning transit
travel times, operational impacts at intersections and freeway segments, air emissions,
greenhouse gases, and traffic noise, and suggests that additional mitigation is needed with
respect to transportation and circulation impacts.

The Draft LUTE contains humerous policies to support TDM programs. Draft LUTE policies 19, 22, and
23, in particular, and their underlying actions advance trip reduction and multimodal
transportation. These policies, along with others in the Draft LUTE, allow the City to consider
establishing additional TDM trip reduction targets in the future. The City considers these policies,
along with the already-established requirements for TDM in the city (e.g., Moffett Park, Peery Park,
Lawrence Station, specified industrial sites over 35 percent floor area ratio, and multi-family
residential) adequate at this time, and additional policies and mitigation, as recommended by
the commenter, are not necessary to mitigate project impacts.

The Draft LUTE contains numerous policies to reduce auto trips through parking reductions,
promotion of adequate and connected pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and improved transit
infrastructure and a strong partnership with the VTA. Draft LUTE Policy 31and its underlying actions,
in particular, advance progressive parking policies and allow the City to consider a range of
parking pricing options, including unbundled parking and paid parking in various land use areas.
The City considers these policies adequate at this time, and additional policies and mitigation, as
recommended by the commenter, are not necessary to mitigate project impacts.

Response 2-6

The comment summarizes the significant operational air quality impacts identified in the Draft EIR
related to vehicle trips and suggests additional measures are needed to reduce emissions. The
Draft LUTE contains numerous policies to reduce VMT and related air pollutants through parking
measures, adequate and connected pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and provision of new living
options that allow for less car dependence and fewer miles traveled to reach amenities. In
combination, these policies are intended to create new and enhanced opportunities to reduce
vehicle use and further reduce VMT. This comment also addresses short-term construction
emissions impacts, which are addressed in Response 2-9.

Response 2-7

The commenter is correct that the siting recommendations in Table 3.5-5 (Recommendations on
Siting New Sensitive Land Uses Near Air Pollutant Sources) on page 3.5-11 in Draft EIR Section 3.5,
Air Quallity, are advisory. However, this table is not intended to suggest that projects which could
be developed under the Draft LUTE would be evaluated against those distance
recommendations. Impact 3.5.6 on pages 3.5-28 through -32 of the Draft EIR analyzes the siting of
new land uses near sources of toxic air contaminant emissions and identifies mitigation measure
MM 3.5.6 (pages 3.5-51 and -32) that requires site-specific analysis of projects and incorporation
of features into project design to reduce potential hazards, if such hazards are identified. The
requirements of this mitigation measure, along with Bay Area Air Quality Management District
regulations and policies in the Draft LUTE, would be effective in mitigating potential hazards, as
explained on page 3.5-32.
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Response 2-8

This comment summarizes the significant impacts identified in Draft EIR Section 3.6, Noise,
concerning traffic noise and offers recommendations for noise mitigation. The City has policies in
the General Plan Noise Element and roadway design standards that it implements for all new
roadways and maintenance of existing roadways to reduce noise levels. The City will enforce
existing site-specific noise attenuation measures and consider maximum permissible noise criteria
when considering specific project proposals and developing conditions of approval for those
projects. As explained on pages 3.6-37 and -38 in the Draft EIR, while the need for site-specific
noise attenuation measures from any noise source will be determined on a project-by-project
basis at the time development is proposed, it is infeasible to ensure that existing residential uses
along affected portions of Hollenbeck Avenue and Remington Avenue would not be exposed to
future traffic noise levels exceeding the City’s noise standards or significantly exceeding the levels
to which they are currently exposed. For example, it may not be possible to construct a noise
barrier at an existing residence due to engineering constraints (utility easements or driveway
openings), and building facade sound insulation would only benefit interior spaces, so outdoor
activity areas may still be affected. Although a combination of various noise reduction measures,
including those suggested by the commenter, could be highly effective in reducing traffic noise
levels on a citywide basis, it is not possible to state with absolute certainty that feasible mitigation
measures are available to mitigate this impact at every existing noise-sensitive use. As a result, this
impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

Response 2-9

This comment is a footnote to a portion of Comment 2-6 concerning construction air emissions
impacts (Impact 3.5.3 on Draft EIR pages 3.5-23 through -25). It summarizes the impact analysis
and conclusion that impacts may not be fully mitigable (that is, the impact would remain
significant and unavoidable). The comment does not raise any issues regarding the analysis or
conclusions in the Draft EIR on this topic.

Response 2-10

See Response 2-8.

Response 2-11

This comment summarizes the impacts identified in Draft EIR Section 4.0, Public Services, subsection
4.4, Parks and Recreational Facilities, concerning parks and open space, and offers
recommendations for mitigation. The City has park dedication requirements for new development
in order to maintain a ratio of 5 acres per 1,000 residents. This requirement, as well as policies in
the City’s General Plan Open Space Element, prioritize development of new parks where feasible,
and in-lieu fees where not feasible, to retain the ratio of parks to population. Policy 55, Action 3
requires the City to consider integrating or co-locating a Village Center with a neighborhood park
or open space. The City considers these policies adequate at this time, and additional policies
and mitigation, as recommended by the commenter, are not necessary to mitigate project
impacts.

Response 2-12

This comment summarizes the impacts identified in Draft EIR Section 3.10, Cultural Resources,
concerning historic resources. The commenter suggests that stronger design guidelines are
needed to preserve unique neighborhood character, regardless of historic status. The City has
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already adopted Citywide Design Guidelines, last updated in 2013, that include sections directed
at the preservation of unique neighborhoods. The City has also adopted Single Family Home
Design Techniques, a Mixed-Use Development Toolkit, High Density Residential Design Guidelines,
Eichler Design Guidelines, and Taaffe-Frances Heritage Neighborhood Design Guidelines (an
historic area). Additionally, the Draft LUTE contains numerous policies to preserve and protect
historic structures and unique neighborhoods, even those that have not been given historic status.
Heritage Preservation and Design are sections in the Community Character chapter of the
General Plan that would not be affected by the update to the LUTE. The Draft LUTE also includes
Policy 18, Action 2, Policy 52, Action 1, and Policy 56, Action 2, all of which direct the City to
consider additional design guidelines to protect specific locations or design types. The City
considers these policies adequate at this time, and additional policies and mitigation, as
recommended by the commenter, are not necessary to achieve project objectives.

Response 2-13

The commenter’s preference for Alternative 2 (Reduced Jobs/Housing Ratio) is noted.
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Letter 3 Marla Azriel

Response 3-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web pages, at the City of Sunnyvale
Library, and the One-Stop Permit Center.

Response 3-2

The City has implemented a comprehensive public involvement program for the Draft LUTE. City
staff attempted to reach a wide audience in sharing the preparation and content of the Draft
LUTE. This included notices sent to neighborhood associations, parties that have indicated interest
in city planning or this or related projects, and neighboring jurisdictions. In addition, the City
conducted outreach surveys online through Open City Hall (the City’s primary public survey
location) and at tables during several community events. Public comments are still being
accepted on the Draft LUTE.

The City has fully complied with CEQA requirements for the public noticing process for the Draft
EIR. This process is described in the Draft EIR on page 1.0-5 in Section 1.0, Introduction. The City
provided notice, with the required comment periods, to all required agencies and organizations,
as well as to the entire list of interested parties developed for the Draft LUTE throughout the public
outreach process.
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Letter 4 Simon Azriel

Response 4-1

See Responses 3-1 and 3-2.
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Letter 5 Per Bjornsson

Response 5-1

The comments in this letter pertain to the Draft LUTE and do not address the Draft EIR. The
commenter’s opinions are noted and will be addressed in the staff report, which is available for
public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit
Center. No further response is required.
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Letter 6 David Cohen

Response 6-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 7 John Cordes

Response 7-1

This comment is directed to planning assumptions in the Draft LUTE and does not address the
adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. Jobs/housing ratios are a socioeconomic issue,
which do not require analysis in the Draft EIR, but are a planning consideration. Planning issues
concerning jobs/housing ratios are addressed in the staff report, which is available for public
review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit
Center. The commenter’s preference for Alternative 2 (Reduced Jobs/Housing Ratio) is noted.
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Letter 8 Barbara Fukumoto

Response 8-1

This response assumes the commenter is referring to Section 3.13, Greenhouse Gases and Climate
Change, as there is no Section 13.3 in the Draft EIR.

The Draft EIR has been revised to include the information noted by the commenter concerning
Senate Bill 32. The following is added at the end of the second full paragraph on page 3.13-6
(added text is underlined):

... Executive Order B-30-15 (signed April 29, 2015) endorses the effort to set interim GHG
reduction targets for year 2030 (40 percent below 1990 levels). Signed into law in
September 2016, Senate Bill (SB) 32 codifies the 2030 target in Executive Order B-30-15. The
bill authorizes the CARB to adopt an interim GHG emissions level target to be achieved by
2030. SB 32 states that the intent is for the Leqgislature and appropriate agencies to adopt
complementary policies which ensure that the long-term emissions reductions advance
specified criteria. However, at the time of writing this Draft EIR, no specific policies or
emissions reduction mechanisms have been established.

This revision does not affect the technical analysis or conclusions presented in the Draft EIR.

Response 8-2

The Draft EIR fully and comprehensively evaluates the regional implications of the Draft LUTE in
Impact 3.13.1 on pages 3.13-12 through -19 in Section 3.13, Greenhouse Gases and Climate
Change. The greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts of the alternatives compared to the Draft LUTE are
described in Section 5.0, Alternatives, on page 5.0-9 for Alternative 1 (No Project), page 5.0-14 for
Alternative 2 (Reduced Jobs/Housing Ratio), and page 5.0-18 for Alternative 3 (Redistribute a
Portion of Neighborhood Village Growth to Commercial Nodes). Table 5.0-2 starting on page
5.0-20 summarizes the comparative GHG impacts of the alternatives. The Draft EIR’s analysis of
GHG impacts of the Draft LUTE and alternatives complies with CEQA and is sufficient for informed
decision-making.

Response 8-3

The discussion of VMT on pages 3.4-1, -2, -14, -24, -29, and -30 in Draft EIR Section 3.4, Transportation
and Circulation, is for informational purposes. There is currently no CEQA requirement for a VMT
analysis or a threshold by which to determine whether an impact would be significant. As such,
quantification of vehicle miles traveled and associated GHG and criteria air pollutant emissions to
allow comparison of the alternatives, as suggested by the commenter, is not required. The Draft
EIR (page 5.0-11) does, however, include a discussion of VMT for the alternatives for disclosure
purposes. As stated on page 5.0-1 in Section 5.0, Alternatives, in the Draft EIR, the evaluation of
alternatives does not need to be as detailed as the assessment of the proposed project. The
qualitative analysis of VMT is sufficient to inform the decision-making process. Calculation of VMT
and related impacts, as suggested by the commenter, is not necessary to support the alternatives
analysis and would not affect the conclusions in the Draft EIR. No revisions to the Draft EIR are
necessary.

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-82



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-83



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter 9 Barbara Fukumoto

Response 9-1

This comment is directed to the merits of the proposed project and does not address the
adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. The commenter’s concerns regarding parking
are noted and will be addressed in the staff report and considered by the City Council during the
decision-making process. The staff report is available for public review on the City’s web page, at
the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit Center.

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-84



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-85



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-86



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter 10 Diane Gleason

Response 10-1

This comment is directed to the purpose and contents of the Draft LUTE and the merits of the
proposed project. The commenter suggests traffic, air emissions, and GHG impacts could be
mitigated through reduced new office development and additional housing. The Draft EIR
includes an evaluation of an alternative that would have more housing and less nonresidential
space than the proposed Draft LUTE (Alternative 2 [Reduced Jobs/Housing Ratio]) and concludes
that traffic, air quality, and greenhouse gas emissions impacts under that alternative would still be
significant. No further response is required.
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Letter 11 Peter Green

Response 11-1

The commenter provides suggestions on how to improve intersection safety and design elements.
No specific development project is proposed in the Draft LUTE. This comment does not address
the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. No further response is required.
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Letter 12 Ravi Gupta and Hairong Gao

Response 12-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.

Land Use and Transportation Element City of Sunnyvale
Final Environmental Impact Report January 2017
2.0-92



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

City of Sunnyvale Land Use and Transportation Element
January 2017 Final Environmental Impact Report
2.0-93



2.0 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

Letter 13 Continved

Don Hobbs
1291 Valley Forge Drive
Sunnyvale, CA 94087

408-737-0674
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Letter 13 Don Hobbs

Response 13-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 14 David and Phaik-Foon Kamp

Response 14-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 15 Zachary Kaufman

Response 15-1

This comment pertains to two figures in the Draft LUTE and the commenter’s interpretation of the
information presented on them. It does not address the adequacy of the analysis of environmental
impacts presented in the Draft EIR. Subsection ES.4, Areas of Controversy and Issues to Be
Resolved, in the Draft EIR’s Executive Summary is required under CEQA Guidelines Section 15123(b)
and is intended to identify topics germane to the impact analysis, not to resolve how planning
features are described or depicted in the Draft LUTE. However, the commenter’s suggestion that
figures could be clarified is noted.
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Letter 16 Zachary Kaufman

Response 16-1

The commenter references the Precise Plan for El Camino Real, which is an approved plan for
which the City Council adopted a Negative Declaration in 2007. The Draft LUTE contemplates
additional residential uses along El Camino Real and a similar amount of commercial uses as
currently allowed. A current planning effort is an update to the Precise Plan, which is called the El
Camino Real (ECR) Corridor Plan. The ECR Corridor Plan also contemplates mixed-use residential
uses. A separate EIR will be prepared for the El Camino Real Corridor Plan in the near future. No
further response is required.
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Letter 17 Zachary Kaufman

Response 17-1

Roadway capacity is not related to roadway speed. The capacity of arterial streets is determined
by the number of lanes and the timing of traffic signals. Regardless of speed limit, coordinated
signal systems allow more capacity than when signals operate independently. Arterial streets and
to a certain extent, collector streets determine the capacity of the street system. Local residential
streets are not designed to serve through traffic, so they do not affect the overall road system’s
capacity. Speed limits could be lowered on streets throughout Sunnyvale without affecting the
overall capacity of the road system. For these reasons, technical analysis of potential
environmental impacts related to speed limits, as suggested by the commenter, is not necessary.
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Letter 18 Adina Levin

Response 18-1

The discussion of VMT on pages 3.4-1, -2, -14, -24, -29, and -30 in Draft EIR Section 3.4, Transportation
and Circulation, is for informational purposes. There is currently no CEQA requirement for a VMT
analysis or a threshold by which to determine whether an impact would be significant. As such,
quantification of VMT per capita to allow comparison of the alternatives, as suggested by the
commenter, is not required. The Draft EIR (page 5.0-11) does, however, include a discussion of
VMT for Alternative 2. As stated on page 5.0-1 in Section 5.0, Alternatives, in the Draft EIR, the
evaluation of alternatives does not need to be as detailed as the assessment of the proposed
project. The qualitative analysis of VMT is sufficient to inform the decision-making process.
Calculation of VMT per capita, as suggested by the commenter, is not necessary to support the
alternatives analysis and would not affect the conclusions in the Draft EIR. No revisions to the Draft
EIR are necessary.

The City appreciates the commenter’s suggestions regarding the planning concepts in the Draft
LUTE and the use of transportation demand management (TDM) measures to reduce VMT. These
comments are not specifically directed to the analysis in the Draft EIR, but will be considered
during the decision-making process. Planning issues are addressed in the staff report, which is
available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the
One-Stop Permit Center.

The 2015-2023 Housing Element of the General Plan addresses housing affordability.
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Letter 19 Michele Melvin

Response 19-1

This comment is directed to the merits of the proposed project and does not address the
adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be
considered during the decision-making process. No further response is required.
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Letter 20 Melissa Mocker

Response 20-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 21 Kiran Mundkur

Response 21-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 22

From: ibeocdersen@sunennle ooy on behalf of Hontond035 AP
Te: Hoffran. Dana

Subject: Fredt: Fisachack on Fremont/Mary develapment

Dt Tuesday, October 18, 2006 4034 PM

---------- Forwarded message ------——

From: Jenny Pratt <] Ife

Date: Tue, Oct 11, 2016 at 12:26 PM
Subject: Feedback on Fremont/Mary development
To: L et vl y

As a resident in an Eichler neighborhood close to the Fremont/ Mary intersection, [ am very
comcemned about the proposal for a 3-4 story development i this area,

Eichlers are all about open and private spaces (particularly with the huge expanse of windows
that look out on the back yvard), and a multistory development looming over our properiies
destrovs the value of these architecturally significant homes,

Our neighborhood is zoned for single story dwellings for a reason. No one wanls strangers
from a multistory complex staring straight into their bedrooms. IU's creepy and disrespectful.

This kind of development will destroy our neighborhoods,

In addition, Fremont and Mary is already an overloaded imersection: there are many aceidents
and even fatalities in the current configuration.

Please consider this as vou develop this arca,

Jenny Prati

22-1

City of Sunnyvale

January 2017
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Letter 22 Jenny Pratt

Response 22-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 23 Michael Quinlan

Response 23-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 24 Jessica Salam

Response 24-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 25 Mike Serrone

Response 25-1

This comment is directed to planning assumptions in the Draft LUTE and does not address the
adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. Jobs/housing ratios are a socioeconomic issue,
which do not require analysis in the Draft EIR, but are a planning consideration. Planning issues
concerning jobs/housing ratios are addressed in the staff report, which is available for public
review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit
Center.

With regard to the comment about goals for TDM and VMT reduction, this pertains to the Draft
LUTE and not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. The commenter’s opinion is
noted and will be considered during the decision-making process.
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Letter 26 Continved

the building’s population (grow your own for lunch) but also for health, recreation. education,
aesthetics, spirit, and greenhouse gas reduction for the commumity.

26-1
cont.

Thanks so much for the courtesy of accepting my comments,

Sue Serrone
665 Winggate Dr,
Sunnyvale

J08 773 8RS

City of Sunnyvale
January 2017
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Letter 26 Sue Serrone

Response 26-1

This comment is directed to the planning assumptions in the Draft LUTE concerning the number of
housing units and the jobs/housing balance. Although the comment references the Draft EIR, the
Draft EIR does not include any statements indicating that the Draft LUTE would worsen the
jobs/housing balance. This comment does not address the adequacy of the technical analysis in
the Draft EIR. Jobs/housing ratios are a socioeconomic issue, which do not require analysis in the
Draft EIR, but are a planning consideration. Planning issues concerning jobs/housing ratios are
addressed in the staff report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the
City of Sunnyvale Library, and at the One-Stop Permit Center. The commenter’s opinions are
noted and will be considered during the decision-making process.
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Letter 27 Patrick and Suzanne Shea

Response 27-1

This comment is directed to goals and policies presented in Draft LUTE and does not address the
adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR. The commenters’ suggestions for how the Draft
LUTE and implementation of the Village Centers could be improved are noted and will be
considered during the decision-making process. Planning issues are addressed in the staff report,
which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library, and
at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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Letter 28 Julie Treichler

Response 28-1

This comment is directed to the proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation at the Fremont
Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The commenter’s opinion is noted and will be considered
during the decision-making process. The Draft LUTE does not propose any specific development
project at the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection. The environmental impacts of the
proposed Village Mixed Use land use designation have been fully evaluated in the Draft EIR. The
Draft EIR is an informational document, the purpose of which is to evaluate environmental impacts
in order to inform the decision makers and the public. The Draft EIR does not reach any conclusions
about whether or not the project, including the proposed Village Center land use designation at
the Fremont Avenue/Mary Avenue intersection, should or should not be approved.

The comment relates to planning considerations such as the desirability or appropriateness of the
proposed land use designations, not the adequacy of the technical analysis in the Draft EIR.
Planning issues associated with the proposed land use designation are addressed in the staff
report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale Library,
and at the One-Stop Permit Center.
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City of Sunnyvale Planning Commission Meeting — Public Hearing to Accept Comments on the
Draft LUTE Draft EIR (October 10, 2016)

Response PC-1

The Sunnyvale Climate Action Plan (CAP) is a strategic planning document that was designed to
initiate greenhouse gas emission reductions in the city. CAP implementation, coupled with other
variables such as State-led strategies like the Pavley Standard, which is intended to reduce GHG
emissions from noncommercial passenger vehicles through fuel efficiency standards, has been
projected to lead to a reduction in GHG emissions, including from mobile sources. For instance,
the Pavley Standard is estimated to result in the reduction of 159,460 metric tons of traffic-
generated GHG emissions annually compared to 2008. The Climate Action Plan also includes
citywide GHG reduction measures that are projected to result in an addition 79,900 metric tons of
GHG emission reductions annually, according to the CAP.

At full buildout, the Draft LUTE could generate 342,958,144 vehicle miles traveled annually (Draft
EIR Appendix B, Annual Emissions, page 4, Table 3.2). As stated on page 3.13-13 in Draft EIR Section
3.13, Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change, the Draft LUTE-specific growth was not factored
into the CAP growth projections. Nonetheless, future development projects under the Draft LUTE
would be required to comply with the provisions of the Sunnyvale Climate Action Plan. As stated
on page 3.13-11 in the Draft EIR, for the purposes of evaluating potential GHG-related impacts
associated with the Draft LUTE, the increase of GHG emissions projected to be generated with full
implementation of the Draft LUTE is compared with the Sunnyvale CAP 2020 threshold of 3.6 metric
tons per service population and the 2035 threshold of 2.6 metric tons per service population. As
noted on page 3.13-18 in the Draft EIR, the proposed development potential allowed under the
Draft LUTE is estimated to result in a metric ton per service population ratio of 2.5 and is therefore
less than CAP thresholds. Nonetheless, the Draft EIR further acknowledges that the Draft LUTE has
different growth projections than those assumed in the CAP, and therefore states that Draft LUTE
projected GHG emissions cannot equivalently be compared to demonstrate compliance with
GHG reduction targets in the Climate Action Plan for 2035.

In order to reconcile this, mitigation measure MM 3.13.1 is required, which mandates that upon
adoption of the Draft LUTE, the City must update the Climate Action Plan to include the new
growth projections associated with the Draft LUTE and make any necessary adjustments to the
CAP to ensure year 2020 and 2035 GHG reduction targets are attained. As stated on page 3.13-
19 in the Draft EIR, implementation of the CAP has resulted in the reduction of GHG emissions in
the city by approximately 15.8 percent from 2008 emissions, and the Draft LUTE could result in
comparable GHG emission efficiencies as anticipated by the CAP for the year 2035 and meet
GHG reduction percentages specified in the CAP. Implementation of mitigation measure MM
3.13.1 would ensure that the Climate Action Plan incorporates the Draft LUTE growth projections
to ensure GHG emissions are reduced consistent with CAP greenhouse gas reduction targets and
percentages that are consistent with state reduction targets.

Response PC-2

The City acknowledges that new transportation and vehicle technologies will likely shift over time,
and significant changes may occur within the Draft LUTE planning horizon of 2035. However, the
effects of technological changes over the next 20 years cannot be accurately predicted, and
such speculation (and their potential for reducing environmental impacts as they relate to Draft
LUTE implementation) is not required under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15144 and 15145).
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Response PC-3

The commenter’s preference for increased affordable housing measures within the Draft LUTE is
noted. Housing affordability is addressed in the 2015-2023 Housing Element of the General Plan.
Because this comment pertains to the Draft LUTE and does not address the adequacy of the
technical analysis in the Draft EIR, no further response is required.

Response PC-4

Jobs/housing ratios are a socioeconomic issue, which do not require analysis in the Draft EIR, but
are a planning consideration. Planning issues concerning jobs/housing ratios are addressed in the
staff report, which is available for public review on the City’s web page, at the City of Sunnyvale
Library, and at the One-Stop Permit Center. The Draft EIR includes an analysis of cumulative
impacts (Impact 3.2.3 in Draft EIR Section 3.2, Population and Housing), which includes regional
growth, in determining the environmental impacts of the jobs growth that would be
accommodated by the Draft LUTE.

Response PC-5

As noted in the Draft EIR, changes to land use throughout the City would result in less than
significant land use impacts, including potential conflicts with other City land use plans and
regulations, as described in Impact 3.1-3, as referenced by the commenter. The intent of the
analysis is to describe potential land use compatibility impacts of land use policy decisions at a
citywide scale, rather than the individual impact of a future development project on an
undisclosed individual residence location.

The City acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding Draft LUTE Policy 55, Action 2. These
comments will be provided to the Planning Commission and City Council for consideration during
the public hearings process for the Draft LUTE. The intent of the policy is not to identify stable single-
family residential areas adjacent to Village Centers for center expansion.

Response PC-6

This comment is directed to the land use mix in future Village Centers as related to the success of
retail business at these locations. Area plans for Village Centers are required, which will further
analyze and address economic viability. CEQA, however, does not require that the Draft EIR
include an economic analysis for the mix of land uses identified in the project (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15131); therefore, additional analysis is not required.
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REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR

3.1 INTRODUCTION

This section includes minor revisions to the Draft EIR. These modifications resulted from responses to
comments received during the Draft EIR public review period as well as staff-initiated changes.
Changes are provided in revision marks (underline for new text and strikeout for deleted text).

Revisions herein do not result in new significant environmental impacts, do not constitute
significant new information, and do not alter the conclusions of the environmental analysis.

3.2 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR

SECTION 2.0 (PROJECT DESCRIPTION)

Page 2.0-22, Table 2.0-4 (Draft LUTE Roadway Classifications), second row (County Expressway
roadway category description), is revised as follows:

Provides partially controlled access on high-speed roads with a limited number of
driveways and intersections. Expressways also allow bicycles, and sidewalks are provided
in limited locations; pedestrians are permitted in these limited locations. Speed is limits are

typically between 45 and 70-55 miles per hour, dependentupon depending on location.
Expressways are generally designed for longer trips at the county or regional level.

Page 2.0-22, Table 2.0-4 (Draft LUTE Roadway Classifications), fifth row (Commercial/Industrial
Corridor roadway category description), is revised as follows:

Serves local cross-town traffic, and may also serve regional traffic. Industrial and
commercial corridors connect local roads and streets to arterial roads. Provides access to
local transit, and includes pedestrian connections designed to encourage multi-purpose
trips. Four-lane corridors provide for up to 90 feet of ROW with street parking or bike lanes.
Two-lane corridors may provide for up to 90 feet of ROW with street parking and may have
bike lanes. The ROW includes sidewalks with traffic buffers, such as trees, on both sides of
the street.

SECTION 3.1 (LAND USE)

Page 3.1-6, first paragraph under “Moffett Federal Airfield Comprehensive Land Use Plan, is revised
as follows:

In 2012, Santa Clara County completed a Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) for Moffett
Federal Airfield (Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission 2012). The CLUP is
intended to be used to safeguard the general welfare of inhabitants within the vicinity of
the airport. The CLUP includes height, safety, and noise policies for land uses within the
Airport Influence Area (AIA) surrounding the airport. Moffett Federal Airfield was a US Naval
Air Station until it was transferred to NASA in 1994. The California Air National Guard is based
at and operating from the airport. The remainder of airport operation includes NASA test
flights and US government personnel and air cargo flights. There are a limited number of
civilian operations at the airport, which are anticipated to remain the same throughout
the study period. Because Moffett Federal Airfield is a US government airport, it is not
included in many of the other Federal Aviation Administration regulations.
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Page 3.1-15, Policy 8, is revised as follows (staff-initiated change to Draft LUTE):

Policy 8: Actively participate in discussions and decisions regarding transportation
between regions including regional airport and regional rail planning to ensure
benefit to the community.

Action 1: Comprehensively review any proposed aviation services at Moffett
Federal Airfield that could increase aviation activity or noise exposure.

Action 2: Encourage appropriate uses at Moffett Federal Airfield that best
support the community’s desires in Sunnyvale.

Action 3: Pursue annexation of that portion of Moffett Federal Airfield within
Sunnyvale’s sphere of influence in order to strengthen the city’s authority over
future use.

Action 4: Monitor and participate in regional airport planning decision-making
processes with agencies such as the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) and the Regional Airport Planning Commission (RAPC).

Action 5: Encourage consistency with the Santa Clara County Comprehensive
Land Use Plan for Moffett Federal Airfield.

Action 6: Ensure that land uses, densities, and building heights within Airport
Safety Zones are compatible with safe operation of Moffett Federal Airfield.

Action 5 7: Monitor and participate in efforts by the Santa Clara County Airport
Land Use Commission to regulate land uses in the vicinity of Moffett Federal
Airfield.

Action 8: Update the Safety and Noise Element by 2020 to reflect conditions in
the City and the region.

SECTION 3.3 (HAZARDS AND HUMAN HEALTH)
Page 3.3-12, last sentence of fourth full paragraph, is revised as follows:

Moffett Federal Airfield is a federally owned airport located mostly in unincorporated
Santa Clara County adjacent to and northwest of Sunnyvale. A portion of the Airfield is
located within Sunnyvale’s sphere of influence. The airfield has a 9,202-foot-long runway
with a precision instrument approach. The airfield was formerly operated by the military
from 1933 to 1994 and is currently operated by the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA). The California Air National Guard is based at and operates from
the airport. The remainder of airport operations include NASA test flights and US
government personnel and air cargo flights. There are a limited number of civilian

operations at the airport. No significant changes in airport activity are forecast. Moffett

The Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission

(ALUC) adopted a CLUP for Moffett Federal Airfield in 2012. The CLUP is intended to be
used to safequard the general welfare of inhabitants within the vicinity of the airport. The
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CLUP includes height, safety, and noise policies for land uses within the Airport Influence
Area (AlA) surrounding the airport.

Page 3.3-20, first paragraph, is revised as follows:

The Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) has adopted a
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP) for areas surrounding Santa Clara County public-
use airports. Sunnyvale is not located in any protected-airspace airport safety zones
defined by the ALUC for public-use airports and has no heliports listed by the Federal
Aviation Administration (ALUC 1992).

Page 3.3-20, third paragraph and Policy 8, is revised as follows:

Moffett Federal Airfield is the only airport that could potentially be affected by
development in Sunnyvale. Any construction equipment or new structures that exceed
the height restrictions of FAR Part 77 or land use policies from Moffett Federal Airfield’s
Comprehensive Land Use Plan-if-adepted-by-the-ALJC; could affect navigable airspace
associated with the airport. Compliance with FAA notification requirements (including
preparation of an aeronautical study by the FAA, specified in FAR Part 77, described
above, for new development or redevelopment that exceed the height limits) would
minimize the potential for development to create a significant hazard to navigable
airspace.

The Draft LUTE also contains several policies and actions that would assist in reducing
airport hazards. The Draft LUTE land use designations (see Figure 2.0-4) are consistent with
the CLUP. The following list identifies policies and actions that include specific, enforceable
requirements and/or restrictions and corresponding performance standards that address
this impact.

Policy 8: Actively participate in discussions and decisions regarding transportation
between regions including regional airport and regional rail planning to ensure
benefit to the community.

Action 1: Comprehensively review any proposed aviation services at Moffett
Federal Airfield that could increase aviation activity or noise exposure.

Action 4: Monitor and participate in regional airport planning decision-making
processes with agencies such as the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) and the Regional Airport Planning Commission (RAPC).

Action 5: Encourage consistency with the Santa Clara County Comprehensive
Land Use Plan for Moffett Federal Airfield.

Action 6: Ensure that land uses, densities, and building heights within Airport
Safety Zones are compatible with safe operation of Moffett Federal Airfield.

Action 5 7: Monitor and participate in efforts by the Santa Clara County Airport
Land Use Commission to regulate land uses in the vicinity of Moffett Federal
Airfield.

Action 8: Update the Safety and Noise Element by 2020 to reflect conditions in
the City and the region.
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SECTION 3.4 (TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION)

Page 3.4-47 under “Impacts Not Evaluated in Detail” subheading, is revised as follows:

While the Planning Area of the Draft LUTE is within Moffett Federal Airfield’s influence-area
Airport Influence Area (AlA) and safety zones, the Draft LUTE would not involve changes in
air traffic operations. There would be no impact relative to standard of significance 3, and
impacts related to airport operations are not further evaluated.

Page 3.4-57, last paragraph, is revised as follows:

Implementation of a TDM program consistent with these policies would eliminate the
intersection impacts at six more intersections. As further described under Impact 3.4.7
below, with the proposed mitigation measures and implementation of the Draft LUTE, the
cumulative impact to transit travel times at these intersections would be less than
significant. For the remaining eight nine impacted intersections, the Draft LUTE’s cumulative
impact to transit travel times would be significant.

Pages 3.4-58 and 3.4-60, Policy 69, is revised as follows (staff-initiated change to Draft LUTE):
Policy 69: Promote walking and bicycling through street design.
Action 1: Develop complete streets principles to accommodate all users
including pedestrians, bicyclists, skaters, and wheelchair users, along with
motor vehicles in transportation corridors.
Action 2: Enhance connectivity by removing barriers and improving travel

times between streets, trails, transit stops, and other pedestrian
thoroughfares.

Action 3: Support traffic calming to slow down vehicles in order to promote
safety for non-motorists.

Action 7 6: Support streetscape standards for vegetation, trees, and art
installations to enhance the aesthetics of walking and biking.
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SECTION 3.5 (AIR QUALITY)
Page 3.5-18, Table 3.5-7, first row of measures, is revised as follows:

TABLE 3.5-7
DRAFT LUTE CONSISTENCY WITH CLEAN AIR PLAN CONTROL STRATEGIES

Clean Air Plan Strategies Draft LUTE Policies and Actions

Transportation Control Measures

TCM A: Improve Transit Services Policy 2/Action 1; Policy 5/Action 4; Policy 6/Action 2; Policy
7; Policy 8/Action 6 7; Policy 19/Action 1; Policy 20/Action 2;

A-1 Improve Local & Areawide Bus Service Policy 46/Actions 2, 3, 4, & 5; Policy 48/Action 1

A-2: Improve Local & Regional Rail Service

SECTION 3.10 (CULTURAL RESOURCES)
Page 3.10-11, additional text added as follows:
City of Sunnyvale Heritage Preservation Guidelines

The Community Character chapter of the Sunnyvale General Plan establishes criteria for
identifying cultural resources in the city. The City of Sunnyvale has approached the
delineation of cultural resources by relating them to their heritage value. As stated in the
Community Character chapter, the term heritage encompasses a broader concept than
the term historical. A community’s heritage includes not only its record of historical events
and the inventory of its historical buildings, sites, and artifacts, but also the cultural legacy
of that history. Heritage resources are important because they document the cultural
history of a particular place and illustrate the relationship between the present and the
past. Each heritage resource enriches the history of a place and adds to a complex
pattern of growth and development over time. Modifications to local landmarks and
heritage resources must be reviewed and approved by either Planning staff or the
Heritage Preservation Commission, and specific, stringent reviews must be conducted if a
locallandmark is to be modified in a way that would significantly alter its historic character.

The City has also adopted Single Family Home Design Techniques, a Mixed-Use
Development Toolkit, High Density Residential Design Guidelines, Eichler Design Guidelines,
and Taaffe-Frances Heritage Neighborhood Design Guidelines (an historic area).
Additional design guidelines are listed under the City of Sunnyvale Design Guidelines
subheading in the Regulatory Framework subsection in Section 3.12, Visual Resources and
Aesthetics, in the Draft EIR.

SECTION 3.13 (GREENHOUSE GASES AND CLIMATE CHANGE ADAPTATION)
Page 3.13-6, end of second full paragraph, is revised as follows:

... Executive Order B-30-15 (signed April 29, 2015) endorses the effort to set interim GHG
reduction targets for year 2030 (40 percent below 1990 levels). Signed into law in
September 2016, Senate Bill (SB) 32 codifies the 2030 target in Executive Order B-30-15. The
bill authorizes the CARB to adopt an interim GHG emissions level target to be achieved by
2030. SB 32 states that the intent is for the Legislature and appropriate agencies to adopt
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complementary policies which ensure that the long-term emissions reductions advance
specified criteria. However, at the time of writing this Draft EIR, no specific policies or
emissions reduction mechanisms have been established.

SECTION 4.0 (PUBLIC SERVICES)
Page 4.0-18, Policy 71, is revised as follows (staff-initiated change to Draft LUTE):
Policy 71: Improve accessibility to parks and open space by removing barriers.
Action 1: Provide and maintain adequate bicycle lockers at parks.
Action 2: Evaluate the feasibility of flood control channels and other utility
easements for pedestrian and bicycle greenways. Coordinate with flood

control and utility agencies early in the process to determine
feasibility/desirability of the project.

Action 3: Develop and adopt a standard for a walkable distance from
housing to parks.
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

1. STATUTORY REQUIREMENT

When a lead agency makes findings on significant environmental effects identified in an
environmental impact report (EIR), the agency must also adopt a “reporting or monitoring
program for the changes to the project which it has adopted or made a condition of approval in
order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment” (Public Resources Code Section
21081.6(a) and California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15091(d) and Section
15097). The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) is implemented to ensure that
the mitigation measures and project revisions identified in the EIR are implemented. Therefore, the
MMRP must include all changes in the proposed project either adopted by the project proponent
or made conditions of approval by the lead agency or a responsible agency.

2. ADMINISTRATION OF THE MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The City of Sunnyvale (City) is the lead agency responsible for the adoption of the MMRP. The City
is responsible for implementing, verifying, and documenting compliance with the MMRP, in
coordination with other identified agencies. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15097(a), a
public agency may delegate reporting or monitoring responsibilities to another public agency or
to a private entity that accepts the delegation. However, until mitigation measures have been
completed, the lead agency remains responsible for ensuring that implementation of the
measures occurs in accordance with the program.

3. MITIGATION MEASURES AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Table A-1 is structured to enable quick reference to mitigation measures and the associated

monitoring program based on the environmental resource. The numbering of mitigation measures
correlates with numbering of measures found in the impact analysis sections of the Draft EIR.
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TABLE A-1

LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation
Measure

Requirements of Measure

Compliance Method

Verification/Timing

Responsible
Party

Air Quality

MM 3.5.3

The following will be added as policies to the Environmental Management Chapter
of the General Plan:

NEW POLICY: Prior to the issuance of grading or building permits, the City of
Sunnyvale shall ensure that the Bay Area Air Quality Management District’s
(BAAQMD) basic construction mitigation measures from Table 8-1 of the BAAQMD
2011 CEQA Air Quality Guidelines (or subsequent updates) are noted on the
construction documents.

NEW POLICY: In the cases where construction projects are projected to exceed the
BAAQMD'’s air pollutant significance thresholds for NOx, PM1o, and/or PMz.s,
all off-road diesel-fueled equipment (e.g., rubber-tired dozers, graders, scrapers,
excavators, asphalt paving equipment, cranes, tractors) shall be at least
California Air Resources Board (CARB) Tier 3 Certified or better.

e Policy added to
the Green
Development
Section of the
LUTE

e As a motion by
the city council
to add this
policy when
adopting the
LUTE

City of
Sunnyvale
Planning
Department

MM 3.5.5

The following will be added as policies to the Environmental Management Chapter
of the General Plan:

NEW POLICY: In the case when a subsequent project’s construction span is greater
than 5 acres and/or is scheduled to last more than two years, the subsequent project
applicant shall be required to prepare a site-specific construction pollutant
mitigation plan in consultation with Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD) staff prior to the issuance of grading permits. A project-specific
construction-related dispersion modeling acceptable to the BAAQMD shall be used
to identify potential toxic air contaminant impacts, including diesel particulate
matter. If BAAQMD risk thresholds (i.e., probability of contracting cancer is greater
than 10 in one million) would be exceeded, mitigation measures shall be identified
in the construction pollutant mitigation plan to address potential impacts and shall
be based on site-specific information such as the distance to the nearest sensitive
receptors, project site plan details, and construction schedule. The City shall ensure
construction contracts include all identified measures and that the measures reduce
the health risk below BAAQMD risk thresholds. Construction pollutant mitigation
plan measures shall include but not be limited to:

1. Limiting the amount of acreage to be graded in a single day.

e Environmental
Management
Chapter of the
General Plan
amended to
include the policy

e As a motion by
the city council
to amend when
adopting the
LUTE

City of
Sunnyvale
Planning
Department
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TABLE A-1
LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Responsible
Party

Mitigation

Requirements of Measure Compliance Method | Verification/Timing
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2. Restricting intensive equipment usage and intensive ground disturbance to
hours outside of normal school hours.

Notifying affected sensitive receptors one week prior to commencing on-site
construction so that any necessary precautions (such as rescheduling or relocation
of outdoor activities) can be implemented. The written notification shall include the
name and telephone number of the individual empowered to manage construction
of the project. In the event that complaints are received, the individual empowered
to manage construction shall respond to the complaint within 24 hours. The
response shall include identification of measures being taken by the project
construction contractor to reduce construction-related air pollutants. Such a
measure may include the relocation of equipment.

MM 3.5.6 The following will be added as policies to the Environmental Management Chapter | ¢ Environmental e As a motion by ¢ City of

of the General Plan: Management the city council Sunnyvale
NEW POLICY: The following measures shall be utilized in site planning and Chapter of the to amend when Planning
building designs to reduce TAC and PMas exposure where new receptors are General Plan adopting the Department

located within 1,000 feet of emissions sources: amended to LUTE

e Future development that includes sensitive receptors (such as residences, include the policy

schools, hospitals, daycare centers, or retirement homes) located within 1,000
feet of Caltrain, Central Expressway, El Camino Real, Lawrence Expressway,
Mathilda Avenue, Sunnyvale-Saratoga Road, US 101, State Route 237, State
Route 85, and/or stationary sources shall require site-specific analysis to
determine the level of health risk. This analysis shall be conducted following
procedures outlined by the BAAQMD. If the site-specific analysis reveals
significant exposures from all sources (i.e., health risk in terms of excess cancer
risk greater than 100 in one million, acute or chronic hazards with a hazard
Index greater than 10, or annual PM2s exposures greater than 0.8 ug/m?)
measures shall be employed to reduce the risk to below the threshold (e.g.,
electrostatic filtering systems or equivalent systems and location of vents away
from TAC sources). If this is not possible, the sensitive receptors shall be
relocated.

e Future nonresidential developments identified as a permitted stationary TAC
source or projected to generate more than 100 heavy-duty truck trips daily will
be evaluated through the CEQA process or BAAQMD permit process to ensure
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LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION ELEMENT MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation
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Requirements of Measure
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Verification/Timing
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they do not cause a significant health risk in terms of excess cancer risk greater
than 10 in one million, acute or chronic hazards with a hazard Index greater
than 1.0, or annual PM2s exposures greater than 0.3 ug/m? through source
control measures.

e For significant cancer risk exposure, as defined by the BAAQMD, indoor air
filtration systems shall be installed to effectively reduce particulate levels to
avoid adverse public health impacts. Projects shall submit performance
specifications and design details to demonstrate that lifetime residential
exposures would not result in adverse public health impacts (less than 10 in one
million chances).

MM 3.5.7

The following will be added as a policy and actions to the Environmental
Management Chapter of the General Plan:

NEW POLICY: Avoid Odor Conflicts. Coordinate land use planning to prevent new
odor complaints.

NEW ACTION: Consult with the BAAQMD to identify the potential for odor
complaints from various existing and planned or proposed land uses in Sunnyvale.
Use BAAQMD odor screening distances or city-specific screening distances to
identify odor potential.

NEW ACTION: Prohibit new sources of odors that have the potential to result in
frequent odor complaints unless it can be shown that potential odor complaints can
be mitigated.

NEW ACTION: Prohibit sensitive receptors from locating near odor sources where
frequent odor complaints would occur, unless it can be shown that potential odor
complaints can be mitigated.

e Environmental
Management
Chapter of the
General Plan
amended to
include the policy

e As a motion by
the city council
to amend when
adopting the
LUTE

e City of

Sunnyvale
Planning
Department

Greenhouse Gases and Climate Change

MM 3.13.1

Upon adoption of the Draft LUTE, the City will update the Climate Action Plan to
include the new growth projects of the Draft LUTE and make any necessary
adjustments to the CAP to ensure year 2020 and 2035 greenhouse gas emission
reduction targets are attained.

e Update Climate
Action Plan

e With or prior to
completion of the
next biennial
monitoring and
implementation
report for the

City of
Sunnyvale
sustainability
coordinator
and Planning

Climate Action Department
Plan
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Mitigation
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Responsible
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Noise

MM 3.6.3 The following will be included as a policy or implementation measure to the Safety | e Safety and Noise e As a motion by e City of
and Noise Chapter of the General Plan: Chapter of the the city council Sunnyvale

New development and public projects shall employ site-specific noise attenuation General Plan to amend when Planning
measures during construction to reduce the generation of construction noise and amended to adopting the Department
vibration. These measures shall be included in a Noise Control Plan that shall be include the policy LUTE
submitted for review and approval by the City. Measures specified in the Noise
Control Plan and implemented during construction shall include, at a minimum,
the following noise control strategies:

e Equipment and trucks used for construction shall use the best available noise
control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, use of intake
silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, and acoustically attenuating shields or
shrouds;

¢ Impact tools (e.g., jackhammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for
construction shall be hydraulically or electrically powered wherever possible to
avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically
powered tools; and

e Stationary noise sources shall be located as far from adjacent receptors as
possible, and they shall be muffled and enclosed within temporary sheds,
incorporate insulation barriers, or include other measures.

¢ Noise and vibration reducing pile-driving techniques shall be employed during
construction and will be monitored to ensure no damage to nearby structures
occurs (i.e., vibrations above peak particle velocity (PPVs) of 0.25 inches per
second at nearby structures). These techniques shall include:

- Installing intake and exhaust mufflers on pile-driving equipment;

- Vibrating piles into place when feasible, and installing shrouds around the
pile- driving hammer where feasible;

- Implementing “quiet” pile-driving technology (such as pre-drilling of piles
and the use of more than one pile driver to shorten the total pile driving
duration), where feasible, in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions;
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- Using cushion blocks to dampen impact noise, if feasible based on soil
conditions. Cushion blocks are blocks of material that are used with impact
hammer pile drivers. They consist of blocks of material placed atop a piling
during installation to minimize noise generated when driving the pile.
Materials typically used for cushion blocks include wood, nylon and micarta
(a composite material); and

— At least 48 hours prior to pile-driving activities, notifying building owners and
occupants within 600 feet of the project area of the dates, hours, and expected
duration of such activities.

Transportation and Circulation

MM 3.4.7a | The following roadway improvements shall be included in the City’s fee program: | e Update the City’s | o With adoption of | e City of

e Restripe the westbound leg to one left turn lane, one shared through-right lane, Transportation the 2016-17 Fee Sunnyvale
and one right turn lane. Impact Fee Schedule Public Works
Program to Department
Or .
include the
¢ Convert the intersection to a two-lane roundabout. improvement

MM 3.4.7b | The following roadway improvements shall be included in the City’s fee program: | e Update the City’s | e With adoption of | e City of

Construction of an exclusive southbound right turn lane for the length of the Transportation the 2016-17 Fee Sunnyvale
segment. The northbound leg will also require a second left turn lane. The Impact Fee Schedule Public Works
eastbound inner left turn lane will require restricting the U-turn movement to Program to Department
allow for a southbound overlap right turn phase. Depending on the extent of include the
the median on the north leg that could be removed, the north leg will be Improvement
widened between 3 and 11 feet. The north leg will be realigned to
accommodate the southbound right turn. There is existing right-of-way on the
northeast quadrant of the intersection. The second northbound left turn lane
will need to be the same length as the existing left turn lane. Right-of-way
acquisition would be required from the southwest quadrant. The south leg will
need to be realigned. The south leg will be widened by 10 feet.
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