STATE OF CALIFORNIA GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

505 VAN NESS AVENUE

March 9, 2020
Advice Letter 5660-E

Erik Jacobson

Director, Regulatory Relations
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B10C
P.O. Box 770000

San Francisco, CA 94177

SUBJECT: Encroachment Agreement with Hibiscus Properties, LLC, to Construct a
Pedestrian/Bike Bridge - Request for Approval Under Section 851 and
General Order 173.

Dear Mr. Jacobson:

Advice Letter 5660-E is approved as of February 27, 2020 per resolution E-5066
Ordering Paragraphs.

Sincerely,
bdwzA Romdgpsi

Edward Randolph
Deputy Executive Director for Energy and Climate Policy/
Director, Energy Division
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Erik Jacobson Pacific Gas and Electric Company

Director 77 Beale St., Mail Code B13U
Regulatory Relations P.0. Box 770000
San Francisco, CA 94177

Fax: 415.973.3582

October 15, 2019

Advice 5660-E
(Pacific Gas and Electric Company ID U 39 E)

Public Utilities Commission of the State of California

Subject: Encroachment Agreement with Hibiscus Properties, LLC, to
Construct a Pedestrian/Bike Bridge - Request for Approval Under
Section 851 and General Order 173

Purpose

Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E) requests approval under Public Utilities Code Section
851 (Section 851) and General Order 173 to grant an Encroachment Agreement
(Agreement), Attachment 1, between PG&E and Hibiscus Properties, LLC (Hibiscus),
an affiliate of Facebook, Inc. The Agreement grants permission to Hibiscus to install
one Pedestrian/Bike Bridge (Bridge), a portion of which crosses over a section of PG&E
electric transmission easement (Easement) located within property owned by Hibiscus.

PG&E has reviewed the Bridge plans and has determined that the Bridge will not
interfere with PG&E’s operations or PG&E’s ability to provide safe and reliable utility
service to its customers. In addition, this Bridge will not be averse to the public interest.
The Bridge will provide the public pedestrian and non-motorized bicycle traffic safe
passage over and across State Route (SR) 84, Bayfront Expressway (SR 84), a 6-lane
State highway, enhancing connectivity between the Belle Haven neighborhood and the
Bayfront Park and the Bay Trail. The Bridge will promote pedestrian and bicyclist
connections to off-site pedestrian, bicycle and transit networks.

Background

PG&E has owned a 95foot wide non-exclusive easement for its Bair-Cooley Landing #1
and #2 60kV electric transmission tower line along SR 84 since 1967 (the “1967
Easement”). In 2000, the 1967 Easement was modified to include telecommunication
facilities. In November of 2016, Hibiscus granted to PG&E a 10foot wide non-exclusive
easement along a northerly portion of the lands of Hibiscus, and more particularly
described in said easement document for PG&E’s underground conduits, pipes, service
boxes, and other related facilities for the distribution of electric energy and
communications (the “2016 Easement”). The 1967 Easement and the 2016 Easement
(collectively, the “Easements”) are included as Attachment 6. The Easements provides
that the fee owner of the property (i.e. Hibiscus) shall not erect or construct any building
or other structure within the easement area.
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On November 1, 2016, the Menlo Park City Council adopted the Facebook Campus
Expansion Project Final EIR, Resolution No. 6351, (Attachment 2). Hibiscus, an affiliate
of Facebook, Inc., is the project sponsor and lead developer of the Facebook Campus
Expansion Project (Project). The Project is a redevelopment of an approximate 58-acre
Facebook campus site (the “Property”) located at 301-309 Constitution Drive within the
City of Menlo Park, County of San Mateo, State of California, Assessor's Parcel
Number 055-260-260. A copy of the Facebook Campus Expansion Project Master Plan
is included as Attachment 3. The Property is located off Constitution Drive, east of
Chilco Street and south of SR 84 in Menlo Park (the “Property”). The description of the
Property can be found in Attachment 4.

The Project includes the installation of the Bridge, which will cross over SR 84, allowing
public access to the San Francisco Bay Trail and Bedwell Bayfront Park from the
Facebook campus site and the Belle Haven neighborhood. The Bridge will be available
to the public and maintained by Hibiscus.

A portion of the Bridge will cross a portion of the Easements and under its overhead
Bair-Cooley Landing #1 and #2 conductor facilities. To support the bridge, foundations
and columns would be constructed within the PG&E’s easement. A Location Map with
Bridge Layout and other details is provided in Attachment 7, Part 2 page 4. The
Location Map shows that 2,809 square feet, or 0.064 acres, of the Bridge would
encroach on PG&E’s Easements (also shown in Exhibit B of Attachment 1).

Because PG&E'’s Bair-Cooley Landing facilities run a long distance electric overhead
line along the south side of SR 84, the entire length of and within the Hibiscus property,
there is no viable alternative to place the Bridge whereby a grade separated crossing
could be installed without crossing PG&E’s overhead 60KV electric transmission
facilities. The Encroachment Agreement (Attachment 1) consents to the the Bridge
encroachment, subject to the terms and conditions set forth in the Agreement and
would allow Hibiscus to construct the Bridge. The construction of the bridge provides
pedestrian and bicycle traffic safe passage across and over SR 84.

PG&E has determined that the improvements referenced in the Encroachment
Agreement do not interfere with PG&E’s use of the easement area or impede the safety
and reliability of PG&E’s electric or communications operations. The Bridge design
meets required electrical clearances to the transmission conductors and PG&E will
continue to have access to its overhead and underground electric transmission and
communication facilities for maintenance or safety-related work that may become
necessary. Therefore, PG&E is willing to agree to allow the Bridge subject to the terms
and conditions described in the Encroachment Agreement. PG&E requests the
California Public Utilities Commission’s approval to grant the Agreement under Section
851 and General Order 173, as the Bridge is compatible with PG&E’s use, but not
compliant with the Easements restriction against the erection buildings and structures
by the fee-owner of the property.
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(@)

(b)

(c)

Identity and Addresses of All Parties to the Proposed Transaction:

Pacific Gas and Electric Company  Marinus Lamprecht

Molly Zimney Hibiscus Properties, LLC
Law Department 1 Facebook Way

P.O. Box 7442 Menlo Park, CA 94025
San Francisco, CA 94120 650-460-0602
Telephone: (415) 973-6840 miamprecht@fb.com
Facsimile: (415) 973-5520

Email: MEZ3@pge.com Natalia Bernardi

Professional Civil Engineer
BFK Engineers

4670 Willow Road, Suite 250
Pleasanton, CA 94588
925-396-7700
nbernardi@bkf.com

Complete Description of the Property Including Present Location,
Condition and Use:

The Project is on an approximately a 58-acre industrial site owned by Hibiscus.
The Project located at Constitution Drive, bound by Chilco Street to the west and
south, SR 84 (Bayfront Expressway) to the north, and Facebook Way to the
east. It is designated as APN 055-260-260.

Within the Easements area, PG&E owns and operates (1) overhead electric
transmission facilities, (2) overhead telecommunications facilities, and (3)
underground conduits, pipes, service boxes, and other related facilities for the
distribution of electric energy and communications. PG&E operates these
facilities under the Easements defined and described above.

Intended Use of the Property:

A permanent pedestrian/bicycle bridge is proposed across a portion of the
Easements.

The Bridge will allow passage by non-motorized modes of traffic,
pedestrians and bicyclists and will provide a safe manner to cross SR 84, a
6-lane State highway facility. To support the ridge, underground foundations
and columns would be constructed within the PG&E’s easement. The
portion of the Bridge within the area crossing 2,809 square feet, or 0.064
acres, of the Bridge would encroach on PG&E’s Easements. A Location Map
with Bridge Layout and other details is provided in Attachment 7 Part 2 page 4.


mailto:miamprecht@fb.com
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Advice 5660-E -4 - October 15, 2019

(d)

(e)

(f)

9)

(h)

(i)

@)

(k)

Complete Description of Financial Terms of the Proposed Transaction:

PG&E is not collecting any fees associated with Agreement. PG&E has
determined that the construction of the Bridge would not affect the value of its
Easements.

Description of How Financial Proceeds of the Transaction Will Be
Distributed:

Not Applicable

Statement on the Impact of the Transaction on Ratebase and Any Effect on
the Ability of the Utility to Serve Customers and the Public:

There is no impact to PG&E’s rate base nor will granting the proposed
Agreement for the installation of the portion of the Bridge within the PG&E’s
easement affect PG&E’s ability to service customers and the public or to
maintain/repair/replace PG&E’s electric transmission facilities.

The Original Cost, Present Book Value, and Present Fair Market Value for
Sales of Real Property and Depreciable Assets, and a Detailed Description
of How the Fair Market Value Was Determined (e.g., Appraisal):

Not Applicable

The Fair Market Rental Value for Leases of Real Property, and a Detailed
Description of How the Fair Market Rental Value Was Determined:

Not Applicable

The Fair Market Value of the Easement or Right-of-Way, and a Detailed
Description of How the Fair Market Value Was Determined:

The improvements within the Easement area do not rise to the level of a right
that has any realizable economic value to PG&E.

A Complete Description of any Recent Past (Within the Prior Two Years) or
Anticipated Future Transactions that May Appear to Be Related to the
Present Transaction:

Not Applicable
Sufficient Information and Documentation (Including Environmental

Information) to Show that All of Eligibility Criteria Set Forth in Rule 3 of
General Order 173 are Satisfied:
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0]

(m)

PG&E has provided information in this Advice Letter to satisfy the eligibility
criteria under General Order 173 in that:

e The activity proposed in the transaction will not require environmental
review by the CPUC as a Lead Agency;

e The transaction will not have an adverse effect on the pubic interest or on
the ability of PG&E to provide safe and reliable service to its customers at
reasonable rates;

e The transaction will not materially impact the rate base of PG&E; and

e The transaction does not warrant a more comprehensive review that
would be provided through a formal Section 851 application.

Additional Information to Assist in the Review of the Advice Letter:
All information to assist in review has been provided in this Advice Letter.
Environmental Information

Pursuant to General Order 173, the Advice Letter program applies to proposed
transactions that will not require environmental review by the CPUC as a lead
agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA") either because:
(a) a statutory or categorical exemption applies (the applicant must provide a
Notice of Exemption from the Lead Agency or explain why an exemption
applies), or (b) because the transaction is not a project under CEQA (the
applicant must explain the reasons why it believes that the transaction is not a
project), or (c) because another public agency, acting as the Lead Agency under
CEQA, has completed environmental review of the project, and the Commission
is required to perform environmental review of the project only as a Responsible
Agency under CEQA.

For this Advice Letter, the City of Menlo Park has completed an environmental
assessment as a Lead Agency, and the Commission can serve as a Responsible
Agency.

c. City of Menlo Park as a Responsible Agency under CEQA

If another public agency, acting as the Lead Agency under CEQA, has
completed an environmental review of the project and has approved the
final CEQA documents, and the Commission is a Responsible Agency
under CEQA, the applicant shall provide the following.

a. The name, address, and phone number of the Lead Agency, the
type of CEQA document that was prepared (Environmental Impact
Report, Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration), the
date on which the Lead Agency approved the CEQA document, the
date on which a Notice of Determination was filed.
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Lead Agency City of Menlo Park

701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025

Attn. Kyle Perata, Sr. Planner
650-330-6721
ktperata@menlopark.org

Type of CEQA
Document Prepared | Final Environmental Impact Report

Date Name of Facebook Campus Expansion

Document Prepared | Project Final EIR

Adopted State Clearinghouse No.
2015062056

Adopted November 1, 2016

Date Notice of
Determination Filed November 4, 2016

b. A copy of all CEQA documents prepared by or for the Lead Agency
regarding the project and the Lead Agency’s resolution or other
document approving the CEQA documents.

See Attachment 2, Resolution No. 6351 - City of Menlo Park
Adopting Findings — Adopted November 1, 2016 and
Attachment 8, Notice of Determination — Filed November 4,
2016.

The entire environmental analysis of the Facebook Campus
Expansion Project may be viewed at the following website:
https://www.menlopark.org/1012/Environmental-Impact-

Report

C. A list of section and page numbers for the environmental impacts,
mitigation measures, and findings in the prior CEQA documents
that relate to the approval sought from the Commission.

The references to the Bridge, a portion of which will cross
PG&E’s easement and that will provide pedestrian and bicycle
traffic safe passage over and across State Route (SR) 84,
Bayfront Expressway (SR 84), enhancing public connectivity
between the Belle Haven neighborhood and the Bayfront Park
and the Bay Trail, may be found in the City of Menlo Park
Adopting Findings, Resolution No. 6351, shown in Attachment
2. Below are the specific references to the Bridge in
Attachment 2:


mailto:ktperata@menlopark.org
mailto:ktperata@menlopark.org
https://www.menlopark.org/1012/Environmental-Impact-Report
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1. The Bridge, along with other mitigation measures to avoid or
substantially lessen one or more significant effects of the
Project, is addressed in Section V. Project Alternatives of
Attachment 2, Pages 54 through 56. The Bridge is
specifically mentioned in item 7 of Page 55:Create a bicycle-
ped-friendly environment that enhances connectivity
between the Belle Haven neighborhood and Bayfront Park
and the Bay Trail.

2. Section VI, Statement of Overriding Considerations, (b)
Social Benefits, 2"d pullet, Page 60: The Project would
meet the City’s land use planning goals and development of
strategies for the M-2 Area, and promote pedestrian and
bicyclist connections by creating on-site and off-site
pedestrian and bicycle amenities, and approving
connections to off-site pedestrian, bicycle and transit
networks.

3. Section VI, Statement of Overriding Considerations, (e)
Local Community Benefits, 2" bullet, Page 61: The Project
would provide a new, publicly-accessible, multi-use bridge
across the  Bayfront Expressway that will provide a safe
connection from Belle Haven to the Bay”

An explanation of any aspect of the project or its environmental
setting which has changed since the issuance of the prior CEQA
document.

Not Applicable — There are no prior CEQA documents.

A statement of whether the project will require approval by
additional public agencies other than the Commission and the Lead
Agency, and, if so, the name and address of each agency and the
type of approval required.

See Attachment 9 -The Bridge was also reviewed under the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) with Environmental
Assessment (EA) and Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI)
(U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service as the
lead agency).
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Protests

Anyone wishing to protest this submittal may do so by sending a letter by November 4,
2019, which is 20 days from the date of this submittal. The protest must state the
grounds upon which it is based, including such items as financial and service impact,
and should be submitted expeditiously. Protests should be mailed to:

CPUC Energy Division

ED Tariff Unit

505 Van Ness Avenue, 4" Floor
San Francisco, California 94102

Facsimile: (415) 703-2200
E-mail: EDTariffUnit@cpuc.ca.gov

Copies of protests also should be mailed to the attention of the Director, Energy
Division, Room 4004, at the address shown above.

The protest shall also be sent to PG&E either via E-mail or U.S. mail (and by facsimile,
if possible) at the address shown below on the same date it is mailed or delivered to the
Commission:

Erik Jacobson

Director, Regulatory Relations

c/o Megan Lawson

Pacific Gas and Electric Company
77 Beale Street, Mail Code B13U
P.O. Box 770000

San Francisco, California 94177

Facsimile: (415) 973-3582
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com

Any person (including individuals, groups, or organizations) may protest or respond to
an advice letter (General Order 96-B, Section 7.4). The protest shall contain the
following information: specification of the advice letter protested; grounds for the
protest; supporting factual information or legal argument; name, telephone number,
postal address, and (where appropriate) e-mail address of the protestant; and
statement that the protest was sent to the utility no later than the day on which the
protest was submitted to the reviewing Industry Division (General Order 96-B, Section
3.11).
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Effective Date

Pursuant to the review process outlined in General Order 173, PG&E requests that this
Tier 3 advice submittal become effective upon Commission Approval.

Notice

In accordance with General Order 96-B, Section IV, a copy of this advice letter is being
sent electronically and/or via U.S. mail to parties shown on the attached list. Address
changes to the General Order 96-B service list should be directed to PG&E at email
address PGETariffs@pge.com. For changes to any other service list, please contact
the Commission’s Process Office at (415) 703-2021 or at
Process_Office@cpuc.ca.gov. Send all electronic approvals to PGETariffs@pge.com.
Advice letter submittals can also be accessed electronically at:
http://www.pge.com/tariffs.

IS/
Erik Jacobson
Director, Regulatory Relations

Attachments
Attachment 1 Encroachment Agreement
Attachment 2 Environmental Approval
Attachment 3 Facebook Campus Expansion Project Master Plan
Attachment 4 Hibiscus Property Description
Attachment 5 Draft Bridge Maintenance Agreement
Attachment 6 PG&E Easements (LD 2305-03-1503, 2305-03-2103 and
2350-03-2243)
Attachment 7 Location Map with Bridge Layout
Attachment 8 Notice of Determination
Attachment 9 Environmental Assessment and Finding of No Significant

Impact (U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife
Service)
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sexxrxcceess SERVICE LIST for Advice 5660-E s

Jonathan Reiger

Legal Division

505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 355-5596
jzr@cpuc.ca.gov

Mary Jo Borak

Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 703-1333
bor@cpuc.ca.gov

Robert (Mark) Pocta
Public Advocates Office
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 703- 2871
robert.pocta@cpuc.ca.gov

Andrew Barnsdale
Energy Division

505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102
(415) 703-3221
bca@cpuc.ca.gov

APPENDIX A

City of Menlo Park

Attention: Kyle Perata

Sr. Planner for Environmental Document
701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025

650-330-6721

ktperata@menlopark.org

City of Menlo Park
Attention: Theresa Avedian
Sr. Civil Engineer

701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025
650-330-6779
tavedian@menlopark.org
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ADVICE LETTER

SUMMARY

ENERGY UTILITY
MUST BE COMPLETED BY UTILITY (Attach additional pages as needed)

Company name/CPUC Utility No.: Pacific Gas and Electric Company (ID U39 E)

Utility type: Contact Person: Annie Ho
ELC D GAS D WATER Phone #: (415) 973-8794
E-mail: PGETariffs@pge.com
[] pPLC [[] HEAT S o
E-mail Disposition Notice to: AMHP@pge.com
EXPLANATION OF UTILITY TYPE (Date Submitted / Received Stamp by CPUC)
ELC = Electric GAS = Gas _
PLC = Pipeline  HEAT = Heat WATER = Water
Advice Letter (AL) #: 5660-E Tier Designation: 3

Subject of AL: g croachment Agreement with Hibiscus Properties, LLC, to Construct a Pedestrian/Bike Bridge - Request
for Approval Under Section 851 and General Order 173

Keywords (choose from CPUC listing): Aoreements, Section 851

ALType: [] Monthly [] Quarterly ] Annual One-Time [_] Other:
If AL submitted in compliance with a Commission order, indicate relevant Decision/Resolution #:

Does AL replace a withdrawn or rejected AL? If so, identify the prior AL: No
Summarize differences between the AL and the prior withdrawn or rejected AL:
Confidential treatment requested? |:| Yes No

If yes, specification of confidential information:

Confidential information will be made available to appropriate parties who execute a
nondisclosure agreement. Name and contact information to request nondisclosure agreement/
access to confidential information:

Resolution required? [] Yes No

Requested effective date: No. of tariff sheets: N/A
Estimated system annual revenue effect (%): N/A
Estimated system average rate effect (%): N/A

When rates are affected by AL, include attachment in AL showing average rate effects on customer classes
(residential, small commercial, large C/I, agricultural, lighting).

Tariff schedules affected:

Service affected and changes proposed™ /A

Pending advice letters that revise the same tariff sheets: N/A

'Discuss in AL if more space is needed. Clear Form




Protests and all other correspondence regarding this AL are due no later than 20 days after the date
of this submittal, unless otherwise authorized by the Commission, and shall be sent to:

Name: Erik Tacobson. c/o Megan Lawson

CPUC, Energy Division Title: Director, Regulatory Relations

Attention: Tariff Unit Utility Name: Pacific Gas and Electric Company
505 Van Ness Avenue Address: 77 Beale Street, Mail Code B13U

San Francisco, CA 94102 City: San Francisco, CA 94177

Email: EDTariffUnit@cpuc.ca.gov State: California Zip: 94177

Telephone (xxx) Xxx-xxxx: (415)973-2093
Facsimile (xxx) xxx-xxxx: (415)973-3582
Email: PGETariffs@pge.com

Name:

Title:

Utility Name:

Address:

City:

State: District of Columbia Zip:
Telephone (xxx) Xxx-Xxxx:

Facsimile (xxx) xxx-xxxx:

Email:

Clear Form
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RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND RETURN TO:

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY
245 Muarket Street, N10A, Room 1015

P.O. Box 770000

San Francisco, California 94177

Location: City/Uninc
Recording Fee $
Document Transfer Tax S
[ ] This is a conveyance where the consideration and
Value is less than $100.00 (R&T 11911).
[ ] Computed on Full Value of Property Conveyed, or
[ ] Computed on Full Value Less Liens
& Encumbrances Remaining at Time of Sale
[ 1 Exempt from the fee per GC 27388.1 (a) (2); This
document is subject to Documentary Transfer Tax

Signature of declarant or agent determining tax

(APN 055-260-250)

LD#
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT
This Encroachment Agreement (this “Agreement”) is made and entered into this ___ day
of ,20 by PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, a California

cni‘poration, hereinafter called “PG&E”, and HIBISCUS PROPERTIES, LLC, a Delaware limited
liability company, an affiliate of Facebook, Inc., hereinafter called “Owner.”

RECITALS

A. Owner is the fee title owner of certain real property within the City of Menlo Park,
County of San Mateo, State of California, legally described in Exhibit “A” (hereinatter, the
“Property”) atlached hereto and made a part hereof.

B. PG&E is the owner of those certain easements and rights-of-way (the " Electric
Transmission Easement") for the its electric transmission line, the Bair-Cooley Landing #1 & #2
60kV, and for all other purposes permitted therein, as set forth in the Easement dated December
15, 1967 and recorded in Volume 5422 of Official Records at page 99, as further modified by that
certain Agreement Modifying Easement dated June 23, 2000 and recorded in Document No. 2001-
026990 of Official Records, San Mateo County Records. The Electric Transmission Easement
provides in part that “First Party shall have the right to use said strip for purposes not inconsistent
with second party’s full enjoyment of the rights hereby granted, provided that first party shall not
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erect or construct any building or other structure, or drill or operate any well, within said strip.” In
addition, PG&E is the owner of the easement right of way for its electric distribution facilities (the
"Electrie Distribution Easement") and for all other purposes connected therewith, as set forth in
the easement dated November 1, 2016 and recorded in Document No. 2017-037078 of Official
Records San Mateo County Records. The Electric Distribution Easement provides in part that
“Grantor shall not erect or construct any building or other structure or drill or operate any well
within said strip.” The Electric Transmission Easement and the Electric Distribution Easement
shall be referred to collectively herein as the "Easement." The portion of the Property encumbered
by the Easement is hereinafter referred to as the "Easement Area."

3 Owner intends to construct a Pedestrian/Bicycle Bridge including other
improvements associated therewith such as underground foundations and columns (collectively,
the "Improvements') on a portion of the Easement Area, the construction of which violates the
cxpress restrictions against the construction of any buildings or other structures contained in the
Easement. The portion of the Easement Area upon which the improvements are to be made (the
“Encroachment Area”) is identified and shown on the map labeled Exhibit ""B'" attached hereto

and made a part hereof.

D. Owner has requested that PG&E grant permission for the construction of the
Improvements within the Easement Area. PG&E has determined that the Improvements, to be
constructed pursuant (o plans and specifications approved by PG&E, do not interfere with the
present full use of the Easement Area by PG&E, and PG&E is therefore willing to agree to allow
such encroachment on the Easement Area on the terms and subject to the conditions set forth

herein.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and for other good and valuable
consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged, Owner and PG&E

hereby agree as follows:

l. Consent to Encroachment. Notwithstanding the restriction in the Easement, PG&E
hereby consents to the encroachment of the Improvements onto the Easement Area in the location
as more specifically set forth in Exhibit “B” subject to the terms and conditions set forth herein. In
addition, Owner shall have the right of ingress and egress over the Easement Area to obtain access
to the Encroachment Area and the Improvements when necessary to fulfill Owner’s obligations
under this Agreement, in such areas as PG&E determines, in its sole and absolute discretion, will
occasion the least practicable damage and inconvenience to PG&E, its facilities and operations.

2 Governmental Approvals. This Agreement shall not become effective,
notwithstanding that it may have been executed and delivered by the parties, and Owner shall not
commence any activity hereunder, unless and until PG&E notifies Owner in writing of receipt of
final, unconditional, and unappealable approval (including exhaustion of all administrative appeals
or remedies before the CPUC) of this Agreement by the California Public Utilities Commission
(the "CPUC"), and that the terms and conditions of such CPUC approval are satisfactory to PG&E
in its sole and absolute discretion.
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3. Termination: Restoration. PG&E may terminate Owner’s rights under this
Agreement, at any time, upon ninety (90) days written notice to the Owner, if PG&E, in its sole
and absolute discretion, should determine that Owner’s use of the Easement Area is inconsistent
with PG&E's operational needs in the future, or in any way interferes with, impairs or otherwise
impedes PG&E's full usc of facilities installed or that may be installed by PG&E in the vicinity of
the Easement Area. Upon such termination, Owner, at Owner’s sole cost and expense, shall
remove all Improvements that encroach upon the Easement Area and shall repair and restore the
Easement Area as nearly as possible to the condition that existed prior to the construction of said
Improvements. Owner shall pay the entire cost of such removal and restoration, and PG&E shall
have no liability for any costs caused by or related to any such termination. If Owner fails to
remove all Improvements that encroach onto the Easement Area or fails to repair or restore the
Property within said ninety (90) day period, PG&E may perform such removal, repair or
restoration as necessary and recover such costs and expenses therefore from Owner. Owner agrees
to allow access to PG&E onto the Property for such purpose, and Owner shall pay all such costs
and expenses within sixty (60) days of receipt of an invoice therefore. Owner further
acknowledges that PG&E’s termination right shall not be affected by any Improvements that
Owner has made to the Easement Area, regardless of the nature or extent of those Improvements.
Owner understands and agrees that notwithstanding that Owner may have made a substantial
investment in such improvements, Owner shall not be entitled to any compensation whatsoever for
the termination of Owner’s rights under this Agreement by PG&IE. Notwithstanding the foregoing,
promptly (and in no event more than fifteen (15) days) following Owner’s receipt of PG&L’s
notice of termination, Owner and PG&LE will meet and confer in good faith to attempt to determine
a mutually acceptable alternative to termination in order that will minimize the inter
impairment, or encroachment that is the subject of PG&E’s notice. (Owner to initial h

)

4, Relocation/Rearrangement of PG&E’s Facilities. In recognition of the 1
extent of the Improvements and the potential impacts to Owner’s business operations associated
with termination of the Encroachment Agreement under Section 3, PG&E may require Owner, at
Owner’s sole expense, to rearrange or relocate the facilities of PG&E or its authorized licensees
installed within the Easement, at any time, upon ninety (90) days written notice to the Owner, if
PG&E, in its sole and absolute discretion, should determine that Owner’s use of the Encroachment
Area interferes with, impairs or otherwise impedes PG&E's full use of facilities installed or that
may be installed by PG&E in the Easement, or in any way interferes with, impairs or otherwisc
impedes PG&E’s ability to fulfill its obligations to third party licensees that may attach
communication facilities to PG&E’s facilities. Upon such notice (o rearrange or relocate, Owner,
at Owner’s sole cost and expense, shall enter into a written agreement with prepayment for such
rearrangement or relocation. Owner shall pay the entire cost of such rearrangement or relocation,
and PG&E shall have no liability for any costs caused by or related to any such rearrangement or
relocation. If for any reason Owner fails or refuses to enter into such an agreement for
rearrangement or relocation of PG&E facilities, PG&E shall exercise its right to terminate the
Encroachment Agreement in accordance with Section 3.

5. Indemnification; Release.

(a) Indemnification. Owner shall, to the maximum extent permitted by law,
indemnify, protect, defend and hold harmless PG&E, its parent corporation, subsidiaries and
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affiliates, and their respective officers, managers, directors, representatives, agents, employees,
transferees, successors and assigns (each, an “Indemnitee” and collectively, “Indemnitees™) from
and against all claims, losses (including, but not limited to, diminution in value), actions, demands,
damages, costs, expenses (including, but not limited to, experts fees and reasonable attorneys’ fees
and costs) and liabilities of whatever kind or nature (collectively, “Claims™), which arise from or
are in any way connected with the occupancy or use of the Fasement Area by Owner or Owner’s
conltractors, agents, or invitees (including any member of the general public that Owner may allow
use of the Encroachment Area), or the exercise by Owner of its rights hereunder, or the
performance of, or failure to perform, Owner's dutics under this Agrecment, including, but not
limited to, Claims arising out of: (1) injury to or death of persons, including but not limited to
employees of PG&E; (2) injury to property or other interest of PG&E, Owner or any third party;
(3) violation of any applicable federal, state, or local laws, statutes, regulations, or ordinances,
including all legal requirements relating to human health or the environment, and including any
liability which may be imposed by law or regulation without regard to fault; excepting only with
respect to any Indemnitee, any Claim arising from the sole, active negligence or willful misconduct
of such Indemnitee. In the event any action or proceeding is brought against any Indemnitee for
any Claim against which Owner is obligated to indemnify or provide a defense hereunder, Owner
upon written notice from PG&E shall defend such action or proceeding at Owner's sole expense by
counsel approved by PG&E, which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or

delayed.

(b) Release. Owner accepts all risk relating to its occupancy and use of the
Easement Area. PG&E shall not be liable to Owner for, and Owner hereby waives, releases,
exonerates, discharges and covenants not to sue PG&E and the other Indemnitees from, any and all
liability, whether in contract, tort or on any other basis, for any injury, damage, or loss resulting
from or attributable to any occurrence on or about the Encroachment Area, the condition of
Encroachment Area, the use or occupancy of the Encroachment Area by Owner, or PG&E's
operation and maintenance of PG&E's facilities in the vicinity of the Encroachment Area, except in
the case of any Indemnitee, any injury, damage, or loss arising from the active negligence or
willful misconduct of such Indemnitee.

6. Compliance with Laws. Owner shall, at its sole cost and expense, promptly comply
with all laws, statutes, ordinances, rules, regulations, requirements or orders of municipal, state,
and federal authorities now in force or that may later be in force, with the conditions of any permit,
relating to Owner's use or occupancy of the Easement Area.

7. Alterations. Except for the Improvements authorized pursuant to this Agreement,
Owner shall not construct any additional buildings or structures on the Fasement Area, nor shall
Owner make any alteration, addition or improvement to the Easement Area that would increase the
Encroachment Area, either horizontally or vertically.

8. Damage or Destruction. In the event that the Improvements which encroach onto
the Easement Area shall be destroyed or demolished, Owner shall not rebuild the Improvements on
any part of the Easement Arca except pursuant to plans and specifications approved by PG&E.

9. Condition of Easement Area. Owner accepts the Encroachment Area and the
Easement Area in its existing physical condition, without warranty by PG&E or any duty or
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obligation on the part of PG&E Lo maintain the Easement Area, Owner understands that numerous
hazards, environmental or otherwise, may be located in, on, or underlying the Easement Area, and
that hazardous materials may be used in connection with PG&E facilities that may be operated in
the Easement Area, and agrees thal entry onto the Easement Area is at Owner's sole risk and

expense.

10.  Maintenance. Owner shall be responsible for the maintenance of the Improvements
in good condition and repair, and Owner shall coordinate all activities regarding the maintenance
of the Improvements to reasonably minimize any interference with the use by PG&E of the
Easement Area, and Owner shall conduct its activities in such a manner so as not to endanger the
Easement Area, the environment and human health and safety. Owner shall be responsible for
remecliation of any hazardous materials release caused by Owner, and to clean and remove debris
and/or promptly repair any damages (o the Easement Area following any entry or activity by
Owner, returning the Easement Area to a like or better condition.

I1.  Reserved Rights. PG&E reserves the right to use the Encroachment Area for such
purposes as it may deem necessary or appropriate if, and whenever, in the interest of its service to
its patrons or consumers or the public, it shall appear necessary or desirable to do so. Furthermore,
PG&L reserves the right to restrict access to the Encroachment Area if emergency repairs or
maintenance are required to PG&E facilities in the vicinity of the Encroachment Area.

12. Insurance. Prior to the Effective Date of this Agreement, Owner shall procure, and
thereafter Owner shall carry and maintain in effect at all times the following insurance: Worker’s
Compensation in compliance with applicable labor codes, acts, laws or statutes, statc or federal,
where Owner performs work and Employer’s Liability insurance with limits not be less than
$1,000,000 for injury or death, each accident; Commercial General Liability for bodily injury and
property damage with limits of not less than $3,000,000 cach occurrence/$6,000,000 aggregale;
Business Auto, code 1 “any auto” combined single limit no less than $1,000,000 each accident.
Owner is also responsible for causing its agents, contractors and subcontractors to comply with the
insurance requirements of this Agreement at all relevant times. PG&E reserves the right to review
and modify from time to time the coverages and limits of coverage required hereunder, as well as
the deductibles and/or self-insurance retentions in effect from time to time (but PG&E agrees that
it will not increase required coverage limits more often than once in any five-year period).

13.  Notice. Any notices or communications hereunder shall be in writing and shall be
personally delivered or sent by first class mail, certified or registered, postage prepaid, or sent by
national overnight courier, with charges prepaid for next business day delivery, addressed to the
addressee party at its address or addresses listed below, or to such other address or addresses for a
party as such party may from time to time designate by notice given to the other party. Notices
shall be deemed received, if sent by personal delivery upon actual receipt by the party being sent
the notice, or on the expiration of three (3) business days after the date of mailing, or on the
following business day if sent by overnight courier
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If to PG&LE:

Manager, Land Management
Pacific Gas and Electric Company
P.0. Box 770000, Mail Code N10A
San Francisco, CA 94177

With a copy to:

Pacific Gas and Electric Company

P.O. Box 7442, Mail Code B30A

San Francisco, California 94120

Attention: Managing Counsel, Commercial and Environmental

If to Owner:

Hibiscus Properties, LL.C

1 Hacker Way

Menlo Park, CA 94025

Attention: Facilities — Bayfront Bridge

With a copy to:

Ilibiscus Properties, LLC

1 Hacker Way

Menlo Park, CA 94025
Attention: Real Estate Counsel

14, Governing Law. This Agreement shall in all respects be interpreted, enforced, and
governed by and under the laws of the State of California.

15. Entirc Agreement. This Agreement and the Easement, supersedes all previous oral
and written agreements between and representations by or on behalf of the partics and constitutes
the entire agreement of the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof. This Agreement may
not be amended except by a wrillen agreement executed by the parties.

16.  Binding Effect. This Agreement and the covenants and agreements contained
herein shall be binding upon, and shall inure to the benefit of, the parties hereto and their respective
heirs, successors and assigns (subject to the provisions of Section 17 below). The covenants of
Owner hereunder shall run with the land.

17, Assignment. This Agreement and the rights of Owner hereunder are appurtenant to
the Property presently owned by Owner and may not be separately assigned, transferred, conveyed
or encumbered. Any purported assignment, transfer, conveyance or encumbrance violating the
foregoing condition shall be void and of no effect.
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18. Attorneys’ I'ees. Should either party bring an action against the other party, by
reason of or alleging the failure of the other party with respect to any or all of its obligations
hereunder, whether for declaratory or other relief, then the party which prevails in such action shall
be entitled to its reasonable attorneys’ fees (of both in-house and outside counsel) and expenses
related to such action, in addition to all other recovery or relief. A party shall be deemed to have
prevailed in any such action (without limiting the generality of the foregoing) if such action is
dismissed upon the payment by the other party of the sums allegedly due or the performance of
obligations allegedly not complied with, or if such party obtains substantially the relief sought by it
in the action, irrespective of whether such action is prosecuted to judgment.

19.  Survival ol Obligations. Owner's obligations under Sections 3 and 4 of this
Agreement, and all representations, warranties, indemnities or other provisions which by their
nature survive termination shall survive the exercise ol PG&E's termination rights pursuant (o
Section 3 of this Agreement.

20.  No Waiver. No waiver with respect to any provision of this Agreement shall be
effective unless in writing and signed by the party against whom it is asserted. No waiver of any
provision of this Agreement by a party shall be construed as a waiver of any subsequent breach or
failure of the same term or condition, or as a waiver of any other provision of this Agreement.

21. Captions. The captions in this Agreement are for reference only and shall in no
way define or interpret any provision hereof.

22.  Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in identical counterpart copies,
each of which shall be an original, but all of which taken together shall constitute one and the same

agreement.

23.  Recording. Owner hereby consents and agrees to the recording by PG&E of this
Agreement against the Property. Owner agrees to sign any additional documents reasonably
required to complete such recording,

24, Ratification of Grant of Easement. Except as modified by this Agreement in regard
to the Easement Area, all of the terms, conditions and provisions of the Grant of Easement shall
remain in full force and effect and are hereby ratified and confirmed. To the extent the terms of the
Grant of Easement are inconsistent with this Agreement, the terms of this Agreement shall control.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the day and year
first set forth above.

"PG&E" "Owner"

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, HIBISCUS PROPERTIES, LLC,

a California corporation a Delaware limited liability company
ol —
By: Name:

[ts:

Its:
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A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the
individual who signed the document to which
this certificate is attached, and not the
truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that
document.

State of California

County of
On before me,_ (here
insert name and title of officer), personally appeared . who

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are subscribed to

the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in his/her/their

authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the .
entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing
paragraph is true and correct

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

Signature (Seal)
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A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the
individual who signed (he document to which
this certificate is attached, and not the
truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that
document,

State of Cafsﬁmrnia
County of 4 4/’(0

on_ﬁl&tﬁwf' ?, 20/? before me, Ir//fC E/fé’/} 7 /[_/57%’(4 Pu_é/rff. _(here
insert nafne and title of officer), personally appeared Jehh ?7}1&/”(3 . who
proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(sf whose namegsy is/ae subscribed to
the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they exccuted the same in hisdrer/their
authorized capacity(iesy and that by hister/their signaturef) on the instrument (he persongsT. or the
entity upon behalf of which the person(sf acted, exccuted the instrument.

[ certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing

paragraph is true and correct ELLIE ELSON

COMM. #2190416

Notary Public - California
San Mateo Counly

i My Cormm. Expires Apr. 9L 2031
—i - (Séal ) -

o
WITNESS myghand and’g $ 43

b LOUN o

Signature




EXHIBIT "A"

LEGAL DESCRIPTION

LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT
ADJUSTED PARCEL 2
REAL PROPERTY SITUATE IN THE CITY OF MENLO PARK, COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:
BEING A PORTION OF PARCEL 1, AS SAID PARCEL 1 IS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN LOT LINE
ADJUSTMENT NO. 12-01, RECORDED JANUARY 11, 2013 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2013-006489, AND ALL
OF PARCEL A, AS SAID PARCEL A IS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 13-01,
RECORDED MAY 2, 2013 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2013-066476, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS;
BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL A, SAID CORNER BEING A POINT ON THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF THE 100 FOOT WIDE SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD DUMBARTON CUT OFF
RIGHT OF WAY;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL A AND SAID PARCEL 1, SOUTH 85° 08' 20
WEST, 3093.09 FEET;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY AND WESTERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL 1 THE FOLLOWING
TWELVE (12) COURSES:

1) ALONG THE ARC OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE TO THE LEFT, THE CENTER OF WHICH BEARS
SOUTH 50° 31’ 12° WEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 231.72 FEET » THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 53° 54'
38" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 218.03 FEET,

2)'SOUTH 85° 08’ 20" WEST, 1370.12 FEET,

3) SOUTH 22° 32' 00" WEST, 42.84 FEET,

4) ALONG THE ARC OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE TO THE RIGHT, THE CENTER OF WHICH BEARS
NORTH 02° 53' 18" WEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 335.00 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 112°
10" 00" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 655.82 FEET,

5) NORTH 19° 16' 42" EAST, 388.09 FEET,

6) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 93° 36’ 25" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 32.67 FEET,

7) SOUTH 67° 06’ 53" EAST, 5.00 FEET,

8) NORTH 22° 53' 07" EAST, 30.00 FEET,

9) SOUTH 67° 06’ 53" EAST, 5.63 FEET,

10) NORTH 22° 53’ 07" EAST, 30.00 FEET,

11) NORTH 67° 06’ 53" WEST, 5.00 FEET, AND

12) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 86° 23’ 35" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 30.16 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 65° 36’ 59" EAST, 158.40 FEET:
THENCE SOUTH 54° 23' 26" EAST, 198.82 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 22° 56' 17" EAST, 393.03 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID
PARCEL 1; ,

W:\2015\A15571-10\Docurnems\Legal Descriptions\A15571-10-LLA-ADJ PCL 2_RECORD.docx



THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1, SOUTH 81° 12' 00" EAST, 2132.40 FEET;
THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL 1 AND SAID PARCEL A, NORTH 89° 21' 50°
EAST, 823.77 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF PARCEL B, AS SAID PARCEL IS DESCRIBED IN
SAID LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 13-01 (201 3-066476),

THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY AND EASTERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL A THE FOLLOWING
FIFTEEN (15) COURSES:

1) SOUTH 31° 06’ 06° EAST, 39.45 FEET,
2) SOUTH 0° 38" 10" EAST, 40.00 FEET,

3) NORTH 89° 21' 50" EAST, 60.00 FEET,
4) NORTH 0° 38' 10" WEST, 40.00 FEET

5) NORTH 29° 49' 48" EAST, 39.45 FEET,
6) NORTH 89° 21' 50" EAST, 79.91 FEET,
7) SOUTH 31° 06’ 06" EAST, 39.45 FEET,

8) NORTH 89° 21’ 50" EAST, 60.00 FEET,
9) NORTH 29° 49" 46" EAST, 39.45 FEET,
10) NORTH 89° 21’ 50" EAST, 1012.83 FEET,
11) SOUTH 82° 24’ 08" EAST, 162.24 FEET,

12) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 45.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 81° 18' 03" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 63.85 FEET,

13) SOUTH 01° 06' 05" EAST, 171.90 FEET,

14) SOUTH 14° 09' 17" WEST, 107.79 FEET, AND

15) SOUTH 22° 13' 35" WEST, 112.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 77.71 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

AS SHOWN ON EXHIBIT “B", ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

KIER & WRIGHT CIVIL ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS, INC.

RICHARD J. HICKENBOTTOM, LS 8654
LICENSEEXPIRES: 12/31/17

7 RICHARD J. ¥
HICKENBOTTOM

W:\2015\A15571-10\Documents\Legal Descriptions\A15571-10-LLA-ADJ PCL 2_RECORD.docx
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Attachment 2

Environmental Approval



RESOLUTION NO. 6351

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF MENLO PARK
ADOPTING FINDINGS REQUIRED BY THE CALIFORNIA
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT, A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING
CONSIDERATIONS, A MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING
PROGRAM, AND CERTIFYING THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT FOR THE FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT
LOCATED AT 301-309 CONSTITUTION DRIVE

WHEREAS, Hibiscus Properties, LLC (“Project Sponsor”), an affiliate of Facebook,
Inc., submitted an application to redevelop the property located at 301-309 Constitution
Drive in the City of Menlo Park with two office buildings and a hotel, publicly accessible open
space, and a bicycle and pedestrian bridge across the Bayfront Expressway (“Project”); and

WHEREAS, the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA,” Public Resources
Code Section 821000 et seq.) and CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code of Regulations, Title 14,
815000 et seq.) require analysis and a determination regarding the Project’s environmental
impacts and mitigation measures that, in the view of the City of Menlo Park (“City”), justify
approval of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City released a Notice of Preparation (“NOP”) for the Project on June
18, 2015 for a 30-day public review period. The City held a public scoping meeting on July
13, 2015 before the City Planning Commission to receive comments on the NOP prior to the
close of the public review period. Comments received by the City on the NOP and at the
public scoping meeting were considered during preparation of the Draft Environmental
Impact Report (“EIR”); and

WHEREAS, the Draft EIR was released on May 26, 2016 for a 45-day review period
that ended on July 11, 2016. The public review period included several public meetings,
including meetings of the Bicycle, Transportation, Housing and Environmental Quality
Commissions. On June 20, 2016, the City held a duly noticed Planning Commission hearing
that was open to the public and provided the public an opportunity to comment on the Draft
EIR. Comments on the Draft EIR were received from 10 public agencies, 8 organizations,
and 43 individuals.

WHEREAS, the Draft EIR was filed with the California Office of Planning and
Research and copies of the Draft EIR were made available at the Community Development
Department, on the City’s website and at the Menlo Park Library; and

WHEREAS, on September 15, 2016, the City published a Response to Comments
Document that contains all of the comments received during the public comment period,
including a transcript of the public hearing, and written responses to those comments,
prepared in accordance with CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The Draft EIR and Response
to Comments Document constitute the Final EIR; and
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WHEREAS, all required public notices and public hearings were duly given and held
according to law; and

WHEREAS, after notice having been lawfully given, a duly noticed public hearing
was held before the City Planning Commission on September 26, 2016 at which all persons
interested had the opportunity to appear and comment and at which the Planning
Commission considered and made recommendations to the City Council regarding the Final
EIR and the merits of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City Planning Commission having fully reviewed, considered and
evaluated all the testimony and evidence submitted in this matter, voted affirmatively to
recommend that the City Council certify the Final EIR, make the findings required by CEQA,
adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations, adopt the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, and approve the Project; and

WHEREAS, after notice having been lawfully given, a duly noticed public hearing
was held before the City Council on November 1, 2016 at which all persons interested had
the opportunity to appear and comment and at which the City Council considered the Final
EIR and the merits of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the Final EIR, all staff reports pertaining
to the Final EIR, the Planning Commission hearing minutes and reports, and all evidence
received by the City, including at the Planning Commission and at the City Council hearings
and found that the Final EIR was prepared in compliance with CEQA; and

WHEREAS, after closing the public hearing, the City Council acting on its
independent judgment and analysis voted affirmatively to certify the Final EIR pursuant to
CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the City Council certifies that it has reviewed the comments received
and responses thereto and finds that the Final EIR provides adequate, good faith and
reasoned responses to the comments. Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21082.1(c)(3), the City also finds that the Final EIR reflects the City’s independent judgment
as the lead agency for the Project and is supported by substantial evidence; and

WHEREAS, the Final EIR identified certain significant and potentially significant
adverse effects on the environment caused by the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City Council specifically finds that where more than one reason for
approving the Project and rejecting alternatives is given in its findings or in the record, and
where more than one reason is given for adopting the Statement of Overriding
Considerations, the Council would have made its decision on the basis of any one of those
reasons; and

WHEREAS, the City Council desires, in accordance with CEQA, to declare that,
despite the potential for significant environmental effects that cannot be substantially
lessened or avoided through the adoption of feasible mitigation measures or feasible
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alternatives, there exist certain overriding economic, social, and other considerations for
approving the project that the Council believes justify the occurrence of those impacts; and

WHEREAS, the City Council having fully reviewed, considered and evaluated all the
testimony and evidence submitted in this matter, voted affirmatively to make the findings
required by CEQA, adopt the Statement of Overriding Considerations, and adopt the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Menlo
Park hereby certifies the Final EIR, makes the following findings with respect to the
Project’s significant effects on the environment as identified in the Final EIR, as required
under Sections 15091, 15092, and 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, and adopts the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”):

l. CERTIFICATION OF THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15090, the City of Menlo Park, acting
by and through its City Council hereby certifies that the Final EIR has been
completed in compliance with the CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines. The City further
certifies that it has been presented with the Final EIR and that it has reviewed and
considered the information contained in the Final EIR prior to approving the Project.
The City further certifies that the Final EIR reflects its independent judgment and
analysis.

Il. RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

For purposes of CEQA and these findings, the record of proceedings consists of the
following documents and testimony:

(@) The NOP and all other public notices issued by the City in conjunction
with the Project;

(b)  All applications for approvals and development entitlements related to
the Project and submitted to the City;

(c) The Draft EIR for the Project, dated May 2016;

(d)  All comments submitted by agencies or members of the public on the
Draft EIR;

(e) The Final EIR for the Project, including comments received on the
Draft EIR, responses to those comments, and the technical
appendices, dated September 2016;

)] The MMRP for the Project;
(n)  Allreports, studies, memoranda, maps, staff reports, or other planning

documents related to the Project prepared by the City, or consultants
to the City, or by the Applicant with respect to the City’s compliance

-3-
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with the requirements of CEQA and with respect to the City’s action
on the Project;

0] All documents submitted to the City (including the Planning
Commission and City Council) by other public agencies or members
of the public in connection with the Project;

() Any minutes and/or verbatim transcripts of all information sessions,
public meetings, and public hearings held by the City in connection
with the Project;

(k) All matters of common knowledge to the Planning Commission and
City Council, including, but not limited to:

(i) City’'s General Plan and other applicable policies;

(i)  City's Zoning Ordinance and other applicable ordinances;
(i) Information regarding the City’s fiscal status;

(iv) Applicable City policies and regulations; and

(v) Federal, state and local laws and regulations.

)] Any other materials required for the record of proceedings by CEQA
Section 21167.6(e).

The documents described above comprising the record of proceedings are located
in the Community Development Department, City of Menlo Park, 701 Laurel Street,
Menlo Park, California 94025. The custodian of these documents is the City’s
Community Development Director or his/her designee.

FINDINGS FOR SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS AVOIDED OR MITIGATED TO A
LESS-THAN-SIGNIFICANT LEVEL

The Final EIR concluded that the Project would result in potentially significant
environmental impacts. The City finds that by incorporating into the Project all the
feasible mitigation measures outlined in the MMRP, the impacts discussed below
would be reduced to a less than significant level.

A. AESTHETICS

Impact AES-3: New Sources of Light and Glare. The Project could create a new
source of substantial light or glare that could adversely affect daytime or nighttime
views in the area.

Mitigation Measure AES-3.1: Design Lighting to Meet Minimum Safety and Security
Standards. Concurrent with the building permit submittal, the Project Sponsor shall
incorporate lighting design specifications to meet minimum safety and security
standards. The comprehensive site lighting plans shall be subject to review and
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approval by the City’'s Community Development Department, Planning Division, prior
to building permit issuance for the first building on the site.

The following measures shall be included in all lighting plans.

o Luminaries shall be designed with cutoff-type fixtures or features that cast low-
angle illumination to minimize incidental spillover of light onto adjacent private
properties. Fixtures that shine light upward or horizontally shall not spill any
light onto adjacent private properties.

. Luminaries shall provide accurate color rendering and natural light qualities.
Low-pressure sodium and high-pressure sodium fixtures that are not color-
corrected shall not be used, except as part of an approved sign or landscape
plan.

. Luminary mountings shall be downcast and pole heights minimized to reduce
the potential for backscatter into the nighttime sky and incidental spillover onto
adjacent properties and undeveloped open space. Light poles shall be no
higher than 20 feet. Luminary mountings shall be treated with non-glare
finishes.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the lighting designs
are feasible and would reduce potential light spillage impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to light spillage would not
be significant.

Mitigation Measure AES-3.2: Treat Reflective Surfaces. The Project Sponsor shall
ensure the application of a low-emissivity coating on exterior glass surfaces of
proposed structures. The low-emissivity coating shall reduce the reflection of visible
light that strikes the exterior glass and prevent interior light from being emitted
brightly through the glass.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the anti-reflection
designs are feasible and would reduce light reflection and glare impacts to a less-
than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to light reflection and
glare would not be significant.
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B. TRANSPORTATION

Impact TRA-1: Impacts on Peak-Hour Traffic at Study Intersections under
Background Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in traffic associated with the Project
would result in increased delays during peak hour, causing potentially significant
impacts on the operation of specific study intersections identified below.*

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1: Provide Increased Traffic Capacity on Peak-Hour LOS
under Background-Plus Project Conditions. Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1
incorporates the analysis of potential impacts on intersection identifies potential
measures to mitigate or reduce Project impacts where feasible.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2. Reduce the Peak-Hour Share of Vehicle Trips
Allowable under the Trip Cap, for both the Project Site and Buildings 10-19 to no
more than 50 Percent of Allowable Vehicle Trips During each 2 Hour Peak Commute
Period. The Project trip cap, as proposed, would allow up to 69 percent of vehicle
trips within each 2-hour peak commute period to enter or exit the site within a single
peak hour. Similarly, the approved vehicle trip caps for Buildings 10-20 currently
allow up to 70 percent of permitted vehicle trips within each 2-hour peak commute
period to occur within a single hour. The proposed mitigation would reduce the
maximum number of allowable peak-hour vehicle trips to no more than 50 percent
of the 2-hour peak-period vehicle trip cap for both the Project site and Buildings 10-
19. Table 3.3-7 provides a comparison of the potential peak 1-hour vehicle trips
under the Project and with the proposed mitigation. As shown, the proposed
mitigation would reduce the total volume of allowed peak-hour vehicle trips to the
Project site and Buildings 10-19 by 28 percent.

(@ Sand Hill Road & 1-280 Northbound On-Ramp (#2)

During the p.m. peak hour, the intersection of Sand Hill Road and the 1-280
northbound on-ramp (study intersection #2) operates unacceptably at LOS E under
existing and background conditions, reflecting the delay experienced by westbound
vehicles when approaching I-280. Traffic associated with the Project would increase
average delay to approximately 19 seconds, exceeding the impact threshold of 4
seconds for Caltrans intersections. The increased delay could be mitigated by
modifying signal timing during the p.m. peak hour to increase the allocation of green
time to the westbound approach (by up to 10 seconds during the p.m. peak hour).
However, as described below, this mitigation would not be necessary under
background plus-Project conditions because Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2
(discussed below) would modify the Project trip cap to limit the number of vehicle
trips that could occur during a single peak hour (see Mitigation Measure TRA 1.2).

+ This section discusses impacts on those study intersections that are avoided or reduced to less-than-significant levels with
implementation of feasible mitigation. Impacts on study intersections that are found to be significant and unavoidable are
addressed in Section 1V, below. Specific study intersection impacts are identified in the Final EIR by letter (i.e., (a), (b), (c),
etc.); that same format is carried forward in these Findings for consistency.



Resolution No. 6351

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number
of vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would be reduced
by more than 90 percent. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the change in
delay would not be anticipated to exceed 4 seconds, and the impact would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(e) Bayfront Expressway & Chilco Street (#40)

During the p.m. peak hour, the potential impact reflects increased eastbound delay
on Bayfront Expressway where traffic approaches the Dumbarton Bridge due to an
increase in conflicting northbound movements at Chilco Street under background
plus-Project conditions. The analysis assumes that two left-turn lanes and a separate
right-turn lane would be provided as planned and funded improvements. However,
the intersection would be anticipated to continue to operate at an unacceptable LOS
of E.

The provision of one additional eastbound lane (for a total of four through lanes) on
Bayfront Expressway would mitigate the intersection impact but would not improve
net vehicle delay at the approach to the Dumbarton Bridge unless accompanied by
measures to reduce downstream delay. The mitigation is not be feasible given the
downstream lane configurations and environmental constraints, including those
related to the wetlands and marsh area north of Bayfront Expressway.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above), the net
increase in the number of vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak
hour would be reduced by more than 90 percent. This intersection would be
anticipated to operate acceptably at LOS D. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-
1.2, the impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

() Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#45)

During the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, traffic volumes at this all-way stop-controlled
intersection would increase significantly, because this intersection would serve as
one of the two vehicle access points to the Project site. The intersection operates
acceptably under existing conditions during both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. The
intersection would continue operating acceptably under background conditions
during the a.m. peak hour but would operate unacceptably at LOS F during the p.m.
peak hour, reflecting increased traffic with full occupancy of Building 23 under
background conditions in combination with the additional traffic that would be
generated by approved projects in the Bayfront (formerly M-2) area.

The Project would provide motor vehicle access to proposed Building 22, existing
Building 23, and the proposed hotel via the Chilco Street and Constitution Drive
intersection; direct motor vehicle access to proposed Building 21 would be provided
from a proposed signalized intersection on Bayfront Expressway. Approximately 58
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percent of the proposed parking supply would be accessed from the Chilco Street
and Constitution Drive intersection. No changes to lane configurations or intersection
control at the Chilco Street and Constitution Drive intersection are proposed as part
of the Project. The Project would result in LOS F during the a.m. peak hour under
background plus-Project conditions; southbound vehicle queues on Chilco Street, at
the approach to the Project entrance, would extend onto Bayfront Expressway.
During the p.m. peak hour, vehicles would experience significant delay when exiting
the Project site; the delay would exceed the impact threshold. Although queuing at
the intersection of Bayfront Expressway and Chilco Street in the a.m. peak hour is
not considered an impact, based on the City’s LOS criteria, it is a safety concern for
the site. The improvements identified below were designed to mitigate this impact.

The proposed mitigation for peak-hour impacts at the intersection of Chilco Street
and Constitution Drive would provide the following elements to accommodate
inbound a.m. and outbound p.m. traffic movements:

. Installation of a traffic signal and signalized pedestrian crossings on all four
legs of the intersection.

o Provision of three southbound lanes on the one-block segment of Chilco Street,
between Bayfront Expressway and Constitution Drive, to include two
southbound left-turn lanes to accommodate the volume of left-turning vehicles
entering the Project site. In addition, during the a.m. peak hour, provision of a
“split-phase” signal operation on Chilco Street is recommended.

o Provision of a northbound left-turn lane on Chilco Street approaching
Constitution Drive.

o Provision of two outbound lanes on Chilco Street exiting the Project site.

With implementation of this mitigation measure, the intersection would operate
acceptably at LOS D during both peak hours. Bicycle lanes should be accommodated
in the proposed improvements on Chilco Street, tying into the proposed
improvements the Project Sponsor is constructing on Chilco Street as a separate
project, and on Constitution Drive. These improvements are required to be
operational prior to Building 22 occupancy. With these improvements, this impact
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

0] University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps (#56)

During the a.m. peak hour, the intersection operates acceptably at LOS C under
existing conditions and LOS D under background conditions. The addition of Project
traffic would result in an unacceptable LOS of E during the a.m. peak hour at this
Caltrans-controlled intersection in East Palo Alto. During the p.m. peak hour, the
intersection currently operates unacceptably at LOS E under existing conditions; the
net change under background plus-Project conditions would not exceed the 4-second
threshold. Therefore this impact would be less than significant during the p.m. peak
hour but potentially significant during the a.m. peak hour.



Resolution No. 6351

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce allowable net Project
vehicle trip generation by more than 75 percent during the a.m. peak hour. This
intersection would be anticipated to operate acceptably at LOS D during the a.m.
peak hour. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the impact would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level.

() University Avenue & Woodland Avenue (#57)

During the a.m. peak hour, this intersection operates at LOS F under existing and
background conditions. Under background plus-Project conditions, the increase in
a.m. peak-hour delay compared with background conditions would exceed the
applicable impact threshold for East Palo Alto intersections that operate at LOS F
(i.e., delay to critical movements increases by more than 4 seconds and the critical
v/c ratio increases by 0.01).

Provision of a dedicated right-turn lane on the westbound approach leg from
Woodland Avenue would mitigate the impact. However, this potential mitigation is
not recommend because it would encourage cut-through traffic via Woodland
Avenue, potentially affecting the Willows neighborhood in Menlo Park and Woodland
neighborhood in East Palo Alto. To avoid facilitating use of Woodland Avenue as a
cut-through route, this potential mitigation is not recommended, consistent with City
policies that discourage cut-through traffic in residential neighborhoods. In addition,
because the intersection is not within the city of Menlo Park, implementation of this
potential mitigation cannot be guaranteed.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce the allowable net
Project vehicle trip generation by more than 75 percent during the a.m. peak hour;
the net change in delay to critical movements would not exceed the thresholds
described above. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the impact would be
reduced to a less-than-significant level.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: For each of the intersections identified above, changes
or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The
City finds that mitigation measures described above in connection with each identified
intersection, in addition to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which would require the
Project Sponsor to spread trips equally between the peak hours and apply the same
requirement to its existing Campus buildings, are feasible and would reduce impacts
on these study intersections to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to the identified study
intersections would not be significant.
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Impact TRA-4: Pedestrian Connections Under Background Plus-Project
Conditions. The Project would result in a lack of adequate pedestrian connections
to the area circulation system under background plus-Project conditions.

Mitigation Measure TRA-4.1: Provide External Pedestrian Connections to the Area
Circulation System and Adjacent Land Uses. The proposed mitigation would include
providing and/or contributing to the cost of pedestrian improvements to eliminate
gaps in the sidewalk network in key areas that provide access routes to and from
the Project site. The improvements outlined below were selected to provide an
immediate connection to the Project site.

a. Constitution Drive

The Project Sponsor shall construct sidewalks along one side of Constitution Drive
between Chilco Street and Chrysler Drive and pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps
at Chilco Street & Constitution Drive and Jefferson Drive & Constitution Drive.
Construction of a sidewalk and crossing improvements along this section of
Constitution Drive, in conjunction with other planned and funded sidewalk
construction in the area, will provide continuous pedestrian access from the Project
site throughout the Bayfront Area (formerly M-2 area).

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the external
pedestrian connections/improvements are feasible and would reduce impacts to
pedestrians to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to pedestrian connections
would not be significant.

Impact TRA-5: Bicycle Connections Under Background Plus-Project Conditions. The
Project would result in a lack of adequate bicycle connections to the area circulation
system under background plus-Project conditions, resulting in potentially significant
impacts.

Mitigation Measure TRA-5.1: Provide bicycle connections to the area circulation
system and adjacent land uses. The recommended mitigation would include
providing and/or contributing to the cost of bicycle improvements to eliminate gaps in
the bicycle network that are likely to be used as key access routes to the Project site,
including bicycle connections to and from the Menlo Park Caltrain station.

a. Hamilton Avenue
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The Project Sponsor shall install bicycle boulevard treatments on Hamilton Avenue
between Chilco Street and the pedestrian/bicycle overcrossing of US 101. Bicycle
boulevards generally include treatments to facilitate travel by bicyclists. Typical
treatments generally include stop-sign modifications, lane markings, signage, and
wayfinding elements. This designation is consistent with the street classification
proposed in the ConnectMenlo draft Circulation Element.

b. Northbound Access to the Project Site for Bicyclists

The Project Sponsor shall provide facilities for northbound bicyclists to cross Willow
Road and access the Project site, thereby minimizing vehicle/bicycle conflicts. Such
facilities may include a two-stage left-turn queue box, or similar improvements, to
accommodate northbound left-turn movements for bicyclists at the Willow
Road/Hamilton Drive intersection from the curbside bicycle lane, in conjunction with
a Class | pathway or similar improvements for northbound bicyclists to the travel on
the west side of Willow Road between Hamilton Avenue and the Project site.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the bicycle
improvements are feasible and would reduce impacts to bicycle connections to a
less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to bicycle connections
would not be significant.

Impact TRA-6: Pedestrian and/or Bicycle/Vehicle Conflicts. The Project design
would cause increased potential for pedestrian and/or bicycle/vehicle conflicts,
resulting in potentially significant impacts.

Mitigation Measure TRA-6.1: Refine the Project Design to Minimize Conflicting
Movements between Bicycles, Pedestrians, and Other Travel Modes within the
Project Site. The design for bicycle and pedestrian crossings, similar to the design at
the Building 20 driveway, should direct bicycle and pedestrian traffic to the signalized
intersection at Bayfront Expressway to avoid conflicts with motor vehicles and shuttle
buses at uncontrolled crossings. The Project Sponsor shall work to minimize conflicts
to the satisfaction of the transportation manager prior to approval of the site plan for
construction.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
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environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the design for bicycle
and pedestrian crossings are feasible and would reduce pedestrian and/or
bicycle/vehicle conflicts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to pedestrian and/or
bicycle/vehicle conflicts would not be significant.

Impact TRA-10: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040
Existing General Plan Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in peak-hour vehicle traffic
associated with the Project would result in increased delays during AM and PM peak
hours causing significant and unavoidable impacts on the operation of study
intersections under Cumulative 2040 Conditions with the Existing General Plan.

Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1: Provide Increased Traffic Capacity to Address Project
Impacts on Peak-Hour LOS under Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan plus-
Project Conditions. Mitigation Measure TRA 10.1 identifies potential measures to
mitigate or reduce Project impacts where feasible.

(@  Sand Hill Road and 1-280 Northbound Off-Ramp (#1)

During the a.m. peak hour, the eastbound intersection of Sand Hill Road and the I-
280 Northbound Off-Ramp (study intersection #1) operates at LOS D under Existing
Conditions, would operate unacceptably at LOS E under Cumulative 2040 Existing
General Plan Conditions without the Project, and would degrade further to LOS F
with the addition of Project trips, reflecting traffic delay exiting the 1-280 northbound
freeway.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in peak hour
vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the a.m. peak hour is reduced by more
than 75 percent. With Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 the intersection would operate at
LOS E and the net change in delay resulting from the Project would be reduced to
less than 4 seconds. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA 1.2 the Project
contribution to the impact at this location under 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(c) El Camino Real & Ravenswood Avenue-Menlo Avenue (#28)

During the a.m. peak hour, traffic associated with the Project would result in an
unacceptable LOS under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project
conditions. Potential mitigation would be to provide a right-turn pocket on Menlo
Avenue, where it approaches El Camino Real, and a third through lane on EI Camino
Real in both the northbound and southbound directions. These measures are
identified in the City’s TIF program. The Project Sponsor’'s payment of the TIF shall
mitigate this impact. With implementation of this mitigation measure, the intersection
would operate acceptably, and the impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant
level.
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(9) Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#45)

This impact, identified under background plus-Project conditions, pertains to the
design of the Project entrance, as described above in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1f.
With implementation of this mitigation measure, the intersection would operate
acceptably, and this impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(h) Chrysler Drive & Constitution Drive (#46)

During the p.m. peak hour, the intersection of Chrysler Drive and& Constitution Drive
(study intersection #46) operates acceptably at LOS C under cumulative 2040
existing General Plan conditions without the Project. Traffic associated with the
Project would cause LOS to degrade to an unacceptable LOS of D during the p.m.
peak hour under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number
of peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would
be reduced by more than 90 percent, and the intersection would operate acceptably
at LOS C. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the Project impact at this
location under 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions would be reduced
to a less-than-significant level.

0] University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours
(see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1g). This impact would remain significant and
unavoidable under existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. (SU)

Installation of a traffic signal at this location would be recommended under 2040
cumulative conditions with the proposed General Plan. Therefore, if the proposed
General Plan is adopted, this impact could be mitigated to a less-than-significant level
(see Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1i).

() University Avenue & Bay Road (#51)

The Project was identified to have a potential impact during the p.m. peak hour under
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number of peak-hour vehicle
trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would be reduced by more
than 90 percent. With Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the change in delay would not be
anticipated to exceed 4 seconds, and the impact would be reduced to a less-than-
significant level.

()] University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps (#56)
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Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering a potential impact during the p.m. peak hour.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number
of peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would
be reduced by more than 90 percent. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2,
the change in delay would not be anticipated to exceed 4 seconds, and the impact
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(m)  University Avenue & Woodland Avenue (#57)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during the p.m. peak hour.

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number
of peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would
be reduced by more than 90 percent Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2,
the change in delay would not be anticipated to exceed 4 seconds, and the impact
would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

In addition, implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, above.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: For each of the intersections identified above, changes
or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The
City finds that mitigation measures described above in connection with each identified
intersection, in addition to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which would require the
Project Sponsor to spread trips equally between the peak hours and apply the same
requirement to its existing Campus buildings, are feasible and would reduce impacts
on these study intersections under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to the identified study
intersections would not be significant.

Impact TRA-13: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040
Proposed General Plan Conditions. Increases in peak-hour vehicle traffic associated
with the Project would contribute to increased delays during the a.m. and p.m. peak
hours in 2040 under the proposed General Plan (ConnectMenlo), causing a
significant and unavoidable impact on the operation of study intersections.
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Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1: Increase Traffic Capacity to Address Impacts on Peak-
Hour LOS under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. This measure
describes the types of mitigation measures that would be necessary to mitigate
impacts at each affected location to less than significant.

(@) Sand Hill Road & 1-280 Northbound Off-ramp (#1)

This a.m. peak-hour impact was identified under cumulative 2040 existing General
Plan plus-Project conditions (see Impact TRA-10.1a) and mitigated to less-than-
significant levels with the peak-hour trip reduction described under Mitigation
Measure TRA-1.2. Average delay would change by less than 1 second under the
proposed General Plan, and impact findings would remain consistent with cumulative
2040 General Plan plus-Project conditions. The Project impact would, therefore,
remain less than significant with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 under cumulative 2040
proposed General Plan conditions.

(b) El Camino Real & Ravenswood Avenue-Menlo Avenue (#28)

The intersection would operate unacceptably during both the a.m. and p.m. peak
hours under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions. As described above
under Mitigation Measure TRA 10.1c, the provision of a right-turn pocket on Menlo
Avenue, where it approaches EI Camino Real, and a third through lane on EI Camino
Real is identified in the City’s TIF program. The Project Sponsor’s payment of the TIF
shall mitigate this impact to a less-than-significant level.

() Chrysler Street & Constitution Drive (#45)

This impact, also identified under background plus-Project conditions, pertains to the
design of the Project entrance (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1). With
implementation of this Project mitigation measure, the intersection would operate
acceptably and this impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(9) Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#46)

This impact was also identified under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions. With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net
increase in peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak
hour would be reduced by more than 90 percent and the Project contribution to
increased delay would be less than 4 seconds. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure
TRA-1.2, the Project impact at this location under 2040 proposed General Plan
conditions would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

(h) University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47)

LOS at this intersection reflects delay on the side-street stop-controlled approach
from Adams Drive. Signalization of this intersection would be warranted under
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cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions with buildout of ConnectMenlo,
including the Project. Therefore, signalization of this intersection should be included
in the City’s TIF program. The Project Sponsor’s payment of the TIF shall mitigate
this impact, and the impact would be less than significant.

0] University Avenue & Bay Road (#51)

The intersection operates at LOS F during the p.m. peak hour under existing
conditions, reflecting primarily northbound traffic as it approaches the Dumbarton
Bridge.

Increased delay would exceed the significance threshold under cumulative 2040
proposed General Plan conditions, reflecting added traffic to/from the other
development sites (west of University Avenue and east of Willow Road) identified
under the proposed General Plan. Replacement of the east/west “split-phase” signal
on Bay Street with standard protected signal phases would allow eastbound and
westbound pedestrian crossings to occur simultaneously and reduce p.m. peak-hour
delay at this intersection. Because the intersection is not under the control of the City
of Menlo Park, implementation of potential mitigation to reduce peak-hour delay at
this location cannot be guaranteed.

Project traffic would occur primarily in the reverse-peak direction (southbound) during
the p.m. peak hour. In addition, Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 would reduce the net
increase in the number of p.m. peak-hour vehicle trips generated by the Project by
approximately 90 percent. Therefore, the Project would not result in increased p.m.
peak-hour delay that would exceed the impact threshold under background plus-
Project or cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.

Under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions with Mitigation Measure
TRA 1.2, the Project would not be anticipated to result in additional delay to critical
movements that would exceed 4 seconds, and Project trips would not result in the
critical v/c ratio exceeding the impact threshold. The Project contribution to this
cumulative impact would be less than significant with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2.

(k) University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps (#56)

During the p.m. peak hour, this intersection operates unacceptably at LOS E under
existing conditions; it would remain at LOS E under background plus-Project and
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. With implementation
of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number of peak-hour vehicle
trips resulting from the Project during the p.m. peak hour would be reduced by more
than 90 percent. Therefore, with Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the intersection would
be anticipated to operate at LOS E, consistent with existing conditions. The Project
contribution to this cumulative impact would be less than significant with Mitigation
Measure TRA-1.2.

In addition, implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2.
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FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: For each of the intersections identified above, changes
or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the Project that avoid or
substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The
City finds that mitigation measures described above in connection with each identified
intersection, in addition to Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which would require the
Project Sponsor to spread trips equally between the peak hours and apply the same
requirement to its existing Campus buildings, are feasible and would reduce impacts
on these study intersections under cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan plus
Project conditions to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to the identified study
intersections would not be significant.

C. AIRQUALITY

Impact AQ-2a: Construction Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. Construction activities
at the Project site could result in the generation of regional criteria pollutant emissions
during construction in excess of BAAQMD thresholds.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1: Implement BAAQMD Basic Construction Mitigation
Measures to Reduce Construction-Related Dust. The Project Sponsor shall require
all construction contractors to implement the basic construction mitigation measures
recommended by BAAQMD to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Emission reduction
measures shall include, at a minimum, the following measures. Additional measures
may be identified by BAAQMD or contractor as appropriate.

o All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded
areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times per day.
Recycled water, to be purchased through advance arrangement with the City of
Redwood City or the City of Palo Alto, shall be used to water all exposed
surfaces.

. All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material offsite shall be
covered.

. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be removed
using wet power vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry
power sweeping is prohibited.

. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.

. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon
as possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless
seeding or soil binders are used.

. A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the telephone number and name of
the person to contact at the lead agency regarding dust complaints. This person
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shall respond and take corrective action within 48 hours. BAAQMD’s phone
number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that dust control measures
are feasible and would ensure that air emissions during construction impacts remain
at a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction air
emissions would not be significant.

Impact AQ-2b: Operational Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. Operational activities at
the Project site could result in the generation of regional criteria pollutant emissions
during operation in excess of BAAQMD thresholds.

Mitigation Measure AQ-2.2: Offset NOx Emissions Generated during Project
Operation that are above the BAAQMD NOx Average Daily Emission Threshold. The
Project Sponsor shall, prior to occupancy of the first building within the Project, enter
into an agreement with the City to develop an alternative or complementary offsite
mitigation program to offset operational NOx emissions to the level established by
the BAAQMD thresholds for the years in which the Project’s emissions exceed the
BAAQMD threshold. The offsite mitigation program shall require Project Sponsor to
provide a onetime payment to the City to establish a program to fund emission
reduction projects through grants and similar mechanisms within the City of Menlo
Park. The amount of such payment shall be calculated based on then-current
BAAQMD Carl Moyer Program cost-effectiveness limit multiplied by the emissions
that exceed BAAQMD's average daily threshold for each year that emissions exceed
the threshold plus a five percent administrative fee to fund procurement of offsite
emission reductions for the Project's projected operational emissions.

Potential projects shall be limited to those which will reduce emissions for each year
in which the project’'s emissions exceed the BAAQMD threshold through the end of
2025, which is when the Project's operational emissions are projected to be below
the average daily thresholds, including, but not limited to, the following:

e Alternative fuel, low-emission school buses, transit buses, and other vehicles.
. Diesel engine retrofits and repowers.

. Bike Sharing Programs.

o Electric vehicle charging stations and plug-ins
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All offsite reductions must be quantifiable, verifiable, and enforceable. The Project
Sponsor shall engage a qualified air quality expert to coordinate with the City to
identify a list of potential projects eligible for funding. Emission reduction projects
shall be funded so that the Project’'s emissions are reduced each year until the end
of 2025. The air quality expert retained by the Project Sponsor shall provide a report
within one year of occupancy of the first building within the Project identifying the
projects that were funded and associated NOx emissions expected to be realized for
each year out until the end of 2025. Annual reporting of the implementation of
emissions reduction projects shall be required until the Project’s emissions are less
than the BAAQMD threshold without the offsets.

If a sufficient number of emissions reduction projects are not identified to meet the
required performance standards in the City of Menlo Park, Project Sponsor shall
consult with a qualified air quality expert to ensure conformity is met through some
other means of achieving the performance standard of achieving net zero operational
emissions in excess of BAAQMD's average daily thresholds through 2025, including
(but not limited to) payment of a one-time mitigation offset fee to BAAQMD's Strategic
Incentives Division plus a five percent administrative fee to fund one or more
emissions reduction projects within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. Reporting
for any emissions reduction projects outside the City shall be completed on the same
schedule as indicated above for emission reduction projects in the City.

If annual reports indicate that emission reductions do not adequately reduce project
emissions to a level below the BAAQMD threshold for any year, then a penalty of 200
percent shall be imposed that will require the Project Sponsor to obtain an additional
year of offsets based on the amount of emissions by which the Project’s emissions
exceed the BAAQMD threshold for the next following year (e.g., if the 2019 emissions
exceed the threshold by five tons, then 10 tons of emissions must be provided by
2020).

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that offsetting NOXx
emissions are feasible and would ensure that air emissions during Project operation
remain at a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction air
emissions would not be significant.

Impact AQ-3: Result in a Cumulatively Considerable Net Increase of any Criteria
Pollutant for which the Project Region is Nonattainment. The Project could result in
the generation of criteria pollutant emissions that would result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase.

-19 -



Resolution No. 6351

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures AQ-2.1 and AQ-2.2.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that offsetting criteria
pollutant emissions are feasible and would ensure that cumulative air emissions
during Project operation remain at a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to cumulative air
emissions would not be significant.

Impact AQ-4a: Exposure of Existing Sensitive Receptors to Substantial Pollutant
Concentrations During Construction. The Project would expose existing sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations during construction.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that dust control measures
are feasible and would ensure that air emissions during construction impacts remain
at a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction air
emissions would not be significant.

Impact C-AQ-2b: Cumulative Criteria Pollutants during Operation. Operational
activities associated with the Project could generate substantial ROG, NOX, and
PM10 emissions in excess of BAAQMD thresholds.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2.2.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that offsetting cumulative
NOx emissions are feasible and would ensure that air emissions during Project
operation remain at a less-than-significant level.
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Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction air
emissions would not be significant.

D. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Impact GHG-1: Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Project would not generate GHG

emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would have a significant impact on the
environment.

Mitigation Measure GHG-1.1: Implement BAAQMD Best Management Practices for
Construction. The Project Sponsor shall require all construction contractors to
implement the BMPs recommended by BAAQMD to reduce GHG emissions.
Emissions reduction measures shall include, at a minimum, the use of local building
materials (at least 10 percent), the recycling and reuse of at least 50 percent of
construction waste or demolition material, and the use of alternative-fuel vehicles
for construction vehicles/equipment (at least 15 percent of the fleet).

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that BAAQMD BMPs are
feasible and would reduce potential greenhouse gas impacts to a less-than-
significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to greenhouse gas
emissions would not be significant.

E. NOISE

Impact NOI-1: Exposure to Excessive Noise Levels. The Project could expose
persons to or generate noise levels in excess of standards established in the General
Plan, noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1.1: Implement Noise Control Measures to Reduce
Construction Noise during Project Construction. The Project Sponsor shall submit a
Construction Noise Plan for review and approval by the Planning and Building
Divisions prior to the issuance of the demolition permit. The Project Sponsor shall
comply with construction noise limits specified in Section 8.06 of the City of Menlo
Park Municipal Code by implementing measures during demolition and construction
of the Project. These measures may include, but are not limited to:

o To the extent feasible, schedule the noisiest construction activities, such as
demolition and grading activities, during times that would have the least impact
on nearby residential and other receptors. This could include restricting
construction activities in the areas of potential impact to the early and late hours
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of the workday, such as from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. or 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

Use best available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers,

equipment redesign, intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, acoustically

attenuating shields or shrouds) on equipment and trucks used for Project

construction wherever feasible.

Use hydraulically or electrically powered impact tools (e.g., pile drivers, jack
hammers, pavement breakers, rock drills) used for Project construction
wherever possible to avoid noise associated with compressed air exhaust from
pneumatically powered tools. However, where use of pneumatic tools is
unavoidable, use an exhaust muffler on the compressed air exhaust; this
muffler can lower noise levels from the exhaust by up to about 10 dBA. Use
external jackets on the tools themselves where feasible. This could achieve a
reduction of 5 dBA. Use quieter equipment, such as drills, rather than impact
equipment whenever feasible.

Use “quiet” gasoline-powered compressors or electric compressors, and use
electric rather than gasoline- or diesel-powered forklifts for small lifting to the
extent feasible.

Locate stationary noise sources, such as temporary generators, as far from
nearby receptors as possible; such sources shall be muffled and enclosed
within temporary enclosures and shielded by barriers or other measures to the
extent feasible.

Install temporary noise barriers (generally approximately 8 feet in height) around
construction areas adjacent to sensitive receptors to reduce construction noise
from equipment to acceptable levels. Specifically, the noise barriers shall reduce
noise levels during the hours of 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on weekdays to 85 dBA
at a distance of 50 feet from the construction equipment. In addition, the noise
barriers shall reduce overall construction noise to less than 60 dBA Leq, as
measured at the applicable property lines of adjacent uses, during the hours of
7:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. weekdays and 7:00 a.m. to
10:00 p.m. on Saturdays. The noise barriers shall be installed unless an
acoustical engineer submits documentation that confirms that barriers are not
necessary to achieve these attenuation levels or provides specific locations and
heights to achieve the required attenuation.

Prohibit trucks from idling along streets serving the construction site.

Prior to any pile-driving activities, notify all surrounding property owners and
occupants within 300 feet of the Project site, informing them of the estimated
start date and duration.

Implement “quiet” pile-driving technology (e.g., vibratory pile driving or pre-
drilled pile holes) where feasible, in consideration of geotechnical and structural
requirements and conditions.

Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking noise
measurements during pile-driving activities to ensure compliance with the 85
dBA standard at 50 feet for construction equipment and during general
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construction occurring during non-exempted daytime hours to ensure
compliance with the 60 dBA Leq daytime standard.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the noise control
measures are feasible and would reduce potential construction equipment noise
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction
equipment noise would not be significant.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1.2: Implement Noise Control Measures to Reduce HVAC
Noise during Project Operation. The Project Sponsor shall design the Project HVAC
system to limit noise to the applicable standard at the property line of nearby noise-
sensitive receptors. Measures that can implemented to achieve this include, but are
not limited to:

. Maximize the distance between HVAC systems and nearby sensitive
receptors,

. Provide enclosures around the HVAC units,
o Incorporate local barriers around equipment, and
. Utilize mufflers or silencers on HVAC systems.

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall prepare a report,
identifying measures that will be implemented to ensure that exterior HVAC noise
levels will comply with the following noise limits:

e The 60 dBA Leq daytime and 50 dBA Leq nighttime noise standards for
equipment located on the ground,

e The zoning ordinance limit of 50 dBA at a distance of 50 feet for roof-mounted
equipment.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the noise control
measures to reduce HVAC noise during Project operation are feasible and would
reduce potential operational noise impacts to a less-than-significant level.
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Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to HVAC noise would not
be significant.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1.3: Install Sound Enclosures around Emergency
Generators. The Project Sponsor shall reduce the sound level from the operating
generators to a maximum sound level of less than the 60 dBA noise standard at
nearby noise-sensitive land uses. Measures that could accomplish this standard
include, but are not limited to:

e Installing sound enclosures around all emergency generators,

e  Utilizing mufflers to reduce generator noise, and
e  Utilizing equipment that meets this standard.

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall prepare a report,
identifying measures that shall be implemented to ensure that exterior noise levels
from emergency generators comply with the 60 dBA Leq daytime/nighttime noise
standards.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that installing sound
enclosures around emergency generators is feasible and would reduce potential
operational noise impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to emergency generator
noise would not be significant.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1.4: Limit Generator Testing to Daytime Hours. The Project
Sponsor shall limit generator testing to between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that limiting generator
testing to daytime hours is feasible and would reduce potential operational noise
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to operational noise
would not be significant.

Mitigation Measure NOI-1.5: Design Enclosures around Mechanical Equipment
Associated with the Recycled Water System to Limit Exterior Noise. The Project
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Sponsor shall design the recycled water system such that noise generated by
mechanical equipment complies with the City noise standards of 60 dBA Leq
(daytime) and 50 dBA Leq (nighttime) at nearby residences. Measures that could
accomplish this include, but are not limited to:

e Designing equipment room enclosures, access doors, and other equipment
room openings to limit noise that could be transmitted to the exterior

e  Utilizing mufflers to limit blower noise

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall prepare a report,
identifying measures that shall be implemented to ensure that exterior noise levels
from the recycled water system comply with the daytime and nighttime noise
standards.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that enclosures around
mechanical equipment associated with the recycled water system are feasible and
would reduce potential operational noise impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to operational noise would
not be significant.

Impact NOI-3: Substantial Permanent Increase in Ambient Noise Levels. The Project
would result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity,
above levels existing without the Project.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1.2 through NOI-1.5.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the operational noise
control measures are feasible and would reduce potential operational noise impacts
to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to operational noise
would not be significant.

Impact NOI-4: Substantial Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise Levels.

The Project could result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the Project vicinity, above levels existing without the Project.
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Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measure NOI-1.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the noise control
measures are feasible and would reduce potential construction equipment noise
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction
equipment noise would not be significant.

Impact C-NOI-1. Cumulative Exposure to Excessive Noise. The Project, in
combination with other development within the city, could result in a substantial
increase in exposure of persons to noise in excess of the standards established in
the City General Plan or Municipal Code. The Project's contribution would be
cumulatively significant.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measure NOI-1.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the noise control
measures are feasible and would reduce potential construction equipment noise
impacts to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to construction
equipment noise would not be significant.

F. CULTURAL RESOURCES

Impact CUL-2: Impacts on Archaeological Resources. The Project has the potential
to encounter and damage or destroy previously unknown subsurface archaeological
resources during construction.

Mitigation Measure CUL-2.1: Perform Construction Monitoring, Evaluate Uncovered
Archaeological Features, and Mitigate Potential Disturbance of Identified Significant
Resources at the Project Site. Prior to demolition, excavation, grading, or other
construction-related activities on the Project site, the Project Sponsor shall hire a
qualified professional archaeologist (i.e., one who meets the Secretary of the
Interior’s professional qualifications for archaeology or one under the supervision of
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such a professional) to monitor, to the extent determined necessary by the
archaeologist, Project-related earth-disturbing activities (e.g., grading, excavation,
trenching). In the event that any prehistoric or historic-period subsurface
archaeological features or deposits, including locally darkened soil (midden), that
could conceal cultural deposits, animal bone, obsidian, and/or mortar are discovered
during demolition/construction-related earthmoving activities, all ground-disturbing
activity within 100 feet of the discovery shall be halted immediately, and the Planning
and Building Divisions shall be notified within 24 hours. The City shall consult with
the Project archaeologist to assess the significance of the find. Impacts on any
significant resources shall be mitigated to a less-than-significant level through data
recovery or other methods determined adequate by the City that are consistent with
the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Archaeological Documentation. If Native
American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are discovered, all
identification and treatment of the resources shall be conducted by a qualified
archaeologist and Native American representatives who are approved by the local
Native American community as scholars of the cultural traditions. In the event that no
such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal governments and/or
organizations in the locale in which resources could be affected shall be consulted.
When historic archaeological sites or historic architectural features are involved, all
identification and treatment is to be carried out by historical archaeologists or
architectural historians who meet the Secretary of the Interior's professional
gualifications for archaeology and/or architectural history.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that monitoring,
evaluation, and mitigation of archaeological features is feasible and would reduce
potential impacts to archaeological features to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to archaeological
features would not be significant.

Impact CUL-3: Impacts on Paleontological Resources. The Project could destroy
a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature.

Mitigation Measure CUL-3.1: Conduct Protocol and Procedures for Encountering
Paleontological Resources. Prior to the start of any subsurface excavations that
would extend beyond previously disturbed soils, all construction forepersons and
field supervisors shall receive training by a qualified professional paleontologist, as
defined by the SVP, who is experienced in teaching non-specialists to ensure they
recognize fossil materials and follow proper notification procedures in the event any
such materials are uncovered during construction. Procedures to be conveyed to
workers include halting construction within 50 feet of any potential fossil find and
notifying a qualified paleontologist, who shall evaluate its significance.
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If a fossil is determined to be significant and avoidance is not feasible, the
paleontologist shall develop and implement an excavation and salvage plan in
accordance with SVP standards. Construction work in these areas shall be halted
or diverted to allow recovery of fossil remains in a timely manner. Fossil remains
collected during the monitoring and salvage portion of the mitigation program shall
be cleaned, repaired, sorted, and cataloged. Prepared fossils, along with copies
of all pertinent field notes, photos, and maps, shall then be deposited in a scientific
institution with paleontological collections. A final Paleontological Mitigation Plan
Report shall be prepared that outlines the results of the mitigation program. The
City shall be responsible for ensuring that the monitor's recommendations
regarding treatment and reporting are implemented.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the protocol and
procedures for encountering paleontological resources is feasible and would reduce
potential impacts to paleontological features to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to paleontological features
would not be significant.

Impact CUL-4: Impacts on Human Remains. The Project has the potential to
encounter or discover human remains during excavation or construction.

Mitigation Measure CUL-4.1: Comply with State Regulations Regarding the
Discovery of Human Remains at the Project Site. If human remains are discovered
during any construction activities, all ground-disturbing activity within 50 feet of the
remains shall be halted immediately, and the county coroner shall be notified
immediately, according to Section 5097.98 of the State Public Resources Code and
Section 7050.5 of California’s Health and Safety Code. Additionally, the Planning
and Building Divisions shall be notified. If the remains are determined by the county
coroner to be Native American, the NAHC shall be notified within 24 hours, and the
guidelines of the NAHC shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the
remains. The Project Sponsor shall also retain a professional archaeologist with
Native American burial experience to conduct a field investigation of the specific site
and consult with the Most Likely Descendant, if any, identified by the NAHC. As
necessary, the archaeologist may provide professional assistance to the Most Likely
Descendant, including the excavation and removal of the human remains. The City
of Menlo Park Community Development Department, Planning Division, shall be
responsible for approval of recommended mitigation as it deems appropriate, taking
account of the provisions of state law, as set forth in State CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. The applicant shall
implement approved mitigation, to be verified by the Planning Division, before the
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resumption of ground-disturbing activities within 50 feet of where the remains were
discovered.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds

that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or

incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the State regulations
for discovery of human remains during construction are feasible and would reduce
potential impacts to human remains to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to human remains would

not be significant.

G.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Impact BIO-2: Indirect Impacts on Special-Status Species. The Project could result
in increased predation of special-status bird and mammal species that inhabit nearby
saltwater and brackish water marshes in the Don Edwards National Wildlife Refuge.

Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1: Install Bird Perching Deterrents on All New Buildings

and Other Elevated Structures, Including the Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. The Project
Sponsor shall implement the following measures to protect special-status species
from increased predation on the Project site:

For all new buildings constructed on the Project site, as well as the
bicycle/pedestrian bridge and northern bridge approaches, the Project Sponsor
shall install bird deterrents along suitable perching sites to deter avian predators
of special-status species that inhabit the adjacent salt marshes. Such deterrents
may include one or more of the following: bird spikes, bird netting, an electric
shock track, sound deterrents, or perching deterrents approved by CDFW
and/or USFWS.

Trees that are used for replacement landscaping, especially those planted on
rooftops, shall consist of species that generally do not exceed 30 feet in height
to limit the visibility of adjacent salt marshes to the north. These trees may
include native or non-invasive nonnative ornamental species. Species with
broad canopies are preferred because tress with tall, narrow canopies (e.qg.,
palms or conifers) generally provide better hunting perches for raptors.
Additionally, trees that are planted on the rooftops of the new buildings shall be
located away from the edge of the roof and planted with a reduced line of sight
to the Bay.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds

that:
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Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that the installing bird
perching deterrents on all buildings and other elevated structures are feasible and
would reduce potential impacts to special-status species to a less-than-significant
level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to special-status species
would not be significant.

Impact BIO-3: Impacts on Native Wildlife Nursery Sites. The removal of buildings,
trees, shrubs, or woody vegetation and the installation of new buildings and lighting
could affect native migratory birds.

Mitigation Measure BIO-3.1: Conduct Pre-construction Surveys for Nesting Migratory
Birds. The Project Sponsor shall implement the following measures to reduce impacts
on nesting migratory birds:

e To facilitate compliance with state and federal law (California Fish and Game
Code and the MBTA) and prevent impacts on nesting birds, the Project
Sponsor shall avoid construction during the nesting season (February 1
through September 14) or conduct pre-construction surveys, as described
below.

o If it is not feasible to avoid the nesting season, the Project Sponsor shall hire a
qualified wildlife biologist with demonstrated experience to conduct a survey
for nesting birds, including raptors, no earlier than 3 days prior to the
commencement of ground-disturbing activities and vegetation removal
(including clearing, grubbing, and staging). The area surveyed shall include all
construction areas within the Project site as well as areas within 250 feet
outside the boundaries of the areas to be cleared or as otherwise determined
by the biologist.

o If construction activities related to the multi-use bicycle/pedestrian bridge and
occurring on the northern side of the Bayfront Expressway are initiated during
the nesting bird season, within 3 days prior to the start of construction, a survey
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine whether western snowy
plovers are nesting within 600 feet of the proposed construction area. Surveys
shall be conducted on two week intervals, between February 1 and through
May 30, or longer, if necessary, as determined by the biologist based on the
behavior and habitat. If an active nest is identified, a buffer of 600 feet shall be
established between the construction area and the nest, and the nest shall be
periodically monitored by a qualified biologist to determine when it is no longer
active (at which point the buffer will no longer be needed). If there is a visual
barrier, such as a levee or dense vegetation, between the construction area
and the nest, such that the plover will not be able to see construction activity
from the nest, then the Project Sponsor may coordinate with the USFWS to
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determine whether a reduced buffer would be sufficient to allow work to occur
without disturbing the nesting plovers.

o A nest survey shall be required prior to implementation of Phase 1 and Phase
2 of the Project and when construction work stops at a portion of the site where
suitable nesting habitat remains for more than 15 days. Additionally, at least
one nest survey shall be conducted at the beginning of each year of Project
implementation between February and May. As discussed in Chapter 2,
Project Description, Project implementation will occur between 2016 and 2022.
The need for additional surveys shall be determined by the qualified wildlife
biologist and based on the results of the initial survey.

o If the biologist finds active nests during the survey, he or she shall establish
species-specific no-disturbance buffer zones for each nest with use of high-
visibility fencing, flagging, or pin flags. No construction activities shall be allowed
within the buffer zones. The size of the buffer shall be based on the species
sensitivity to disturbance and planned work activities in the vicinity. The buffer
shall remain in effect until the nest is no longer active.

. If structure demolition activities cannot occur outside of the nesting season, the
Project Sponsor or its contractor shall remove inactive nests from the structure
to be demolished and install nest exclusion measures (i.e., fine mesh netting,
panels, or metal projectors) outside of the nesting season. All exclusionary
devices shall be monitored and maintained throughout the breeding season to
ensure that they are successful in preventing the birds from accessing cavities
or nest sites. No more than 3 days prior to building demolition activities, a
qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey of all potential nesting
habitat on the structure to be demolished and the surrounding areas for the
presence of active nests. If active nests are found on the building or in the
affected area, then demolition activities shall not proceed until the biologist
verifies that all nests on the building are inactive.

o After all surveys and/or nest deterrence activities are completed, the biologist
shall complete a memorandum detailing the survey effort and results and submit
the memorandum to the City within 7 days of survey completion.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that preconstruction
surveys are feasible and would reduce potential impacts to nesting birds to a less-
than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to nesting birds would not
be significant.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-3.2: Implement Bird-Safe Design Standards into Project
Buildings and Lighting Design. The Project Sponsor or its contractor shall implement
the following measures to minimize hazards to birds:

o Reduce large areas of transparent or reflective glass.

. Locate water features, trees, and bird habitat away from building exteriors to
reduce reflection.

. Reduce or eliminate the visibility of landscaped areas behind glass.

e Turn non-emergency lighting off at night, especially during bird migration
season (February—May and August—November).

. Include window coverings that adequately block light transmission from rooms
where interior lighting is used at night and install motion sensors or controls to
extinguish lights in unoccupied spaces.

o Design and/or install lighting fixtures that minimize light pollution, including light
trespass, over-illumination, glare, light clutter, and skyglow, while using bird-
friendly colors for lighting when possible. San Francisco's Standards for Bird-
safe Buildings document? provides a good overview of building design and
lighting guidelines to minimize bird/building collisions.

o Nighttime construction work near Pond R3 shall be avoided. If nighttime
construction work cannot be avoided, lighting will be directed to the work area
and away from habitat for the western snowy plover.

2 City and County of San Francisco. 2011. Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings. San Francisco Planning Department.
July 14. Available: <http://ww.sf-
planning.org/ftp/files/publications_reports/bird_safe bldgs/Standards%20for%20Bird%20Safe%20Buildings %20-
%2011-30-11.pdf>.
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FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that bird-safe design
standards are feasible and would reduce potential bird hazards to a less-than-
significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to birds would not be
significant.

H. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Impact WQ-1: Violation of Water Quality Standards or Waste Discharge
Requirements. The Project could violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements.

Mitigation Measure WQ-1.1: Implement Construction Dewatering Treatment (if
necessary). Dewatering treatment would be necessary if groundwater is encountered
during excavation activities, dewatering is necessary to complete the Project, or the
dewatered water is discharged to any storm drain or surface water body. Because
there is potential for groundwater to be contaminated with VOC's or fuel products at
the Project site, the Project Sponsor would be required to comply with the San
Francisco Bay RWQCB'’s VOC and Fuel General Permit (Order No. R2-2012-0012).

If dewatering activities require discharges into the storm drain system or other water
bodies, the water shall be pumped to a tank and tested for water quality using grab
samples and sent to a certified laboratory for analysis. If it is found that the water
does not meet water quality standards, it should either be treated as necessary prior
to discharge so that all applicable water quality objectives (as noted in Tables 3.10-1
and 3.10-2) are met or hauled offsite instead for treatment and disposal at an
appropriate waste treatment facility that is permitted to receive such water. Water
treatment methods shall be selected that achieve maximum removal of contaminants
found in the groundwater and represent the best available technology that is
economically achievable. Implemented methods may include the retention of
dewatering effluent until particulate matter has settled before it is discharged, the use
of infiltration areas, filtration, or other means. The contractor shall perform routine
inspections of the construction area to verify that the water quality control measures
are properly implemented and maintained, conduct visual observations of the water
(i.e., check for odors, discoloration, or an oily sheen on groundwater), and perform
other sampling and reporting activities prior to discharge. The final selection of water
quality control measures shall be submitted in a report to the San Francisco Bay
RWQCB for approval prior to construction. If the results from the groundwater
laboratory do not meet water quality standards and the identified water treatment
measures cannot ensure treatment that meets all standards for receiving water
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guality, then the water shall be hauled offsite instead for treatment and disposal of at
an appropriate waste treatment facility that is permitted to receive such water.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that implementing
construction dewatering treatment is feasible and would reduce potential impacts to
water quality standards or waste discharge requirements to a less-than-significant
level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to water quality
standards or waste discharge requirements would not be significant.

Impact WQ-5: Impacts from Flooding. The Project could expose people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, including
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, but would not place structures
within a 100-year flood hazard area.

Mitigation Measure WQ-5.1: Flood-Proofing of Project Underground Infrastructure.
Prior to or, at a minimum, concurrent with the issuance of the first construction
activity permit at the Project site, and in connection with applicable FEMA
requirements, the Project Sponsor shall ensure that the Project incorporates design
features, including storm drains, sewers, and equipment facilities, that would flood-
proof underground infrastructure, thereby allowing it to withstand hydrostatic forces
and buoyancy from SLR changes in groundwater levels. Onsite recycled-water
wetland treatment areas shall be located at grade, with underground tanks placed
in elevated areas to provide protection from the 100-year BFE plus 16 inches.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that flood-proofing of
Project underground infrastructure is feasible and would reduce potential impacts
from flooding to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to flooding would not be
significant.

Mitigation Measure WQ-5.2: Provide Adequate Stormflow Conveyance Capacity for
Sea-Level Rise Conditions at the Project Site. Prior to or, at a minimum, concurrent
with the issuance of the first construction activity permit at the Project site, the
Project Sponsor shall provide current documentation in the form of a technical report
to ensure that, as a result of Project design features, the storm drain system’s
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existing conveyance capacity is not constricted by SLR at the outlets, including the
offsite Chrysler pump station, as a result of the Project design.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that providing adequate
stormflow conveyance capacity is feasible and would reduce potential impacts from
sea level rise to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to sea level rise would
not be significant.

Impact C-WQ-1: Cumulative Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts. The Project, in
combination with other foreseeable development in the vicinity, could contribute
considerably to cumulative impacts on water quality, groundwater recharge and
supplies, storm drain capacity, or current flooding.

Mitigation Measure: Implement Mitigation Measure WQ-1.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that implementing
construction dewatering treatment is feasible and would reduce potential
cumulative impacts to water quality standards or waste discharge requirements to
a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining cumulative impacts related to water
guality standards or waste discharge requirements would not be significant.

.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Impact HAZ-2: Upset and Accident Conditions Involving Hazardous Materials. The
Project could create a potentially significant hazard to human health and/or the
environment involving the release of hazardous materials.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.1: Soil and Groundwater Management. Soil Management
Plans that cover the entire Project site shall be prepared and implemented. These
Soil Management Plans shall, as appropriate, incorporate the analytical results from
the most recent groundwater monitoring event and soil investigations and include
protocols for managing both known and potentially undocumented residual soil and
groundwater contamination that may be encountered during Project construction,
including naturally occurring asbestos. The Soil Management Plans shall include
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dust control measures that describe how construction and grading operations will
minimize dust emissions and ensure that no equipment or operations will emit
visible dust across the property line. Although naturally occurring asbestos has not
been detected in the vicinity of Buildings 307-309, in accordance with CARB’s
Asbestos ATCM for Construction, Grading, Quarrying, and Surface Mining
Operations, if naturally occurring asbestos is encountered during construction,
then dust control measures must meet the requirements of an ADMP approved by
the BAAQMD. These Soil Management Plans shall be approved by DTSC and
implemented during Project construction.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that implementation of
Soil Management Plans are feasible and would reduce potentially significant
hazard to human health and/or the environment involving the release of hazardous
materials to a less-than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to the release of
hazardous materials would not be significant.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.2: Additional Site Investigation. If required by DTSC,
additional site investigations shall be performed to delineate the source and extent
of contamination on the Project site. At DTSC'’s discretion, these investigations may
be incorporated into the Soil Management Plans required by DTSC for the Project
site. The analytical results shall be compared to risk-based human health screening
levels approved by DTSC. The site investigation(s) shall be prepared and evaluated
by a licensed professional, and a technical report summarizing the field activities,
results, and conclusion shall be submitted to DTSC for review and approval prior
to issuance of building permits.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that additional site
instigations to delineate the source and extent of contamination is feasible (as
required by DTSC) and would reduce potential contamination impacts to a less-
than-significant level.

Remaining Impacts: Any remaining impacts related to potential
contamination would not be significant.

Mitigation Measure HAZ-2.3: Remedial Action. According to the results of additional
site investigations (if any), the Project Sponsor shall coordinate with DTSC to select
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and implement remedial actions (as necessary) to protect future site users from
conditions that could pose an unacceptable health risk. Remedial measures may
include, but are not limited to, source removal of contaminated materials, in-situ
treatment, engineering controls, and/or modification of institutional controls
described in the existing LUC for the Project site. Remedial actions shall be
implemented prior to building occupancy. At DTSC’s discretion, remedial actions
may be completed during implementation of the Soil Management Plans required
by DTSC for the Project site.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Changes or alterations have been required in, or
incorporated into, the Project that avoid or substantially lessen the significant
environmental effect as identified in the EIR. The City finds that coordination with
DTSC to select and implement remedial actions (as necessary) is feasible and
would reduce potential contamination impacts to a less-than-significant level.

FINDINGS FOR REGARDING SIGNIFICANT AND UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS

The Final EIR concluded that the Project would result in potentially significant
environmental impacts. The City finds that by incorporating into the Project all the
feasible mitigation measures outlined in the MMRP, the impacts would be reduced.
However, even after mitigation, some impacts would remain significant and
unavoidable. A significant and unavoidable impact is an impact that cannot be
mitigated to a less than significant level if the Project is implemented, because no
feasible mitigation has been identified. The City finds that there is no additional
feasible mitigation that could be imposed beyond what is detailed herein. For the
reasons set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations below, the City finds
that there are economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of the Project
that override the following significant and unavoidable impacts of the Project.

A. TRANSPORTATON

Impact TRA-1: Impacts on Peak-Hour Traffic at Study Intersections under
Background Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in traffic associated with the Project
would result in increased delays during peak hour, causing significant and
unavoidable impacts on the operation of study intersections.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1: Provide Increased Traffic Capacity on Peak-Hour LOS
under Background-Plus Project Conditions. Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1
incorporates the analysis of potential impacts on intersection identifies potential
measures to mitigate or reduce Project impacts where feasible.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2. Reduce the Peak-Hour Share of Vehicle Trips
Allowable under the Trip Cap, for both the Project Site and Buildings 10-19 to no
more than 50 Percent of Allowable Vehicle Trips During each 2 Hour Peak Commute
Period. The Project trip cap, as proposed, would allow up to 69 percent of vehicle
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trips within each 2-hour peak commute period to enter or exit the site within a single
peak hour. Similarly, the approved vehicle trip caps for Buildings 10-20 currently
allow up to 70 percent of permitted vehicle trips within each 2-hour peak commute
period to occur within a single hour. The proposed mitigation would reduce the
maximum number of allowable peak-hour vehicle trips to no more than 50 percent
of the 2-hour peak-period vehicle trip cap for both the Project site and Buildings 10-
19. Table 3.3-7 provides a comparison of the potential peak 1-hour vehicle trips
under the Project and with the proposed mitigation. As shown, the proposed
mitigation would reduce the total volume of allowed peak-hour vehicle trips to the
Project site and Buildings 10-19 by 28 percent.

(@  Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36)

During the p.m. peak hour, the intersection would be anticipated to operate
unacceptably at LOS F under both background and background plus-Project
conditions. Project traffic would increase delay and exceed the City threshold of 0.8
second for critical movements. The increase in delay reflects a forecast increase in
left-turn volumes related to vehicles from the Project site traveling through
residential neighborhoods via Chilco Street and Hamilton Avenue to by-pass
eastbound delay on the segment of Bayfront Expressway where it approaches
Willow Road.

Although the provision of an eastbound left-turn lane on Hamilton Avenue where it
approaches Willow Road would reduce the delay, this potential mitigation is not
recommended because it would encourage cut-through traffic via Chilco Street and
Hamilton Avenue, potentially affecting the Belle Haven neighborhood. Therefore, to
avoid facilitating the use of Chilco Street and Hamilton Avenue as cut-through routes
in the adjacent residential neighborhood, mitigating this traffic impact is not
recommended, consistent with City policies that discourage cut-through traffic in
residential neighborhoods. Other mitigation measures are discussed below (TRA-
3.1 and TRA-3.2) to discourage cut-through traffic in the Belle Haven neighborhood.
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce the impact, but the net
change in delay would still be likely to exceed the 0.8-second threshold for critical
movements. The peak-hour traffic impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

(b) Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37)

Given the applicable criteria for state-controlled intersections that operate at LOS E
or F, a significant impact would occur if the combination of Project and future traffic
would increase average delay by 4 seconds or more. The net change in average
delay from existing conditions, under both background and background plus-Project
conditions, would exceed the 4-second threshold. Furthermore, the addition of
Project trips would result in a net change between background and background
plus-Project conditions that would also exceed the 4-second threshold.

During the a.m. and p.m. peak hours, approximately 70 percent of Dumbarton

Bridge vehicle trips pass through this intersection (more than 4,500 vehicles during
each peak hour under existing conditions). Similarly, the majority of allowable peak-
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hour vehicle trips to/from the Project site and Buildings 10-20 under the trip caps
would also pass through this intersection because there are few viable alternative
routes to/from most directions (particularly for trips to/from the south) and limited
access points to both Campuses. As a result, the volume of conflicting movements
at this intersection would increase significantly under background conditions
because of the significant increase in conflicting movements. The addition of Project
traffic would increase average delay by more than 80 seconds during the a.m. peak
hour and more than 20 seconds during the p.m. peak hour, thereby exceeding the
applicable impact threshold. Physical improvement options to expand approach
capacity would be constrained given the proximity of the Dumbarton rail tracks and
adjacent wetlands. Similarly, signal timing, which is necessary to accommodate the
high volume of peak-direction traffic to/from the Dumbarton Bridge, would limit the
viability of some mitigation options.

During the a.m. peak hour, the Project impact would be greatest in the northbound
direction on Willow Road, affecting northbound through and northbound left-turn
movements when approaching Bayfront Expressway from Willow Road. During the
p.m. peak hour, the Project impact would be greatest in the eastbound direction on
Bayfront Expressway when approaching the intersection with Willow Road because
of the high volume of bridge approach traffic. In addition, during the p.m. peak hour,
mitigation options at this intersection would ultimately be affected by downstream
capacity limitations at the entrance to the Dumbarton Bridge.

Localized queuing and delays in the p.m. peak hour may be minimized by
extending the eastbound right-turn pocket from Bayfront Expressway to Willow
Road. The turn pocket should be extended toward the Building 20 entrance to
maximize queue storage for motorists who wish to turn right to access US 101
south. Delays for p.m. peak-hour traffic as it approaches the Dumbarton Bridge
could be reduced if a dedicated receiving lane were to be provided on Bayfront
Expressway for northbound right-turn movements from Willow Road. Such a
mitigation, if feasible, would allow both northbound right-turn and eastbound
through movements to occur concurrently. However, the mitigation would not
reduce net travel time for motorists when approaching the Dumbarton Bridge,
given downstream capacity at the Bayfront Expressway and University Avenue
intersection. Similarly, grade separation to allow conflicting movements to occur
simultaneously, if feasible, could reduce the impact on approach delay directly at
the intersection but would not reduce net travel time unless accompanied by
similar measures at downstream intersections.

Increasing capacity between US 101 and the Dumbarton Bridge via the Marsh
Road/US 101 interchange, to provide a viable alternate route to Willow Road, could
reduce the impact, if feasible and if designed to accommodate vehicles to/from the
south on US 101 without increasing travel time (compared with the travel time to
Willow Road). Such improvements could include one additional northbound exit lane
on US 101 between Willow Road and Marsh Road and a similar measure to
accommodate southbound traffic when entering US 101 via the Marsh Road
intersection.
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The Project Sponsor shall be required to design and construct a lengthened
eastbound right-turn pocket and a dedicated receiving lane on Bayfront Expressway
for northbound right-turn traffic. Because the improvements would be under
Caltrans jurisdiction, the Project Sponsor would be required to coordinate with
Caltrans for review and approval of the improvements. The potential mitigation
options described above are not under the control of the City, and thus, the City
cannot guarantee their implementation. In addition, with implementation of
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above), the net increase in the number of
peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project during the a.m. and p.m. peak
hours would be reduced. However, the increased delay at this intersection would
still be anticipated to exceed the significance threshold. Therefore, this impact would
remain significant and unavoidable.

(c) Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38)

Given the applicable criteria for state-controlled intersections that operate at LOS
E or F, a significant impact would occur if the combination of Project and future
cumulative traffic would increase average delay by 4 seconds or more. This
intersection would be anticipated to operate at LOS F under existing, background,
and background plus-Project conditions. The net change in average delay with the
addition of Project traffic would not exceed the 4-second threshold. Therefore,
Project trips would not significantly affect LOS, based strictly on the approach delay
at the intersection. However, the Project would contribute to an increase in
upstream delay, thereby affecting access to the Dumbarton Bridge, including
increased eastbound delays where traffic would approach the Bayfront Expressway
and Willow Road intersection under background plus-Project conditions. Given
both the upstream and downstream capacity limitations on both sides of the
Dumbarton Bridge corridor, including traffic congestion and capacity limitations on
US 101 as well as 1-880 on the east side of San Francisco Bay (Bay), peak-hour
traffic volumes on the Dumbarton Bridge would not be anticipated to increase
significantly. Instead, a greater portion of peak-hour traffic demand on the
Dumbarton Bridge would be anticipated to occur outside of the peak hours,
including some trips that would be delayed because of peak-hour congestion on
connecting facilities. Grade separation that would allow conflicting movements to
occur simultaneously, if feasible, would reduce delay where traffic would approach
the intersection but could result in secondary impacts at downstream locations.

The Project Sponsor shall be required to initiate design concepts through a Project
Study Report (PSR), or other appropriate development document, for potential
future grade separation at this intersection. Because the intersection would be under
Caltrans jurisdiction, the Project Sponsor would be required to coordinate with
Caltrans and the City. This potential mitigation is not under the control of the City,
and the impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

(d) University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47

Unacceptable LOS F occurs at this intersection under existing conditions, reflecting
delay on the stop-controlled side street where it approaches University Avenue.

- 40 -



Resolution No. 6351

Traffic volumes on Adams Drive where it approaches the stop sign are very low (i.e.,
11 vehicle trips during the a.m. peak hour and 51 vehicles during the p.m. peak
hour).

Under background plus-Project conditions, the side-street approach volume is
forecast to increase to 86 vehicles. However, traffic levels would remain below the
threshold for warranting a traffic signal. Thus, a traffic signal is not recommended
under background plus-Project conditions. The impact under background plus-
Project conditions would therefore be significant and unavoidable.

Installation of a traffic signal at this location would be recommended under 2040
cumulative conditions with the proposed General Plan. Therefore, if the proposed
General Plan is adopted, this impact could be mitigated to less-than-significant
levels (see Mitigation Measure TRA 13.1).

(k) Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60)

This all-way stop-controlled intersection, located within the Belle Haven
neighborhood south of the Project site, would operate at an unacceptable LOS of F
during the p.m. peak hour because a portion of Project vehicle trips would be
anticipated to exit the site via Chilco Street southbound to Hamilton Avenue or other
streets in the Belle Haven neighborhood to access Willow Road. Signalizing the
intersection would improve LOS to an acceptable level.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce allowable net Project
vehicle trip generation during the p.m. peak hour, but this intersection would still be
anticipated to operate unacceptably given the proximity to the Project entrance and
the LOS standard of C or better that applies to this intersection. However, any
mitigation to improve traffic operations would encourage use of Chilco Street as a
cut-through route, which conflicts with City of Menlo Park goals that aim to reduce
cut-through traffic in residential neighborhoods. Therefore, to avoid facilitating use
of Chilco Street and Hamilton Avenue as cut-through routes, mitigating this traffic
impact by increasing capacity is not recommended, consistent with City policies that
discourage cut-through traffic in residential neighborhoods. Other mitigation
measures are discussed below (Mitigation Measure TRA-3.1 and TRA 3.2) to
discourage cut-through traffic in the Belle Haven neighborhood. The peak-hour
impact on intersection LOS is therefore significant and unavoidable.

()] Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Building 20 Entrance (#65)

The intersection, which opened following the completion of Building 20 in 2015,
would operate at LOS C during the a.m. peak hour and LOS F during the p.m.
peak hour under background conditions. However, LOS would degrade to LOS E
during the a.m. peak hour and LOS F during the p.m. peak hour under background
plus-Project conditions.
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During the a.m. peak hour, traffic in the single westbound left-turn lane from Bayfront
Expressway (entering Building 20) would exceed storage capacity, resulting in
delays for peak-direction traffic when traveling westbound on Bayfront Expressway.
Provision of a two-lane left-turn pocket at the proposed adjacent entrance to the
Project site at Building 21 would reduce the potential impact during the a.m. peak
hour by allowing a portion of left-turn demand to use the adjacent intersection (see
Mitigation Measure TRA-3.1).

During the p.m. peak hour, delay would increase for exiting eastbound vehicles
traveling toward Willow Road under background plus-Project conditions. This would
be caused by the high volume of eastbound vehicles traveling between the Project
site and Willow Road via a short segment of Bayfront Expressway. Building 20
currently has a driveway to Willow Road that allows Project traffic to exit directly to
Willow Road. Encouraging greater use of that driveway for outbound trips could help
to reduce a portion of the eastbound traffic volume on Bayfront Expressway traveling
toward Willow Road during the p.m. peak hour.

The a.m. peak hour impact would be reduced to less-than-significant levels by
providing a two-lane westbound left-turn pocket at the adjacent intersection of
Bayfront Expressway and the Building 21 entrance. However, the right-of-way
along Bayfront Expressway is constrained by the wetlands located adjacent to the
roadway; therefore, this mitigation measure may not be feasible. Alternatively, the
Project Sponsor shall be required to conduct a micro-simulation evaluation as part
of the proposal to install a new traffic signal at the proposed entrance to Building
21 and ensure that queues do not extend onto the Bayfront Expressway at either
intersection (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1m, below). During the p.m. peak hour,
the provision of one additional eastbound through lane on Bayfront Expressway
would mitigate the impact but would not improve net vehicle delay where traffic
approaches the Dumbarton Bridge unless accompanied by measures to reduce
downstream delay. The mitigation may not be feasible given downstream capacity
constraints. Furthermore, the intersection is under the jurisdiction of Caltrans;
therefore, the City cannot guarantee that this improvement would be implemented.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce net Project vehicle trip
generation during both peak hours, but the increase in eastbound traffic on Bayfront
Expressway between Chilco Street and Willow Road would still be anticipated to
result in a significant impact on p.m. peak-hour LOS at this intersection. Therefore,
the impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

(m)  Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66)

As part of the Project, this would be a signalized intersection, providing two
outbound travel lanes, one inbound right-turn lane, and one inbound left-turn for
vehicles entering the Project site from Bayfront Expressway. During the p.m. peak
hour, the intersection would operate unacceptably at LOS F. During the a.m. peak
hour, the intersection would operate acceptably, based on LOS, but the anticipated
gueue length for vehicles entering the site via the single proposed westbound left-
turn lane (from Bayfront Expressway to the Building 21 entrance) would exceed

=42 -



Resolution No. 6351

storage capacity, resulting in delays for westbound through traffic on Bayfront
Expressway.

The proposed mitigation to reduce a.m. peak-hour impacts on Bayfront Expressway
and the Project impact at the entrance to Building 20 is the provision of a two-lane
left-turn pocket for northbound vehicles that would enter Building 21 from Bayfront
Expressway. However, the right-of-way along Bayfront Expressway is constrained
by the wetlands located adjacent to the roadway; therefore, this mitigation measure
may not be feasible. Alternatively, the Project Sponsor shall be required to conduct
a micro-simulation evaluation as part of the proposal to install a new traffic signal at
this location and ensure that queues do not extend onto Bayfront Expressway at
either intersection (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1l, above) while maintaining an
acceptable intersection LOS of D or better. With the proposed mitigation, if feasible,
the impact would be less than significant during the a.m. peak hour.

During the p.m. peak hour, the provision of one additional eastbound through lane
on Bayfront Expressway would mitigate the impact but would not improve net
vehicle delay where traffic approaches the Dumbarton Bridge unless accompanied
by measures to reduce downstream delay. This potential mitigation is unlikely to be
feasible given downstream capacity constraints.

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described above) would reduce net Project trip
generation by more than 75 percent during the a.m. peak hour and more than 90
percent during the p.m. peak hour; the volume of inbound and outbound vehicle
trips via the proposed Building 21 driveway would be reduced by approximately 30
percent during both peak hours. With Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the impact
would be less than significant during the p.m. peak hour. Because the feasibility
of the a.m. peak-hour mitigation described above has not yet been confirmed, the
impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1 identifies potential
improvements that could mitigate or reduce the impacts of the Project. However,
the identified improvements would require the acquisition of additional right-of-way,
are physically infeasible or of speculative efficacy, are economically infeasible,
would result in adverse ancillary impacts related to cut-through traffic, are outside
of the City’s jurisdiction, or are beyond the scope of what can reasonably be
expected of a single project; the City therefore finds that the described
improvements are not feasible. Although Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which
involves the reduction of the peak-hour share of vehicles allowed under the
proposed trip cap, would mitigate or reduce these impacts of the Project, it would
not reduce them below less-than-significant levels. Impacts on the identified study
intersections would therefore remain significant and unavoidable.
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Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts at the affected intersections
would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact TRA-2: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance under Background
Plus Project Conditions. Some Routes of Regional Significance would operate at or
below their LOS threshold with the addition of Project trips, and Project traffic would
exceed the allowable 1 percent threshold resulting in significant and unavoidable
impacts.

Mitigation Measure TRA-2.1: Implement Improvements to Routes of Regional
Significance to Address Background Plus-Project Effects. Providing additional travel
lanes would increase segment capacity but would not be feasible on all segments
given available right-of-way widths and both downstream and downstream capacity
limitations on facilities such as US 101 and the Dumbarton Bridge. In addition, the
routes are under the control of Caltrans and the City cannot guarantee mitigation.

In addition, implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, above.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Routes of Regional Significance include US Highway
101 and the Bayfront Expressway at specific roadway segments, both of which are
within Caltrans’ jurisdiction. A typical mitigation measure would seek to widen these
highways to add travel lanes and capacity. However, these roadways are not under
the jurisdiction of the City, as noted. Freeway improvement projects which add
travel lanes are also planned and funded on a regional scale, and the City is not
aware of any current planned improvements on the impacted segments. Last, there
are physical constraints affecting available right-of-way widths and capacity
limitations that make widening improvements infeasible. The City therefore finds
that providing additional travel lanes would not be feasible mitigation. Although
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the peak-hour share
of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would reduce these impacts of the
Project, it would not reduce them below less-than-significant levels. Impacts on the
identified Routes of Regional Significance would therefore remain significant and
unavoidable.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts at the foregoing Routes of
Regional Significance would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact TRA-3: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments Under
Background Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in daily traffic associated with the
Project under near term plus-Project Conditions would result in increased ADT
volumes on specific Project area roadway segments, resulting in significant and
unavoidable impacts, as described in the Final EIR.

Mitigation Measure TRA-3.1: Provide Measures to Reduce Cut-Through Traffic in
the Belle Haven Neighborhood via Chilco Street (South of the Dumbarton Rail
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Corridor), Newbridge Street, and lvy Drive. The Project Sponsor shall provide
measures to prevent cut-through traffic, which could include prohibiting left-turns
exiting the Project site via Chilco Street during the p.m. peak period. The provision
of physical traffic calming measures could also be included, where such measures
would not affect emergency access and/or transit service, subject to community
and City approval.

Because community members and other potentially affected stakeholders may be
affected by such improvements, the Project Sponsor shall fund a Neighborhood
Traffic Plan to identify appropriate measures for reducing cut-through traffic.

Mitigation Measure TRA-3.2: Provide Multi-Modal improvements on study segments
that would be potentially impacted by increased ADT. The Project Sponsor shall
provide measures to improve mobility options via walking, bicycling, and transit,
consistent with the City’s complete streets goals, which would help to offset the
effect of daily traffic generated by the Project. In particular, such measures could
include pedestrian enhancements across Willow Road at Hamilton Drive, Ivy Drive,
and Newbridge Street as well as at other affected study segment locations. These
measures are discussed further under Impacts TRA-4 and TRA-5 (described
above).

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: The City finds that it is feasible to require the Project
Sponsor to work with the community to provide measures to prevent cut-through
traffic and fund a Neighborhood Traffic Plan in Belle Haven, and further finds that
it is appropriate for the community and local stakeholders to participate in the
formation of such a Plan. The City also finds that it is feasible to provide measures
to improve mobility options (pedestrian and bicycle improvements) to help offset
the effect of daily traffic generated by the Project at the identified segments, as
further described above in Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2. However,
Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2 (which would require implementation of
Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2) would not reduce the Project’s impacts
on area roadway segments identified in the Final EIR to less-than-significant levels.
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the peak-hour share
of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would also reduce these impacts
of the Project, but would not reduce them below less-than-significant levels.
Additional mitigations would include adding capacity by widening these roadway
segments, which would require additional rights-of-way and affect property owners,
result in degradation of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including increased
intersection times, and create indirect quality-of-life impacts on local residents,
commuters, employees and businesses in the area, as explained in the Final EIR;
the City therefore finds that roadway widening and capacity improvements are not
feasible. Impacts on the affected roadway segments would therefore remain
significant and unavoidable.
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Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts to local roadway segments
would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact TRA-8: Delay to Public Transit Vehicles Under Background Plus Project
Conditions. The Project would result in significant and unavoidable delays to public
transit vehicles under Background Plus Project Conditions.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Although the Dumbarton Rail Corridor Study (funded by
the Project Sponsor) is currently pending and is anticipated to recommend a phased
program of operational and infrastructure improvements that could increase transit
mobility, no recommendations currently exist that would reduce the potential
impacts on the Project on AC Transit's Dumbarton bus service. Other
improvements, such as capacity-enhancing measures including transit signal
preemption or queue-jump lanes, would be outside of the City’s jurisdiction and
control, and are found by the City to be infeasible. No additional mitigation measures
to reduce potential impacts on public transit vehicles are found to be feasible.

Remaining Impacts: The delay to public transit vehicles would remain
significant and unavoidable.

Impact TRA-10: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040
Existing General Plan Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in peak-hour vehicle traffic
associated with the Project would result in increased delays during AM and PM peak
hours causing significant and unavoidable impacts on the operation of study
intersections under Cumulative 2040 Conditions with the Existing General Plan.

Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1: Provide Increased Traffic Capacity to Address
Project Impacts on Peak-Hour LOS under Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan
plus-Project Conditions. Mitigation Measure TRA 10.1 identifies potential measures
to mitigate or reduce Project impacts where feasible.

(@) El Camino Real & Glenwood Avenue (#25)

During the a.m. peak hour, traffic associated with the Project would result in an
unacceptable LOS of E under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project
conditions.

The provision of a dedicated right-turn lane on Glenwood Avenue, where it
approaches El Camino Real, is identified in the City’s TIF program. The Project
Sponsor’s payment of the TIF shall partially mitigate this impact. The provision of
one additional through lane on Glenwood Avenue would be needed to improve LOS
to an acceptable LOS of D and fully mitigate this impact. However, the provision of
an additional through lane is not feasible given the right-of-way constraints.
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Therefore, this impact would be considered significant and unavoidable under
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.

(d)  Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions (see
TRA-1.1Db). No additional feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this
peak-hour traffic impact, which would remain significant and unavoidable.

(e) Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur during the a.m. peak hour under cumulative 2040
existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. As discussed in Mitigation Measure
TRA-1.1c, no additional feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this
impact, which would remain significant and unavoidable.

() Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours.
As discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1d, no additional feasible mitigation
measures were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and
unavoidable.

0] University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during both the a.m. and p.m. peak hours
(see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1g). This impact would remain significant and
unavoidable under existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. (SU)

Installation of a traffic signal at this location would be recommended under 2040
cumulative conditions with the proposed General Plan. Therefore, if the proposed
General Plan is adopted, this impact could be mitigated to a less-than-significant
level (see Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1i).

(k) University Avenue & Donohoe Street (#54)

This state-controlled intersection located adjacent to the US 101 northbound ramps
in East Palo Alto operates at LOS F under existing conditions during both the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours. The addition of Project traffic under cumulative 2040 existing
General Plan plus-Project conditions would result in additional delay that would
exceeding the 4-second significance threshold during both peak hours.
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With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the net increase in the number
of peak-hour vehicle trips resulting from the Project would be substantially reduced,
but the increase in delay would still be anticipated to exceed the 4-second
significance threshold.

Potential mitigation options are limited given the proximity of adjacent freeway ramp
intersections and recent development near the intersection. The provision of
additional westbound lane capacity on Donohoe Street, including an extended dual
left-turn pocket, dedicated through lane, and dual right-turn lanes, would reduce
delay but would not be feasible given the right-of-way limitations, including proximity
to the adjacent property on the northeastern corner and the relatively short block
length to the upstream

US 101 northbound off-ramp. Similarly, providing a southbound right-turn lane on
University Avenue and lengthening the northbound turn pockets, if feasible, would
reduce delay but would most likely be constrained by adjacent land uses and
proximity to the US 101 overpass and two northbound on-ramps. Furthermore,
because the intersection is not under the control of the City of Menlo Park,
implementation of potential mitigation to reduce peak-hour delay at this location,
even if feasible options were available, cannot be guaranteed. This impact is
therefore considered significant and unavoidable.

(n) Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during the p.m. peak hour. As discussed in
Mitigation TRA-1.1k, no additional feasible mitigation measures were identified to
reduce this impact, which would remain significant and unavoidable.

(0) Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Building 20 Entrance (#65)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during the p.m. peak hour. As discussed in
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1l, no additional feasible mitigation measures were
identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and unavoidable
during the p.m. peak hour.

(p) Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions.
Additional delay would occur under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-
Project conditions, triggering an impact during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours. As
discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1m, no additional feasible mitigation
measures were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant
and unavoidable during the a.m. peak hour.
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In addition, implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, above.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1 identifies potential
improvements that could mitigate or reduce the impacts of the Project. However, the
identified improvements would require the acquisition of additional right-of-way, are
physically infeasible or of speculative efficacy, are economically infeasible, would
result in adverse ancillary impacts related to cut-through traffic, are outside of the
City’s jurisdiction, or are beyond the scope of what can reasonably be expected of
a single project; the City therefore finds that the described improvements are not
feasible. Although Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the
peak-hour share of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would mitigate or
reduce these impacts of the Project, it would not reduce them below less-than-
significant levels. Impacts on the identified study intersections would therefore
remain significant and unavoidable under the 2040 existing General Plan plus
Project conditions.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts to intersections would
remain significant and unavoidable under the 2040 existing General Plan plus
Project conditions.

Impact TRA-11: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance Under Cumulative
2040 Existing General Plan Plus Project Conditions. Some Routes of Regional
Significance would operate at or below their LOS threshold with the addition of
Project trips, and Project traffic would exceed the allowable 1 percent threshold,
resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts.

Mitigation Measure: Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-2.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Routes of Regional Significance include US Highway
101 and the Bayfront Expressway at specific roadway segments, both of which are
within Caltrans’ jurisdiction. A typical mitigation measure would seek to widen
these highways to add travel lanes and capacity. However, these roadways are
not under the jurisdiction of the City, as noted. Freeway improvement projects
which add travel lanes are also planned and funded on a regional scale, and the
City is not aware of any current planned improvements on the impacted segments.
Last, there are physical constraints affecting available right-of-way widths and
capacity limitations that make widening improvements infeasible. The City
therefore finds that providing additional travel lanes would not be feasible
mitigation. Although Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of
the peak-hour share of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would reduce
these impacts of the Project, it would not reduce them below less-than-significant
levels. Impacts on the identified Routes of Regional Significance under cumulative
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2040 existing General Plan plus Project conditions would therefore remain
significant and unavoidable.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts at the foregoing Routes of
Regional Significance would remain significant and unavoidable under cumulative
2040 existing General Plan plus Project conditions.

Impact TRA-12: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments under
Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in daily
traffic under existing General Plan plus-Project conditions would result in increased
ADT volumes on Project area roadway segments, resulting in significant and
unavoidable impacts.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: The City finds that it is feasible to require the Project
Sponsor to work with the community to provide measures to prevent cut-through
traffic and fund a Neighborhood Traffic Plan in Belle Haven, and further finds that
it is appropriate for the community and local stakeholders to participate in the
formation of such a Plan. The City also finds that it is feasible to provide measures
to improve mobility options (pedestrian and bicycle improvements) to help offset
the effect of daily traffic generated by the Project at the identified segments, as
further described above in Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2. However,
Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2 (which would require implementation
of Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2) would not reduce the Project’s
impacts on the area roadway segments identified in the Final EIR to less-than-
significant levels. Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the
peak-hour share of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would also
reduce these impacts of the Project, but would not reduce them below less-than-
significant levels. Additional mitigations would include adding capacity by widening
these roadway segments, which would require additional rights-of-way and affect
property owners, result in degradation of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including
increased intersection times, and create indirect quality-of-life impacts on local
residents, commuters, employees and businesses in the area, as explained in the
Final EIR; the City therefore finds that roadway widening and capacity
improvements are not feasible. Impacts on the affected roadway segments under
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus Project conditions would therefore
remain significant and unavoidable.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts to local roadway segments

would remain significant and unavoidable under cumulative 2040 General Plan plus
Project conditions.
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Impact TRA-13: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040
Proposed General Plan Conditions. Increases in peak-hour vehicle traffic
associated with the Project would contribute to increased delays during the a.m. and
p.m. peak hours in 2040 under the proposed General Plan (ConnectMenlo), causing
a significant and unavoidable impact on the operation of study intersections.

Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1: Increase Traffic Capacity to Address Impacts on
Peak-Hour LOS under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. This
measure describes the types of mitigation measures that would be necessary to
mitigate impacts at each affected location to less than significant.

(c) Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36)

This potential impact on p.m. peak-hour traffic operations was identified as
significant and unavoidable under background plus-Project conditions (see
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1b) and would remain significant and unavoidable under
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.

Under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions, delay would further
increase during the p.m. peak hour, thereby exceeding the significance threshold.
Project impacts would remain significant and unavoidable, as described under
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1b.

(d) Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37)

This potential impact on p.m. peak-hour traffic operations was identified as
significant and unavoidable under background plus-Project conditions (see
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1c) and would remain significant and unavoidable under
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.

Under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions, additional delay would
exceed the significance threshold (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1c for a
discussion of potential mitigation and constraints to mitigation). Mitigation Measure
TRA-1.2 would partially reduce the impact, but it would remain significant. This
impact would remain significant and unavoidable, as described under Mitigation
Measure 1.1c.

(e) Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38)

This potential impact on peak-hour traffic operations was identified as significant
and unavoidable under background plus-Project conditions (see Mitigation Measure
TRA-1.1d) and would remain significant and unavoidable under cumulative 2040
existing General Plan plus-Project conditions. Increased delay is anticipated during
the p.m. peak hour under the proposed General Plan. This impact would remain
significant and unavoidable, as described under Mitigation Measure TRA 1.1d.

()] University Avenue & Donohoe Street (#54)
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This state-controlled intersection located adjacent to the US 101 northbound ramps
in East Palo Alto operates at LOS F under existing conditions during both the a.m.
and p.m. peak hours. The addition of Project traffic under cumulate 2040 existing
General Plan plus-Project conditions would result in additional delay that would
exceed the 4-second significance threshold during both peak hours. Additional
delay would occur under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions during
the a.m. peak hour.

This impact was identified under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project
conditions (see Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1j) and would remain significant and
unavoidable under cumulative 2040 proposed General Plan conditions.

()] Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions and
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions (see Mitigation
Measure TRA-1.1k). This impact would remain significant and unavoidable.

(m)  Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Building 20 Entrance (#65)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions and
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions (see Mitigation
Measure TRA-1.1l). This impact would remain significant and unavoidable during
the p.m. peak hour.

(n) Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66)

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project conditions and
cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project conditions (see Mitigation
Measure TRA 1.1m). With the proposed mitigation, the impact would remain
significant and unavoidable during the a.m. peak hour.

In addition, implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1 involves intersection
improvements to mitigate or reduce the impacts of the Project. However,
intersection impacts would remain significant and unavoidable since the impact
cannot be fully mitigated as described above under each specific intersection.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts at the affected intersections
would remain significant and unavoidable.

Impact TRA-14: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance Under Cumulative
2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. Some Routes of Regional Significance
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would operate at or below their LOS threshold with the addition of Project trips.
However, Project traffic would exceed the allowable 1 percent threshold, resulting
in significant and unavoidable impacts.

Mitigation Measure: Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-2.1.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1 identifies potential
improvements that could mitigate or reduce the impacts of the Project. However, the
identified improvements would require the acquisition of additional right-of-way, are
physically infeasible or of speculative efficacy, are economically infeasible, would
result in adverse ancillary impacts related to cut-through traffic, are outside of the
City’s jurisdiction, or are beyond the scope of what can reasonably be expected of
a single project; the City therefore finds that the described improvements are not
feasible. Although Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the
peak-hour share of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would mitigate or
reduce these impacts of the Project, it would not reduce them below less-than-
significant levels.

Impacts on the identified study intersections would therefore remain significant and
unavoidable under the 2040 existing General Plan plus Project conditions.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts to intersections would
remain significant and unavoidable under the 2040 Proposed General Plan plus
Project conditions.

Impact TRA-15: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments Under
Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. Increases in daily traffic
associated with the Project under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan
Conditions would result in increased ADT volumes on Project area roadway
segments resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts.

Mitigation Measures: Implement Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds that:

Effects of Mitigation: The City finds that it is feasible to require the Project
Sponsor to work with the community to provide measures to prevent cut-through
traffic and fund a Neighborhood Traffic Plan in Belle Haven, and further finds that
it is appropriate for the community and local stakeholders to participate in the
formation of such a Plan. The City also finds that it is feasible to provide measures
to improve mobility options (pedestrian and bicycle improvements) to help offset
the effect of daily traffic generated by the Project at the identified segments, as
further described above in Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2. However,
Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2 (which would require implementation of
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Mitigation Measures TRA-5.1 and TRA-5.2) would not reduce the Project’s impacts
on the area roadway segments identified in the Final EIR to less-than-significant
levels. Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, which involves the reduction of the peak-hour
share of vehicles allowed under the proposed trip cap, would also reduce these
impacts of the Project, but would not reduce them below less-than-significant
levels. Additional mitigations would include adding capacity by widening these
roadway segments, which would require additional rights-of-way and affect
property owners, result in degradation of bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including
increased intersection times, and create indirect quality-of-life impacts on local
residents, commuters, employees and businesses in the area, as explained in the
Final EIR; the City therefore finds that roadway widening and capacity
improvements are not feasible. Impacts on the affected roadway segments under
cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan plus Project conditions would therefore
remain significant and unavoidable.

Remaining Impacts: The Project-specific impacts to local roadway segments
would remain significant and unavoidable under cumulative 2040 Proposed General
Plan plus Project conditions.

C. Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions

Impact GHG-2: Conflicts with Applicable Plans and Policies. The Project would
conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHGs. Although the Project would not conflict with the
City’s Climate Action Plan and its projected GHG emissions would be below the
2030 “substantial progress” efficiency metric and goals associated with Executive
Order B-30-15, it cannot be determined whether the Project emissions would be
consistent with the long-term goals of Executive Order S-3-05, which sets forth
emissions reductions targets for 2050.

FINDINGS: Based upon the entire record before the City, the City Council finds
that:

Effects of Mitigation: No mitigation measures are feasible.
Remaining Impacts: The Project’'s potential to conflict with the 2050
emissions reductions targets set forth in Executive Order S-3-05 would remain a

significant and unavoidable impact of the Project.

PROJECT ALTERNATIVES

CEQA requires that an EIR assess feasible alternatives or mitigation measures
that may substantially lessen the significant effects of projects prior to approval
(CEQA Section 21002). With the exception of the No Project alternative, the
specific alternatives or types of alternatives that must be assessed are not
specified (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6). A range of potential alternatives to
the Project shall include those that could feasibly accomplish most of the basic
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purposes of the Project and could avoid or substantially lessen one or more
significant effects of the Project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(a)).

The Project has been designed to meet the following objectives:

(1) Responsibly expand the Facebook Campus within Menlo Park to create a
diverse and economically resilient workspace for Facebook and its affiliated
companies, such as Instagram, Oculus, and Internet.org.

(2) Provide high-quality, highly sustainable office space at a permitted
development density of 0.45 FAR that incorporates a robust TDM Plan.

(3) Develop a highly connected Campus that provides flexible workspace.

(4) Minimize traffic and greenhouse gas emissions by providing multiple
transportation options for employees.

(5) Use highly sustainable design techniques to promote energy and water
efficiency.

(6) Connect the Campus to the community by including publicly accessible open
space.

(7) Create a bicycle-/pedestrian-friendly environment that enhances connectivity
between the Belle Haven neighborhood and Bayfront Park and the Bay Trail.

(8) Rehabilitate an existing industrial site, and remediate hazardous materials
where appropriate.

(9) Provide new green spaces and additional habitat and landscaped areas with
native drought-tolerant plant species.

(10) Create an accessible Campus that enhances connectivity, and promotes a
sense of transition between the Belle Haven neighborhood and the Bay.

(11) Generate new revenue for the City and other public entities, including potential
transit occupancy tax revenue from a potential new limited service hotel.

The EIR included several project alternatives. The City Council finds that the EIR
incorporated the required No Project alternative and all feasible alternatives that
could accomplish the most basic project objectives and could avoid or substantially
lessen one or more significant effects. The City hereby concludes that the EIR sets
forth a reasonable range of alternatives to the Project so as to foster informed public
participation and informed decision making. The EIR also identified several
alternatives that were considered during the preparation of the EIR, including
alternative locations and an on-site housing alternative, among others, which were
rejected as infeasible and not analyzed further in the EIR. The City Council funds
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that all reasonable alternatives were reviewed, analyzed and disclosed in the review
process of the EIR and for the decision on the Project. The City evaluated the
alternatives listed below.

A. No Project Alternative.

No additional construction would occur at the Project site with implementation of the
No Project Alternative. Under a separate project, Buildings 307-309 would be
demolished, but the No Project Alternative would retain Buildings 301-306. Not
including Building 23, the Project site would encompass approximately 511,700 gsf
of building area. In order to meet the definition of a “No Project” alternative under
CEQA, the No Project Alternative would not be permitted discretionary approvals,
entitlements, or other environmental reviews. Therefore, Buildings 301-306 could
not be occupied and would remain vacant. No additional employees would be added
to the Project site. The same amount of parking spaces would be provided at the
Project site as under existing conditions (1,690 spaces), which could be used by the
occupants of Building 23. The multi-use bicycle/pedestrian bridge over SR 84 would
not be constructed, and the publicly accessible open space would not be installed.
Access to the Project site would remain the same, and no new site access points
would be constructed.

The No Project Alternative would avoid most of the environmental impacts of the
Project.

FINDINGS: The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the primary objectives
of expanding the Facebook Campus as a diverse and economically resilient
workspace for Facebook and its affiliated companies and as a bicycle- and
pedestrian-friendly, sustainable, flexible workspace that is highly interconnected
and connected to the Belle Haven neighborhood and the Bay and that generates
new revenue for the City and other public entities and that rehabilitates an existing
industrial site. Instead, the Project site would remain unoccupied and the site would
be underutilized. The No Project Alternative would not demolish the existing
buildings at the Project site (which would remain vacant) and would not construct
the proposed buildings, the publicly accessible open space, and bicycle and
pedestrian paths. No connection between the Belle Haven neighborhood and the
Bay Trail and Bayfront Park would be built. Additionally, the No Project Alternative
would not create jobs; instead of approximately 6,550 jobs under the Project, the
No Project Alternative would provide no new jobs at the Project site (not including
Building 23). The tax revenues for the City would stay the same rather than increase
with implementation of the Project. As such, the No Project Alternative would not
meet the Project objectives.

B. Reduced Intensity Alternative.
To determine how large an office development on the Project site could be before

it triggered significant impacts, a sensitivity analysis was conducted which
concluded an approximately 30 percent reduction in daily trips and employees
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VI.

would be necessary. The Reduced Intensity Alternative therefore includes a 30
percent reduction in the amount of office floor area and number of office employees
compared to the Project. This would equate to approximately 673,680 gsf of office
building area. The Reduced Intensity Alternative would accommodate
approximately 4,630 employees, with 4,480 Facebook employees and 150 hotel
employees. As with the Project, the Reduced Intensity Alternative would include
office uses and a hotel. The Reduced Intensity Alternative would result in an
equivalent decrease in daily trips, which would equate to a trip cap of approximately
12,000 daily trips as a result of the Reduced Intensity Alternative. Including
Buildings 20 and 23, the total site-wide trip cap would be approximately 22,127
daily trips.

It is assumed that the site plan for the Reduced Intensity Alternative would be
similar to that of the Project, with a reduced building footprint. Because the building
footprints would be smaller, all footprint-based impacts would be the same as or
less than those of the Project. The maximum building height would be the same as
under the Project at 75 feet. Accordingly, the Reduced Intensity Alternative would
still require rezoning of the Project site to a M-2(X) (Conditional Development
Overlay) zoning district with a corresponding conditional development permit in
order to increase the permitted building heights and define the development
standards for the Project

FINDINGS: The Reduced Intensity Alternative would not fully achieve many of the
Project Sponsor’s objectives because the reductions in office space would not allow
the Project Sponsor to meet its business objectives for the expansion or operate at
its desired level. It also would not achieve the objective of a developing high-quality
office space at a permitted development density of 0.45 floor area ratio.

C. Environmentally Superior Alternative

The CEQA Guidelines state than an EIR shall identify an environmentally superior
alternative. If the environmentally superior alternative is the “No Project” alternative,
the EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the other
alternatives (Section 15126.6(e)(2)). Based upon the previous discussion, the
environmentally superior alternative would be the Reduced Project Alternative,
which would avoid most of the significant and unavoidable impacts of the Project.

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS

The City Council adopts and makes the following Statement of Overriding
Considerations regarding the significant unavoidable impacts of the Project. After
review of the entire administrative record, the City Council finds that, pursuant to
CEQA section 21081(b) and CEQA Guidelines section 15093, specific economic,
legal, social, technological and other benefits of the Project outweigh the Project’s
unavoidable adverse impacts and the City Council finds that the significant and
unavoidable adverse impacts are acceptable in light of the Project’s benefits.

A. Significant Unavoidable Impacts
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With respect to the foregoing findings and in recognition of those facts that are
included in the entire administrative record, the City has determined that the Project
would result in significant unavoidable transportation impacts to specific study
intersections, Routes of Regional Significance, roadway segments, and delay to
transit vehicles. Significant and unavoidable impacts would also occur associated
with conflicts with an Executive Order S-3-05 related to GHG emissions.

The City hereby finds that, where possible, changes or alterations have been
required in or incorporated into the Project that substantially lessen the significant
environmental effects identified in the Final EIR. The City further finds that there are
no additional feasible mitigation measures that could be imposed to further reduce
or eliminate the significant and unavoidable impacts listed above.

B. Overriding Considerations

The City Council finds that each of the overriding considerations set forth below
constitutes a separate and independent ground for a finding that the significant and
unavoidable impacts identified above are outweighed by the Project’s benefits and
are acceptable in light of the benefits of the Project, based on the findings below:

e The City has made a reasonable and good faith effort to eliminate or
substantially mitigate the potential impacts resulting from the Project, as
described above.

e All Mitigation Measures recommended in the EIR have been incorporated into
the Project and will be implemented through the MMRP.

o All alternatives to the Project, set forth in the EIR, reduce the project's
significant and unavoidable impacts to less than significant but do not achieve
the project objectives, and the City finds that project objectives and/or specific
economic, social and other benefits outweigh any environmental benefits of
the alternatives.

o In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15093, the City has, in
determining whether or not to approve the Project, balanced the economic,
legal, social, technological, and other benefits, including region-wide or
statewide environmental benefits of the Project against these unavoidable
environmental risks, and has found that the benefits of the Project outweigh
the unavoidable adverse environmental effects. The following statements
specify the reasons why, in the City's judgment, the benefits of the Project
outweigh its unavoidable environmental risks. The City also finds that any one
of the following reasons for approval cited below is sufficient to justify approval
of the Project.
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(@)

Economic Benefits

The Project would redevelop an underutilized industrial site that currently
contains aging office and light industrial buildings with a highly-
sustainable, high-quality office development and a new hotel that
supports business growth in the City.

The Project would include a high quality office and a new hotel located
adjacent to the Bayfront Expressway and contribute to the revitalization
of the M-2 Area.

The Project would generate revenue for the City through development
fees applicable to the Project, including payment of impact fees.

The Project would generate revenue for the City through increased
property tax revenue, transient occupancy tax revenue, and tax revenue
from commercial development.

The Project provides a recurring Public Benefit Payment of $300,000 per
year for twenty years (increased by CPI every five years) to the City’s
General Fund, which will help the City maintain a healthy fiscal balance to
provide its residents with high-quality services.

The Project provides a payment of four times the amount of sales tax
historically captured from the site (totaling $336,000 per year) until two
years after the existing tenants at the site vacate, and then guarantees,
$1.25 million per year in transient occupancy taxes.

The Project provides a commitment to pay a 1% higher TOT rate for the
hotel than would otherwise be applicable.

The Project would maximize the capture of sales and use taxes arising
from construction materials, furniture, equipment and personal property
acquired for the Project.

The Project would provide a property tax guarantee assuring the City that
the assessed value of the property following completion of the project will
be $695 million (which is projected to generate new property taxes of
approximately $550,000 per year for the City’s General Fund).

The Project would result in increased revenue from the City’s Utility User’s
Tax, as well as increased revenue from the City’'s Utility User's Tax
generated by existing Building 20.

Development of the Project would create approximately 6,550 new jobs.
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(b)

(c)

Social Benefits

The Project would lead to the redevelopment of an underutilized site
served by existing transportation and utility infrastructure.

The Project would meet the City’s land use planning goals and
development strategies for the M-2 Area, and promote pedestrian and
bicyclist connections by creating on-site and off-site pedestrian and bicycle
amenities, and improving connections to off-site pedestrian, bicycle, and
transit networks.

The Project would improve the overall aesthetic and visual quality of the
M-2 Area.

The Project would provide a landscaped site and includes new landscape
amenities and open space areas, well-designed publicly visible and
accessible open space, and planting of almost 3,000 new trees on-site.

Transportation and Infrastructure Benefits

The Project would provide $1 million to fund future recommendations
arising from the Dumbarton Corridor Study, and a commitment to
participate in new projects that arise from the Dumbarton Corridor Study.

The Project would provide $100,000 towards a Transportation
Management Association program serving the areas surrounding the
Facebook campus and to share its best TDM practices with the City and
other local landowners and employers, which would provide regional
benefits by allowing for additional shuttle destinations, landowner
participants, revenue sources, programs, and areas served to be added
over time.

The Project would provide a $700,000 funding commitment for the design
of a pedestrian/bicycle path between East Palo Alto and Redwood City
Caltrain Station.

The Project would provide $1 million in funding to sponsor a partnership
with the cities of Menlo Park and East Palo Alto, San Mateo County and
Santa Clara County, and regional stakeholders to convene a regional
forum to evaluate innovative ways that the recommendations of the
Dumbarton Corridor Study could be executed quickly and with minimal
delays, and to help develop design, operational, and construction
strategies to implement recommendations following the forum.

The Project would result in the completion of the Chilco Street
Improvements, including extensive streetscape, pedestrian and bicycle
improvements.
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(d)

(€)

Housing Benefits

The —Project Sponsor will explore opportunities and identify projects that
can be directly financed and implemented as soon as is feasible in order to
leverage approximately $6.5 million in BMR housing fees to create the
maximum number of affordable units feasible.

The Project would provide $350,000 in funding to conduct a Housing
Inventory and Local Supply Study in partnership with the City of Menlo
Park and East Palo Alto to assess local housing conditions and facilitate
development of a regional housing strategy.

The Project would provide $1.5 million in funding to establish a Housing
Innovation Fund to identify near-term actions that can be taken within the
local community as a direct outcome of the Housing Inventory and Local
Supply Study.

The Project would provide $1 million to establish a pilot Housing
Preservation Fund to identify and purchase housing in the immediate
vicinity of our campus to protect at-risk populations.

The Project would initiate a pilot Workforce Housing Program in the Belle
Haven community that will reduce rents for up to 22 units of workforce
housing at 777 Hamilton Avenue for five years (up to $430,000 per year
for five years, or $2.15 million) with priority being given to local teachers.

The Project Sponsor would commit to the planning and design of at least
1,500 housing units on the Menlo Science & Technology Park site
consistent with the General Plan Update and agreement that any
residential project on the Menlo Science & Technology Park site must
include 15% BMR units and/or workforce housing units (regardless of
whether the units are for sale or rentals).

Local Community Benefits

The Project would provide a new, two-acre publicly accessible open space
to be privately maintained by Facebook for use by the community, with
space for programming and events such as farmer’s markets, movie-
nights and food truck festivals.

The Project would provide a new, publicly-accessible, multi-use bridge
across the Bayfront Expressway that will provide a safe connection from
Belle Haven to the Bay.

The Project would fund improvements for the local Belle Haven Pool

($60,000 per year for five years) and the local community fund ($100,000
per year for five years).
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(f)

The Project would result in the establishment of a new scholarship
program for students residing in Menlo Park and East Palo Alto ($100,000
per year for ten years).

The Project would provide $1 million in funding to the Bedwell Bayfront
Park Maintenance Fund for maintenance and operations.

Region-wide or Statewide Environmental Benefits

The Project would provide highly-sustainable buildings constructed to
meet the intent of LEED® Gold design standard, and will increase
energy and water efficiency by developing a recycled water system on-
site to reduce water demand by approximately 20 million gallons
annually, reducing passive solar heat gain and heat loss, improving
energy performance through innovative mechanical design, and
generating on-site solar energy through the installation of solar panels.

The Project would provide $25,000 to help fund a feasibility study for a
Bayfront Area-wide recycled water system.

The Project would fund a docent for two years, a new interpretive display
associated with the multi-use bridge, realignment of the Bay Trail and a
snowy plover enhancement study to benefit Bedwell Bayfront Park.

The Project would promote compact growth by increasing job
opportunities at a location near existing transportation and utility
infrastructure.

The Project is consistent with the City’s Climate Action Plan and would
support the City's efforts to reduce dependency on fossil fuels and
nonrenewable energy, decrease its share of GHG emissions and
contributions to global climate change, and help make the City a more
attractive place to live.

The Project's trip cap and TDM program would be designed to reduce
parking, driving, and pollution, would encourage workers to commute
using transit and other alternatives to single-occupancy vehicles, and
would be enforceable through conditions of approval adopted and
enforced by the City.

Having identified the significant environmental effects of the Project, adopted all
feasible mitigation measures, identified all unavoidable significant impacts, and
balanced the specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the
Project, the City Council has determined that the significant and unavoidable adverse
impacts are outweighed by the benefits and may be considered acceptable, and
therefore approves the Project as described herein.
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EXHIBIT A

Facebook Campus Expansion Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Introduction

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires the adoption of feasible mitigation
measures to reduce the severity and magnitude of significant environmental impacts associated
with project development. The Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared and certified for the
proposed Facebook Campus Expansion Project (Project) includes all feasible mitigation measures to
reduce the potential environmental effects of the Project.

CEQA also requires reporting on and monitoring of mitigation measures adopted as part of the
environmental review process (Public Resources Code Section 21081.6). This Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP) is designed to aid the City of Menlo Park in its implementation and
monitoring of measures adopted from the certified EIR.

The mitigation measures in this MMRP are assigned the same number they had in the EIR. The
MMRP is presented in table format and describes the actions that must take place to implement
each mitigation measure, the timing of those actions, the entities responsible for implementing and
monitoring the actions, and verification of compliance. Additional information is provided in the
certified EIR for the Project.

Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program ICF 00296.15



City of Menlo Park

Draft Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

AESTHETICS

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: New Sources of Light and Glare. The Project could create a new source of substantial light or glare that could

adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in the area. (AES-3)

AES-3.1: Design Lighting to Meet Minimum Safety and Security Standards. Incorporate Submittal of Project Sponsor | City of Menlo
Concurrent with the building permit submittal, the Project Sponsor shall lighting design lighting plan Park
incorporate lighting design specifications to meet minimum safety and specification to prior to Community
security standards. The comprehensive site lighting plans shall be subject | meet minimum building Development
to review and approval by the City’s Community Development safety and permit Department
Department, Planning Division, prior to building permit issuance for the security issuance for (CDD)
first building on the site. standards. the first
The following measures shall be included in all lighting plans. b.uilding on the
e Luminaries shall be designed with cutoff-type fixtures or features that site.

cast low-angle illumination to minimize incidental spillover of light

onto adjacent private properties. Fixtures that shine light upward or

horizontally shall not spill any light onto adjacent private properties.
e Luminaries shall provide accurate color rendering and natural light

qualities. Low-pressure sodium and high-pressure sodium fixtures

that are not color-corrected shall not be used, except as part of an

approved sign or landscape plan.
e Luminary mountings shall be downcast and pole heights minimized to

reduce the potential for backscatter into the nighttime sky and

incidental spillover onto adjacent properties and undeveloped open

space. Light poles shall be no higher than 20 feet. Luminary

mountings shall be treated with non-glare finishes.
AES-3.2: Treat Reflective Surfaces. The Project Sponsor shall ensure the Apply low- Concurrent Project Sponsor | CDD
application of a low-emissivity coating on exterior glass surfaces of emissivity coating | with building
proposed structures. The low-emissivity coating shall reduce the on exterior glass permit
reflection of visible light that strikes the exterior glass and prevent surfaces of the application.
interior light from being emitted brightly through the glass. proposed

structures.
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 2 September 2016
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

TRANSPORTATION

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Peak-Hour Traffic at Study Intersections under Background Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in
traffic associated with the Project would result in increased delays during peak hour, causing significant and unavoidable impacts on the

operation of study intersections. (TRA-1)

TRA-1.1 Provide Increased Traffic Capacity under Background-Plus Project | See below See below See below See below
Conditions.
a. Sand Hill Road & I-280 Northbound On-Ramp (#2) Implement See below See below See below
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the impact would be | Mitigation
reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
b. Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36) Implement See below See below See below
Mitigation measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2 to discourage cut-through traffic | Mitigation
in the Belle Haven neighborhood and Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 would Measures
reduce this impact, but not to a less-than-significant level. This impact TRA-1.2, TRA-3.1,
would remain significant and unavoidable. and TRA-3.2.
¢. Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37) Prepare Within 90 days Project Sponsor | City of Menlo
The Project Sponsor shall be required to design and construct a conceptual plan of the effective Park Public
lengthened eastbound right-turn pocket on Bayfront Expressway to and cost estimate. | date of the Works
Willow Road and a dedicated receiving lane on Bayfront Expressway for Development Department
northbound right-turn traffic from Willow Road. Because the Agreement (PW)
improvements would be under Caltrans jurisdiction, the Project Sponsor (DA).
would be required to coordinate with Caltrans for review and approval of . e
the improvements. The potential mitigation options described above are Prowde bond for | Within 180 Proiect S
not under the control of the City, and thus, the City cannot guarantee their Improvements. days gfthe roject sponsor | pw
implementation. effective date
L o , e . of the DA.
In addition, with implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this
impact would be reduced but would remain significant and unavoidable. Submit complete | Within 180
plans to construct | days of the Project Sponsor | py
intersection effective date
improvements to | of the DA.
City.
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

Complete and

submit of City
application to approval of
Caltrans. plans.
Construct Within 180 Project Sponsor | PW, Caltrans
improvements. days of
Caltrans
approval

Within 30 days

Project Sponsor

PW, Caltrans

d. Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38)
The Project Sponsor shall be required to initiate design concepts through

Confirm Caltrans
oversight process

Within 90 days
of the effective

Project Sponsor

PW, Caltrans

a Project Study Report (PSR), or other appropriate development requirements and | date of the
document, for potential future grade separation at the intersection of scope of work Development
Bayfront Expressway and University Avenue. Because the intersection Agreement
would be under Caltrans jurisdiction, the Project Sponsor would be C lete PSR ] '
required to coordinate with Caltrans and the City. This potential ompiete (or | Prior to Project Sponsor | PW, Caltrans
mitigation is not under the control of the City, and the impact would appropriate occupancy of
remain significant and unavoidable. df)cument) with Building 21
City and Caltrans
oversight
e. Bayfront Expressway & Chilco Street (#40) Implement See below See below See below
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
f Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#45) Prepare Within 90 days | project Sponsor | PW
The proposed mitigation for peak-hour impacts at the intersection of conceptual plan of the effective
Chilco Street and Constitution Drive would provide the following and cost estimate. | date of the
elements to accommodate inbound a.m. and outbound p.m. traffic Development
movements: Agreement
e Installation of a traffic signal and signalized pedestrian crossings on (DA).
all four legs of the intersection. Provide bond for | Within 180 Project Sponsor PW
e Provision of three southbound lanes on the one-block segment of improvements. days of the
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

e . s Implementing Monitoring

Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party

Chilco Street, between Bayfront Expressway and Constitution Drive, effective date

to include two southbound left-turn lanes to accommodate the of the DA.

volume of left-turning vehicles entering the Project site. In addition, Proiect Sbonsor

during the a.m. peak hour, provision of a “split-phase” signal Submit complete | Within 180 J p PW

operation on Chilco Street is recommended. plans to construct | days of the
e Provision of a northbound left-turn lane on Chilco Street approaching | Intersection effective date

Constitution Drive. improvements to | of the DA.

City.

e Provision of two outbound lanes on Chilco Street exiting the Project y

site. Construct Project Sponsor
With these improvements, this impact would be reduced to a less-than- improvements. Prior to PW
Significant level. occupancy of

Building 22.
9. University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47) Implement See below See below See below
The impact under background plus-Project conditions would be Mitigation
significant and unavoidable. Installation of a traffic signal at this location Measure
would be recommended under 2040 cumulative conditions with the TRA-13.1
proposed General Plan. Therefore, if the proposed General Plan is
adopted, this impact could be mitigated to less-than-significant levels (see
Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1).
h. Jefferson Drive & Constitution Drive (#50) N/A N/A N/A N/A
Because this impact would be limited to affecting a side-street driveway
that serves just 15 vehicle trips during the p.m. peak hour, this impact
would be less than significant, and no mitigation is required.
i.  University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps (#56) Implement See below See below See below
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
j. University Avenue & Woodland Avenue (#57) Implement See below See below See below
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
k. Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60) Implement See below See below See below
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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City of Menlo Park

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

e . s Implementing Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
Mitigation Measures TRA-1.2, TRA-3.1, and TRA-3.2 would reduce this Mitigation
impact, but not to a less-than-significant level. This impact would remain Measure TRA-1.2,
significant and unavoidable. TRA-3.1, and

TRA-3.2.
. Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Building 20 Entrance (#65) Prepare Within 90 days | project Sponsor | City of Menlo
The impact would be reduced to less-than-significant levels by providinga | microsimulation of the effective Park Public
two-lane westbound left-turn pocket at the adjacent intersection of evaluation and date of the Works
Bayfront Expressway and the Building 21 entrance. However, the right-of- submit to City for | Development Department
way along Bayfront Expressway is constrained by the wetlands located review. Prepare Agreement (PW)
adjacent to the roadway; therefore, this mitigation measure may not be concept plan and (DA).
feasible. Alternatively, the Project Sponsor shall be required to conduct a cost estimate of
micro-simulation evaluation as part of the proposal to install a new traffic proposed
signal at the proposed entrance to Building 21 and ensure that queues do improvements.
not extend onto the Bayfront Expressway at the Building 20 or 21
intersections (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1m, below). The intersection is Provide bond f Within 180 Project Sponsor | py
under the jurisdiction of Caltrans; therefore, the City cannot guarantee that . rovide bondfor days of the
this improvement would be implemented. improvements. effective date
Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2 (described below) would reduce net Project of the DA.
vehicle trip generation during both peak hours, but the increase in
eastbound traffic on Bayfront Expressway between Chilco Street and Submit Within 30 days
Willow Road would still be anticipated to result in a significant impact at microsimulation Project Sponsor

this intersection. Therefore, the impact would remain significant and
unavoidable.

evaluation to
Caltrans as part of
proposal to install
new traffic signal
at Building 21.

Construct
improvements.

of City
approval of
evaluation and
plans.

Within 180
days of
Caltrans
approval

Project Sponsor

PW, Caltrans

PW, Caltrans
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City of Menlo Park

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

e . s Implementing Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
Implement See below See below See below
Mitigation
Measures TRA-3.1
and TRA-1.2.
m. Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66) Implement See above See above See above
The proposed mitigation is the provision of a two-lane left-turn pocket for | Mitigation (TRA-1.11) and | (TRA-1.11) and (TRA-1.11)
northbound vehicles that would enter Building 21 from Bayfront Measures TRA- below below and below
Expressway. However, the right-of-way along Bayfront Expressway is 1.11and TRA-1.2. (TRA-1.2) (TRA-1.2) (TRA-1.2)
constrained by the wetlands located adjacent to the roadway; therefore,
this mitigation measure may not be feasible. Alternatively, the Project
Sponsor shall be required to conduct a micro-simulation evaluation as
part of the proposal to install a new traffic signal at this location and
ensure that queues do not extend onto Bayfront Expressway at either
intersection (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1], above) while maintaining
an acceptable intersection LOS of D or better. With the proposed
mitigation, if feasible, the impact would be less than significant during the
a.m. peak hour.
During the p.m. peak hour, implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2
would reduce the impact to less than significant levels. Because the
feasibility of the a.m. peak-hour mitigation described above has not yet
been confirmed, the impact would remain significant and unavoidable.
TRA-1.2: Reduce the Peak-Hour Share of Vehicle Trips Allowable under the Implement the Prior to Project Sponsor | PW
Trip Cap, for both the Project Site and Buildings 10-19 to no more than 50 trip cap occupancy of
Percent of Allowable Vehicle Trips During each 2-Hour Peak Commute monitoring and Building 21.
Period. The proposed mitigation would reduce the maximum number of enforcement
allowable peak-hour vehicle trips to no more than 50 percent of the policy that
2-hour peak-period vehicle trip cap for both the Project site and Buildings | applies to the
10-19. Project.
) Project Sponsor | PW
Amend the CDP Prior to
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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City of Menlo Park

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

and DA for
Buildings 10-19
(also known as
East Campus) to
implement this
measure.

occupancy of
Building 21.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance under Background Plus Project Conditions. Some Routes of Regional
Significance would operate at or below their LOS threshold with the addition of Project trips, and Project traffic would exceed the allowable 1
percent threshold resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-2)

Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, plus:

TRA-2.1: Implement Improvements to Routes of Regional Significance to
Address Background Plus-Project Effects. Providing additional travel lanes
would increase segment capacity but would not be feasible on all
segments given available right-of-way widths and both downstream and
downstream capacity limitations on facilities such as US 101 and the
Dumbarton Bridge. In addition, the routes are under the control of
Caltrans and the City cannot guarantee mitigation. Therefore, these
impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments Under Background Plus-Project Conditions. Increases in
daily traffic associated with the Project under near term plus-Project Conditions would result in increased ADT volumes on Project area
roadway segments, resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-3)

TRA-3.1: Provide Measures to Reduce Cut-Through Traffic in the Belle Coordinate with | Funding Project Sponsor | PW
Haven Neighborhood via Chilco Street (South of the Dumbarton Rail the City and local | provided
Corridor), Newbridge Street, and Ivy Drive. The Project Sponsor shall stakeholders to within 90 days
provide measures to prevent cut-through traffic, which could include fund, develop and | of effective
prohibiting left-turns exiting the Project site via Chilco Street during the implement a date of DA.
p.m. peak period. The provision of physical traffic calming measures could | Neighborhood
also be included, where such measures would not affect emergency access | Traffic Plan. Develop plan
and/or transit service, subject to community and City approval. Because within 180
community members and other potentially affected stakeholders may be days of
affected by such improvements, the Project Sponsor shall fund a effective date
Neighborhood Traffic Plan to identify appropriate measures for reducing of DA.
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures Action Timing Impl;g:;ltmg Mog;tr(;;mg
cut-through traffic.
Implement
measures prior
to occupancy
of Building 22.
TRA-3.2: Provide Multi-Modal improvements on study segments that would Implement See below See below See below
be potentially impacted by increased ADT. The Project Sponsor shall Mitigation
provide measures to improve mobility options via walking, bicycling, and Measures
transit, consistent with the City’s complete streets goals, as described in TRA-4.1 and
Mitigation Measures TRA-4.1 and TRA-5.1. TRA-5.1

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Pedestrian Connections Under Background Plus-Project Conditions. The Project would result in a lack of adequate
pedestrian connections to the area circulation system under background plus-Project conditions, resulting in a potentially significant impact.

(TRA-4)
TRA-4.1: Provide External Pedestrian Connections to the Area Circulation Prepare Within 90 days | project Sponsor | PW
System and Adjacent Land Uses. conceptual plan of the effective
a. Constitution Drive and cost estimate. | date of the
The Project Sponsor shall construct sidewalks along one side of Re‘rliz(r)r?:zrrll(tent
Constitution Drive between Chilco Street and Chrysler Drive and (DgA)
pedestrian crosswalks and curb ramps at Chilco Street & Constitution '
Drive and Jefferson Drive & Constitution Drive. Provide bond for | Within 180 Project Sponsor PW
improvements. days of the
effective date
of the DA.
Submit complete | Within 180 Project Sponsor PW
plans to construct | days of the
intersection effective date
improvements to of the DA.
City.
Construct Project Sponsor | pw
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Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
improvements. Prior to
occupancy of
Building 21.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Bicycle Connections Under Background Plus-Project Conditions. The Project would result in a lack of adequate
bicycle connections to the area circulation system under background plus-Project conditions, resulting in potentially significant impacts.

(TRA-5)
TRA-5.1: Provide bicycle connections to the area circulation system and See below See below See below See below
adjacent land uses.
a.  Hamilton Avenue Prepare Within 90 days Project Sponsor PW
The Project Sponsor shall install bicycle boulevard treatments on conceptual plan of the effective
Hamilton Avenue between Chilco Street and the pedestrian/bicycle and cost estimate. | date of the
overcrossing of US 101, including stop-sign modifications, lane markings, Development
signage, and wayfinding elements. Agreement
(DA).
Provide bond for | Within 180 Project Sponsor PW
improvements. days of the
effective date
of the DA.
Submit complete | Within 180 Project Sponsor PW
plans to construct | days of the
intersection effective date
improvements to of the DA.
City.
Construct _
improvements. Prior to Project Sponsor | pw
occupancy of
Building 22.
b. Northbound Access to the Project Site for Bicyclists Prepare Within 90 days | project Sponsor | PW
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 10 September 2016
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The Project Sponsor shall provide facilities for northbound bicyclists to | conceptual plan of the effective
cross Willow Road and access the Project site, thereby minimizing | and cost estimate. | date of the
vehicle/bicycle conflicts. Such facilities may include a two-stage left-turn Development
queue box, or similar improvements, to accommodate northbound left- Agreement
turn movements for bicyclists at the Willow Road/Hamilton Drive (DA).
intersection from the curbside bicycle lane, in conjunction with a Class I
pathway or similar improvements for northbound bicyclists to the travel | Provide bond for | Within 180 Project Sponsor | PwW
on the west side of Willow Road between Hamilton Avenue and the | improvements. days of the
Project site. effective date

of the DA.
Submit complete | Within 180 Project Sponsor | PW
plans to days of the
construction effective date
intersection of the DA.
improvements to
City.
Complete and Within 30 days
submit of City Project Sponsor | Pw, Caltrans
application to approval of
Caltrans. plans.
Prior to .
Construct occupancy of Project Sponsor | PW, Caltrans
improvements. Building 22.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Pedestrian and/or Bicycle/Vehicle Conflicts. The Project design would cause increased potential for

and/or bicycle/vehicle conflicts, resulting in potentially significant impacts. (TRA-6)

pedestrian

TRA-6.1: Refine the Project Design to Minimize Conflicting Movements | Refine the Project | Prior to Project Sponsor PW
between Bicycles, Pedestrians, and Other Travel Modes within the Project | site plan to issuance of
Site. The Project Sponsor shall work to minimize conflicts to the | satisfaction of building
satisfaction of the transportation manager prior to approval of the site | City’s permit for first
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 11 September 2016
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plan for construction. Transportation phase of

Manager Building 21

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan Plus-Project Conditions.
Increases in peak-hour vehicle traffic associated with the Project would result in increased delays during AM and PM peak hours causing
significant and unavoidable impacts on the operation of study intersections under Cumulative 2040 Conditions with the Existing General Plan.

(TRA-10)
TRA-10.1: Provide Increased Traffic Capacity under Cumulative 2040 | Seebelow See below See below See below
Existing General Plan plus-Project Conditions.
a. Sand Hill Road and I-280 Northbound Oﬂr-Ramp (#1) Imp]ement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this cumulative Mitigation
impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
b. El Camino Real & Glenwood Avenue [#25) Pay the TIF Prior to Project Sponsor PW
The provision of a dedicated right-turn lane on Glenwood Avenue, where identified in the issuance of
it approaches El Camino Real, is identified in the City’s TIF program. The City’s TIF building
Project Sponsor’s payment of the TIF shall partially mitigate this impact. program. permit for first
The provision of one additional through lane on Glenwood Avenue would phase of each
be needed to improve LOS to an acceptable LOS of D and fully mitigate this building.
impact. However, the provision of an additional through lane is not
feasible given the right-of-way constraints. Therefore, this impact would
be considered significant and unavoidable under cumulative 2040
existing General Plan plus-Project conditions.
¢. ElCamino Real & Ravenswood Avenue-Menlo Avenue (#28) Pay the TIF Prior to Project Sponsor | PW
Potential mitigation would be to provide a right-turn pocket on Menlo identified in the issuance of
Avenue, where it approaches El Camino Real, and a third through lane on City’s TIF building
El Camino Real in both the northbound and southbound directions. These | program. permit for first
measures are identified in the City’s TIF program. The Project Sponsor’s phase of each
payment of the TIF shall mitigate this impact. With implementation of this building.
mitigation measure, the intersection would operate acceptably, and the
impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.
d. Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 12 September 2016
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conditions (see TRA-1.1b). No additional feasible mitigation measures TRA-1.1b.
were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and
unavoidable.

e.  Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37) Implement See above See above See above

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1c.

conditions. As discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1c, no additional

feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which

would remain significant and unavoidable.

[ Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38) Implement See above See above See above

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1d.

conditions. As discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1d, no additional

feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which

would remain significant and unavoidable.

g.  Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#45) Implement See above See above See above

This impact, identified under background plus-Project conditions, Mitigation

pertains to the design of the Project entrance, as described above in Measure

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1f. With implementation of this mitigation TRA-1.1f.

measure, the intersection would operate acceptably, and this impact

would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

h. Chrysler Drive & Constitution Drive (#46) Implement See above See above See above

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the cumulative Mitigation

impact at this location would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.

i University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47) Implement See below See below See below

The Project impact under cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus- Mitigation

Project conditions would remain significant and unavoidable. Installation | Measure

of a traffic signal at this location would be recommended under 2040 TRA-13.1

cumulative conditions with the proposed General Plan. Therefore, if the

proposed General Plan is adopted, this impact could be mitigated to a less-

than-significant level (see Mitigation Measure TRA-13.1i).

J._ University Avenue & Bay Road (#51) Implement See above See above See above
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 13 September 2016
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With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.

k. University Avenue & Donohoe Street (#54) Implement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced, but the increase in delay would remain significant and Measure TRA-1.2.
unavoidable.
L University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps (#56) Imp]ement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
m. University Avenue & Woodland Avenue (#57) Implement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
n.  Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1k.
conditions (see TRA-1.1k). No additional feasible mitigation measures
were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and
unavoidable.
0. Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Buzldmg 20 Entrance [#65) Imp]ement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.11.
conditions (see TRA-1.11). No additional feasible mitigation measures
were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and
unavoidable.
p- Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1m.
conditions (see TRA-1.1m). No additional feasible mitigation measures
were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and
unavoidable.
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 14 September 2016
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Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance Under Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan Plus Project Conditions.
Some Routes of Regional Significance would operate at or below their LOS threshold with the addition of Project trips, and Project traffic
would exceed the allowable 1 percent threshold, resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-11)

Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-2.1.

See above

See above

See above

See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments under Cumulative 2040 Existing General Plan Plus-
Project Conditions. Increases in daily traffic under existing General Plan plus-Project conditions would result in increased ADT volumes on
Project area roadway segments, resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-12)

Implement Mitigation Measures TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2.

See above

See above

See above

See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Peak-Hour Traffic Impacts at Intersections Under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. Increases
in peak-hour vehicle traffic associated with the Project would contribute to increased delays during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours in 2040
under the proposed General Plan (ConnectMenlo), causing a significant and unavoidable impact on the operation of study intersections.

(TRA-13)
TRA-13.1: Increase Traffic Capacity under Cumulative 2040 Proposed See below See below See below See below
General Plan Conditions.
a. Sand Hill Road & I-280 Northbound Off-ramp (#1) Implement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this potential Mitigation
cumulative impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.
b. El Camino Real & Ravenswood Avenue-Menlo Avenue (#28) Implement See above See above See above
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-10.1c, this potential Mitigation
cumulative impact would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure
TRA-10.1c.
¢.  Willow Road & Hamilton Avenue (#36) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project Mitigation
conditions (see TRA-1.1b). No additional feasible mitigation measures Measure
were identified to reduce this impact, which would remain significant and | TRA-1.1b.
unavoidable.
d. Bayfront Expressway & Willow Road (#37) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project Mitigation
conditions. As discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1c, no additional Measure
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

15

ICF 00296.15



City of Menlo Park

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

e . s Implementing Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which TRA-1.1c.
would remain significant and unavoidable.

e. Bayfront Expressway & University Avenue (#38) Implement See above See above See above

The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project Mitigation

conditions. As discussed in Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1d, no additional Measure

feasible mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which TRA-1.1d.

would remain significant and unavoidable.

f Chilco Street & Constitution Drive (#45) Implement See above See above See above

This impact, identified under background plus-Project conditions, Mitigation

pertains to the design of the Project entrance, as described above in Measure

Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1f. With implementation of this mitigation TRA-1.1f.

measure, the intersection would operate acceptably, and this impact

would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.

9. Chrysler Drive & Constitution Drive (#46) Implement See above See above See above

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, the cumulative Mitigation

impact at this location would be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2.

h.  University Avenue & Adams Drive (#47) Pay the TIF Prior to Project Sponsor | PW

Signalization of this intersection should be included in the City’s TIF identified in the issuance of

program. The Project Sponsor’s payment of the TIF shall mitigate this City’s TIF building

impact, and the impact would be less than significant. program. permit for first

phase of
Building 21

i University Avenue & Bay Road (#51) Implement See above See above See above

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation

be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2

J- University Avenue & Donohoe Street (#54) Implement See above See above See above

With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation

be reduced, but the increase in delay would remain significant and Measure TRA-1.2

unavoidable.

k. University Avenue & US 101 Southbound Ramps [#56) Imp]ement See above See above See above
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 16 September 2016
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conditions and cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project
conditions (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1m). No additional feasible
mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which would
remain significant and unavoidable.

Mitigation Measures Action Timing Impl;g:;ltmg Mog;tr(;;mg
With implementation of Mitigation Measure TRA-1.2, this impact would Mitigation

be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Measure TRA-1.2

L Chilco Street & Hamilton Avenue (#60) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1k.

conditions and cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project

conditions (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.1k). This impact would remain

significant and unavoidable.

m. Bayfront Expressway & Facebook Building 20 Entrance (#65) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.11.

conditions and cumulative 2040 existing General Plan plus-Project

conditions (see Mitigation Measure TRA-1.11). No additional feasible

mitigation measures were identified to reduce this impact, which would

remain significant and unavoidable.

n. Bayfront Expressway & Proposed Building 21 Entrance (#66) Implement See above See above See above
The Project impact was identified under background plus-Project TRA-1.1m.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Routes of Regional Significance Under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions. Some
Routes of Regional Significance would operate at or below their LOS threshold with the addition of Project trips. However, Project traffic
would exceed the allowable 1 percent threshold, resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-14)

Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-2.1.

See above

See above

See above

See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Increase in Daily Traffic Volumes on Roadway Segments Under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan
Conditions. Increases in daily traffic associated with the Project under Cumulative 2040 Proposed General Plan Conditions would result in
increased ADT volumes on Project area roadway segments resulting in significant and unavoidable impacts. (TRA-15)

Implement Mitigation Measure TRA-3.1 and TRA-3.2.

See above

See above

See above

See above

AIR QUALITY

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Construction Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. Construction activities at the Project site could result in the

Facebook Campus Expansion Project
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generation of regional criteria pollutant emissions during construction in excess of BAAQMD thresholds. (AQ-2a)

AQ-2.1: Implement BAAQMD Basic Construction Mitigation Measures to Implement the During Project Sponsor | PW / CDD
Reduce Construction-Related Dust. The Project Sponsor shall require all basic construction and Project

construction contractors to implement the basic construction mitigation construction Contractor(s)

measures recommended by BAAQMD to reduce fugitive dust emissions. mitigation

Emission reduction measures shall include, at a minimum, the following measures

measures. Additional measures may be identified by BAAQMD or recommended by

contractor as appropriate. BAAQMD to

o All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles,
graded areas, and unpaved access roads) shall be watered two times
per day. Recycled water, to be purchased through advance
arrangement with the City of Redwood City or the City of Palo Alto,
shall be used to water all exposed surfaces.

e All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material offsite
shall be covered.

e All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be
removed using wet power vacuum street sweepers at least once per
day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

o All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.

e All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be
completed as soon as possible. Building pads shall be laid as soon as
possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.

e A publicly visible sign shall be posted with the telephone number and
name of the person to contact at the lead agency regarding dust
complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action
within 48 hours. BAAQMD’s phone number shall also be visible to
ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

reduce fugitive
dust emissions.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Operational Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. Operational activities at the Project site could result in the
generation of regional criteria pollutant emissions during operation in excess of BAAQMD thresholds. (AQ-2b)

AQ-2.2: Offset NOX Emissions Generated during Project Operation that are Develop offsite Prior to Project Sponsor | PW / CDD
above the BAAQMD NOx Average Daily Emission Threshold. The Project NOx mitigation occupancy of
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 18 September 2016
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Sponsor shall, prior to occupancy of the first building within the Project,
enter into an agreement with the City to develop an alternative or
complementary offsite mitigation program to offset operational NOx
emissions to the level established by the BAAQMD thresholds for the
years in which the Project’s emissions exceed the BAAQMD threshold. The
offsite mitigation program shall require Project Sponsor to provide a one-
time payment to the City to establish a program to fund emission
reduction projects through grants and similar mechanisms within the City
of Menlo Park. The amount of such payment shall be calculated based on
then-current BAAQMD Carl Moyer Program cost-effectiveness limit
multiplied by the emissions that exceed BAAQMD's average daily
threshold for each year that emissions exceed the threshold plus a five
percent administrative fee to fund procurement of offsite emission
reductions for the Project's projected operational emissions.
Potential projects shall be limited to those which will reduce emissions for
each year in which the project’s emissions exceed the BAAQMD threshold
through the end of 2025, which is when the Project's operational
emissions are projected to be below the average daily thresholds,
including, but not limited to, the following:
e Alternative fuel, low-emission school buses, transit buses, and other
vehicles.
e Diesel engine retrofits and repowers.
e Bike Sharing Programs.
o Electric vehicle charging stations and plug-ins.
All offsite reductions must be quantifiable, verifiable, and enforceable. The
Project Sponsor shall engage a qualified air quality expert to coordinate
with the City to identify a list of potential projects eligible for funding.
Emission reduction projects shall be funded so that the Project’s
emissions are reduced each year until the end of 2025. The air quality
expert retained by the Project Sponsor shall provide a report within one
year of occupancy of the first building within the Project identifying the
projects that were funded and associated NOx emissions expected to be
realized for each year out until the end of 2025. Annual reporting of the

program and
provide a one-
time payment to
the City to
establish a
program to fund
emission
reduction
projects.

Building 21..
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implementation of emissions reduction projects shall be required until the
Project’s emissions are less than the BAAQMD threshold without the
offsets.

If a sufficient number of emissions reduction projects are not identified to
meet the required performance standards in the City of Menlo Park,
Project Sponsor shall consult with a qualified air quality expert to ensure
conformity is met through some other means of achieving the
performance standard of achieving net zero operational emissions in
excess of BAAQMD's average daily thresholds through 2025, including
(but not limited to) payment of a one-time mitigation offset fee to
BAAQMD's Strategic Incentives Division plus a five percent administrative
fee to fund one or more emissions reduction projects within the San
Francisco Bay Area Air Basin. Reporting for any emissions reduction
projects outside the City shall be completed on the same schedule as
indicated above for emission reduction projects in the City.

If annual reports indicate that emission reductions do not adequately
reduce project emissions to a level below the BAAQMD threshold for any
year, then a penalty of 200 percent shall be imposed that will require the
Project Sponsor to obtain an additional year of offsets based on the
amount of emissions by which the Project’s emissions exceed the
BAAQMD threshold for the next following year (e.g., if the 2019 emissions
exceed the threshold by five tons, then 10 tons of emissions must be
provided by 2020).

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Result in a Cumulatively Considerable Net Increase of any Criteria Pollutant for which the Project Region is
Nonattainment. The Project could result in the generation of criteria pollutant emissions that would result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase. (AQ-3)

Implement Mitigation Measures AQ-2.1 and AQ-2.2 See above See above See above See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Exposure of Existing Sensitive Receptors to Substantial Pollutant Concentrations During Construction. The Project
would expose existing sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations during construction. (AQ-4a)

Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1 See above See above See above See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Cumulative Criteria Pollutants during Operation. Operational activities associated with the Project could

Facebook Campus Expansion Project 20 September 2016
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generate substantial ROG, NOx, and PM10 emissions in excess of BAAQMD thresholds. (C-AQ-2b)
Implement Mitigation Measure AQ-2.2 See above See above See above See above

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Greenhouse Gas Emissions. The Project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that

would have a significant impact on the environment. (GHG-1)

GHG-1.1: Implement BAAQMD Best Management Practices for Construction.
The Project Sponsor shall require all construction contractors to
implement the BMPs recommended by BAAQMD to reduce GHG
emissions. Emissions reduction measures shall include, at a minimum, the
use of local building materials (at least 10 percent), the recycling and
reuse of at least 50 percent of construction waste or demolition material,
and the use of alternative-fuel vehicles for construction
vehicles/equipment (at least 15 percent of the fleet).

Implement the
BMPs
recommended by
the BAAQMD to
reduce GHG
emissions.

During
construction

Project Sponsor
and
Contractor(s)

PW / CDD

NOISE

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Exposure to Excessive Noise Levels. The Project could expose persons to or generate noise levels in excess of

standards established in the General Plan, noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies. (NOI-1)

NOI-1.1: Implement Noise Control Measures to Reduce Construction Noise Submit a Submit Plan Project Sponsor | CDD
during Project Construction. The Project Sponsor shall submit a Construction prior to the and
Construction Noise Plan for review and approval by the Planning and Noise Plan. issuance Contractor(s)
Building Divisions prior to the issuance of the demolition permit. The Implement noise building
Project Sponsor shall comply with construction noise limits specified in control measures | permit for first
Section 8.06 of the City of Menlo Park Municipal Code by implementing to reduce phase of each
measures during demolition and construction of the Project. These construction building.
measures may include, but are not limited to: noise during Implement
e To the extent feasible, schedule the noisiest construction activities, construction. Plan during
such as demolition and grading activities, during times that would construction
have the least impact on nearby residential and other receptors. This
could include restricting construction activities in the areas of
potential impact to the early and late hours of the workday, such as
from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. or 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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Friday.

e Use best available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers,
equipment redesign, intake silencers, ducts, engine enclosures,
acoustically attenuating shields or shrouds) on equipment and trucks
used for Project construction wherever feasible.

e Use hydraulically or electrically powered impact tools (e.g., pile
drivers, jack hammers, pavement breakers, rock drills) used for
Project construction wherever possible to avoid noise associated with
compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. However,
where use of pneumatic tools is unavoidable, use an exhaust muffler
on the compressed air exhaust; this muffler can lower noise levels
from the exhaust by up to about 10 dBA. Use external jackets on the
tools themselves where feasible. This could achieve a reduction of 5
dBA. Use quieter equipment, such as drills, rather than impact
equipment whenever feasible.

e Use “quiet” gasoline-powered compressors or electric compressors,
and use electric rather than gasoline- or diesel-powered forklifts for
small lifting to the extent feasible.

e Locate stationary noise sources, such as temporary generators, as far
from nearby receptors as possible; such sources shall be muffled and
enclosed within temporary enclosures and shielded by barriers or
other measures to the extent feasible.

¢ Install temporary noise barriers (generally approximately 8 feet in
height) around construction areas adjacent to sensitive receptors to
reduce construction noise from equipment to acceptable levels.
Specifically, the noise barriers shall reduce noise levels during the
hours of 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on weekdays to 85 dBA at a distance of
50 feet from the construction equipment. In addition, the noise
barriers shall reduce overall construction noise to less than 60 dBA
Leq, as measured at the applicable property lines of adjacent uses,
during the hours of 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m.
weekdays and 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. on Saturdays. The noise barriers
shall be installed unless an acoustical engineer submits documentation
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Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

that confirms that barriers are not necessary to achieve these

attenuation levels or provides specific locations and heights to achieve

the required attenuation.

e Prohibit trucks from idling along streets serving the construction site.

e Prior to any pile-driving activities, notify all surrounding property
owners and occupants within 300 feet of the Project site, informing
them of the estimated start date and duration.

¢ Implement “quiet” pile-driving technology (e.g., vibratory pile driving

or pre-drilled pile holes) where feasible, in consideration of
geotechnical and structural requirements and conditions.

e Monitor the effectiveness of noise attenuation measures by taking
noise measurements during pile-driving activities to ensure
compliance with the 85 dBA standard at 50 feet for construction
equipment and during general construction occurring during non-
exempted daytime hours to ensure compliance with the 60 dBA Leq
daytime standard.

NOI-1.2: Implement Noise Control Measures to Reduce HVAC Noise during
Project Operation. The Project Sponsor shall design the Project HVAC
system to limit noise to the applicable standard at the property line of
nearby noise-sensitive receptors. Measures that can implemented to
achieve this include, but are not limited to:

e Maximize the distance between HVAC systems and nearby sensitive
receptors,

e Provide enclosures around the HVAC units,

e Incorporate local barriers around equipment, and

o Utilize mufflers or silencers on HVAC systems.

Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall
prepare a report, identifying measures that will be implemented to
ensure that exterior HVAC noise levels will comply with the following
noise limits:

e The 60 dBA Leq daytime and 50 dBA Leq nighttime noise standards for

equipment located on the ground,

Design the Project
HVAC system to
limit noise to the
applicable
standard at the
property line of
nearby noise-
sensitive
receptors.
Prepare a report
documenting
compliance.

Prior to the
issuance of
building
permit for first
phase of each
building and
document
compliance
prior to
occupancy.

Project Sponsor

CDD
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e . . - Implementing Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
e The zoning ordinance limit of 50 dBA at a distance of 50 feet for roof-

mounted equipment.
NOI-1.3: Install Sound Enclosures around Emergency Generators. The Install sound Prior to the Project Sponsor | CDD
Project Sponsor shall reduce the sound level from the operating enclosures for issuance of and
generators to a maximum sound level of less than the 60 dBA noise emergency building Contractor(s)
standard at nearby noise-sensitive land uses. Measures that could generators and permit for first
accomplish this standard include, but are not limited to: prepare a report phase of each
¢ Installing sound enclosures around all emergency generators, identifying building;
e Utilizing mufflers to reduce generator noise, and measures that install sound
e Utilizing equipment that meets this standard. §hall be enclosures of
. . . . . implemented other
Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall
: o i measures to
prepare a report, identifying measures that shall be implemented to implement
ensure that exterior noise levels from emergency generators comply with R t and
the 60 dBA Leq daytime/nighttime noise standards. depor an
ocument
compliance
prior
occupancy.
NOI-1.4: Limit Generator Testing to Daytime Hours. The Project Sponsor Limit generator Ongoing Project Sponsor | CDD
shall limit generator testing to between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 testing to daytime | during
p.-m. hours. occupancy
NOI-1.5: Design Enclosures around Mechanical Equipment Associated with Design the Prior to the Project Sponsor | CDD
the Recycled Water System to Limit Exterior Noise. The Project Sponsor recycled water issuance of and
shall design the recycled water system such that noise generated by system to comply | building Contractor(s)
mechanical equipment complies with the City noise standards of 60 dBA with the City permit for first
Leq (daytime) and 50 dBA Leq (nighttime) at nearby residences. Measures noise standards phase and
that could accomplish this include, but are not limited to: at nearby document
e Designing equipment room enclosures, access doors, and other residences and compliance
equipment room openings to limit noise that could be transmitted to prepare a report prior to
the exterior documenting occupancy for
e Utilizing mufflers to limit blower noise compliance. each building.
Prior to the issuance of building permits, the Project Sponsor shall
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 24 September 2016
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Mitigation Measures

Action

Timing

Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

prepare a report, identifying measures that shall be implemented to
ensure that exterior noise levels from the recycled water system comply
with the daytime and nighttime noise standards.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Substantial Permanent Increase in Ambient
ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity, above levels existing without

Noise Levels. The Project would result in a permanent increase in

the Project. (NOI-3)

Implement Mitigation Measures NOI-1.2 through NOI-1.5

See above

See above

See above

See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Substantial Temporary or Periodic Increase in Ambient Noise Levels. The Project
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity, above levels existing without the Project. (NOI-4)

could result in a substantial

Implement Mitigation Measure NOI-1.1

See above

See above

See above

See above

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Cumulative Exposure to Excessive Noise. The Project, in combination with other development within the city, could
result in a substantial increase in exposure of persons to noise in excess of the standards established in the City General Plan or Municipal
Code. The Project’s contribution would be cumulatively significant. (C-NOI-1)

Implement Mitigation Measure NOI-1.1

See above

See above

See above

See above

CULTURAL RESOURCES

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Archaeological Resources. The Project has the potential to encounter and damage or destroy
previously unknown subsurface archaeological resources during construction. (CUL-2)

CUL-2.1: Perform Construction Monitoring, Evaluate Uncovered Retain a qualified | Prior to Project CDD
Archaeological Features, and Mitigate Potential Disturbance of Identified archeologist to issuance of a Sponsor/
Significant Resources at the Project Site. Prior to demolition, excavation, monitor project- building Qualified
grading, or other construction-related activities on the Project site, the related earth- permit for first | Archaeologist /
Project Sponsor shall hire a qualified professional archaeologist (i.e., one disturbing phase of each and Native
who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s professional qualifications for activities. Halt all | building and American
archaeology or one under the supervision of such a professional) to ground- during representative
monitor, to the extent determined necessary by the archaeologist, Project- | disturbing demolition,
related earth-disturbing activities (e.g., grading, excavation, trenching). In | activity within excavation,
the event that any prehistoric or historic-period subsurface archaeological | 100 feet of any grading
features or deposits, including locally darkened soil (midden), that could discovery of an activities, and
conceal cultural deposits, animal bone, obsidian, and/or mortar are archaeological construction
discovered during demolition/construction-related earthmoving feature.
activities, all ground-disturbing activity within 100 feet of the discovery
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

shall be halted immediately, and the Planning and Building Divisions shall
be notified within 24 hours. The City shall consult with the Project
archaeologist to assess the significance of the find. Impacts on any
significant resources shall be mitigated to a less-than-significant level
through data recovery or other methods determined adequate by the City
that are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior's Standards for
Archaeological Documentation. If Native American archaeological,
ethnographic, or spiritual resources are discovered, all identification and
treatment of the resources shall be conducted by a qualified archaeologist
and Native American representatives who are approved by the local
Native American community as scholars of the cultural traditions. In the
event that no such Native American is available, persons who represent
tribal governments and/or organizations in the locale in which resources
could be affected shall be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or
historic architectural features are involved, all identification and
treatment is to be carried out by historical archaeologists or architectural
historians who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s professional
qualifications for archaeology and/or architectural history.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Paleontological Resources. The Project could destroy a unique paleon

unique geologic feature. (CUL-3)

tological resource

or site or

CUL-3.1: Conduct Protocol and Procedures for Encountering Paleontological
Resources. Prior to the start of any subsurface excavations that would
extend beyond previously disturbed soils, all construction forepersons
and field supervisors shall receive training by a qualified professional
paleontologist, as defined by the SVP, who is experienced in teaching non-
specialists to ensure they recognize fossil materials and follow proper
notification procedures in the event any such materials are uncovered
during construction. Procedures to be conveyed to workers include
halting construction within 50 feet of any potential fossil find and
notifying a qualified paleontologist, who shall evaluate its significance.

If a fossil is determined to be significant and avoidance is not feasible, the
paleontologist shall develop and implement an excavation and salvage

Provide training
by a qualified
professional
paleontologist to
construction
personnel.

If paleontological
materials are
discovered, an
excavation and
salvage plan shall
be developed and

Prior to
issuance of a
building
permit for first
phase of each
building and
during
demolition,
excavation,
grading
activities, and
construction

Project
Sponsor/
Qualified
Paleontologist

CDD
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

plan in accordance with SVP standards. Construction work in these areas
shall be halted or diverted to allow recovery of fossil remains in a timely
manner. Fossil remains collected during the monitoring and salvage
portion of the mitigation program shall be cleaned, repaired, sorted, and
cataloged. Prepared fossils, along with copies of all pertinent field notes,
photos, and maps, shall then be deposited in a scientific institution with
paleontological collections. A final Paleontological Mitigation Plan Report
shall be prepared that outlines the results of the mitigation program. The
City shall be responsible for ensuring that the monitor’s
recommendations regarding treatment and reporting are implemented.

construction in
the affected area
shall be halted.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Human Remains. The Project has the potential to encounter or discover human remains during

excavation or construction. (CUL-4)

CUL-4.1: Comply with State Regulations Regarding the Discovery of Human | Halt ground- During Project CDD
Remains at the Project Site. If human remains are discovered during any disturbing construction Sponsor/
construction activities, all ground-disturbing activity within 50 feet of the | activities within Qualified
remains shall be halted immediately, and the county coroner shall be 50 feet of Archeologist
notified immediately, according to Section 5097.98 of the State Public discovered
Resources Code and Section 7050.5 of California’s Health and Safety Code. | human remains if
Additionally, the Planning and Building Divisions shall be notified. If the human remains
remains are determined by the county coroner to be Native American, the | are discovered
NAHC shall be notified within 24 hours, and the guidelines of the NAHC during any
shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains. The construction
Project Sponsor shall also retain a professional archaeologist with Native activities. Notify
American burial experience to conduct a field investigation of the specific | the County
site and consult with the Most Likely Descendant, if any, identified by the Coroner. If
NAHC. As necessary, the archaeologist may provide professional remains are
assistance to the Most Likely Descendant, including the excavation and determined to be
removal of the human remains. The City of Menlo Park Community Native American,
Development Department, Planning Division, shall be responsible for NAHC guidelines
approval of recommended mitigation as it deems appropriate, taking shall be followed
account of the provisions of state law, as set forth in State CEQA and a qualified
Guidelines Section 15064.5(e) and Public Resources Code Section archaeologist
5097.98. The applicant shall implement approved mitigation, to be shall determine
Facebook Campus Expansion Project September 2016
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e . s Implementing Monitoring
Mitigation Measures Action Timing Party Party
verified by the Planning Division, before the resumption of ground- the Most Likely
disturbing activities within 50 feet of where the remains were discovered. | Descendant.

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Indirect Impacts on Special-Status Species. The Project could result in increased predation of special-status bird
and mammal species that inhabit nearby saltwater and brackish water marshes in the Don Edwards National Wildlife Refuge. (BIO-2)

BIO-2.1: Install Bird Perching Deterrents on All New Buildings and Other
Elevated Structures, Including the Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge. The Project
Sponsor shall implement the following measures to protect special-status
species from increased predation on the Project site:

e For all new buildings constructed on the Project site, as well as the
bicycle/pedestrian bridge and northern bridge approaches, the
Project Sponsor shall install bird deterrents along suitable perching
sites to deter avian predators of special-status species that inhabit
the adjacent salt marshes. Such deterrents may include one or more
of the following: bird spikes, bird netting, an electric shock track,
sound deterrents, or perching deterrents approved by CDFW and/or
USFWS.

e Trees that are used for replacement landscaping, especially those
planted on rooftops, shall consist of species that generally do not
exceed 30 feet in height to limit the visibility of adjacent salt marshes
to the north. These trees may include native or non-invasive
nonnative ornamental species. Species with broad canopies are
preferred because tress with tall, narrow canopies (e.g., palms or
conifers) generally provide better hunting perches for raptors.
Additionally, trees that are planted on the rooftops of the new
buildings shall be located away from the edge of the roof and planted
with a reduced line of sight to the Bay.

Install bird
deterrents along
suitable perching
sites on buildings.
New trees shall
consist of species
that generally do
not reach heights
of greater than 30
feet.

Prior to
occupancy of
each building.

Project Sponsor

CDD

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts on Native Wildlife Nursery Sites. The removal of buildings, trees, shrubs, or woody vegetation and the
installation of new buildings and lighting could affect native migratory birds. (BIO-3)

Implement Mitigation Measure BIO-2.1, plus: Avoid During nesting | Qualified CDD
BIO-3.1: Conduct Pre-construction Surveys for Nesting Migratory Birds. The | construction season, no Biologist /
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Project Sponsor shall implement the following measures to reduce
impacts on nesting migratory birds:

To facilitate compliance with state and federal law (California Fish and
Game Code and the MBTA) and prevent impacts on nesting birds, the
Project Sponsor shall avoid construction during the nesting season
(February 1 through September 14) or conduct pre-construction
surveys, as described below.

If it is not feasible to avoid the nesting season, the Project Sponsor
shall hire a qualified wildlife biologist with demonstrated experience
to conduct a survey for nesting birds, including raptors, no earlier than
3 days prior to the commencement of ground-disturbing activities and
vegetation removal (including clearing, grubbing, and staging). The
area surveyed shall include all construction areas within the Project
site as well as areas within 250 feet outside the boundaries of the
areas to be cleared or as otherwise determined by the biologist.

If construction activities related to the multi-use bicycle/pedestrian
bridge and occurring on the northern side of the Bayfront Expressway
are initiated during the nesting bird season, within 3 days prior to the
start of construction, a survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist to determine whether western snowy plovers are nesting
within 600 feet of the proposed construction area. Surveys shall be
conducted on two week intervals, between February 1 and through
May 30, or longer, if necessary, as determined by the biologist based
on the behavior and habitat. If an active nest is identified, a buffer of
600 feet shall be established between the construction area and the
nest, and the nest shall be periodically monitored by a qualified
biologist to determine when it is no longer active (at which point the
buffer will no longer be needed). If there is a visual barrier, such as a
levee or dense vegetation, between the construction area and the nest,
such that the plover will not be able to see construction activity from
the nest, then the Project Sponsor may coordinate with the USFWS to
determine whether a reduced buffer would be sufficient to allow work
to occur without disturbing the nesting plovers.

during the
nesting season. If
not feasible to
avoid the nesting
season, conduct
pre-construction
surveys for bird.

Conduct surveys
for nesting
western snowy
plovers within
600 feet of the
proposed

construction area.

earlier than 3
days prior to
ground-
disturbing
activities and
vegetation
removal

During nesting
season, 3 days
prior to start
of construction
and in two
week intervals.

Project Sponsor
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e Anestsurvey shall be required prior to implementation of Phase 1 and | Conduct a nest Prior to
Phase 2 of the Project and when construction work stops at a portion survey where issuance of a
of the site where suitable nesting habitat remains for more than 15 suitable nesting building
days. Additionally, at least one nest survey shall be conducted at the habitat remains permit for the
beginning of each year of Project implementation between February for more than 15 first phase of
and May. As discussed in Chapter 2, Project Description, Project days. Submit a each building
implementation will occur between 2016 and 2022. The need for memorandum and at the
additional surveys shall be determined by the qualified wildlife after all surveys beginning of
biologist and based on the results of the initial survey. and/or nest each year of
e Ifthe biologist finds active nests during the survey, he or she shall deterrence Project
establish species-specific no-disturbance buffer zones for each nest activities are implementation
with use of high-visibility fencing, flagging, or pin flags. No completed. between
construction activities shall be allowed within the buffer zones. The February and
size of the buffer shall be based on the species sensitivity to May. Submit
disturbance and planned work activities in the vicinity. The buffer memorandum
shall remain in effect until the nest is no longer active. within 7 days
e If structure demolition activities cannot occur outside of the nesting of survey
season, the Project Sponsor or its contractor shall remove inactive completion.
nests from the structure to be demolished and install nest exclusion
measures (i.e., fine mesh netting, panels, or metal projectors) outside
of the nesting season. All exclusionary devices shall be monitored and
maintained throughout the breeding season to ensure that they are
successful in preventing the birds from accessing cavities or nest sites.
No more than 3 days prior to building demolition activities, a qualified
biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey of all potential
nesting habitat on the structure to be demolished and the surrounding
areas for the presence of active nests. If active nests are found on the
building or in the affected area, then demolition activities shall not
proceed until the biologist verifies that all nests on the building are
inactive.
e After all surveys and/or nest deterrence activities are completed, the
biologist shall complete a memorandum detailing the survey effort and
results and submit the memorandum to the City within 7 days of
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 30 September 2016
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exteriors to reduce reflection.
e Reduce or eliminate the visibility of landscaped areas behind glass.

e Turn non-emergency lighting off at night, especially during bird
migration season (February-May and August-November).

¢ Include window coverings that adequately block light transmission
from rooms where interior lighting is used at night and install motion
sensors or controls to extinguish lights in unoccupied spaces.

e Design and/or install lighting fixtures that minimize light pollution,
including light trespass, over-illumination, glare, light clutter, and
skyglow, while using bird-friendly colors for lighting when possible.
San Francisco's Standards for Bird-safe Buildings document! provides
a good overview of building design and lighting guidelines to minimize
bird/building collisions.

e Nighttime construction work near Pond R3 shall be avoided. If
nighttime construction work cannot be avoided, lighting will be
directed to the work area and away from habitat for the western
snowy plover.

and duration
of use of the
building.

Mitigation Measures Action Timing Impl;g:;ltmg Mog;tr(;;mg
survey completion.

BIO-3.2: Implement Bird-Safe Design Standards into Project Buildings and Implement Bird- Prior to Project Sponsor | CDD

Lighting Design. The Project Sponsor or its contractor shall implement the | Safe Design issuance of

following measures to minimize hazards to birds: Standards into building

e Reduce large areas of transparent or reflective glass. building and permit for

e Locate water features, trees, and bird habitat away from building lighting design. building shell

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

standards or waste discharge requirements. (WQ-1)

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Violation of Water Quality Standards or Waste Discharge Requirements. The Project could violate water quality

WQ-1.1: Implement Construction Dewatering Treatment (if necessary).
Dewatering treatment would be necessary if groundwater is encountered

Implement
construction

During

Project Sponsor
/ Project

CDD

1 City and County of San Francisco. 2011. Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings. San Francisco Planning Department. July 14. Available: <http://www.sf-
planning.org/ftp/files/publications_reports/bird_safe_bldgs/Standards%20for%20Bird%20Safe%20Buildings%20-%2011-30-11.pdf>.
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Sponsor would be required to comply with the San Francisco Bay
RWQCB’s VOC and Fuel General Permit (Order No. R2-2012-0012).

If dewatering activities require discharges into the storm drain system or
other water bodies, the water shall be pumped to a tank and tested for
water quality using grab samples and sent to a certified laboratory for
analysis. If it is found that the water does not meet water quality
standards, it should either be treated as necessary prior to discharge so
that all applicable water quality objectives (as noted in Tables 3.10-1 and
3.10-2) are met or hauled offsite instead for treatment and disposal at an
appropriate waste treatment facility that is permitted to receive such
water. Water treatment methods shall be selected that achieve maximum
removal of contaminants found in the groundwater and represent the best
available technology that is economically achievable. Implemented
methods may include the retention of dewatering effluent until
particulate matter has settled before it is discharged, the use of infiltration
areas, filtration, or other means. The contractor shall perform routine
inspections of the construction area to verify that the water quality
control measures are properly implemented and maintained, conduct
visual observations of the water (i.e., check for odors, discoloration, or an
oily sheen on groundwater), and perform other sampling and reporting
activities prior to discharge. The final selection of water quality control
measures shall be submitted in a report to the San Francisco Bay RWQCB
for approval prior to construction. If the results from the groundwater
laboratory do not meet water quality standards and the identified water
treatment measures cannot ensure treatment that meets all standards for
receiving water quality, then the water shall be hauled offsite instead for
treatment and disposal of at an appropriate waste treatment facility that
is permitted to receive such water.

Mitigation Measures Action Timing Implementing Monitoring
Party Party

during excavation activities, dewatering is necessary to complete the dewatering construction Contractor(s)

Project, or the dewatered water is discharged to any storm drain or treatment if

surface water body. Because there is potential for groundwater to be groundwater is

contaminated with VOC'’s or fuel products at the Project site, the Project encountered.

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Impacts from Flooding. The Project could expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death

Facebook Campus Expansion Project 32
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

September 2016
ICF 00296.15



City of Menlo Park

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measures
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Implementing
Party

Monitoring
Party

hazard area. (WQ-5)

involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, but would n

ot place structures within a 100-year flood

WQ-5.1: Flood-Proofing of Project Underground Infrastructure. Prior to or,
at a minimum, concurrent with the issuance of the first construction
activity permit at the Project site, and in connection with applicable FEMA
requirements, the Project Sponsor shall ensure that the Project
incorporates design features, including storm drains, sewers, and
equipment facilities, that would flood-proof underground infrastructure,
thereby allowing it to withstand hydrostatic forces and buoyancy from
SLR changes in groundwater levels. Onsite recycled-water wetland
treatment areas shall be located at grade, with underground tanks placed
in elevated areas to provide protection from the 100-year BFE plus 16
inches.

WQ-5.2: Provide Adequate Stormflow Conveyance Capacity for Sea-Level
Rise Conditions at the Project Site. Prior to or, at a minimum, concurrent
with the issuance of the first construction activity permit at the Project
site, the Project Sponsor shall provide current documentation in the form
of a technical report to ensure that, as a result of Project design features,
the storm drain system'’s existing conveyance capacity is not constricted
by SLR at the outlets, including the offsite Chrysler pump station, as a
result of the Project design.

Incorporate
design features to
flood-proof
below-ground
infrastructure.

Incorporate
design features to
ensure that storm
drain system
conveyance
capacity is not
constricted by sea
level rise.

Prior to, or
concurrent
with, the
issuance of the
first
construction
permit.

Prior to, or
concurrent
with, the
issuance of the
first
construction
permit

Project Sponsor

Project Sponsor

CDD

CDD

drain capacity, or current flooding. (C-WQ-1)

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Cumulative Hydrology and Water Quality Impacts. The Project, in combination with other foreseeable
development in the vicinity, could contribute considerably to cumulative impacts on water quality, groundwater recharge and supplies, storm

Implement Mitigation Measure WQ-1.1

See above

See above

See above

See above

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

IMPACT BEING ADDRESSED: Upset and Accident Conditions Involving Hazardous Materials. The Project could create a potentially significant
hazard to human health and/or the environment involving the release of hazardous materials. (HAZ-2)

HAZ-2.1: Soil and Groundwater Management. Soil Management Plans that Prepare and Prior to and Project Sponsor | CDD/DTSC
cover the entire Project site shall be prepared and implemented. These implement soil during
Soil Management Plans shall, as appropriate, incorporate the analytical
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 33 September 2016
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Mitigation Measures Action Timing Implementing Monitoring
Party Party
results from the most recent groundwater monitoring event and soil management construction
investigations and include protocols for managing both known and plans.
potentially undocumented residual soil and groundwater contamination
that may be encountered during Project construction, including naturally
occurring asbestos. The Soil Management Plans shall include dust control
measures that describe how construction and grading operations will
minimize dust emissions and ensure that no equipment or operations will
emit visible dust across the property line. Although naturally occurring
asbestos has not been detected in the vicinity of Buildings 307-309, in
accordance with CARB’s Asbestos ATCM for Construction, Grading,
Quarrying, and Surface Mining Operations, if naturally occurring asbestos
is encountered during construction, then dust control measures must
meet the requirements of an ADMP approved by the BAAQMD. These Soil
Management Plans shall be approved by DTSC and implemented during
Project construction.
HAZ-2.2: Additional Site Investigation. If required by DTSC, additional site If required, Prior to Project Sponsor | CDD/DTSC
investigations shall be performed to delineate the source and extent of conduct issuance of
contamination on the Project site. At DTSC’s discretion, these additional site building
investigations may be incorporated into the Soil Management Plans investigations to permits
required by DTSC for the Project site. The analytical results shall be delineate the
compared to risk-based human health screening levels approved by DTSC. | source and extent
The site investigation(s) shall be prepared and evaluated by a licensed of contamination
professional, and a technical report summarizing the field activities, and prepare a
results, and conclusion shall be submitted to DTSC for review and report.
approval prior to issuance of building permits.
HAZ-2.3: Remedial Action. According to the results of additional site Coordinate with During Project Sponsor | CDD/DTSC
investigations (if any), the Project Sponsor shall coordinate with DTSC to DTSC to select implementation
select and implement remedial actions (as necessary) to protect future and implement of the Soil
site users from conditions that could pose an unacceptable health risk. remedial actions Management
Remedial measures may include, but are not limited to, source removal of | (as necessary). Plans
contaminated materials, in-situ treatment, engineering controls, and/or
modification of institutional controls described in the existing LUC for the
Project site. Remedial actions shall be implemented prior to building
Facebook Campus Expansion Project 34 September 2016
ICF 00296.15
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occupancy. At DTSC’s discretion, remedial actions may be completed
during implementation of the Soil Management Plans required by DTSC
for the Project site.
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FACEBOOK CAMPUS EXPANSION PROJECT
CITY OF MENLO PARK

MENLO PARK

Date:  June 18, 2015

To: State Clearinghouse From: Kyle Perata
State Responsible Agencies Assaciate Planner
State Trustee Agencies City of Menlo Park
Other Public Agencies 701 Laurel Street
Interested Organizations Menlo Park, CA 94025
Subject: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Environmental Impact Report for

the Facebook Campus Expansion Project

Lead Agency: City of Menlo Park Planning Division
Project Title: Facebook Campus Expansion Project
Project Area: City of Menlo Park

Notice is hereby given that the City of Menlo Park (City) will be the lead agency and will prepare an
environmental impact report (EIR) for the Facebook Campus Expansion Project (Project). The EIR will
address the Project's potential physical environmental effects on each of the environmental topics
outlined in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The City of Menlo Park is requesting
comments on the scope and content of this EIR.

A scoping session will be held as part of the Planning Commission meeting on July 13, 2015, at 7 p.m. at
the Menlo Park City Council Chambers, located at 701 Laurel Street, Menlo Park, CA 94025. The scoping
session is part of the EIR scoping process and when the City solicits input from the public and other
agencies on specific topics they believe should be addressed in the environmental analysis. The focus of
the scoping meeting will be the content to be studied in the EIR. Written comments on the scope of the
EIR may also be sent to:

Kyle Perata, Associate Planner

City of Menlo Park

Community Development Department, Planning Division
701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025

ktperata@menlopark.org

Phone: 650.330.6721

Fax: 650.327.1653

Comments on the NOP are due no later than the close of the NOP review period at 5:00 p.m. on
Monday, July 20, 2015. However, we would appreciate your response at the earliest possible date.
Please send your written comments to Kyle Perata at the address shown above or email to
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ktperata@menlopark.org with “Facebook Campus Expansion Project EIR" as the subject. Public agencies
providing comments are asked to include a contact person for the agency.

PROJECT LOCATION AND EXISTING CONDITIONS: The 58-acre Project site encompasses the
existing TE Connectivity (TE) campus at 300-309 Constitution Drive in the city of Menlo Park. The Project
site, which includes assessor's parcel number (APN) 055-260-250, is zoned M-2 (General Industrial) and
M-2-X (General Industrial, Conditional Development). The site is designated as Limited Industry under the
City's General Plan and can be built out to approximately 1.142 million square feet (sf) of office uses
under the allowable 0.45 floor area ratio (FAR), and up to approximately 1.396 million square feet or 0.55
FAR for other general industrial uses. The Project site is bounded by Bayfront Expressway/State Route
(SR) 84 to the north, Facebook Building 20 to the east, and Chilco Street to the west and south. A portion
of the Project site abuts the Dumbarton Rail Corridor to the south. Figure 1 depicts the location of the
Project site.

Currently, there are 10 buildings containing industrial, warehouse, office, and research and development
(R&D) uses at the Project site, totaling approximately 1.02 million sf, as well as 1,690 parking spaces. TE
used and continues to use the site primarily for industrial activities and Pentair Thermal Controls leases
one of the on-site buildings. In December 2014, the Planning Commission approved a conditional use
permit to convert an existing 184,460-square-foot warehouse building located on the southwestern
portion of the Project site for Facebook office uses. The conversion will result in an approximately 4,330
square feet reduction for a new building square footage of approximately 180,108 square feet. The
renovation of this building (Building 23) is expected to be completed in the first quarter of 2016 and, while
it is located on the Project site, it is not part of the Project.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The proposed Facebook Campus Expansion Project includes the demolition
of buildings at the site (Building 23 would not be demolished) and the construction of two new office
buildings (Building 21 and Building 22), encompassing approximately 967,000 sf (a net increase of
approximately 127,000 sf at the Project site). Figure 2 shows the conceptual site plan. The proposed
Building 21 would contain approximately 513,000 sf of office and event uses and be located on the
eastern portion of the Project site. The event space would be utilized for internal Facebook events and
have the capacity to accommodate approximately 2,000 people. Building 21 would be constructed during
the first phase of development, and Building 22 would be constructed as the second phase of
development. The proposed Building 22 would include approximately 450,000 sf of office uses and would
be located on the western portion of the Project site. Both buildings would be constructed over surface
parking that would contain approximately 3,800 parking spaces. The buildings would be connected to
each other and the existing Building 20 east of the Project site via enclosed bridges. The buildings would
have an architectural style, height, and massing similar to that of Facebook Building 20. Maximum
building heights would be approximately 75 feet.

The Project would also include the potential for a 200-room limited-service hotel with approximately
175,000 sf of space (Building 24) in the northwestern portion of the Project site. The hotel, which would
be located near the corner of Chilco Street and Bayfront Expressway, could be constructed in a future
phase and would bring the total area of new development at the Project site to approximately 1.14 million
sf, with a total FAR not to exceed 0.55 (including existing Building 23). The proposed office GFA would be
consistent with the existing City General Plan and M-2 General Industrial Zoning District, which allows
office uses at a FAR of up to 0.45 and the comprehensive project including the hotel would not exceed
0.55 FAR, which is consistent with the City General Plan. However, rezoning the entire site from M-2 and
M-2-X to M-2-X would be required to exceed the maximum 35-foot height limit and a Zoning Ordinance
Text Amendment would be required to accommodate the proposed hotel.

Access to the Project site is proposed from Constitution Drive and a new signalized intersection on
Bayfront Expressway at the mid-point of the site. A vehicular connection on the east end of the site to the
existing Building 20 could also be constructed. The Project may include a limit on the number of daily or
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peak period vehicle trips to and from the site. The Project would be organized around a publicly
accessible open space and a bicycle/pedestrian corridor that would run north-south through the middle of
the site. The Project would also include construction of a new bicycle/pedestrian bridge over Bayfront
Expressway to allow for access to the Bay Trail and Bedwell Bayfront Park from the Project site and the
Belle Haven neighborhood. The perimeter of the Project site would have a landscaped buffer that would
include bicycle/pedestrian pathways that would be separated from the vehicle access roads. The on-site
paths would connect the proposed office buildings to Building 20 on the east and Facebook Buildings 10—
19 on the north side of Bayfront Expressway.

PROJECT APPROVALS: The following approvals would be required by the City under the Project:

e Rezone from M-2 to M-2-X

e Conditional Development Permit

e Zoning Ordinance Text Amendment

a  Development Agreement

e Heritage Tree Removal Permits

o Below-Market-Rate Housing Agreement
e Lot Line Adjustment

e Environmental Review

o Fiscal Impact Analysis

RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES: The agencies listed below are expected to review the draft EIR to evaluate
the Project:

o Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)

e California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)

e California Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)/San Mateo Countywide Water
Pollution Prevention Program

e City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG)

¢ San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA)

e Department of Toxic Substance Control (DTSC)

e Menlo Park Fire Protection District

e San Mateo County Environmental Health Division

e  West Bay Sanitary District

INTRODUCTION TO EIR: The purpose of an EIR is to inform decision-makers and the general public of
the environmental effects of a proposed project. The EIR process is intended to provide environmental
information for evaluating a proposed project and its potential to cause significant effects on the
environment, examine methods of reducing adverse environmental impacts, and identify alternatives to a
proposed project. The Facebook Campus Expansion Project EIR will be prepared and processed in
accordance with CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. The EIR will include the following:

¢ Summary of the Project and its potential environmental effects

e Description of the Project

e Description of the existing environmental setting, potential environmental impacts of the Project,
and mitigation measures to reduce significant environmental effects of the Project

e Alternatives to the Project

’-“ﬁ"
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e  Cumulative impacts
e CEQA conclusions

PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The EIR will analyze whether the Project would have
significant environmental impacts in the following areas:

e Aesthetics o Hydrology and Water Quality

e Air Quality e Land Use and Planning Palicy
o Biological Resources e Noise

e Cultural Resources e Population and Housing

e Geology and Soils e Public Services and Recreation
e Greenhouse Gas Emissions e  Ultilities

e Hazards and Hazardous Materials e Transportation and Traffic

To help prepare several of these sections and analyze the impacts, a transportation study will be
prepared. The transportation study will focus on intersections, residential and non-residential roadway
segments, and Routes of Regional Significance. The transportation study for the Project and the
ConnectMenlo General Plan update will be coordinated to ensure consistency and address both the near-
term and long-term transportation needs and impacts of both projects. It is currently envisioned that a
single, concurrent transportation analysis will be conducted to evaluate the Project and the ConnectMenlo

General Plan update.

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS NOT LIKELY TO REQUIRE FURTHER ANALYSIS: The Project is not
anticipated to result in significant environmental effects in the following areas:

e  Agricultural or Forestry Resources

¢ Mineral Resources
The Project site is fully developed in an urbanized area and located near SR 84 and US 101. As such,
agricultural and mineral resources do not exist on the site, and a detailed analysis of these topics will not
be included in the EIR.

ALTERNATIVES: Based on the significance conclusions determined in the EIR, alternatives to the
Project will be analyzed to reduce identified impacts. Section 15126.6(e) of the State CEQA Guidelines
requires the evaluation of a No-Project Alternative. Other alternatives may be considered during
preparation of the EIR and will comply with the State CEQA Guidelines, which call for a “range of
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of
the basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of

the project.”

EIR PROCESS: Following the close of the NOP comment period, a draft EIR will be prepared that will
consider all NOP comments. In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15105(a), the draft EIR
will be released for public review and comment for the required 45-day review period. Following the close
of the 45-day public review period, the City will prepare a final EIR, which will include responses to all
substantive comments received on the draft EIR. The draft EIR and final EIR and will be considered by
the Planning Commission and City Council in making the decision to certify the EIR and approve or deny
the Project.

3

e
- "'j'i/"_ i June 18, 2015
Kyle Pera{a‘ A§§oe/|ate Planner Date

City of Menla Park
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Attachment 3

Facebook Campus Expansion Project Master Plan



AGENDA ITEM I-1
Community Development

STAFF REPORT

City Council
Meeting Date: 6/6/2017
Ty oF Staff Report Number: 17-133-CC
MENLO PARK
Informational Iltem: Update on proposed revisions to the approved

Facebook Campus Expansion Project at 301-309
Constitution Drive

Recommendation
This is an informational item and no action is required.

Policy Issues

The proposed conditional development permit (CDP) amendment will require the City Council to consider
the merits of the project, including project consistency with the City’s current General Plan, Municipal Code,
and other adopted policies and programs. The Council will also need to consider the proposed modified
development standards and project phasing in the requested CDP amendment along with the
environmental review associated with the proposed changes.

Background

Site Location

The subject site is located at 301-309 Constitution Drive. Using Bayfront Expressway in an east to west
orientation at the subject site and Willow Road in a north to south orientation, the subject site extends from
the corner of Chilco Street and Bayfront Expressway east toward Building 20, located at 1 Facebook Way,
near the intersection of Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway. Chilco Street wraps around the western
side and a portion of the southern side of the property. The campus is adjacent to Bayfront Expressway on
the north across from the former salt ponds. A location map identifying the entire Facebook West Campus is
included as Attachment A.

Project History

On February 7, 2017, Hibiscus Properties LLC, on behalf of Facebook, submitted an application for an
amendment to the previously approved CDP for the Campus Expansion Project located at 301-309
Constitution Drive. The Facebook Campus Expansion Project included two new office buildings totaling
962,400 square feet, a 200-room limited service hotel, publicly accessible open space, and bicycle and
pedestrian bridge and was approved by the City Council on November 1, 2016. The approved project was
expected to be constructed in two phases: Phase 1 (Building 21) and Phase 2 (Building 22 and Hotel). The
public open space and bicycle and pedestrian bridge would be completed in Phase 2 but the permitting
process for the bridge was required to be initiated by the applicant in Phase 1. The applicant subsequently
began construction on Phase 1 (Building 21) in December 2016. Due to the existing tenant (TE
Connectivity) remaining at the site longer than anticipated, the applicant submitted an application for a
revised project for Phase 2 and staff is currently reviewing the application and preparing the associated
environmental analysis. The applicant submitted a project description letter (Attachment B) that describes
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Staff Report #: 17-133-CC

the proposed revisions in more detail.

Analysis

Buildings at 301-306 Constitution Drive and the chemical transfer facility (CTF) building, also located on
site, would need to be demolished to allow for the construction of Building 22, based on the previously
approved site plan associated with the approved CDP. Therefore, TE Connectivity would need to
completely vacate the site to allow for the construction of Building 22. Facebook has stated that its current
lease agreement with TE Connectivity extends to September 2022, with options for TE to leave prior to the
end of the current lease agreement (potentially in 2020). Since TE Connectivity could be at the site through
September 2022, Facebook has modified the project site plan to allow for TE Building 305 to continue to be
located on site, while allowing for the concurrent construction and occupancy of Building 22. The project
plans are included in Attachment C. The proposed revised project includes the following modifications from
the previously approved CDP:

e Modify the design of Building 22 to encompass a four-story building of approximately 449,500
square feet of gross floor area (maximum approved under previous CDP) with a reduced building
footprint;

e Relocate the surface parking beneath Building 22 into a stand-alone eight-story parking garage
structure;

® Increase the maximum height (as measured from finished grade) of the parking garage structure
from 75 feet in height to approximately 83 feet for the safety railing and vehicle screening, with the
parking deck limited to a maximum of 75 feet in height;

® Increase in the height of Building 21 to approximately 87 feet to allow for skylights to exceed the 75
foot height limit;

e Construct new electric vehicle charging facilities (encompassing approximately 97,500 square feet of
site area) for Facebook’s fleet of electric shuttle buses and trams;

® Increase the amount of private landscaped open space by approximately five acres after the
demolition of Building 305;

e Retain Building 305 and associated manufacturing operations in an interim phase prior to TE’s lease
expiration;

e Reduce the required parking for Building 22 and 23 by approximately 20 spaces during the interim
phase;

® Increase the size of the publicly accessible open space, which includes the plaza, emergency
vehicle access lanes, pedestrian/bike pathways, and bio-treatment areas; and

¢ Modify the timeline for delivery of the full extent of the publicly accessible open space to
accommodate the retention of Building 305 in the interim phase.
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Section 6 (Modifications) of the previously approved CDP sets up the review process for modifications to
the approved project. The review process includes four distinct scenarios based on the extent of the
proposed project revisions outlined in the table below.

Table 1

Section Acting Body

Substantially Consistent

6.1.1 Modifications

Planning Division Staff

Planning Division Staff with notification to Planning
6.1.2 Minor Modifications Commission and subject to Commissioner request for
additional review

6.1.3 Major Modifications Planning Commission

Planning Commission; Limited to review of architectural
6.1.4 Design Review review of Building 22 and Hotel, provided project plans
consistent with CDP

City Council, with review and recommendation by Planning

6.1.5 CDP Amendments .
Commission

The proposed revisions to the project would result in material modifications to the conditions of approval,
modifications of allowed uses (parking garage structure and on-site recharging facility and vehicle storage),
the relaxation of some development standards, and would generally not be consistent with the project
description in the CDP. Therefore the proposed revised project would require a CDP amendment, as set
forth in Section 6.1.5. In addition to amending the CDP, the Development Agreement (DA) for the project
may also need to be revised to ensure that the DA is consistent with the amended CDP. Further, the DA
may need to be revised to ensure that the expected timing for economic benefits negotiated with the
previously approved project are realized. As staff continues to review the project, modifications to additional
land use entitlements, such as the heritage tree removal permits and Below Market Rate (BMR) Housing
Agreement, may also need to be revised.

Current Status and Planning Commission Review

Upon receipt of the application, staff began its review of the project, including the applicable environmental
analysis. Since an EIR was certified for the project, the City contracted with the same consultant (ICF
International) to conduct a consistency analysis between the proposed revised project and the certified EIR.
That analysis is underway and in the preliminary stages.

As part of the initial review for the project, planning staff scheduled a study session for the proposed revised
project with the Planning Commission. On May 22, 2017 the Planning Commission reviewed the project at a
study session, which provided an opportunity for the applicant to present the revised project to the
Commission, for members of the public to comment on the proposed revised project, and for the
Commission to ask questions and provide feedback to the applicant and staff. In general, the Planning
Commission generally voiced support for the overall design of Building 22, and the modification to the timing
of the demolition of Building 305. However, the Planning Commission provided guidance to the applicant on
the design of the garage. The Planning Commission requested that the applicant provide modulation of the
garage structure’s facade, evaluate alternatives for the exterior materials, and explore options for lowering
the height of the garage and reducing the massing of the garage structure, including the potential splitting of
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the garage structure into two structures with a shared ramp and including a below grade parking level.
Further, the Commission provided additional guidance on the need to provide more articulation on the
northern (Bayfront Expressway) fagade of Building 22 and for the applicant to explore options to reduce the
massing and height of the mechanical equipment enclosures. In addition, the applicant’s proposed
mechanical screening does not meet the requirements of the zoning ordinance with regard to opacity and
the Commission expressed a desire for the massing of the mechanical screening to be reduced. The
Commission also noted that the preliminary design of the public open space may not effectively draw
people into the full space and should be modified. The Commission did also acknowledge that the proposed
revised project would delay the anticipated timeline for delivery of the hotel and its associated revenue to
the City. Depending on when TE vacates the site, the hotel may not be operational until mid-2022 or mid-
2024 according to the applicant.

Next Steps

City staff is reviewing the project plans, associated documents, and managing the environmental review
process. The applicant will consider the Planning Commission’s comments and work to modify the plans to
address its comments accordingly. Once all the required information is submitted by the applicant and
deemed complete, and the environmental analysis is finished, the project will be scheduled for a Planning
Commission meeting and ultimately for a future City Council meeting. If the environmental review
consistency analysis determines that the revised project is consistent with the certified EIR, an addendum to
the certified EIR will be prepared for the consideration of the Planning Commission and City Council.

At this time, the environmental review is anticipated to be complete in late summer 2017, with the
entitlement hearings taking place in the fall of 2017.

Impact on City Resources

The project sponsor is required to pay Planning, Building and Public Works permit fees, based on the City's
Master Fee Schedule, to fully cover the cost of staff time spent on the review of the project.

Environmental Review

An EIR was prepared for the previously approved project. The proposed revised project is being evaluated
for consistency with the previously certified EIR. If the proposed revised project is consistent with the
certified EIR, then an addendum to the EIR will be prepared for review and consideration of the Planning
Commission and City Council as part of the overall project review process.

Public Notice

Public Notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with the agenda items being listed, at least 72
hours prior to the meeting.

Attachments

A. Location Map
B. Project Description Letter
C. Project Plans

Report prepared by:
Kyle Perata, Senior Planner
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Report reviewed by:
Mark Muenzer, Assistant Community Development Director
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ATTACHMENT B

Facebook Campus Expansion Project (Revised 4-25-17)

Building 22 Design Review and Request for Conditional Development Permit Amendment

Preliminary Project Description

I. Introduction

Facebook is requesting design review for Building 22, as well as corresponding revisions to the site
and phasing plan for the Facebook Campus Expansion Project. These changes generally include (i)
shifting the parking program from surface parking beneath Building 22 into a stand-alone parking
structure, (ii) reducing the footprint of Building 22, (iii) creating additional landscape reserve space,
and (1v) installing new recharging facilities for Facebook’s fleet of shuttle buses and trams. No material
changes are proposed to the hotel, which has not yet been designed and construction of which is still
anticipated to commence after TE vacates the site.

The revised program reflects a refined architectural design for Building 22 and a site plan that was
designed to stay within the scope of the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and CDP in order to
avoid any significant new impacts or any substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
impacts. Facebook is not requesting any new uses or square footage. None of the requested changes
would affect Facebook’s financial or other obligations under the CDP or Development Agreement.

As described below and based on preliminary conversations with City staff, Facebook believes that
the proposed changes may require amendments to the Amended and Restated Conditional
Development Permit Amendment for the Project.

As of April 27, 2017, this project description has been revised to include the following:

e Facebook will commit to demolishing Building 305 within twelve months of the date that TE
vacates Building 305 (subject to receipt of all applicable permits and approvals, including any
permits and approvals from state or federal agencies). In addition, Facebook agrees not to
provide TE with any additional renewal or extension rights above and beyond what is in TE’s
existing lease (i.e., September 2022 will remain the “outside expiration date” for TE’s lease).

e Tacebook anticipates that there will be no net increase in the number of workers and visitors
on-site during the interim period when Building 22 and Building 305 could both be occupied
(which is anticipated to be no more than three years). TE currently has approximately 110
workers within Building 305 working in 8-hour shifts, 24 hours a day (for a total of
approximately 330 employees). While this existing condition could remain through September
2022 if TE exercises its renewal right, at the latest, the number of TE workers on-site is
anticipated to be less than the number of workers and guests anticipated to be present at the
hotel.

II. Background

In November 2016, the City Council approved the Facebook Campus Expansion project. An EIR
was prepared and certified to analyze the environmental impacts from the project pursuant to the
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The EIR analyzed the overall effects of the project
and identified mitigation measures to mitigate the project’s significant impacts where feasible.

The project approvals included a Development Agreement, the CDP, a zoning ordinance text
amendment (to accommodate the proposed hotel), a lot line adjustment, heritage tree removal permits,
and a below-market rate housing agreement, among other approvals (collectively, the Approvals). The
City Council also adopted CEQA Findings and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for
the project, as well as a Statement of Overriding Considerations concluding that the project’s
substantial benefits outweigh its environmental effects.

The project as described in the EIR contains two office buildings (Buildings 21 and 22) and a 200
room hotel, as well as a pedestrian and bicycle bridge across the Bayfront Expressway and a new,
approximately two-acre publicly accessible plaza and open space. As described in the EIR’s project
description and on the City’s website for the project, the project would be phased in over time as the
existing tenants (Pentair and TE Connectivity) vacate the site.

In November 2016, the Planning Commission and City Council approved Building 21 through the
City’s design review process, concurrently with their approval of the project. Facebook commenced

construction of Building 21 in December 2016, and anticipates completing Building 21 in mid-2018.

A. The Approved Project

The approved project as described in the EIR and the Approvals involves two office buildings,
comprising approximately 962,000 gst of office and amenity uses, and a 200 room hotel to be
constructed on a portion of a 58 acre site located at 300 to 309 Constitution Drive within the City of
Menlo Park. The project is subject to a site-wide trip cap to limit the number of peak hour and daily
trips to and from the site.

Pursuant to the CDP and the Approvals, development on the site is limited to a .45 FAR for office
uses and a maximum of .55 FAR for all uses (including the hotel), a building height limit of 75’, and a
minimum requirement of 3,533 parking spaces for the two new office buildings, hotel, and Building
23,

1. Building 21
Building 21 will be located in the eastern portion of the Project site and contain approximately 512,900
gsf of office and event uses. Building 21 will be a multi-story building on a podium structure above
an at-grade parking lot. Facebook commenced construction of Building 21 in December 2016 after

City approval in November 2016.

No changes are proposed to Building 21, with the exception of the location of the proposed open-air
bridge connecting Building 21 and Building 22.

2. Building 22

Building 22 will be located in the northwestern portion of the Project site and contain approximately
449,500 gsf of office and event uses, and be approximately 75 feet in height. At the time the EIR was
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prepared and as described in the Approvals, Building 22 had not yet been designed and it was
contemplated that design review for Building 22 would occur in the future.

As described in the EIR, Building 22 was anticipated to be similar to Building 21. It was to include a
ground level that had multiple lobbies and parking spaces for approximately 1,294 vehicles, a first
floor accommodating office and amenity space, and potentially a mezzanine level. Useable open space
would be provided on the roof, which would include landscaped areas, walking paths, and HVAC
equipment, similar to Building 21. An outdoor terraced area was also anticipated to be located adjacent
to the food court/dining area on the south side of Building 22. The food court would be separated
from the main level by the outdoor terraced area, which would allow for outdoor dining. It was also
anticipated that Building 22 would be connected to Building 21 through an open-air bridge.

In late 2016, Facebook commenced the design process for Building 22. After reviewing more than
fifty different design schemes prepared by Gehry Partners, Facebook selected a preferred design. The
revised design for Building 22 is further described below, including changes from the conceptual
design that was evaluated in the EIR.

3. Hotel

The project includes a 200-room hotel that could be developed as part of a future phase near the
corner of Chilco Street and SR 84. Although the hotel had yet to be designed, the EIR studied a
maximum hotel envelope that provided approximately 73,200 gsf of hotel and support space,
approximately 1,800 gsf of office space, approximately 13,700 gsf of amenities, and 86,100 gsf of
circulation, wall, structure, and stair space. Included in the amenities would be food and beverage
areas for the public, multi-function space, a fitness room, a pool, and deck areas. The hotel was also
assumed to be approximately 75 feet in height.

No changes are proposed to the hotel, which still has not yet been designed and would be subject to
a future design review process. Facebook has also been actively meeting with potential hotel
developers/partners and expects to select a preferred developer/partner within the next 12-18
months.

4. Publicly Accessible Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge; Publicly Accessible
Plaza

As part of the Approvals, Facebook committed to constructing a new publicly accessible pedestrian
and bicycle bridge across the Bayfront Expressway and a two-acre publicly accessible park for passive
recreational uses and community events.

No changes are proposed to the publicly accessible pedestrian and bicycle bridge or the public park
in connection with the current application. However, the overall scope and geographic limits of the
public park have been refined in consultation with City staff, and the updated plans have significantly
expanded the usable footprint of the public park by adding an additional pedestrian path and passive
recreation space into the area occupied by the original footprint of Building 22.
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B. Project Phasing and Schedule

1.  MPK21 (Phase 1)

Phase 1 involves construction of Building 21 as well as the permitting and construction of the
pedestrian and bicycle bridge. Consistent with the schedule identified in the EIR, grading and utility
work for Building 21 began in late fall 2016, and foundation permits were issued in December 2016.
The permitting process for the pedestrian and bicycle bridge is well underway. No changes are
proposed with respect to construction of Phase 1 of the project.

2. MPK 22 and Hotel (Phases 2 and 3)

As described in the EIR and contemplated in the Approvals, construction of the project will be phased
to allow existing tenants to continue operating. The construction schedule analyzed in the EIR
contemplated that construction of Building 22 would start in early 2018 with demolition of Buildings
301-306 and the CTF, and that construction of the hotel would commence in early 2019. This schedule
was proposed by Facebook in order to ensure the most conservative environmental analysis possible
under a scenario in which the existing tenants on the site vacate prior to the expiration of their leases.
Although Pentair has vacated the site, TE continues to occupy buildings 302, 303/304/306, 305, and
the CTT, all of which are located within the western portion of the site. Level 10 construction currently

occupies Building 301, but is anticipated to move into temporary construction trailer facilities in mid-
2017.

TE’s lease rights for Buildings 302, 303, 304, 305 and 306 and the CTF expires in September 2019.
TE has one option to extend the term of its lease (as to any or all of the buildings) for an additional 3
years (i.e., until September 2022). TE also has the right to terminate its lease early (as to any or all of
the buildings). If TE extends its lease for Building 305, there is also an incentive for TE to terminate
its lease early (in September 2020); if TE elects not to exercise this eatly termination option and vacate
Building 305 in September 2020, it will forego this incentive payment. At this time, it is anticipated
that TE will vacate buildings 302, 303/304/3006, and the CTF by mid-2017 and move into alternative
facilities elsewhere in the Bay Area. However, TE is not anticipated to vacate Building 305 until later
(i.e., in September 2020 — assuming TE elects to take advantage of its incentive option - or September
2022 at the latest). Facebook has had discussions with TE regarding a potential early termination of
the lease of Building 305, too, but as of this time it does not appear that TE will surrender that building
early as it remains necessary for TE’s operations.

Because it now appears that TE may remain in Building 305 until September 2020 (or 2022 at the very
latest), Facebook has made modifications to the site plan for Phase 2 and refined the design for Building
22 to allow construction to occur while Building 305 remains occupied. Accordingly, the anticipated
construction phasing schedule is as follows:

Phase 2

Demolition of Buildings 301, 302, 303/304 /306 and the CTF, would occur duting Phase
2. It is anticipated that demolition would begin in mid-2017. Construction of the parking
structure would start in late 2017 with grading and utility work followed immediately by
the foundations and structure. The parking structure is anticipated to be complete in
early 2019. Construction of Building 22 would start in mid-2018 with grading and utility
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work. Foundations would start in mid-2018, construction of the core and shell would
start in late 2018, and tenant improvements would start in mid-2019. Construction of
Building 22 is expected to be complete by late 2019.

Phase 3

Phase 3 would begin upon demolition of Building 305 which is anticipated to occur in
late 2020 or late 2022 depending on when TE vacates the site.

If TE vacates Building 305 in September 2020, then construction of the hotel could
start in late 2020 with demolition of the surface parking. Grading and utility work
would start in early 2021, foundations would start in mid-2021, and construction of
the core and shell would start in late 2021. Construction of the hotel would take
approximately 18 months, with full buildout by mid-2022. Completion of the open
space improvements and recharging facilities is anticipated to take approximately 12
months would be completed by late 2021.

If TE vacates Building 305 in September 2022, then construction of the hotel could
start in late 2022 with demolition of the surface parking. Grading and utility work
would start in early 2023, foundations would start in mid-2023, and construction of
the core and shell would start in late 2023. Construction of the hotel would take
approximately 18 months, with full buildout by mid-2024. Completion of the open
space improvements and recharging facilities would be completed by late 2023.

3. Other Timing Considerations under the Project Approvals.

Neither the CDP nor the DA requires a specific phasing schedule (e.g., that demolition of Building 305
precede construction of Building 22). Section 4.4 (Timing) of the DA expressly states that . . . no
moratorium or other limitation affecting the development and occupancy of the Project or the rate, timing
or sequencing thereof shall apply to the Project.” The only requirement with respect to TE’s lease occurs
under the DA, which provides that Facebook’s transient occupancy tax guarantee payment obligation is
triggered two years after the “TE Vacation Date.” That term is defined as the date lease agreement
between Facebook and Tyco Electronics Corporation has been terminated and TE has vacated all
buildings leased by TE on the Property, which is September 2022 (assuming TE exercises its extension
option) unless TE agrees to terminate the lease and vacate the buildings early.

However, the City has expressed some concern about further delays that might arise if TE were able
to extend the term of its lease beyond what is now permitted under the lease and a desire for more
certainty surrounding the ultimate demolition of Building 305. In response to that concern, Facebook
will commit to demolishing Building 305 within twelve months of the date that TE vacates
Building 305 (subject to receipt of all applicable permits and approvals, including any permits and
approvals from the Department of Toxic Substances Control and/or the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency). In addition, Facebook agrees not to renew or extend TE’s lease beyond the
outside expiration date of September 2022 (assuming that TE exercises its existing renewal option and
foregoes its incentive to vacate in 2020).
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ITII.  Building 22 Design and Changes to the Project

In late 2016, Facebook requested that Gehry Partners undertake a reevaluation of the conceptual
drawings for Building 22. Gehry Partners and Facebook determined that the footprint of the overall
building could be reduced in size without altering the overall envelope or impact of the project, such
that Building 22 would remain well within the previously approved footprints and square footage
envelopes while accommodating TE’s continued use of Building 305 through the end of its lease.

The revised project conforms to the permitted FAR limits, setback requirements, building coverage
and minimum open space requirements, maximum height limit of 75, and total number of parking
spaces permitted. In addition, the revised project does not require any change in the permitted uses,
density or intensity of uses, provisions for the reservation or dedication of land, restrictions or
requirements relating to subsequent discretionary actions, any monetary obligations of Facebook, or
any conditions or covenants limiting or restricting the use of the site.

The only change with respect to the overall site calculations is that total building coverage (at full
buildout) will be reduced from approximately 1,311,977 square feet (52% of the site) to 1,019,293
square feet (approx. 40% of the site). During the interim phase where Building 305 remains on-site,
total building coverage will be approximately 1,216,530 square feet (approximately 48% of the site).

With respect to FAR limits, construction of Building 22 would not exceed the site’s .45 FAR
requirement for office uses. While Building 305 remains, total FAR on-site would remain below the
site’s .55 FAR limit. As contemplated in the Project Approvals, including the Development
Agreement, construction of the hotel could commence after TE fully vacates the site, which would
ensure that at no point in time would the site’s FAR exceed 0.55.

1. Building 22 Design Narrative

The design for Building 22 contemplates a 75’ tall, four-story office building with an adjacent parking
structure to the west. Access to the building will be provided through lobbies that are located at the
east, center, and west ends of the building. A bus and tram stop/terminal will be located north of the
building. Pedestrian bridges will connect the west lobbies to the parking structure. The design
approach aims to provide a highly functional office building for Facebook while respecting the
characteristics of the adjacent neighborhood. The office program includes a variety of conference
meeting rooms, offices, food service venues, and extensive support spaces, consistent with the
program analyzed for Building 22 in the EIR. It is the design intent to bring as much natural light as
possible into the office work spaces, including through the use of an interior atrium space that would
extend throughout the building, and provide easy access to the outdoors. The office space is planned
to consist of open floor plans totaling approximately 449,500 sf., also consistent with the CDP and
EIR. The building is oriented to face the Belle Haven neighborhood south of the site, and aims to
enhance the local environment with California native vegetation.

In addition, Facebook is anticipating requesting clarifications in the CDP to permit architectural
skylights that would partially extend beyond the 75’ foot height limit, which may entail corresponding
revisions in the CDP. The current design anticipates that the skylights would not extend higher than
the proposed rooftop mechanical equipment, and would not create additional visual obstruction.
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Facebook therefore requests that this design feature be included as part of the City’s design review
process.

2. Parking Structure

As discussed above, parking would be consolidated in a new 8-story, 75 tall parking structure
(measured from average finished grade to the roof deck pursuant to Section 2.5 of the CDP), with
rooftop railing and screening, elevator hoistways, and a solar canopy that would extend above the
height limit as permitted under the CDP. The parking structure is currently anticipated to
accommodate approximately 1,736 spaces, which conforms to the CDP’s parking requirements.

With respect to the hotel, no change in the parking configuration is anticipated. Approximately 245
parking spaces would be provided at grade below the hotel and would be available for hotel employees
and guests, consistent with the analysis provided in the EIR.

3. Intensity of Use

No change in the intensity of the uses on-site is anticipated. While the existing conditions at Building
305 could remain for some limited duration while Building 22 is occupied, the total number of workers
associated with Building 305 is well below the projected number of workers, visitors and guests for
the hotel, and the site would remain subject to the peak hour and daily trip caps established in the
CDP that apply to the entire site (including the existing buildings).

4. Site Access and Circulation

No changes are proposed with respect to site access. Circulation on the western portion of the site
would be refined to reflect the consolidation of parking for the office buildings in a new parking
structure. Preliminary analysis from Fehr & Peers has confirmed that the proposed circulation would
not create queuing issues or modify the conclusions reached in the traffic analysis conducted for the
EIR. Truck access would continue to be provided through a controlled driveway on Chilco Street at
Constitution Drive, and would serve TE’s interim use of Building 305 so long as it occupies the
premises.

5. Landscaping, Site Design and Open Space

Compared to the proposed site plan evaluated in the EIR, the refined site plan would increase the
amount of landscaping and other pervious materials on-site, and result in additional natural areas
including stormwater treatment areas. The additional landscaped area would provide passive
recreational space for workers, as well as provide flexibility and reserve space for potential future uses.
No reduction in the amount of replacement trees is sought.

6. Final Site Plan post-Building 305 Demolition
Although the scope of improvements that would be installed after Building 305 is demolished are still
undergoing refinement, the current proposal is to replace the existing asphalt parking lots with

additional landscaping, a shuttle and tram drop-off area, as well as recharging facilities for Facebook’s
shuttle buses and trams in an area previously identified as a surface parking lot. The unenclosed facility
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would be screened and accommodate approximately 50 shuttle buses and up to 23 trams in the area
located east of Building 23.

IV. Modifications to the CDP

Section 6 of the CDP addresses permitted modifications to the approved project plans and identifies
four different types of modifications that are permitted, each of which follows a distinct approval
process.

A. “Substantially Consistent Modifications”

Under Section 6.1.1 of the CDP, “substantially consistent modifications” to the project may be
approved by the Community Development Director based on a determination that the proposed
modifications are in substantial compliance with and/or substantially consistent with the Project Plans
and the Project Approvals. Substantially consistent modifications are generally not visible to the public
and do not affect permitted uses, density or intensity of use, restrictions and requirements relating to
subsequent discretionary actions, monetary obligations, or material modifications to the conditions of
approval.

B. “Minor Modifications”

Under Section 6.1.2 of the CDP, “minor modifications” to the approved plans may be approved by
the Community Development Director (subject to Planning Commission review). Minor
Modifications are similar to substantially consistent modifications, except that Minor Modifications
are generally visible to the public and result in minor exterior changes to the Project aesthetics.

C. “Major Modifications”
Under Section 6.1.3 of the CDP, “major modifications” are defined as:

“|Clhanges or modifications to the Project that are not in substantial compliance with and/or
substantially consistent with the Project Plans and Project Approvals. Major modifications
include, but are not limited to, significant changes to the exterior appearance of the buildings
or appearance of the Property, and changes to the Project Plans, which are determined by the
Community Development Director (in his/her reasonable discretion) to not be in substantial
compliance with and/or substantially consistent with the Project Plans and Project
Approvals.”

Major modifications are subject to Planning Commission review and approval, based on a
determination that the proposed modifications are compatible with other building and design elements
or onsite/offsite improvements of the approved CDP and will not have an adverse impact on safety

or the character and aesthetics of the site.

D. Modifications that Require Council Approval and CDP Amendment
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Lastly, Section 6.1.5 of the CDP addresses three types of changes which would require a public
amendments to the CDP by the City Council. These three types of changes which require
Council approval include:

o Revisions to the project which involve relaxation of the development standards
identified in Section 2;

o Material changes to the uses identified in Section 3; or

o Material modifications to the conditions of approval identified in 7 (Trip Cap), 9

(General Project Conditions), 10 (Undercrossing Improvements), 11 (Bicycle and
Pedestrian Bridge), 12 (Public Open Space), 13 (On-Site Recycled Water), 14 (Access
Parcel) or 15 (Mitigations Carried Forward from Building 20 Approval).

E. The Changes to the Site Plan and Incorporation of a Parking Structure
Constitute Conditional Development Permit Amendment to the CDP.

As described above, Facebook is requesting several changes to the approved project plans,' including
(i) the consolidation of surface parking for Buildings 22 and 23 into a parking structure, (i) a reduction
in the building footprint for Building 22 and a change in design from a one-story structure located on
a podium above surface parking to a 4-story building (with no change in height), (iii) the addition of a
shuttle, bus and tram recharging facility, and (iv) a revised site and circulation plan. These
modifications involve significant changes to the exterior appearance of the buildings and the
appearance of the property, as well as certain schematic changes to the overall project (specifically, the
inclusion of a new parking structure and a dedicated space for recharging electric bus and tram
vehicles).

As set forth above, the design for Building 22 and the proposed changes to the project have been
planned to conform to the development standards in the CDP and the development envelope studied
in the EIR (with the exception of the parking structure). No changes in the trip cap or permitted uses
(or intensity) are requested. Facebook is also not requesting any increase in square footage nor the
relaxation of any development standards in the CDP. Finally, the proposed changes to the project
would result in an equally compelling design scheme and no adverse impacts on health or safety.

No revisions to relax the development standards in Section 2 of the CDP are sought, and Facebook
is not seeking any material changes to the uses identified in Section 3. Facebook is also not seeking
any material modifications to the conditions of approval. However, based on conversations with City
staff, the proposed changes may require amending the following provisions of the CDP:

e Section 1 (General Information): revise the general description of the project to include
references to a parking structure and the proposed bus/tram electric recharging space; clarify

1 The CDP defines “Project Plans” as the “plans submitted by Gehry Partners, LLC dated
September 20, 2016 consisting of 127 plan sheets, recommended for approval to the City Council by
the Planning Commission on September 26, 2016 (Project Plans), and approved by the City Council
on November 1, 2016, except as modified by the conditions contained herein and in accordance

with Section 6 (Modifications) of [the CDP].”
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that the existing structures on-site may continue to be occupied pending redevelopment of the
site.

e Section 2 (Development Standards): No changes to the development standards, but amend
the description of the project to make explicit reference to a parking structure and the
proposed bus/tram electric recharging space. In addition, Facebook is requesting an additional
exclusion from the building height limits to accommodate architectural skylights (provided
that they extend no higher than any rooftop mechanical equipment). It may also be necessary
to clarify that perimeter safety railings on the top level of the parking structure are permitted
to exceed the height limit.

e Section 3 (Uses): Clarify that permitted uses include existing uses on-site (i.e., occupancy of
the existing buildings by tenants prior to redevelopment), and that a bus/tram electric
recharging space is an ancillary use.

e Section 7 (Trip Cap): Conforming changes to clarify that the trip cap applies to the entire
TE Site, consistent with the existing Trip Cap Monitoring and Enforcement Policy.

e Section 9 (Project Specific Conditions): Technical changes to clarify that certain conditions
apply to each “phase” of development as opposed to each “building,” and proposed changes
to permit the partial use of Tier 2 and/or Tier 3 pile rigs modified with diesel particulate filters
(with all remaining equipment to remain Tier 4), with no material difference in air quality
emissions. The City previously approved the use of modified Tier 2 and Tier 3 pile rigs for
Building 21 as a “substantially consistent modification” to the CDP after confirming that no
material change in air quality emissions would occur; this analysis was peer reviewed by the
City’s independent consultant, ICF.

In addition, to the extent that Building 305 will remain occupied by TE for an interim period while
Buildings 21 and 22 are constructed and occupied, Building 305’s use is considered a non-conforming
use and is thus permitted under the City’s zoning rules. To the extent that the phasing of demolition
and building permits differs from the chronology contemplated in the EIR, Section 8 of the CDP
gives the City Building Official the authority to determine the sequencing of building permits and sub-
phases for each building/phase of construction. Nonetheless, clatifying revisions may be appropriate
to clarify that Building 305 may remain occupied for the duration of TE’s lease term while other
phases of the project are constructed.
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MPK 22 Design Review & CDP | MPK 22 Design Review & CDP
Previously Approved Project Amendment Amendment
Interim Phase Final Phase
SITE AREA TOTAL (SF) 3,503,608 3,504,041 3,504,041
MPK20 Site AREA (SF) 963,680 959,565 959,565
TE SITE AREA (SF) 2,539,928 2,544,476 2,544,476
Building Coverage (SF) 1,833,665: 1,743,136 1,545,961
Building Coverage (%) 52% 50% 44%
MPK20 (GFA) 433,555: 433,555 433,555
MPK21 (GFA) 512,900 512,900 512,900
MPK22 (GFA) 449,500 449,500 449,500
MPK23 (GFA) 180,108 180,108 180,108
BLDG 305 (GFA) | 289,718
Hotel (GFA) 174,800 174,800
Total Office (GFA) 1,576,063 1,576,063 1,576,063
Office FAR 0.45 0.45 0.45
Total Mixed Use (GFA) 1,750,863 1,865,781 1,750,863
Mixed Use FAR 0.50 0.53 0.50
Parking Stalls |
MPK21 1,476 1,495 1,495
MPK22 1,294 0 0
MPK23 518 57 57
Parking Garage | 1,736 1,736
Hotel 245 245
Total Parking Stalls 3,533 3,288 3,533
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LEGAL

EXHIBIT ‘A’ D
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

ADJUSTED PARCEL 1

REAL PROPERTY SITUATE IN THE CITY OF MENLO PARK, COUNTY OF SAN MATEO, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS: '

BEING A PORTION OF PARCEL 1, AS SAID PARCEL IS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN CERTAIN LOT

LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 12-01, RECORDED JANUARY 11, 2013, AS INSTRUMENT NO. 201 3-006488,
OFFICIAL RECORDS OF SAN MATEQ COUNTY, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS

FOLLOWS:
BEGINNING AT THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL 1, SAID CORNER BEING A POINT ON

THE SOUTHERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF ROUTE 84 (BAYFRONT EXPRESSWAY), AS SAID ROUTE IS
SHOWN ON THAT CERTAIN CALTRANS RIGHT OF WAY MAP FOR ROUTE 84 IN THE COUNTY OF SAN

MATEO ON SHEETS R-105.2 THROUGH R-105.4;

THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1, SOUTH 64° 50' 10" EAST, 11.22 FEET;
THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID NORTHERLY LINE, SOUTH 81° 12! 00" EAST, 367.60 FEET;
THENCE SOUTH 22° 56" 17" WEST, 393.03 FEET;

THENGE NORTH 54° 23' 26" WEST, 198.82 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 65° 36’ 59" WEST, 158.40 FEET TO A POINT ON WESTERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1;
THENCE ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE, NORTH 19° 16’ 42" EAST, 238.47 FEET:

THENCE CONTINUING ALONG SAID WESTERLY LINE, NORTH 22° 32’ 00" EAST, 18.08 FEET TO THE
POINT OF BEGINNING.

CONTAINING 2.60 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.
AS SHOWN ON EXHIBIT “B", ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

KIER & WRIGHT CIVIL ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS, INC.

ﬁ/ﬁ\;ﬂ? 2 i /i"?’

RICHARD J HICKENBO‘I'I'OM.- LS 8654 DATE
LICENSE EXPIRES: 12/31/17

RICHARD J. XA
HICKENBOTTOM \3)
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LEGAL o
EXHIBIT ‘A’ s
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT

ADJUSTED PARCEL 2
REAL PROPERTY SITUATE IN THE CITY OF MENLO PARK, COUNTY OF SAN MATEOQ, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEING A PORTION OF PARCEL 1, AS SAID PARCEL 1 1S DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN LOT LINE
ADJUSTMENT NO. 12-01, RECORDED JANUARY 11, 2013 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 201 3-006489, AND ALL
OF PARCEL A, AS SAID PARCEL A IS DESCRIBED IN THAT CERTAIN LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 13-01,
RECORDED MAY 2, 2013 AS INSTRUMENT NO. 2013-066476, OFFICIAL RECORDS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY, BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SAID PARCEL A, SAID CORNER BEING A POINT ON THE
NORTHERLY LINE OF THE 100 FOOT WIDE SOUTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD DUMBARTON CUT OFF

RIGHT OF WAY;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL A AND SAID PARCEL 1, SOUTH 85° 08’ 20"
WEST, 2093.09 FEET;

THENCE ALONG THE SOUTHERLY AND WESTERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL 1 THE FOLLOWING
TWELVE (12) COURSES:

1) ALONG THE ARC OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE TO THE LEFT, THE CENTER OF WHICH BEARS
SOUTH 50° 31" 12" WEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 231.72 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 53° 54'
38" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 218.03 FEET,

2) SOUTH 85° 08’ 20" WEST, 1370.12 FEET,

3) SOUTH 22° 32' 00" WEST, 42.84 FEET,

4) ALONG THE ARC OF A NON-TANGENT CURVE TO THE RIGHT, THE CENTER OF WHICH BEARS
NORTH 02° 53' 18" WEST, HAVING A RADIUS OF 335.00 FEET, THROUGH A CENTRAL ANGLE OF 112°
10' 00" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 655.82 FEET,

5) NORTH 19° 16' 42" EAST, 388.09 FEET,

6) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 93° 36’ 25" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 32.67 FEET,

7) SOUTH 67° 06’ 53" EAST, 5.00 FEET,
8) NORTH 22° 53' 07" EAST, 30.00 FEET,

9) SOUTH 67° 06’ 53” EAST, 5.63 FEET,

10) NORTH 22° 53' 07” EAST, 30.00 FEET,

11) NORTH 67° 06’ 53" WEST, 5.00 FEET, AND

12) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 20.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 86° 23’ 35" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 30.16 FEET;

THENCE SOUTH 65° 36' 59" EAST, 158.40 FEET;
THENCE SQUTH 54° 23' 26" EAST, 198.82 FEET;

THENCE NORTH 22° 56" 17" EAST, 393,03 FEET TO A POINT ON THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID
PARCEL 1; .

W:\2015\A15571-10\Documents\Legal Descriptions\A15571-10-LLA-ADJ PCL 2_RECORD.docx



THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINE OF SAID PARCEL 1, SOUTH 81° 12' 00" EAST, 2132.40 FEET;

THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL 1 AND SAID PARCEL A, NORTH 89°.21' 50"
EAST, 823.77 FEET TO THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF PARCEL B, AS SAID PARCEL IS DESCRIBED IN
SAID LOT LINE ADJUSTMENT NO. 13-01 (2013-066476);

THENCE ALONG THE NORTHERLY AND EASTERLY LINES OF SAID PARCEL A THE FOLLOWING
FIFTEEN (15) COURSES:

1) SOUTH 31° 06' 06" EAST, 39.45 FEET,
2) SOUTH 0° 38’ 10" EAST, 40.00 FEET,

3) NORTH 89° 21’ 50" EAST, 60.00 FEET,
4) NORTH 0° 38’ 10" WEST, 40.00 FEET

5) NORTH 29° 49' 46" EAST, 39.45 FEET,
6) NORTH 89° 21' 50” EAST, 79.91 FEET,
7) SOUTH 31° 06’ 06" EAST, 39.45 FEET,
8) NORTH 89° 21’ 50° EAST, 60.00 FEET,
9) NORTH 29° 49' 46" EAST, 39.45 FEET,

© 10) NORTH 89° 21’ 50" EAST, 1012.83 FEET,
11) SOUTH 82° 24’ 08" EAST, 162.24 FEET,

12) ALONG THE ARC OF A CURVE TO THE RIGHT, HAVING A RADIUS OF 45.00 FEET, THROUGH A
CENTRAL ANGLE OF 81° 18' 03" FOR AN ARC LENGTH OF 63.85 FEET,

13) SOUTH 01° 06' 05" EAST, 171.90 FEET,

14) SOUTH 14° 09' 17" WEST, 107.79 FEET, AND

15) SOUTH 22° 13' 35" WEST, 112.49 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING.
CONTAINING 77.71 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

AS SHOWN ON EXHIBIT “B", ATTACHED HERETO AND MADE A PART HEREOF.

KIER & WRIGHT CIVIL ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS, INC.

N =

RICHARD J. HICKENBOTTOM, LS 8654
LICENSEEXPIRES: 12/31/17

RICHARD J. X
HICKENBOTTOM
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Attachment 5

Draft Bridge Maintenance Agreement



WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO
City of Menlo Park

701 Laurel Street

Menlo Park, CA 94025

Attn: City Clerk

Documentary Transfer Tax: $-0- No apparent value
"No fee required” (Government Code Section 6103 &
27383)

Recorded for the benefit of the City of Menlo Park.

The undersigned declares this instrument to be exempt
from Recording Fees (Govt. Code § 27383) and
Documentary Transfer Tax (Rev. & Tax. Code §11922).

(Space above this line reserved for Recorder's use only)

MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT

This Maintenance Agreement (“Agreement”) is made and entered into effective as of

(“Effective Date”), by and between Hibiscus Properties, LLC (“Facebook”), and the CITY OF MENLO PARK,
a California municipal corporation (“City,”) each referred to as a “Party” and collectively referred to as the

“Parties” with reference to the following facts:

RECITALS

A. Facebook is the project sponsor and lead developer of the Facebook Campus Expansion Project,
a redevelopment of an approximate 58-acre site located at 301-309 Constitution Drive within the
City of Menlo Park, County of San Mateo, State of California, which is now particularly described

in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference, (the “Property”).

B. The Facebook Expansion Project includes two office buildings, a parking garage, and a hotel.
The project is subject to an “Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit,” recorded
December 16, 2016, as instrument 2016-133796, in Official Records of the County of San Mateo,

which sets forth certain conditions that apply to the project (the “Conditions of Approval”).

Conditions 9.44 and 11.15 of the Conditions of Approval require Facebook to enter into a long-
term maintenance agreement for certain improvements to be constructed within Caltrans’ right-of-
way, as well as the Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge. Facebook is also obligated to maintain certain

on-site landscaping improvements installed as part of the project.

C. Facebook is also obligated to maintain certain improvements from MPK 20, also known as the
West Campus. The West Campus entitlements were approved by the City Council in March and
April of 2013. Construction was completed in 2016. The project is governed by the “Second
Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit,” recorded December 19, 2017, as
instrument 2017-114053, in Official Records of the County of San Mateo, which sets forth certain

conditions that apply to the project (the “Conditions of Approval”).

D. The projects described above in paragraphs B and C are hereinafter referred to as the “Project.”

E. The City and Facebook desire to enter into this Agreement for the purpose of assuring the
maintenance, periodic inspection, repair, and, if and when necessary, replacement of certain

improvements by Facebook pursuant to the Conditions of Approval and this agreement.

AGREEMENT




NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the terms and conditions of this Agreement, the Parties agree as

follows:

1. Obligation to Maintain Certain Improvements. Facebook, at its sole expense, shall be
responsible for the maintenance, periodic inspection, repair, and, if and when necessary,
replacement of the improvements which have been, or are to be, constructed as part of the
Project (the “Improvements”) as described below and as depicted on Exhibits B-K, attached
hereto.

Number | Reference | Location Improvements to be maintained* | Jurisdiction

1 CDP 8.2 Access Improvements Utility improvements, curb cuts, | Caltrans

(new access from driveway, signal, frontage
Bayfront Expressway) improvements (See Exhibit B)
2 CDP 11.3, | Bicycle Pedestrian New bridge (See Exhibit B) Caltrans
11.15 bridge over Bayfront
Expressway
4 TRA-1.1f Constitution Drive and New traffic signal, median City of Menlo
Chilco Street modifications, signing and Park
intersection striping, landscaping (See
Exhibit C)

5 TRA-1.1m | Bayfront Expressway New Building 21 signalized Caltrans

and Building 21 entrance from Bayfront
entrance Expressway (See Exhibit B)

6 TRA-4.1 Constitution Drive New sidewalk, pedestrian City of Menlo
crosswalks and curb ramps (See | Park
Exhibit D)

7 TRA-5.1a | Hamilton Avenue Bicycle boulevard treatments City of Menlo
between Chilco and the ped/bike | Park
overcrossing of US 101 (See
Exhibit E)

8 TRA-5.1b | Northbound access to Improvements for northbound Caltrans

the project site for bicyclists to cross Willow and
bicyclists access the project site (See
Exhibit F)
9 DA 7.1.6 Chilco Streetscape Bicycle barrier, bioswale, bike City of Menlo
Improvements phases 1- | lane, median, landscaping, Park
4 stormwater maintenance
facilities (See Exhibit G)
10 DA 7.1.7 Chilco Streetscape Bicycle barrier, bioswale, bike City of Menlo
Improvements phases 5- | lane, median, landscaping, Park
6 stormwater maintenance
facilities (See Exhibit G)
11 MPK 20 Bayfront Expressway Facebook is responsible to Caltrans
along MPK 20 frontage | maintain drainage system and
landscaping along Bayfront
Expressway (Exhibit H)
12 MPK 20 Willow Road along Facebook is responsible to Caltrans
MPK 20 frontage maintain drainage system and
landscaping along Willow Road
(Exhibit I and J)

13 MPK 20 Bayfront Expressway, Traffic signal operation and Caltrans

post mile 27.3 to 27.7, maintenance cost. Facebook is




new traffic signal, new responsible for paying 100%of
left turn to Facebook traffic signal operation and
West Campus maintenance costs (Exhibit K)
14 MPK 20 Emergency vehicle Facebook is responsible to Caltrans
access on Willow Road, | maintain landscaping in median
between Bayfront island. (Exhibit I)
Expressway and railroad
tracks

* Intended as a summary but not comprehensive list of improvements to be maintained by Facebook

All repairs and replacement shall comply with Caltrans and City standards, at a minimum.
Facebook shall further perform the following with respect to the Improvements:

a. Regularly maintain, repair and replace the Improvements in a good condition and in a way
that presents a healthy, neat and orderly appearance;

b. Maintain all plazas, open space, sidewalks, paths, separated bicycle lanes, and other paved
areas in clean and weed-free condition, and keep such areas reasonably clear of dirt, mud,
trash, debris or other matter which is unsafe or unsightly;

c. Perform such other acts that are reasonably necessary or desirable to preserve and protect
the Improvements and the appearance, safety and operation thereof in accordance with this
Agreement and the foregoing standard.

d. Facebook shall be responsible for performing all of the City’s maintenance and other
responsibilities required pursuant to that certain Freeway Maintenance Agreement, “For
Pedestrian Overcrossing and Various Improvements in the City of Menlo Park,” Bayfront
Expressway POC (Br.No. 35-0358) and Various Improvements SM-84-PM 26.4/27.6.

e. For any other improvements within Caltrans jurisdiction listed above, for which the City
enters into a Maintenance Agreement, Facebook shall be responsible for performing all of
the City’s maintenance and other responsibilities required pursuant to such Maintenance
Agreement.

f.  Prior to completion of construction of the POC, Facebook shall prepare and submit a
maintenance plan and schedule to the Director of Public Works for review and approval, and
shall comply with such approved Maintenance Plan.

Reservation of Management Authority. Facebook reserves the right to delegate its obligations
under this Agreement to an agent or manager or to designate another party to perform the rights
and obligations of Facebook at its sole discretion (such party, a “Third-Party Manager”).
Facebook’s appointment of a Third-Party Manager shall not relieve Facebook of its obligations
under this Agreement.

Compliance with Applicable Laws. All maintenance work shall conform to all applicable federal
and state Occupation Safety and Health Act standards and regulations for the performance of
maintenance. Any and all chemicals, unhealthful substances, and pesticides used in and during
maintenance shall be applied in accordance with all governmental requirements.

Changes and Modifications to Improvements. If Facebook determines that changes or
modifications to the Improvements are reasonably necessary to ensure that the Improvements
are adequately maintained, Facebook shall notify the City in writing of such determination and of
the changes/modifications that Facebook believes to be necessary, and submit (if necessary) a
building and/or encroachment permit application, complete with plans and required fees, to the
City for approval. Any and all changes shall be consistent with the Conditions of Approval. Any
changes in Caltrans right of way shall be subject to Caltrans approvals and Caltrans terms and
conditions for work within its right of way.

Encroachment Permit; Right of Entry. Facebook and the City acknowledge that, to the extent
that the Improvements are located within the City rights-of-way, Facebook will be required to
obtain encroachment permit (or permits) from the City to allow Facebook to perform its




obligations under this Agreement. The City agrees to expedite review and approval of any
application for an encroachment permit pursuant to this Section 5. Facebook is responsible for
the payment of any encroachment permit fees, unless otherwise waived by the Public Works
Director. Prior to any work in the public right of way, Facebook shall submit typical traffic control
plans for approval for work performed in the City right of way. Facebook shall submit
supplementary traffic control plans for unusual circumstances that are out of the ordinary for right
of way maintenance. The encroachment permit shall set forth the terms and provisions upon
which Facebook has a right to enter into such rights-of-way in order to perform maintenance,
inspection, and repair and, if and when necessary, replacement services (collectively,
“Maintenance Services”), consistent with the following:

a. Permitted Uses. Facebook may enter upon such Improvements as are located within the City
rights-of-way, and may temporarily block reasonably necessary portions of the adjoining
street surfaces, solely for the purpose of performing Maintenance Services, and incidental
purposes thereto, such as operating equipment and storing materials during the period
maintenance services are being performed. Facebook shall not use such areas for any other
purpose.

b. Insurance. Facebook shall obtain and deliver to the City, at no cost to the City, certificates of
comprehensive public liability and property damage insurance naming City, its officers,
agents, and employees as additional insureds in a combined single limit of $1,000,000.00 for
the death and injury of any persons in any one occurrence; and for property damage in any
one occurrence. A certificate of said insurance policy shall be provided to City prior to
commencement of any work within the City rights-of-way pursuant to this Agreement.

c. Permits and Approvals. To the extent that performance of the Maintenance Services requires
other governmental permits or consents from agencies other than the City, Facebook shall, at
its sole cost and expense, diligently pursue obtaining such approvals or consents at its own
expense.

Term. This Agreement shall commence immediately upon the Effective Date and shall continue
in perpetuity until and unless terminated by the City. In the event that the City determines that the
maintenance obligations under this Agreement are no longer required, then the City, at the
request of Facebook, shall execute a release of this Agreement, which Facebook shall record in
the County Recorder’s Office at its sole expense.

Indemnification. Facebook agrees, while engaged in the Maintenance Services provided for in
this Agreement, to place and maintain suitable safeguards sufficient to prevent injury to any
persons and to indemnify, defend and hold harmless the City, its officers, representatives, and
employees from and against any and all claims for loss, injury or damage (the “Claims”) resulting
from the prosecution of said work except to the extent any Claim arises out of the negligence or
willful misconduct of the City.

Default. The failure to maintain the Improvements will constitute an event of default. Upon such
event of default, the City shall provide written notice to Facebook. Upon receipt of the written
notice, Facebook shall have thirty (30) days to remedy such event of default (or such longer
period of time as may reasonably be required, provided that Facebook shall commence to
remedy such default within thirty (30) days period and thereafter diligently prosecute such remedy
to completion). If Facebook fails to remedy the event of default within the prescribed time period,
the City shall have the right to do all work necessary to remedy the event of default and charge
Facebook actual costs incurred by the City for such work. Any disputes about the occurrence of
an event of default shall be resolved pursuant to the dispute resolution procedure set forth in
Section 9.

Hazards. Hazards as determined by the City shall either be repaired or temporarily repaired by
Facebook as quickly as reasonably possible, but in no event longer than ten (10) days of written
notification of the hazard. If hazard is not repaired or temporarily repaired within ten (10) days,




the City may perform the work on behalf of Facebook and charge Facebook actual costs incurred
by the City for such work.

10. Dispute Resolution. If either Party determines the other is in violation of one or more terms of
this Agreement or if there is a dispute with respect to the scope of either Parties’ respective
maintenance obligations, they shall provide notice to the other in writing of what actions or
inactions they deem to be in violation. Within thirty (30) days of receipt of such notice, the party
receiving the notice shall respond to the notice in writing. If the Parties still dispute compliance
with this Agreement, within an additional sixty (60) days, the Parties shall meet and confer in a
good faith attempt to resolve their dispute. If the Parties cannot informally resolve the dispute,
they will enter into binding arbitration, conducted by an arbitrator agreed to by the Parties. Either
party may request that the presiding Judge of the San Mateo County Superior Court select an
arbitrator. The arbitration shall be binding and not subject to appeal. The arbitration shall be
conducted in accordance with the arbitration rules and procedures of JAMS/ENDISPUTE or other
conventional rules agreed to by the parties. The arbitrator shall be empowered to determine a
prevailing party and award payment of reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs to that party. To the
extent there are multiple issues with a different prevailing party for one or more issues, the
arbitrator may take those facts into account in terms of an award for fees and costs.

11. No Impairment of Mortgagee. No violation or breach of the agreements, conditions, restrictions,
provisions or limitations contained in this Agreement shall defeat or render invalid or in any way
impair the lien or charge of any mortgage, deed of trust or other financing or security instrument;
provided, however, that any successor of Facebook to the Project or any portion thereof shall be
bound by such agreements, conditions, restrictions, limitations and provisions, whether such
successor's title was acquired by foreclosure, deed in lieu of foreclosure, trustee's sale or
otherwise.

12. Assignment by Facebook. Facebook may assign its obligations under this Agreement only with
the prior written approval of the City, not to be unreasonably withheld, conditioned or delayed. In
connection with any such assignment, Facebook and its assignee shall execute and deliver to the
City a written assignment and assumption agreement in a form acceptable to the City Attorney.

13. Notices. Any notices relating to this Agreement shall be given in writing and shall be deemed
sufficiently given and served for all purposes when delivered personally or by generally
recognized overnight courier service, or five (5) days after deposit in the United States mail,
certified or registered, return receipt requested, with postage prepaid, addressed as follows:

To Facebook: Hibiscus Properties, LLC
c/o Facebook, Inc.
1 Hacker Way
Menlo Park, CA 94025
Attn: Director of Facilities

With a copy to: Arent Fox, LLP
55 2nd Street, 21st Floor
San Francisco, California 94105-3470
Attn: Frank R. Petrilli

To the City: City of Menlo Park
701 Laurel St.
Menlo Park, California 94025
Attn: City Manager

With a copy to: City of Menlo Park
701 Laurel St.
Menlo Park, California 94025




14.

Attn: City Attorney

MISCELLANEOQOUS.

a.

Entire Agreement, Amendments. This Agreement contains the entire understanding and
agreement of the parties. This Agreement may be altered, amended or modified only by an
instrument in writing executed by the Parties.

Recitals. The Recitals are hereby incorporated by reference into the terms of this Agreement.
Governing Law. This Agreement shall be construed and governed in accordance with the
laws of the State of California. Venue shall be the County of San Mateo.

Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparts which
together shall constitute the Agreement of the Parties.

Exhibits. Any and all exhibits and schedules attached or to be attached hereto are hereby
incorporated and made a part of the Agreement by reference.

Severability. If any term, provision, covenant or condition of this Agreement is held to be
invalid, void or unenforceable, the remainder of its provisions shall remain in full force and
effect.

Authority. Each person executing this Agreement on behalf of a Party represents and
warrants that such person is duly and validly authorized to do so on behalf of the entity it
purports to bind and if such party is a partnership, corporation or trustee, that such
partnership, corporation or trustee has full right and authority to enter into this Agreement and
perform all of its obligations hereunder.

No Agency Relationship. Neither Facebook nor any of Facebook’s agents, contractors or
subcontractors are or shall be considered to be agents of City in connection with the
performance of any of Facebook’s obligations under this Agreement.

Attorneys' Fees and Costs. Either party may bring a lawsuit to enforce or require
performance of the terms of this Agreement, and the prevailing party in such suit or
proceeding shall be entitled to recover from the other party's reasonable costs and expenses,
including attorneys' fees.

Covenants Running with Lands. The obligations of Facebook herein shall be binding on
Facebook’s successors and assigns and shall constitute covenants running with the land and
binding on future owners of the land.

Attachments: Exhibit A Legal Description of the Property

Exhibit B-K Maintenance Areas

(Signature blocks on following page.)




IN WITNESS HEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the date first stated above.

FACEBOOK:
HIBISCUS PROPERTIES LLC
a Delaware limited liability company

Name, Title Date

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

William L. McClure, City Attorney Date

CITY OF MENLO PARK:

Alex D. Mclintyre, City Manager Date

ATTEST:

Judi A. Herren, City Clerk Date



Exhibit A

Legal Description



Exhibits B-K

Maintenance Areas
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RAYCHEM CORPORATTION, a California corporation,

w7, hereinafter called first party, in consideration of value adequate therefor paid by PACIFIC GAS
a AND ELECTRIC COMPANY, a California corporation, hereinafter called second party, the
receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, heréby grants to second party the right to erect, con-
struet, reconstruct, replace, remove, maintain anq use a line of towers. with such wires and cables
as second party shall from time to time suspend therefrom for the transmission of electric energy,
and for communication purposes, and all necessary and proper foundations, footings, crossarms
and other appliances and fixtures for use in connection with said towers, wires and cables, to-
gether with a right of way, on, along and in all of the hereinafter described strip of those certain

lands which are situate in the City of Menlo Park ..County of

...... San Mateo ..., State of California, and are described as follows:

The three parcels of land, (a) described and designated PARCEL I
in the deed fram L. C, Smith and others to Raychem Corporation dated
February 1, 1967 and recorded in the office of the County Recorder of
sald County of San Mateo in Book 5273 of Official Records at page 163,
(o) described in the deed from A. G. Thies and others to Raychem
Corporation dated Janmuary 27, ;965 and recorded in the office of said
County Recorder in Book 4908 of Official Records at page 318, and (c)
described in the deed from David D, Bohamnon and wife to Raychem
Corporation dated Janumary 27, 1965 and recorded in the office of gaid
County Recorder in Book L4910 of Official Records at vage 325.

The aforesald strip is described as follows:»

-
&
b!

1. A strip of land of the uniform width of 95 feet extending from the o
easterly boundary line of the parcel of land described and designated %
PARCEL I in the deed from L. C. Smith and others to Raychem Corporation s
dated February 1, 1967 and recorded in the office of the County Recorder g’;
of sald County of San Mateo in Book 5273 of 0fficlal Records at page bepm

163, northwesterly to the northwesterly boundary line of the parcel of

land described in the deed from David D. Bohannon and wife to Raychem
Corporation dated January 27, 1965 and recorded in the office of said
County Recorder in Book 4910 of Official Records at page 325 and Lying

37.5 feet on the northerly side and 57.5 feet on the southerly side

of the line which begins at a point in the easterly boundary line of said
parcel of land desgignated PARCEL I and runs thence north 84° 15' west 85
feet, more or less; thence north 80° 0641/2' west T30.6 feet, to & point
herein for convenience called Point "A"; thence contimuing morth 80° 06-1/2°

indexege VOL@@ZZ FAGE gg



wegt 113.5 feet, to a point that is distant 37.5 feet southerly fram
(meagured at a right angle to) the northerly boundary line of the
parcel of land described in the deed from A. G. Thies and others

to Raychem Corporation dated January 27, 1965 and recorded in the
office of said County Recorder in Book 4908 ‘of Official Records at
page 318; thence parallel with the northerly boundery line of the
parcel of land described in said deed recorded in Book 4908 of
Official Records at page 318 and continuing 37.5 feet southerly from
(measured at a right angle to) the northerly boundary line of the
parcel of land described in said deed recorded in Book 4910 of
Official Records at page 325 the following two courses, namely:
north 81° 18' west 1317.0 feet, to a point herein for convenience ‘
called Point "B"; thence north 64° 56' west 12 feet, more or léss, At
to a point in the northwesterly boundary line of the parcel of land

described in said deed recorded in Book 4910 of Official Records at

page 325; said Point "A" bears south L4° 57-1/2' east 40.8 feet distent.

from the 7/8 inch iron pipe (tagged R.C.E. 5476) marking the north-

easterly corner of the parcel of land described in said deed recorded

in Book 4908 of Official Records at page 318.

First perty further grants to second party the right to erect, construct,
reconstruct, replace, remove, malntain and use a line of steel poles with such
wires as second party shall from time to time suspend therefrom for the
transmisgion of electric energy, and for communicabion purposes, and all
necesgsary and proper foundations, footings, crossarms, guys, anchors and
other appliances and fixtures for use in connection with saild poles and wires,
together with a right of way, on, along and in all of the strip of land
described as follows:

2. A strip of land of the uniform width of 50 feet extending from the
southerly boundary line of the strip of land hereinbefore described and
dezignated L southwesterly and soubheasterly to the northwesterly and
westerly boundary line of the strip of land described in the deed from
David D, Bohannon and wife to Pacific Gas and Electric Company dated
Auvgust 5, 1952 and recorded in the office of said County Recorder in
‘Book 2290 of Official Records at page 519 and lying equally on each side
of the line which bhegins at a point in the southerly boundary line of
said strip of land designated 1L from which said Point "B" bears north
11° hl—l/E' east 57.6 feet distant and runs thence south 22° 27-1/2' west
771.0 feet; thence south 16° 51~l/2' east 398.1 feet, more or less, to a
point in the northwesterly boundary line of the strip of land described
in said deed dated August 5, 1952,

First party also grants to second party, the right to erect, maintain,
replace, remove and use a line of poles with all necessary and proper crossarms,
braces, anchors, guys and other appliances and fixtures for use in connection
therewith, and to suspend therefrom, maintain and use such wires as second
party shall from time to time deem necessary for the transmission and distri-
bution of electric energy within the boundary lines of said strip of land
designated 1.

w3422 100
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First party, for the consideration aforesaid, further grants to second party, the right of in-
gress to and egress from said strip over and across said lands by means of roads and lanesg
thereon, if such there be, otherwise by such route or routes as shall occasion the least practicable
damage and inconvenience to first party, provided, that such right of ingress and egress shall not
extend to any portion of said lands which is isolated from said strip by any public road or high-
way, now crossing or hereafter crossing said lands.

First party shall have the right to use said strip for purposes not inconsistent with second
party’s full enjoyment of the rights hereby granted, provided that first party shall not erect or
construct any building or other structure, or drill or operate any well, within said strip.

Second party shall have the further right to install, maintain and use gates in all fences
which now cross or shall hereafter cross said strip.

Second party shall also have the right from time to time to trim and to cut down and clear
away any and all trees and brush now or hereafter on said strip and shall have the further right
from time to time to trim and to cut down and clear away any trees on either side of said strip
which now or hereafter in the opinion of second party may be a hazard to said towers, wires or
cables, by reason of the danger of falling thereon, provided, however, that all trees which second
party is hereby authorized to cut and remove, if valuable for timber or wood, shall continue to
be the property of first party, but all tops, lops, brush and refuse wood shall be burned or removed
by second party.

Second party shall also have the right to mark the location of said strip by suitable markers
set in the ground or on said towers, but said markers when set in the ground shall be placed in
fences or other locations which will not interfere with any reasonable use first party shall make
of said strip.

Second party shall repair any damage it shall do to first party’s private roads or lanes on said
lands, and shall indemnify first party against any loss and damage which shall be caused by the
exercise of said ingress and egress, or by any wrongful or negligent act or omission of second
party or of its agents or employees in the course of their employment.

The provisions hereof shall inure to the benefit of and bind the successors and assigns of
the respective parties hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF first party has executed these presents this.F ifteenth day of

December , 19 67 .

RAYCHEM COREORATION
//;a/ ’/l ijfféﬁagf“zzfﬂf/7 .

I‘.bs Viee P _|ﬁen/‘r

fd B S L

Tts Assistant Secretary

,/

Executed in the presence of

kﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁiiAéﬁiﬂA 6224£¢¢4QL£¢442,///

)%ﬁﬂness
//

San Jose
E.S. 2683 .
Dwgs. 28221 N
& 28020
& 026289

FOR NOTARY'S USE ONLY T.535., R.3W.,
M.D.B.& M.
Sectlon 23
Ng of SWLl_
NW“_ of SE)_,_

S8
w? - 225

Prepored_%
Chockod L HE__

ocr3tsr v D422 ace L0

-



STATE OF CALIFORNIA, v 422 ., . i1 7
San Mateo 5. LITCL s L7

e o OUNEY O BT
On ihis 15th day of ... December in the year one thousand wine hundred and. 6/ ,
before me, . Helen M. Gordon a Notary Public,

....... ol

State of California, duly commissioned and sworn, personally oppeored. el

R. . W. Muchmore and A . Q. Amstrong
known to me to be the.... M ice President.and Assistant Secretary.respectively. ...
of the corporation described n and that executed the within instrumient, and also known fo me fo be

Cowdery’s Form No. 28— (Acknowledgment-—Corporation).
{C. C. Secs. 1190-1190.1) {PRINTED B-1.64) 42-09850

‘ V(L 5422 FRCE j_ﬂ?;
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AGREEMENT
MODIFYING AN EASEMENT

TYCO/RAYCHEM ELECTRONICS .
hereinafter called Grantor, makes this agreement with PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC
COMPANY, a California corporation, hereinafter called PG&E, affecting the lands of Grantor,
situate in the City of Menlo Park, County of San Mateo, State of California, and described as
follows: '

(APN 055-244-01)

The parcel of land described in the deed from David D. Bohannon and
‘Ophelia E. Bohannon, his wife, to Raychem Corporation, dated January 27, 1965,
and recorded in Book 4910 of Official Records at page 325, San Mateo County
Records; EXCEPTING THEREFROM the parcel of land described and
designated PARCEL 46737-3 in the final order of condemnation, wherein
Raychem Corporation, et al, are defendents, dated July 27, 1983 and recorded as
Document Number 83078012, Official Records of the County of San Mateo.

PG&E is the owner of the following right of way and easement (hereinafter called the
Easement) across Grantor’s said lands:

The right of way and easement conveyed by Raychem Corporation to
PG&E by deed dated December 15, 1967 and recorded in Volume 5422 of
Official Records at page 99, San Mateo County Records, for the construction and
reconstruction of electric transmission facilities.

-1-

P.G.&E. CO.
L_COPY
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PG&E desires, and Grantor is w1111ng, to modify the Easement to include additional
rights for telecommunications facilities:

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and for good and valuable
consideration paid to Grantor by PG&E, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, the
Grantor hereby grants to PG&E the additional right to install, construct, maintain, repair, replace,
use and operate for the purposes of transmitting information in any form, telecommunications
equipment, including, but not limited to, wires, fiberoptic cables, powered transceiver stations,
and antennae, and related appliances, appurtenances, and fixtures, affixed to or suspended from
PG&E’s towers or placed upon or in the ground adjacent to PG&E’s towers or poles within the
strips of land described in said Easement, together with the right to install, receive and maintain
utility services therefor.

Grantor further grants to PG&E the right to assign, lease, permit, or license to
telecommunications service companies any or ail of the additional rights granted herein together
with the right of ingress and egress granted in said Easement. PG&E’s right to assign, lease,
permit, or license to telecommunications service companies any or all of the additional rights
granted herein together with the right of ingress and egress shall be subject to Grantor’s prior
written consent, not unreasonably withheld; further, Grantor shall have the right to approve, not
unreasonably withheld, the instrument of assignment, lease, permit or license proposed by
Grantee. Grantee’s Assignee’s right of ingress and egress shall be subject to 48 hours prior notice
to Grantor’s Customer Service Department.

All work undertaken by PG&E and/or its assignee(s) shall be performed in accordance
with plans submitted to and approved by Grantor, which approval shall not be unreasonably
withheld.

Except as expressly set forth herein, this agreement shall not in any way alter, modify, or
terminate any provision of said Easement. Except as expressly provided herein, PG&E and
assignee(s) shall have no additional rights in Grantor’s property.

This Agreement shall inure to the benefit of and bind the successors and assigns of the
respective parties hereto.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement this
day of Jone 23 , 2000

TYCO/RAYCHEM ELECTRONICS PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY

@/AW o LN B

£ __ d Brown
§\(§/\.\_\d~ g *‘CSQ‘\ 5} (C{:‘{ Superv1sor — Land Rights Services

By
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE NOWLEDGMENT
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SRS INS PN SN IR

State of California

County of Sam //?a‘)‘ﬂo
On 0/0/25/02»000 , before me, LMA %% ﬂOS‘Jlﬂ/ %ﬁ"y Ré//c

phte Name and Title of Officer (e.g., “dane Doe, Notary/Public") ;ﬁ

personally appeared ;S‘ P_—.ﬂg e /es / e , 8
Name(s) of Signer(s) ’%
2

/Z%ersonally known to me 2
0 proved to me on the basis of satisfactory

evidence 9

3

OIS

to be the personlg} whose name(g) isie
subscribed to the within instrument and i
acknowledged to me that he/shte/théy executed 5
the same in his/hér/thgir~ authorized o)
capacity(ip), and that by his/hkrtpéir 9
signature@ on the instrument the persongz,), o) )
the entity upon behalf of which the personfé

acted, executed the instrument.

N N TN o A Lo AN LN LT LT KN A0 Y FP N PN LT T L9 £ N L2 P O £

NI AN AN AN A KR AT

@ WITNESS my hand and official seal. 0
( ,23
@:" Place Notary Seal Above . " Signature of Notary Public 9
@ OPTIONAL :
(E Though the information below is not required by law, it may prove valuable to persons relying on the document 33
'é and could prevent fraudulent removal and reattachment of this form to another document. ) ")j
2 Description of Attached Document 5
@  Title or Type of Document: Aqeem 3“"‘ //MO&/ c"g( (g Qe Eas (;"‘"6“} %
& / / r/ , )
€ DocumentDate: __ & y 07-3,/.20 oo Number of Pages: 3 i

Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:

Capacity(ies) Claimed by Signer
(%;ner’s Name: 25”',0-614( € L‘é’é /c‘{‘ RIGHT THUMBPRINT 9

g OF SIGNER B)
Individual Top of thumb here &

Corporate Officer — Title(s): 5
Partner — O Limited (1 General : 0
§ Attorney in Fact 0)
@ Trustee )

Guardian or Conservator %
Other: &

 ———— K

@  SignerIs Representing: o)

N R 8 A A A AN A A N S S S S S s T S S S TS NS 73S

© 1997 National Notary Association » 9350 De Soto Ave., P.O. Box 2402 » Chatsworth, CA 91313-2402 Prod. No. 56907 Reorder: Call Toll-Free 1-800-876-6827
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State of California
County of San Francisco

On 7 / 2-( / e , before me, Jeanette Johnson, Notary Public,
personally appeared Jared W. Brown, personally known to me to be the person whose

~ name is subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he executed the
same in his authorized capacity, and that by his signature on the instrument the person, or
the entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal

JEANETTE JOHNSON
Commission # 1111719
Norary Public — Caiitornio

San Francisco Courty
My Comm, Expires Sep 17, 2000

Jared Brown, Supervisor Land Rights Services
Representing: Pacific Gas & Electric Company



..

Golden Gate Region
Peninsula Division
Auth.: 8031565
TSS, R3W, MDB&M
Sec 23, N2 of Sw4
Ref Dwg.: 28221
Aff: 2305-03-1503
Prepared: JBO
Revised: JBO

































Attachment 7

Location Map with Bridge Layout
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POUST MILES
INDEX TO BRIDGE PLANS GENERAL NOTES el oy __ L _ e E
o4 SM 84 R26.8/R2T.1
SHeET Tinie SweeT Tine LOAD & RESISTANCE FACTOR DESIGN _
1 CENERAL PLAN 41 GIRDER DETAILS No. 1 For 010._,mn4 specific cesign criterio, see "Bayfrent Pedestrian Overcrossing Structural
2 STRUCTURE PLAN Mo. 1 42  GIRDER DETAILS No. 2 Design Criterio Memorondom” dated June 08, 2017. REGISTERED CIVIL CNGINELR DATE .,.Wv
3 STRUCTURE PLAN No. 2 43  CIRDER DETAILS No. 3 DESIGN: AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications, 6th Edition, supplemented by LRFD
4 STRUCTURE PLAM No. 3 44  GIRDER DETAILS Mo. 4 Cuide Specifications for the Design of Pedestrion Bridges doted December 2009,
5 INDEX TO PLANS 45  GIRDER DETAILS Mo. 5 and Caltrans Amendments, prefoce doted Jonuory 2014 PLANS APPROVAL DATE
6  DECK CONTOURS No. 1 46  GIRDER DETAILS Mo. & SEISMIC DESIGN: Coltrons Seismic Design Criteria [SDC) Version 1.7 bl ol il
T DECK CONTOURS No. 2 47 GIRDER SPLICE DETAILS No. 1 Soppianenen by the. Loitrons Selsmic-besign ol (il o. deaind S4pod 0. A P i
8  CAMBER DIAGRAM No. 1 48 GIRDER SPLICE DETAILS No. 2 el Brivges; dured Moy SToE CARDOSA AESO0IATES e
9 CAMBER DIAGRAM No. 2 49  GIRDER SPLICE DETAILS No. 3 DEAD LOAD: “ww WMM MMH MM_mﬁ_uﬂnnn concrete wum ._h“mnz.nr_ﬂ“wvaz; s
10 CAMBER DIAGRAM Wo-3 9 GIRUER ‘SPLICE DETAILS Ho: 4 60 psf for composite metal ceck with normal weight concrete
1 FOUNDATION PLAN 51 HINGE DETAILS 35 pif for railing (eoch side of structure)
12  FOUNDATION DATA 52 BEARING DETAILS No. 1 125 pif for utilities STANDARD PLANS
13 ABUTMENT LAYOUT 53  BEARING DETAILS No. 2 WIND LOAD & FATIGUE LACD: AASHTO Stondord Specificotion for Structural Supports for »Nu.po.-m ABBREVIATIONS (SHEET 1 OF 3)
14 ABUTMENT DETAILS No. 1 54 BEARING DETAILS MNo. 3 Highway Signs, Lumingires, ond Traffic Signals A3 ABBREVIATIONS [SHEET 2 OF 3)
15 ABUTMENT DETAILS No. 2 55 DECK DETAILS No. 1 . B A3C ABBREVIATIONS (SHEET 3 OF 3)
LIVE LOAD: 90 psf pedestrion locad
16 ABUTMENT DETAILS No. 3 56 DECK DETAILS No. 2 .Um u. ' AT0A LEGEND - LINES AND SYMBOLS (SHEET 1 OF 5)
17 BENT 2 LAYOUT & DETAILS ST DECK JOINT DETAILS No. 1 SEISMIC LOAD: m.:ms: profties, Yo '= 250 /s ne SEGEND = EINES M0 Slioons Mwnmﬂ o ww_
magn e = . £ "
16 (DENT 3 LAYOUT 98 DECK JGINT DETAILS: No.: 2 wmo.w mﬂoc:ma .nm.ns“c1o+_o: = 0.5%8g A10D LEGEND - LINES AND SYMBOLS (SHEET 4 OF 5)
19 BENTS 4, 5, 8, 9, 10 &11 LAYOUT 59  CHAIN LINK RAILING POST ANCHORAGE DETAILS with the following modifications: A10E LEGEND - LINES AND SYMBOLS (SHEET 5 OF 5)
CHAIN LINK RAILING TYP| e < ATOF ND - SOIL [SHEET 1 OF
wﬂ_q mmu“ w W”HWH & DETAILS Mm PROPOSED nczmﬂcmjozﬂmmg._ﬁuum No. 1 wo.m wsmSamm «“1_,4 2100 208 ww.aoqvﬁao%wo: mom S 4106 LEGEND - SoiL T:mﬂ 2 oF 5
.5 sec on near interpolation for 0.5 sec .0 sec 1
22  BENT DETAILS No. 1 62 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE No. 2 1.4 i L P Ag2C Wwﬂrqnm_rn_v.w ._umﬂumMm FOR EXCAVATION AND
23 BENT DETAILS No. 2 53  PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE No. 3 _ 2% 80-3  BRIDGE DETAILS
24  BENT DETAILS No. 3 ©4 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE No. 4 o 12 B2-8 PILE DETAILS-CLASS 200 .
25 BENT DETAILS Ne. 4 65 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SEQUENCE No. 5 = \ // wm“md mm‘_nﬂ_.um»ﬂnw (MAXIMUM MOVEMENT RATING = 2') |
26 BENT DETAILS No. 5 66 PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SECGUENCE No. © .m 1.0 :
27  MISCELLAMEOUS BENT DETAILS Ne. 1 &7  STEEL GIRDER SHOP SPLICE DETAILS 2
28  MISCELLAMNEQUS BENT DETAILS No. 2 6B  STEEL GIRDER TRANSVERSE STIFFENER DETAILS s 0.8 ECEND:
29 TYPICAL SECTION 69 STEEL GIRDER CONNECTION STIFFEMER DETAILS m 0.6 / : %5
30  GIRDER FRAMING PLAN No. 1 70 LOG OF TEST BORINGS 1 OF 2 £ B Indicates Stondard Plan sheet No.
3 GIRDER FRAMING PLAN No. 2 m LOG OF TEST BORINGS 2 OF 2 5 . .
0.4 Indicates Detail No.
32 GIRDER FRAMING PLAN No, 3 £ \ 425/~ tnai _
33 BENT CAP FRAMING LAYOUT No. 1 -
0.2 ABBREVIATIONS:
34 BENT CAP FRAMING LAYOUT No, 2 & FCu Frocture Criticol Member
35 GIRDER ELEVATION Mo. 1 ce Grode Break
36 GIRDER ELEVATION No. 2 * 08 s High Strengtn Bolt(s)
37  GIRDER ELEVATION No. 3 Work Point .
F
38 FCM DESIGNATIONS No. 1 & jl? e i S
33 FCM DESIGNATIONS No. 2 CONCRETE: fy = BO Ksi
40  FCM DESIGNATIONS No. 3 f'c = 4.0 ksi
Lengths for epoxy cooted bor lop splices not shown on plons must be
1.5 times the length required in Caltrons Stondord Specifications.
= a.;.:..u.wmnm..wm.umwm STRUCTURAL STEEL: Built-up Girder Flanges and webs, splices.
f uu-'r...uu-..u.uua...n Hanger Plotes and stiffener plates ASTM ATO3, Grade 50
:m Wide Flange Structural Steel Shapes ASTM A992, Crade 50
Hollow Structural Steel Shapes ASTM A10BS
...... Structural Steel Pipes ASTM AS3, Grode B or approved equivalent
T F S| All other structural steel ASTM ATO9, Grode S0
gaTTOM. O y Boits ASTM A307, Crade A
FooTl mU N N b Anchor Reds and Anchor Bolts ASTM F1554, Grage 36
— , .. - High Strength Bolts ASTM F3125 Grode A325 Type 1, “Slip Critical" UON
1igt A High Strength Threaded Rods ASTM A449 Type 1
=D L | | High Strength Anchor Bolts ASTM F1554, Grode 105
AROLND High Strength Restrainer Rods ASTM AT22
ﬂr;m ASTM ASE3
7 lashers for Carbon Steel Bolts ASTM FB44
B inpicATES STRUCTURE EXCAVATION (TYPE D) anory foctearbon Steel Bo A3TH Fase.. Type 1
£ '3 Shear connector studs ASTM A108
E=] inoicaTeES STRUCTURE BACKFILL Shea RSN AI08 inaas
NOTE: B METAL DECK: ASTM A6S53 Structural Steel (SS)
For limits of poyment not shown, see Grode 40 minimum, G165 Calvenized Coating
‘ Minimum Section Modulus 0.887 5 /£t for 16 Gouge

5=
LIMITS OF PAYMENT FOR $'= 0.851 in2/ft for 18 Gauge
-1

CAVATION AND BACKFILL AT il for OB Gk

NO SCALE PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
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FOR ACCURATE RIGHT OF WAY AND ACCESS DATA, CONTACT
RIGHT OF WAY ENGINEERING AT THE DISTRICT OFFICE
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FOR ACCURATE RIGHT OF WAY AND ACCESS DATA, CONTACT
RIGHT OF WAY ENGINEERING AT THE DISTRICT OFFICE
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FOR ACCURATE RIGHT OF WAY AND ACCESS DATA, CONTACT
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H — COORDINATES
§ > CRADE BEAM LoL—T4 \ | MONUMENT ORTRINE TASTING | ELEVATION DESCRIPTION/LOCATION
5 - LEE126.31/ Y\ CRADE BEAM LOL[ 22002 | 362073.139 | 1518064.419 | 9.24 | MAG NAIL SET IN ASPHALT PATH ON
. = PRI NORTHERLY SIDE OF BAYFRONT EXPRESSWAY
2 ANGLE POINT A
z 7.47 AT "PCT B1+70.42
2 A 3 A L 22000 362187.693 | 1517414.588 | .14 | MAG NAIL SET IN ASPHALT PATH ON
3 e P SO0 LY PCT BTpA. ; NORTHERLY SIDE OF BAYFRONT EXPRESSWAY
: 2
3 END_GRADE BEAM
: FOUNDATION PLAN ‘N e e :
& 1" = 40° - &
g PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (9/6/17)
SCALE: 1"=40" | VERT.ATUMNAYDSS [SEE MOTE 6] [#oRZ.0atum " [Ty - BRIDGE WO, =
PROTOCTAWIETRY 45 _S_o-o_-_n h = il At PREPARED ROR THE | esisciu 35-0358 BAYFRONT POC _w
N BT T s "P. PARK " F. CASTILLO STATE OF CALIFORNIA PROJECT ENCINERR s N N ~
P —— T [onecken ™ e T =2 o " cwarTCHICK |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION R27.0 FOUNDATION PLA s
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o1t ToTAL PRGIEET
PILE DATA TABLE o4
ES:
NOMINAL RESISTANCE REGUIRED NOMINAL o
LOCATION PILE TYPE DESIEH Ti. Blew SPETIIED T'P |oriving ResisTance o ; . FCIS TR ERIC o
COMPRESSION| TENSION 1 lev (Tt (kips) 1. See for "DESIGN NOTES
ABUTMENT 1 | CLASS 200 alt "w' 230 0 -18.0(a) - - ‘
BENT 2 CLASS 200 Al+ "W 150 50 -28.0(q) - - and details net noted. PLANS AFPROVAL DATE
BENT 3 CLASS 200 Alt "W" 380 200 -33.0(a) = F: & ﬂ%amm_m._mwn‘.:oq be shop welded or H_w.hﬂ“?_\iﬁsﬁauﬂnsnaeuw:: .
BENT 4 CLASS 200 Al W' 380 150 =34.0(d) - = 3. Concrete fill: f'c = 4000 psi compieteneas of seanned caples of M3 plon sheet,
BENT 5 CLASS 200 Alt "W* 260 60 -34.0(0) - > BiGEs CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
BENT & CLASS 200 Al "w" 330 180 -3B.0(a) - - SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95126
BENT 7 CLASS 200 Alt "W* 310 220 -29.0(a) - -
BENT 8 CISS 16 x 0.50 240 180 -35.0(d} = =
BENT 3 CISS 16 x 0.50 250 190 -34.0(d} = =
BENT 10 CISS 16 x 0.50 220 150 -38.0(d) = =
BENT 11 CISS 16 x 0.50 220 160 -38.0(d) - ~
ABUTMENT 12 | CISS 16 x 0.50 230 o -20.0(d) el =
NOTES: PILE Reinf, see |—S2-S
1. Design tip elevations for Abutments ond Bents ore controlled by: (o) Compressien, (b) Tension, (c) Settiement, (d) Loteral lood. e CUTOFF
2. Pile locotions that conflict with abandoned utilities must be predrilled to 6" below utilities’ invert prior to pile driving. LINE
3. The specifieg tip elevotion sholl not be roised above the design +ip elevotion for tension lood, loteral loed, & +tolerable settlement. «“m f ,rg
BOTTOM oﬂ\‘. 1 !
PILE CAP i [l "
! | =
[ 3
h oy
)
€ FTG le—F FTG | =
™y “PC" LINE ] _ &
L [ g P
"PC" LINE s g i
& o < x
=
SN > =
] __| & BEnT B PETre] h € BENT B i : o
= < N 7910 4B™ W ok N T 1048 W 1 b=
] g < ol e
v i _ z
o S "./A._._un_. LT PC _.;_TV\,‘ ole @ PCX3" LINE “ s
"PCX2" LINE i ] ] <
Jx 2N _ " ¥
i ]
d
BENT 8 FOOTING OFFSET BENT 9 FOOTING OFFSET ! e
1" =10 1" =10 | c =
| | %
| 4
i =
€ Fio—| < 3
I T '
a%" _l.l PC” LINE “_ -l ". "
b = oo
: A < g
& L
g ol o _ BENT 10 (> i
B e ' N 50°367 19" W | o
% ! E .
s -~ -~ e i ) ”
Fole © /A.._un_. LINE | I
"PECX4" LINE : .
B _ 16" Dia CAST-IN- =
TEEL-SHELL PILE E
BENT 10 FOOTING OFFSET e 5
= 10" PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
SEALE: [ranroaros [rorzouon scsien SR E L CASTILLO PREPARED FOR THE [Cemimes . ] m
—— Y R o MEEEE = e STATE OF CALIFORNIA| 2ess-u 35-0358 BAYFRONT POC i
e [ T < E25T0e0 EBECT e B o FOUNDATION DATA ’
TN ITY T FIELD CHECKED ™ CHLCELD suNTITEy ™" g, swaRTCHIcK  |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION R27.0
R x L} T T .
TEMRATION PLiny ST (oL (Y 00 i _o __ _~ _u PROJECT NVBER & PHASE: CONTRACT 40.: 2KS590 _ e 7741
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zo.ﬁmm orst| cowre | moute | oy pmier [ SHEETE
No_splices permitted in column main 0a] sw | sa | mes.esmera | |
reinforcement.,
2. Column hoops must utilize Ultimate Splices,
€ PILE i et 3. Adjust hoops os needed to cleor footing FREGISTERED. CIVIL. ENCINEER RATE
6'-9" 10°-3" Laign 2507, 9'-8 top mat reinforcement.
Rl € Col = _ % R/W _.\|ﬂ Ftg = 4. For eolumn cladding and column cap deteails,
#3 8 12 et el e 1o 3 #8012 2 pie— 2 see "MISCELLANEOUS DETAILS No. 1" sheet. FLANS APPROVAL BATE
BOTTOM MAT——v__ | | 4 _.l. m PILE == £ BOTTOM MAT \ T o 5. For “SECTION E-E", __wmn._._0z F-F", ond :tuatu_.n_jmo“ fte officers or ogents 2
. " " | shel mof Do recoontible for the o o
: ot __ 3 \t T L\.ﬁ PILE; Tvp mwww.ﬁ_cz G-G", see "BENT DETAILS No. 1 il et be o el A
z-%8 @ 12 w — I=10 012 (S ! 6. Verify utility location witn “RDADWAY BICGS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
BOTTOM MAT——| — | | BOTTOM MAT—|—| PBLANS", BES THE ALAMEDA
= = i . SAN JOSE, CALIFCRNIA 95126
o WT.. 3 S w . T. ties must be protected in ploce
3 nl T o | construction. Move the existing
= o - I utilities confilcting witn pile driving ang
= S PSRN, S Er S column placement. g Frg — !
€ BENT 4 = E 7 ] € BENT 5= a1 @12 € COLUMN CLADDING
g CcoL = / Bl ! ) ) coL = gt ggptgt|pt 5'-q"
£ FT6 ) B I . - 7 = m ok BOTTOM :3..‘/ )
~ = ~ _ | ! —"PC" LINE
v e
;i R Y T A N =
o 5 N =i e
o . s T = e o ki
” P a o L W
= N i -
£ PILE, 3 | O : "8 @ 12 TOP MAT ; B € BENT
o m 3 N
7 | 38" /_ L 5 = R
10°-5" | ~ | oy E SKEW ANGLE A, |2
= "—#8 0 12 TOP MAT 10°-8" i 0'-g" |™~—=210 0 12 TOP MAT . £x = — SEE TABLE ol
21'-0" |=——2-28 0 12 TOP MAT 1 5 .
L 21 — L o o 4 R s
= n E coLuMN "
BENT 5 FOOTING PLAN —~ N CLADDING
AW 1747 = 1°=0" L PE LINE
7] | — AN
Elev “E" SEE TABLE i “PCX2" LINE— 070" 100" o
Fio F)FOR BENTS 4 & 9 TN A 20'-g"
Sinens. — COLUMN Reinf =10 6 12 BOTTOM MAT 2-Qh0-gn at-0" _.m‘v..w... € COLUMN CLADDING
| "PC" LINE:
siiomn ron_(° = ~G)FoR BeNT & ™ | BENT 8 FOOTING PLAN
CLARITY— 7 oo o
=10 @ 12 P =
o E £)FOR BENTS S, 10 & 11 BOTTOM MAT— | —|__ ]
S e
el FG, VARIES 2 LOCATION SKEW ANGLE, A E "
bt =
2 — | ih z € BENT BENT 4 00°00°00" 6-9" s
2| SEE "MISCELLANEOUS BENT o Exist 3 ] S BENT 5 00*00°00" 6'-9" S
| DETAILS No. 1" SHEET L6" wax UTILITIES =
#| FOR COLUMN CLADDING —| WHERE BENT 8 18" 21M13" 4°-g" >
SUPPORT, dolli/ll(ul-i” %8, OCCURS . —
i ¢ gl OTHMAYS g, L ki SKEW ANGLE A, SEE TABLE BENT. 3871208 =
1! 1 P
= Lw =111 =1 Sl R € COLUMN CLADDING BENF 10 i
Bi= =171 BOTH WAYS WITHIN Pt BENT 11 NO SKEW oo
n__.... T THE LIMITS SHOWN S Foxe tie
m 180% WOOK e #3 @ 12 TOP MAT
i . f. — ﬁ\. 2 per Line—" B'-0" 8’0" ———=u3 0 12 TOP MAT 5
B #5 L 0 12 BOTH WaAYsS i i NOTE: ¥
Lm = NOT ALL RILES m:%_._‘\_L B0t wavs DI/:S; AROUND TOP AND 16 -0 Bent ohoNm, . oy LEGEND: i
i BOTTOM BARS Bents 10 ond 11 similar. " o
= m-lm<>._-_°z NOTE: ===— Indicotes Bundied Bars 3
u Bents 4 shown, Bents 5 BENT 9, 10 & 11 FOOTING PLAN =
= |= 174" = 17=-0" and B thru 11 similor. 4= -0 e
W
x
; PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
sy "'p. Park ¥. casTiLLD PREPARED FOR THE W_V
e : . INES 5. LI 35-0358 EAYFRONT POC _u.
SN o wnis — [™p. pank "L casTiLLo STATE OF CALIFORNIA| e rkiadied
T A — e |75 ayon TG, SwaricHick |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION R21.0 -_wmz._.w 4, 5, 8, 9, 10, & 11 _.><o=._.m
BLIICH BOTAIL SHEET (ENCLISHI (REV, 03414, 2} L] L} L] MIT:
g iy AR ! \ ! _. RAOUECT nuseR & prsse: CONTRACT NO.: 26590 _ L —
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ot o | 2
04 84
ANCHOR RODS NOT & Ccol g col ¢ cor
5 gw \'mxgz FOR ‘CLARLTY T j RECISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER
e ¥" Dio x4" @ 6" Max Horiz g e
=l k 3 & 4" MoX Vert HEADED 4:6 4§ 45
m._-EU- A-M_ﬁ PLANS APPROVAL DATE
” :”._u _ ﬁmﬂ““g_gﬂw_-llﬂ_.«iqﬁ-
-.m #51 I compietonszs of scoswd coples of thiz plo shewt,
E TOTAL 3
BIGOS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
| 2 ol g cal | ¢ col SaN ._omM.-rn_._.:onz._— 99126
= il s
<5 .A : 2 NOTE:
\..T.um > o The segt reinforcement moy be shifted or
= umgnpv P = $E OGRS OO Y| odjusted to avoid conflict with HS anchor rods.
. STIRAUPS i w9 | ToTaL 2a, i an L roma 22, 11 L rora 26,
/u MAIN Col Reinf MAIN Col Reinf MAIN Ce! Reinf
AT BENT T e 7 —
DETAIL 1 SECTION E-E SECTION F-F SECTION G-G
374 = 1-07 /2 = 1-0° Tz = 10 172" = 10"
T — BOTTOM FLANGE OF
LR Lol GIRDER ABOVE
“[7 T~
|/ BEARING PAD
= ON LOWER SEAT 5
=5 3.._. TOTAL 4 |_—Approx LOCATIONS OF
EQUACLY sPAcED ANCHOR RODS, SEE NOTE 2
T EACH END——
€ BENT T ¢ BENT 7
— L o
3 gir | —HS ANCHOR ROD, SEE B 1"3'-0" FULL
5 1 "BEARING DETAILS No. 3"
*® SHEET , HEIGHT, Typ
: .
o / SIDE FACE
umz._.__..,. 1\ / ‘.\ W/rm_cm FACE OF SEAT sove/ FmEm FACE
TOTAL 4 A/\,/r.. OF SEAT j OF SEAT
Approx LOCATIONS #51 InTOTAL 4
OF ANCHOR RODS
SEE NOTE 27— SECTION L-L SECTION M-M
374" = 1-0° A = 10"
El
3
e
&
ES
i
5
v
S
&
H
o
]
PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
o TRLen D —— =
s P. PARK Y. casTiLLo PREPARED FOR THE oo 1. | 8
— i BAYFR |
s e e = asmico|STATE OF CALIFORNIA[ LSS bt 3-8 ONT POC :
S otz | 5. AvoN T wARTGHICK  |DEPARTHENT OF TRANSPORTATION R27.0 BENT DETAILS No. 1 s
BESICH DETAIL SSEET (EWSLISw) [NV, o3/14/12) T T L] .
AR : ] ! b ey s & i CONTRACT M0.: 26590 _ Sy :
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POST MILES
TOTAL PROJECT
04 R26.8/R27.1
REGISTERLD CIVIL ENCINEER
PLANS APPROVAL DATE
e Stote of Caviformic or ity officers or opents
2hail nof be responalble for te peeurey or
compiateness of sconeed copies of Ay plon shewt,
BIGGS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
B65 THE ALAMEDA
SAN JOSE, CALIFORMIA 95126
FINISH CONTACT SURFACES
BY MILLING, SANDING, OR
OTHER SUITABLE MEANS.
MAXIMUM GAP PRIOR TO
WELDING 15 Yis". Typ. Cont CAP BEAM
2" Dia x 3'-0"
F1554 Gr 105 & COLLIM CUP BACK
HS_ANCHOR BOLTS GOUGE AND
TOTAL B IN ANCHOR B. . 4'-6" Dig CAP BEAM WELD
COLUMN BELOW l//
. ¥
/ - —
- ]
e o = —-—— !
m_m_uuyomv uam mp\n_ | ° ! %" Dic HS BOLT
HS ANCHOR BOLTS aB L r
TOTAL 8 IN FLANGES A L@ @ ToTALT eack sioe
|
OVERSIZED HOLE W i
IN FLANGE, Typ 2 | @
i o
" Dig H FOR GROUTIN g &
Z Dio HOLE Fo ¢ T 2 | @ " OVERSIZED HOLE g
RS B A g e A
N € COLUMN i i |
Iy TIGHT FIT AT BOTTOM | 1 wmw._.»__,u m__.._mﬂwmw%
P ¢ BENT FLANGE TO BOTTOM i o a
= G COLUMN FLANGE, Typ ——— L@ =
- - e H
1" Dig VENT HOLE | I~
CONNECT 1": BELOW CIP CONCRETE b
TOP OF CORRUGAT PIPE BXX-STRONG, COLUMN CAP
UGATED ~
PIPE um_.omc T0 uz_umxmsm .
ANCHOR
BOTTOM FLANGE — _
OF CAP BEAM RS i —— Ao 2
CAl A LI 3 2
TO Cont BEAM + ; S~ LEVELING MORTAR,
7 1" THICK Mox
e iy
S R 2" Dia HOLE
CONCRETE CAP sl gl FOR GROUTING
| \ |
G cap 41 o —Const Jt
BEAM =
=
T~ ——12" Dio CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE ’
EMBED IN COLUMN, FILL W/ &l
NOM-SHRINK GROUT =
A
/;..-lv%m 8XX-STRONG "
COLUMN Reinf NOT—=] ~N
ALL SHOWN FOR A
CLARITY =T
NOTE:
Bent 4 .w_.,.o:? bents B, 9, 10 & 11 Similar F1554 Gr 105 E COLUMN -
except for the bolts in the bottom flanges. HS ANCHOR BOLTS =
See "BENT DETAILS No. 4" ond "BENT DETAILS 5
No. 5" sheets for cop beoms and anchor bolt ™
PLAN 1RO0 SECTION 0-0 S
11/2° = 17-0" 1 172" = 1'-0° 3
5
Z
g
PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
13 =
ol 7 = PREPARED FOR THE SRIBE 0
B — o INES 5. L1 i5-035 | BAYFRONT POC :
e e wnins P. PARK ¥. CASTILLD STATE OF CALIFORNIA T — 5
YA — e . AVON S swarTcHick  |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION R21.0 BENT DETAILS No. 2 "
e - . - ' - H
DETIEM DETAIL SMCLT [LWGLISHI [MCV. 3144130 P, Song fu oS __h __ W _. gnn.__ NUMBER & PHASE: CONTRACT WOL: 2KS90 _ frop it o _onT| m
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i Qv!V/

BEAM

Cont CAP
BEAM

BOLT CIRCLE
RADIUS = 1'-

L~ COLUMN = "PC" LINE

24" Dio x 3'-0"
F1554 Gr 105

HS ANCHOR BOLTS
TOTAL 6

§ BENT =
€ COLUMN

2% "x4'%2" SLOTTED:
HOLES IN UPPER \
ANCHOR B

PIPE BXX-STRONG,
WELDED TO UNDERSIDE
OF ANCHOR 2

BOTTOM FLANGE
OF CAP BEAM

ala"x 10"
OBLONG SHAPED
CORRUGATED PIPE

X

A

T

Min 4°-3" Dia x2" ANCHOR R
CENTERED ON § COLUNN, TOTAL 2

CAP BEAM WELDED % SLOTTED HOLE,

TO Cont CAP BEAM S 78%23'28" E, Typ

COLUMN
CONCRETE CAP

BENT 5 PLAN

112" = 1=

1/4"%10"x12" STEEL REINFORCED
BEARING PAD UNDER EACH
SIDE OF CAP BEAM, TOTAL 4

FINISH CONTACT SURFACES
BY MILLING, SANDING, OR
OTHER SUITABLE MEANS.
MAXIMUM GAP PRIOR TO
WELDING 1S Y&", Typ

POST MILES
pist | counry [ moute | 1o daiter

[SHEET| TOTAL
Mo |SHEETS

04| sm | B4 | mee.svmera | |

REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER

PLANS APPROVAL DATE

Ihw State of Califormia o its efficers or openty
shail not be responsible for the cceurecy or
conpleteness of acomed coples of this plan shwet,

BES THE ALAMEDA
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95126

BIGGS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.

REMOVE BACKUP Cont CAP BEAM
b3y CJP BACK
cap mmn:l/ GougE AND

" Dia HS
@7 10TAL 7 EACH SIDE

BOLT,

COLUMN Reinf NOT—
ALL SHOWN FOR
CLARITY

F1554 Gr 105 & COLUMN
HS ANCHOR BOLTS BN

SECTION P-P

112" = -

[=—PIPE BXX-STRONG

1
1
]
)
1
12
9 i “
..m_ L@ @ ]
! '
& | H
. M_“ '@ o | +
2 | ! :
TIGHT FIT AT BOTTOM = ! © @ |
FLANGE TO BOTTOM = | H ;
FLANGE, Typ—— ) ® |
]
1
i —DOUBLE NUT =
CiP CONGRETE @ @ SNUG TIGHT 3
COLUMN CAP 3
1
Hﬁ‘”__wf\/\!’u. ANCHOR B
-
L I~ LEVELING MORTAR,
- - 1" THICK Max
. +—Brg PAD
Wl o
ol ™ —e] —Const J+
[———CORRUGATED STEEL PIPE
EMBED IN COLUMN (NO GROUTING)

= PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
ersicy "5, paRK S, casTiLLo PREPARED FOR THE CIT=ay
TSI vl TS —r N s PARK Ty CASTILLO m.ﬂbﬁm 01 Oh_._ﬂowz—h h””..._wnw.nz_m__znmm u.oﬂ..o..u.ﬂm, W’<“=°=.ﬂ ‘Qn
T o | "5 avon S, swRTcHick | DEPARTHENT OF TRANSPORTATION R21.0 BENT DETAILS No. 3
DESICH DCTANL SHECT (INELISH] (WEV. 0314412) SRICINAL SEALE Dn IMEWCS i L} T i
T RLRALD Fiis w __ w PROSECT AR & prksE: CONTRACT H.: 2K590 _ i  —
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FOST MILES
TOTAL PROJECT

84 | R26.B/R2T.1

NOTE:
For details not shown, see "BENT DETAILS No. 2" sheet. 04

RECISTERLD CIVIL ENCINEER DaTE

PLANS APPAOVAL DATE

e Stete of Lolifornis or ite officors or opents
il ot be responsibie for e ooourocy or
| compivtenwss of scomned copies of ihis plon sheet.

BIGGS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
BG5S THE ALAMEDA
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95128

& BENT 11—

2" Dig x 3'-0" F1554
Gr 105 HS ANCHOR
BOLTS, TOTAL B

242" Dia x 3°-0" F1554
Gr 105 HS ANCHOR
BOLTS, TOTAL B

22" Dia x 3'-0" F1554
Gr 105 HS ANCHOR
BOLTS, TOTAL 8
ANCHOR R

2"x4'-3" Dig 2"x4°-3" Dia

212" Dia x 3'-0" F1554
Gr 105 HS ANCHOR
BOLTS, TOTAL 6

12" pia
CORRUGATED
PIPE

12" Dia CORRUGATED
PIPE

ont CAP
PIPE BXX-STRONG 12" Dio CORRUGATED s
PIPE BXX-STRONG ont CAP BEAM
»wﬁ W\\IDOD+ CAP BEAM M
BENT 8 LANDING PLAN PLAN-TOP OF COLUMN 9 PLAN-TOP OF COLUMN :@ -
PLAN-CAP TO COLUMN CONNECTION
"= 1-0 y
PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17) i
esion P, PARK P casTiLLo PREPARED FOR THE [ominer b ] H
e S WO " cusniio|STATE OF CALIFORNIA|2Es -l s SETSRONE 2 k
P ——— womnes |5, ayvon T SwamTchick | PEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION R27.0 BENT DETAILS No. 4 "
O ETHL LK (KRl alf W Sl PR e v _. ) __ _. FAOECT MABER & PHASE: CONTRACT NO.: 268590 ELRLSER"R TSR 23S —— 25 | 71 m
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1 oist | counry _ ROUTE | rods! pabES
o NOTE: . . T, 04| su | B4 | mze.ssmer. |
Blus_ ANCHOR ®, SEE "BENT DETAILS No. 2" 1. For 'DETAIL 2", "DETAIL 3", and "DETAIL 4",
o™ " THRU "BENT DETAILS No. 4" sheets see "MISCELLANEOUS BENT DETAILS No. 2 smeet.
P & coy z'/A REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER [
2= CIP Conc CAP
= L
g=8 N S oS
= ! _\.Iﬁ tol FLANS APPROVAL GATE
“r— ‘ - 40" 4o ar-g wﬂ_wuh“g.asw_.ﬂn.awahh\\ia.hi.:
\\\ _ B = H complatonwss of scomwd copres of M3 plon sheet.
COLUMN Reinf—i_ | Hi-voID sETHEEN | BIGGS CARDOSA ASSOCIATES INC.
I HE ALAMEDA
#5 Reinf —=d — L M.muwc_mnw & o \Inmx_wmpm: SAN JOSE, CALIFOANIA 95126
¥5) . 5 wree oy
= = = = |——Conc COLUMN
& w. N g [STRUCTURAL
9 “——PRECAST Conc & ¢ col 5 € col SECTION)
= CLADDING. = L1 BN ur_- - . 5
o Aee et (Gl FINISH TO MATCH . NIRE
A e e THAT OF CAST-IN- O )
o B PLACE CONCRETE 1 e J \ -1-Col Reinf
e 1= 1 PIERS = e =
pl FG = ol J
* i Reinf - SEE "DETAIL 2"
m —
STEEL COVER R——y — " i SECTION A-A SECTION B-B VSNt o
st DETAlL 1y || [—— ON Ftg S 172 = 10" 7z = 10" GG s
- L o6 : L
B b S | CHE i T " _T—GALVANIZE PLATE AND
aﬁ : BENT No. | ACCESS OPENING | COVER PLATE | ACCESS OPENING | cLadbiNe—|—F=1 | \ TH0; ASSEMBLY,: TR
* RN e ! _ T HEIGHT, H THICKNESS, + LOCATION ]
@l CALVANIZED OPENING COVER R, 3 6'-3" ¥ COLUMN SOUTH FACE P 1 j
R IRREY
Sk 5 5'-9" COLUMN SOUTH FACE vE e
_ _ 6 (z COLLMNS) 5" COLUMN SOUTH FACE| ¥ B—a @ I mw |.|&
5 f.wo__ 1-ous: = 25 COLUMN NORTH FACE :
— A B R o ) 26" COLUMN NORTH FACE i Ly pia xe
= J S W
PILES NOT SHOWN m_.u\mm%.bm. omuz re~f | o2 0 Z-5 COLUMN NORTH FACE HERDED .
- ola 11 2'-8" COLUMN NORTH FACE 117 Min i
_\\Iﬂ Col K _.\ i v o
- gt / leloMin
. a'-p" ! a’-p" / O e ™ [CexcerT o7 Mim AT BEWT
3 " & WHERE CLADDING IS
OPENING 25" 15" SERTOETAIL 3 % Dig ANCHOR i FLUSH WITH FOOTING
/11 1 ECEME " Siigi u thin (CALVANIZED) ! —COLUMN CLADDING
TN 2 - 2 eI T Z TOTAL 2 b
| 4—PRECAST cone: H ¥ @
CLADDING 9 L by L-i—F ¥"xB"x0'-g" &
3 f q 2] ) %" Min LEVELING {GALVANIZED) e
o | o T ° oo MCRTAR =
g coL = ™ 11 coLumn 1" Dia DRAIN HOLE, = B
= E ACCESS ; | TELET THE CENTER BETWEEN Carhi=o
o_umz_znlj - ANCHOR R, TOTAL 8—~] : le
| kil % -OPTIONAL =
Const Jt
M-1—col 0 P £
. : o —F T
° L = ) TOP OF Conc CURB i TP OF Ftg
] V2" Dio x 2V | sl lor [] H
EXPANSION | ) L\ DRILL & BOND =4 1 1 3
ANCHORAGE T . IN 5" DEEP HOLE ] %
- DEVICES, Typ OPTIONAL Const Jt @ 18" Mox J =
7= =) == ToP oF Ftg T ¥ 5
L DETA 1 o
wr seace—" SECTION C-C 0%t & SECTION D-D ETAIL
/2 = 1-0° 74 = 1-0"
= S Ed PLAN CHECK SET/NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION (8/10/17)
besiov o ey PREPARED FOR THE BAISEC . 2
Fo PARR M SASLY INES S. LI 35-0358 BAYFRONT POC i
i oo 5 = STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Botans P. PARK F. CASTILLO PROJECT ENGINZER FoRT WiiEs (]
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Notice of Determination



Print Form

FIL F’ D M TE‘M‘JJF%%?%FD THE

"“F'-'ir:R RDER
R 1NIYC(LIF
; o NOV 0 4 2016
Notice of Determination el o Appendix D
I'u'lr-\l‘ﬁ Chiomorm,-tounty-Clerk
To: From;

K] Office of Planning and Research BESZ-WAQSHW City of Menlo Park

. Address: 701 Laurel Street
U.S. Mail, Supetsldcloss Menlo Park, CA 94025

P.O. Box 3044 1400 Tenth St., Rm 113
S {o, CA 95812-3044 S lo,CA ggg4  ComactKyle Peraie
acramento, - acramenlo, Phone;650.330‘6721

K] County Clerk
County of: San Mateo
Address: 555 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063 Address:

Lead Agency (if different from above):

Contact:
Phone:

SUBJECT: Filing of Notice of Determination in compliance with Section 21108 or 21152 of the Public
Resources Code.

State Clearinghouse Number (if submitted to State Clearinghouse): 2015062056
Project Title; Facebook Campus Expansion Project

Project Applicant: Hibiscus Properties, LLC
Project Location (include county):301-309 Constitution Drive, Menlo Park, San Mateo County

Project Description:
The Project includes the demolition of bldgs at the site and the construction of two new office buildings (Buildings 21

and 22), encompassing approximately 862,400 gsf. The proposed Bldg 21 would contain approximately 512,900 gsf
of office and event uses and would be located on the eastern portion of the site. The proposed Bldg 22 would include
approximately 449,500 gsf of office uses and would be located on the western portion of the Project site. Maximum
bldg heights would be approximately 75 feet. The Project would also include a 200-room limited service hotel with
approximately 174,800 gsf of space in the northern portion of the site. Project includes 274 heritage tree removals.

This is to advise that the the City of Menlo Park has approved the above
(B<] Lead Agency or [_] Responsible Agency)

described project on November 1, 2016 and has made the following determinations regarding the above
(date)

described project.

1. The project [X] will [_] will not] have a significant effect on the environment.

2. X] An Environmental Impact Report was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.
[[] A Negative Declaration was prepared for this project pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

3. Mitigation measures [[X] were [] were not] made a condition of the approval of the project.

4. A mitigation reporting or monitoring plan [X] was [_] was not] adopted for this project.

5. A statement of Overriding Considerations [[X] was [] was not] adopted for this project.

6. Findings [[X] were [] were not] made pursuant to the provisions of CEQA.

This is to certify that the final EIR with comments and responses and record of project approval, or the
negative Declaration, is available to the General Public at:
http://iwww.menlopark.org/1012/Environmental-Impact-Report

Signature (Public Agency): \‘Cﬁgp Title: Senior Planner

Date: November 2, 2016 Date Received for filing at OPR:

Authority cited: Sections 21083, Public Resources Code.
Reference Section 21000-21174, Public Resources Code. Revised 2011



ORIGINAL - PROJECT APPLICANT

State of California - Depariment of Fish and Wildlife

2016 ENVIRONMENTAL. FILING FEE CASH RECEIPT
DFW 753,5a (Rev. 12/15/15) Previously DFG 753.5a

SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE. TYPE OR PRINT CLEARLY.

[RECEIPT NUMBER:

41 — 11042016 —
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE NUMBER (I applicable)

LEAD AGENCY LEADAGENCY EMAIL DATE

City of Menlo Park 11042016
COUNTY/STATE AGENCY OF FILING DOCUMENT NUMBER
|_S§n Mateo j

PROJECT TITLE

Facebook Campus Expansion Project

PROJECT APPLICANT NAME PROJECT APPLICANT EMAIL PHONE NUMBER

K Perata ()

PROJECT APPLICANT ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE

PROJECT APPLICANT (Check appropriate box)
Local Public Agency [[] School District

[[] Other Special District

[[] state Agency [C] Private Entity

CHECK APPLICABLE FEES:
[Z] Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
[J Mitigated/Negative Declaration (MND)(ND)
O Certified Regulatory Program document (CRP)

[0 Exempt from fee
[0 Notice of Exemption (attach)
[ CDFW No Effect Determination (attach)

[0 Fee previously paid (attach previously issued cash receipt copy)

[ water Right Application or Petition Fee (State Water Resources Control Board only)

[z] County documentary handling fee
[ Other
PAYMENT METHOD:;
[ cash Credit [0 cnf Other

$3,070.00 § 3,070.00
$2,210.25 § 0.00
$1,043.75 § 0.00

$850.00 § 0.00

$ 50.00

TOTAL RECEIVED  § 3,120.00

SIGNATURE
X ’4

GENCY OF FILING PRINTED NAME AND TITLE

Besz de la Vega - County Clerk

COPY - COFWIASE

COPY - LEAD AGENCY

COPY - COUNTY CLERK



County of San Mateo
Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder
Mark Church

555 County Center
Redwood City, CA, 94063

Finalization 2016069037
11/4/16 1:44 pm

021 36

Item Title

1 EIR

Fish & Game: Env Impact Report
Document ID Amount
DOC# 2016-000325 3120.00

Time Recorded 1:44 pm

Total 3120.00
Payment Type Amount
Credit Card 3120.00
# 25700
Amount Due 0.00
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge

And Facebook Multi-Use Bridge Project
May 2017

1. PURPOSE OF AND NEED FOR ACTION

1.1 Introduction

This environmental assessment (EA) evaluates the environmental effects of issuance of a General Activities
Special Use Permit (SUP) to Facebook for use of Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge
(Refuge) property during construction of a multi-use bridge over State Route (SR) 84, as well as construction
and placement of a portion of the Bay Trail on the Refuge. This EA draws on information contained in the
City of Menlo Park’s Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Facebook Campus Expansion Project
(ICF International 2016), which includes the proposed bridge and Bay Trail segment construction. The U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) will use this EA to solicit public involvement and to determine whether
issuance of an SUP would have a significant effect on the quality of the environment. This is part of the
Service's decision-making process in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
amended, and its implementing regulations. NEPA requires Federal agencies to consider the environmental
effects of all actions! they undertake. This EA addresses public use activities specific to the Ravenswood

Complex of the Refuge.

1.2 Purpose and Need for the Proposed Action

The purpose of the proposed action is to expand public priority uses (e.g., wildlife-oriented recreational
opportunities) by facilitating construction of a multi-use bridge over SR 84 and relocating a portion of the
Bay Trail onto Refuge property. As part of its Campus Expansion Project, Facebook is proposing to
construct a new bicycle/pedestrian bridge over SR 84. A new connection to the Bay Trail from the proposed
bridge would provide the public with an additional Refuge access opportunity, and may reduce access
demand from the existing trailhead at Bedwell Bayfront Park. The bridge overlook would include an
interpretive display that highlights key resources and issues associated with the adjacent Refuge, such as its
use as wildlife habitat for Federally listed species including the western snowy plover (Charadrius alexandrinus

nivosus), its importance as a stopover for migratory birds, and the importance of urban wildlife refuges.

! Under NEPA and implementing regulations, action refers to a policy, plan, program, or project that is implemented,
funded, permitted, or controlled by a Federal agency or agencies.
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Although the foundation and vertical supports of the bridge touchdown north of SR 84 would be located
within the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) easement, construction of the proposed bridge
would not be feasible without temporary access to Refuge lands during construction (i.e., for use as a staging
area for construction equipment and to provide the necessary access for construction of the northern bridge
landing). With the construction of the northern bridge landing, a portion of the existing east-west running
Bay Trail would be impacted. As a result, the Bay Trail would be realigned to the north, into the Refuge right-

of-way (ROW) and would continue to provide east-west connectivity around the northern ramp.

The Refuge was established with three major purposes: (1) the preservation of the natural resources of the
South San Francisco Bay (Bay), (2) the provision of environmental education and wildlife interpretation
opportunities to Bay Area schools and residents, and (3) the protection of an important open space resource
and other wildlife-oriented recreation opportunities for the enjoyment of local residents and visitors.
Implementation of the proposed action would help to fulfill all three of the Refuge’s major purposes (EDAW
1974).

1.3 Proposed Action

The Service proposes to implement Alternative B, as described in this EA. This Alternative would result in
the issuance of a SUP to Facebook for use of Refuge property during construction of a multi-use bridge over
SR 84 and construction of a portion of the Bay Trail on Refuge property. The proposed action is consistent
with the current public use activities of wildlife observation and photography in the Ravenswood Complex
which is in the project vicinity. It is also consistent with the Refuge’s Comprehensive Conservation Plan and
Environmental Assessment (CCP/EA) goal to “provide the local community and other visitors with
compatible wildlife-oriented outdoor recreation opportunities to enjoy, understand, and appreciate the
resources of the Refuge” (Service 2012). The proposed action also supports the strategy under Objective 3.1
of the CCP, “ensure that public access opportunities at the Refuge are maintained or expanded, especially in

light of restoration and enhancement activities”.

1.4 Project Area

The Refuge, which was established in 1972 as the first urban National Wildlife Refuge, currently consists of
30,000 acres at the south end of the Bay (Figure 1). It is a major wintering area for Pacific Flyway waterfowl
and consists of a mixture of salt marsh, ponds, mudflat, seasonal wetlands, and uplands. The Refuge is
divided into four management units: Newark, Mowry, Alviso, and West Bay Units. The project site is located
within the Ravenswood Complex, which is part of the West Bay Unit (Figure 2). The Ravenswood Complex
consists of seven ponds (R1, R2, R3, R4, R5, S5, and SF2) located along both sides of SR 84 west of the
Dumbarton Bridge, and on the bayside of the developed areas of the City of Menlo Park in San Mateo
County. The project site is located immediately south of Pond R3.
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The approximately 0.68-acre portion of the Refuge covered in this EA consists of all areas that would be
permanently impacted by construction of the Bay Trail, as well as all areas that will be temporarily impacted

due to construction activities (Figure 3).

1.5 Decision to be Made

Based on the analysis documented in this EA, the Refuge will determine whether the proposed action would
have a significant effect on the quality of the environment and whether it qualifies for issuance of an SUP. If
the selected alternative has no significant impacts, then the Service would prepare a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FONSI). If the proposed management alternative is found to have significant impacts, then the

Service would prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) before making a decision.

1.6 Public Involvement

The Draft EA will be available for public review and comment for a 14-day period from June 8, 2017 through
June 24, 2017. Interested stakeholders, State and local agencies, local landowners, and others were sent
notification letters of where they could obtain or review the Draft EA. An electronic copy of the Draft EA is

also posted on the Refuge’s website (www.fws.gov/refuge/don_edwards_san_francisco_bay/planning).

1.7 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and National Wildlife Refuge System

The mission of the Service is working with others to conserve, protect, and enhance the nation's fish and
wildlife and their habitats for the continuing benefit of the American people. The Service is the primary
Federal agency responsible for migratory birds, endangered plants and animals, certain marine mammals, and
anadromous fish. This responsibility to conserve our nation's fish and wildlife resources is shared with other

Federal agencies and State and Tribal governments.

As part of this responsibility, the Service manages the National Wildlife Refuge System (Refuge System). The
Refuge System is the only nationwide system of Federal lands managed and protected for wildlife and their
habitats. The mission of the Refuge System is to administer a national network of lands and waters for the
conservation, management, and where appropriate, restoration of the fish, wildlife and plant resources and

their habitats within the United States for the benefit of present and future generations of Americans.

The Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge is managed as part of the Refuge System in
accordance with the National Wildlife Refuge System Administration Act of 1966 as amended by the

Improvement Act, and other relevant legislation, executive orders, regulations, and policies.
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2. ALTERNATIVES, INCLUDING THE PROPOSED ACTION

2.1 Alternative A: No Action

Under the no action alternative, an SUP would not be issued. Facebook would not construct a multi-use
bridge over SR 84 enhancing connectivity between the Belle Haven neighborhood, and a portion of the
existing Bay Trail south of Pond R3 would not be realigned to the north within Refuge property.

2.2 Alternative B: Proposed Action

Under the proposed action, the Refuge would issue an SUP for Facebook’s use of Refuge property during
construction of a multi-use bridge over SR 84. Although a portion of the aerial walkway would cantilever
beyond the Caltrans easement, the foundation and vertical supports of the bridge touchdown north of SR 84
would be located entirely within the Caltrans ROW adjacent to the Bay Trail and the footprint would not
extend into the Refuge (Figure 3). However, temporary access to Refuge lands would be needed to facilitate
construction of the northern bridge landing (sufficient space is not available within the Caltrans ROW) and to
provide a staging area for construction equipment. In addition, as described above, an approximately 800-foot
long section of the existing east-west running Bay Trail would be realigned to the north, into the Refuge
ROW, to provide east-west connectivity around the bridge’s northern ramp. The trail would be paved with

asphalt. Further, a low fence would be installed north of the Bay Trail within Refuge property.

2.2.1 Proposed Wildlife-Oriented Recreation

The Refuge would team with Facebook to promote wildlife-oriented recreation through the facilitation of the
construction of a multi-use bridge over SR 84, which would provide the public with an additional Refuge
access opportunity, the realignment of the Bay Trail to provide east-west connectivity around the bridge’s
northern ramp, and construction of protective fencing along a portion of the Bay Trail. A low fence would be
installed north of the Bay Trail within the project site. The purpose of the fence is to deter people and their
pets from leaving the trail and entering the managed pond habitat there. The fence would also help keep trash

from blowing into the ponds.
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3. AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

A complete description of the Refuge environment can be found in the CCP/EA and the South Bay Salt
Pond Restoration Project (SBSPRP) Phase 2 Final EIS/EIR (Setvice and California State Coastal
Conservancy 2016). This chapter primarily addresses the existing condition and resources within the

Ravenswood Complex at the project site.

3.1 Physical Environment

3.1.1 Geology, Soils, and Seismicity

The proposed area is located on the San Francisco Peninsula, a ridge of rocks and sediments in the Santa
Cruz Mountains portion of the Coast Ranges that separates the San Francisco Bay from the Pacific Ocean. In
the project area, Quaternary alluvial sediment derived from the Santa Cruz Mountains overlies older
Cretaceous and Jurassic sedimentary rocks (ICF International 2016). The youngest of this alluvial material
consists of Holocene-age (11,000 years or younger) unconsolidated clay, which is interbedded with sand and
fine gravel (ICF International 2016). One soil association occurs within the project site: Novato clay, 0 to 1

percent slopes (Natural Resources Conservation Service 2016).

No faults run through the project site; however, the San Jose Fault traverses a portion of Pond R3. Other
faults near the project site include the Stanford Fault and Palo Alto Fault, which are 0.5 mile west of Ponds
R5 and S5, respectively (Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016). The Stanford, Palo Alto, and
San Jose Faults are concealed Quaternary faults, meaning they have less potential for surface rupture but are

still considered active faults (Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016).

3.1.2 Hydrology

The project site is located within the alluvial fan of the lower San Francisquito Creek watershed. Major
surface waters in the project vicinity include the Ravenswood Slough to the north, San Francisquito Creek to
the southeast, Atherton Channel (also known as Atherton Creek) to the west, Flood Slough to the northwest,
and Lower San Francisco Bay to the east. The entirety of the project site is within the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) 100-year floodplain and subject to tidal flooding from the Bay (FEMA 2015).

Surface Water. No surface waters are present within the project site. However, to the north, northwest, and
northeast, the site is bordered by Pond R3, which is wet during the winter but becomes a salt panne in

summer.

Groundwater. The project area is located within the San Mateo subbasin of the larger Santa Clara Valley
groundwater basin. A relatively shallow water table aquifer overlies confined and semi-confined aquifers near
the margins of the Bay, with most wells drawing from deeper deposits. The direction of groundwater flow is

generally to the east and north. The basin is composed of alluvial fan deposits formed by tributaries to the
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Bay, which drain the basin. A relatively shallow water table aquifer overlies confined and semi-confined
aquifers.

Groundwater beneath the project site is not considered to be a source of drinking water, according to the San
Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board, because of the elevated salinity in the groundwater (City of
Menlo Park 2012).

3.1.3 Water Quality and Contaminants

The quality of the stormwater runoff from the project site is typical of urban watersheds where water quality
is affected primarily by discharges from both point and nonpoint sources. Point and nonpoint sources include
winter storms, overland flow, exposed soil, and streets. Water quality in the project vicinity is directly affected
by stormwater runoff from adjacent streets and properties. Grease, oil, hydrocarbons, and metals deposited
by vehicles and heavy equipment can accumulate on streets and paved parking lots and be carried into storm
drains by runoff. Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) are also listed as 3(d) impairments in the Lower San

Francisco Bay. PCBs can be found in automobile engines and other sources common in urban areas.

Pond R3 is located immediately adjacent to the northern boundary of the project site. The levees of Pond R3
are unbreached. Pond R3 receives direct precipitation, groundwater inflows, and minimal overland runoff
during the wet season. During the dry season, it dries out due to seepage and evaporation, forming a dry salt
pan, although historic slough traces retain water. Salinities and metal concentrations in sediments and in the
slough traces are expected to be elevated in comparison to concentrations in open Bay water because of
concentration by evaporation. In 2003, total mercury concentrations in Pond R4 (located immediately north
of Pond R3) averaged 0.05 milligrams/kilogram, which is lower than typical concentrations found in the Bay.
Methylmercury concentrations averaged 0.37 microgram/kilogram, which is also less than concentrations
generally found in the Bay (U.S. Geological Survey 2005).

3.1.4 Air Quality

The project site is within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (SFBAAB), which includes all of Alameda,
Contra Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, the western half of Solano, and the
southern half of Sonoma Counties. A wide range of emissions sources, such as dense population centers,
heavy vehicular traffic, and industrial activity, influence the air quality within the SFBAAB. The primary
pollutants of concern in the project area are ozone (including nitrogen oxides [NOx]), carbon dioxide (CO),

and particulate matter (PM) (ICF International 2016).

Existing air quality conditions in the project area can be characterized by monitoring data collected in the
region. Local monitoring data are used to designate areas as nonattainment, maintenance, attainment, or
unclassified for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and California Ambient Air Quality
Standards (CAAQS). The four designations are defined as follows:
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e Nonattainment — assigned to areas where monitored pollutant concentrations consistently violate

the standard in question.

e Maintenance — assigned to areas where monitored pollutant concentrations exceeded the standard

in question in the past but are no longer in violation of that standard.

e Attainment — assigned to areas where pollutant concentrations meet the standard in question over a

designated petiod of time.

e Unclassified — assigned to areas were data are insufficient to determine whether a pollutant is
violating the standard in question.

Table 1 summarizes the attainment status of San Mateo County with regard to the NAAQs and CAAQS.

Table 1. Federal and State Attainment Status for San Mateo County

Criteria Pollutant Federal Designation State Designation
O3 (8-hour) Marginal nonattainment Nonattainment
CO Maintenance Attainment
PM10 Attainment Nonattainment
PM2.5 Nonattainment Nonattainment
NO:2 Attainment Attainment
SO2 Attainment Attainment
Lead Attainment Attainment
Sulfates (No Federal standard) Attainment
Hydrogen sulfide (No Federal standard) Unclassified
Visibility reducing particles (No Federal standard) Unclassified

Sources: California Air Resources Board (2014), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (2015)

3.1.5 Noise

The existing ambient noise environment at the project site is characteristic of an urban environment.
Although aircraft overflights are periodically audible from the portion of the Refuge within the project
boundaries, the noise environment in this area was determined to be influenced primarily by vehicle traffic on
SR 84 (ICF International 2016). The noise level along SR 84 is approximately 70 A-weighted decibels (dBA)
(Community Noise Equivalent Level [CNEL]) based on the vehicle volume traveling along the highway
(Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016). Noise levels decrease to 60 dBA (CNEL) at a
distance of approximately a 0.25 mile to almost a 0.5 mile from SR 84 (Service and California State Coastal
Conservancy 2016). No major noise sources exist within the project site. No sensitive receptors occur within
the project site or adjacent Pond R3. The nearest sensitive receptors are more than 700 feet south of Pond R3

(Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016).
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3.2 Biological Environment

3.2.1 Vegetation

The approximately 0.68-acre portion of the Refuge covered in this EA consists of ruderal grassland located
immediately south of Pond R3 (Figure 4). Ruderal grassland habitat is characterized by an abundance of
species, including both non-native annual grasses and forbs, that occur in recently or regularly disturbed ateas.
On the project site, this habitat consists of a mixture of wild oats (Avena fatua), black mustard (Brassica nigra),
yellow star-thistle (Centanrea solstitialis), bristly oxtongue (Helminthotheca echivides), cats ear (Hypochaeris radica),
and sugar beet (Beta vulgaris).

As described above, no aquatic, wetland, or riparian habitat, including jurisdictional wetlands or others waters
of the United States, is present within the project site. However, to the north, northwest, and northeast, the
site is bordered by Pond R3, which is wet during the winter but becomes a salt panne in summer, and which
has a narrow fringe of salt marsh and peripheral halophyte marsh habitat at its edges. The pond bottom, and
remnant slough channels and borrow ditches, have extremely high salinity, which inhibits most plant life.
Vegetation growing on the pond bottom is limited to salt-tolerant vegetation, such as small flowered iceplant

(Mesembryanthenum nodiflorunm) (Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016).

3.2.2 Wildlife Resources

The wildlife species found in the ruderal grasslands on the project site are primarily common, widespread
species adapted to periodic human disturbance. Reptiles such as the western fence lizard (Sceloporus occidentalis),
gopher snake (Pituophis melanolencus), and southern alligator lizard (Elgaria multicarinata) occur here. Birds such
as the mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), Brewer’s blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalns), house tinch (Haemorhous
mexicanus), and white-crowned sparrow (Zonotrichia leucophrys) forage in the ruderal grasslands on the site.
However, due to the structural simplicity of the ruderal grasslands, their limited size, and the level of
disturbance, few birds (if any) are expected to nest here. Mammals including the California vole (Microtus
californicns), western harvest mouse (Reithrodontomys megalotis),valley pocket gopher (Thonomys bottae), and striped
skunk (Mephitis mephitis) also occur in the ruderal grasslands in the project area. The adjacent Pond R3
provides foraging, roosting, and nesting habitat for western snowy plovers. A variety of other shorebirds uses

this pond for foraging, primarily during the nonbreeding season.

3.2.3 Sensitive Species

The project does not contain critical habitat for any federally listed animal or plant species subject to the
jurisdiction of the Service or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS). The closest designated critical
habitat is for the southern green sturgeon (Acipenser medirostris) and Central California Coast steelhead
(Oncorbynchus mykiss) and is located in tidal waters associated with Flood Slough approximately 0.8 mile

northwest of the project site.
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Appendix E of the CCP (Service 2012) contains a list of sensitive species that occur and potentially occur on
the Refuge. Six federally and/or state listed species are known to occut, or could potentially occur, regularly
in the project vicinity. These are the southern green sturgeon, Central California Coast steelhead, salt marsh
harvest mouse (Rezthrodontomys raviventris), California Ridgway’s rail (Rallus obsoletus obsoletus)?, California black
rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturnicnlus), and western snowy plover. However, none of these species are expected
to occur on the project site itself, and only the western snowy plover may be indirectly impacted. This species

and its potential for occurrence in the project vicinity is discussed in detail below.

Western Snowy Plover (Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus). Federal Status: Endangered; State Status:
California Species of Special Concern. The Pacific coast population of western snowy plovers nests on
sandy beaches and salt panne habitat from Washington to Baja Mexico. Much of their nesting habitat,
particularly in southern California, has been lost to development and high levels of human use. In San
Francisco Bay, snowy plovers typically nest on dry, relatively homogenous salt pond bottoms. These nesting
areas are located near water, where prey (usually brine flies and other insects) are abundant. In some areas,
snowy plovers nest within dry saline managed ponds; in other areas where ponds typically hold water through
the summer, nests are located primarily on levees. Levees used for nesting include the low, sparsely vegetated
internal levees between managed ponds or cells within ponds; larger flood-control levees with extensive

vegetation on their banks, such as the ones lining sloughs, are not used for nesting.

Nearly all of the San Francisco Bay western snowy plover nesting occurs south of SR 92 (San Mateo Bridge)
in the South Bay (Page and Stenzel 1981, Page et al. 1991, Service 2007). Snowy plovers are known to nest in
the Ravenswood Complex, which consists of Ponds R1, R2, RSF2, R3, R4, and R5, immediately north of the
project site. Since 2003, San Francisco Bay Bird Observatory (SFBBO) has conducted annual western snowy
plover monitoring of the Ravenswood Complex in support of the goals set forth by the Refuge. Specifically,
they have (1) identified areas used by snowy plovers through regular surveys of all potential nesting habitat
from March through September, (2) participated in Service-coordinated breeding and winter window counts
to estimate Recovery Unit 3 snowy plover numbers, and (3) recorded nest fates, nest densities, and chick
fledging rates through nest-monitoring and chick-banding. Of 41 nests detected in the Ravenswood ponds in
2014, 16 were located in Pond R1, nine in RSF2, six in R4, and nine in R3 (Tokatlian et al. 2014). In 2015,
nest numbers doubled to 82, with eight located in Pond R1, one in R2, 29 in RSF2, 29 in R4, four in R5, and
11 in R3 (SFBBP unpubl.).

However, the vast majority of western snowy plover nesting in these ponds occurs well away from the project
site and more than 600 feet from active nests, which is the typical non-disturbance buffer recommended
around active western snowy plover nests by the Service. Between 2009 and 2015, only one western snowy
plover nest was located within 600 feet of the project footprint; in 2015, this nest was recorded in Pond R3
approximately 400 feet north of the Bay Trail at the eastern end of the project footprint. However, this nest
was over 790 feet from the easternmost end of the proposed multi-use bridge and the platform overlooking

the NWR. Therefore, no plovers have been recorded nesting within 790 feet from the proposed bridge and

2 Formerly known as the California clapper rail (Rallus longirostris obsoletns)
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platform. The next closest recorded nests occurred in 2015 (approximately 1,000 feet to the northeast of the
project footprint) and 2010 (approximately 1,200 feet northeast of the project footprint). These nests were
even greater distances from the proposed bridge. Therefore, snowy plover nesting does not occur very close
to the project site, and nesting even at distances of 400 feet and greater from the project site is very
infrequent. Areas used by foraging snowy plovers have not been well studied within Pond R3, and it is
possible foraging plovers may occur closer to the project site than nesting plovers do. However, given the
distribution of nesting birds, foraging plovers are not expected to make heavy use of the portion of the pond

closest to the project site.

The Service designated seven units of critical habitat for the western snowy plover in the San Francisco Bay,
including Ravenswood (southwestern portion of RSF2; 89 acres). The designated critical habitat in Pond
RSF2 is far enough from the project site (> 1 mile) that no effects on snowy plover critical habitat, either

direct or indirect, from the project would occur.

3.3 Social and Economic Environment

3.3.1 Recreation

No public access or recreational features are present within the project site, although a portion of the Bay
Trail is located immediately south of the project boundary along SR 84. No boating, waterfowl hunting, or
tishing is allowed in Pond R3. The nearest interpretive exhibits are located in the parking area at the entrance
to Bedwell Bayfront Park on Marsh Road (approximately 0.8 mile to the northwest) and the nearest viewing
point is located at the top of the hill near the northeast corner of Bedwell Bayfront Park, and along the Pond
SF2 Trail.

3.3.2 Local Economy

A substantial portion (32.7%) of the population of East Palo Alto occurs within 1 mile of the Ravenswood
Complex, and the socioeconomic climate around the project site is that of a developed community (Service
and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016). Approximately 68% of Menlo Park residents age 16 and
older were in the work force in 2010, nearly identical to the County rate and a few percentage points higher
than the state rate, and steady employment growth is expected between 2015 and 2020 (ICF International
2016).

3.3.3 Cultural Resources

The project site lies within an area once occupied by the Ohlone group of Native Americans. Native
American archaeological sites in this area of San Mateo County tend to be situated near the historic margin of
the Bay’s tidal marshland and along creeks that drain upland terrain that borders the Bayshore plain (ICF
International 2016). The project site is located on former marshland. A record search for an area including
the project site was performed as part of the SBSPRP (EDAW 2005) and again in 2013 by the Northwest

Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System in Rohnert Park,
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California (NWIC file 13-0330) (Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016). In addition, the
project site was subject to an on-site visual survey by URS cultural resource personnel in November 2013
(Service and California State Coastal Conservancy 2016). Based on the results of the record search and on-site
survey, no known cultural resources occur within the project site (Service and California State Coastal

Conservancy 2016).

3.3.4 Traffic

The project site is on the Peninsula side of the Bay, west of the Dumbarton Bridge, and adjacent to the City
of Menlo Park in San Mateo County. Bedwell Bayfront Park in Menlo Park is directly west of the project site,
and a portion of SR 84 occurs along its southern border. U.S. 101 is approximately 0.5 mile southwest of the
project site. In 2013, the traffic volume for SR 84 between University Avenue (SR 109) and Willow Road (SR
114) was 56,000 peak hour trips (Caltrans 2014).

There is no public vehicle access and no public trails within the project site. However, bicycle and pedestrian
access to the southern perimeter of the site is available from the Bay Trail. The Bay Trail is accessible from

U.S. 101 and SR 84 via Marsh Road. Levee roads around Pond R3 are accessible only to Refuge vehicles for

operations and maintenance activities.

There is limited public transit to the Ravenswood Complex. The Caltrain Marsh Road shuttle travels from the
Menlo Park Caltrain Station to the intersection of SR 84 and Marsh Road. The Dumbarton Express, run by a
consortium of transit agencies and administered by AC Transit, runs in both directions across the Dumbarton
Bridge and passes just south of the project site on SR 84. The Menlo Park Caltrain Station is approximately 2
miles to the southwest. The closest airport to the project site is the San Francisco International Airport,

which is located approximately 21 miles to the northwest.

4. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

This chapter analyzes the environmental impacts expected to occur from the implementation of the
alternatives described in Chapter 2. Impact evaluation has been conducted for each aspect of the
environment described in Chapter 3, including physical, biological, and social and economic resources. Direct,
indirect, and cumulative impacts are described where applicable for each alternative. Alternative A (No

Action) serves as a baseline against which Alternative B is compared.

NEPA regulations require a discussion of mitigation measures when adverse impacts on habitats, wildlife, or
the human environment are identified. All potential impacts were considered and mitigation measures were

identified for Alternative B.

In describing the significance of impacts, the Service defers to the following NEPA implementing regulations
(40 CFR 1508.27).
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“Significantly” as used in NEPA requires considerations of both context and intensity:

a) Context. This means that the significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such
as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the
locality. Significance varies with the setting of the proposed action. For instance, in the case of a
site-specific action, significance would usually depend upon the effects in the locale rather than
in the world as a whole. Both short- and long-term effects are relevant.

b) Intensity. This refers to the severity of impact. Responsible officials must bear in mind that more

than one agency may make decisions about partial aspects of a major action.

Significance of impacts on the environment determines whether preparation of an EIS is warranted. Thus, an
EA provides a discussion of the magnitude of the impacts within the context of the situation for each impact

topic.

4.1 Physical Environment

4.1.1 Geology, Soils, and Seismicity

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.
Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effects related to geology, soils, and seismicity due to the no

action alternative.

Alternative B. Alternative B would not place recreational facilities on the San Jose Fault trace. Therefore,
potential effects on people and property due to a rupture immediately on or adjacent to a fault during an

earthquake under Alternative B would be less than significant.

Localized soil disturbance (e.g., compaction and erosion) would occur within the project site due to the use of
motorized heavy equipment and foot traffic during construction. However, this impact would be temporary.
Project implementation would also involve grading to construct the realigned portion of the Bay Trail within
Refuge property. The project sponsor would be required to implement the specifications in Appendix J of the
2013 California Building Standards Code, which regulates grading activities, including associated drainage and
erosion control. Compliance with City requirements and the 2013 California Building Standards Code, which
are within the authority of the City to enforce and monitor, would ensure that erosion impacts resulting from
project construction would be less than significant. Therefore, there would be no substantial adverse effect

related to geology, soils, and seismicity from Alternative B.

4.1.2 Hydrology

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effects related to hydrology due to the no action alternative.
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Alternative B. Under Alternative B, construction of the project would not involve work within surface
waters and would not alter the course of an existing stream or river because these features do not exist onsite.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effects related to hydrology due to Alternative B.

4.1.3 Water Quality and Contaminants

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.
Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on water quality or contaminants due to the no

action alternative.

Alternative B. As described above, all structural elements of the proposed bridge, including ramps and
foundations, would be located outside of Refuge property, within Caltrans ROW. However, localized soil
disturbance (e.g., compaction and erosion) would occur within the project site due to the use of motorized
heavy equipment and foot traffic during construction. Further, project implementation would involve grading
to construct the realigned portion of the Bay Trail within Refuge property. These construction activities could

temporarily expose soils to erosive effects from stormwater runoff, an adverse effect.

Construction-related activities could lead to transient adverse water quality impacts in Pond R3 during or
shortly after the period of construction. Grading could affect water and sediment quality and result in short-
term increases in turbidity. Construction activities would also bring equipment and materials not normally
present in the project area onto the site. These activities would increase the possibility of exposure to or
release of hazardous materials and waste associated with construction, such as fuels or oils, because of

accidents or equipment malfunction or maintenance, an adverse effect.

Additional wildlife-oriented recreation, interpretation, environmental education, and volunteer opportunities
under this alternative would also result in additional foot traffic on the Refuge. Increased visitation may also
result in soil disturbance. However, the proposed construction of a low fence along the southern edge of
Pond R3 adjacent to the realigned Bay Trail would discourage Bay Trail users from leaving the trail and

minimize soil disturbance.
Measures to address potential water-quality impacts are described below.

Mitigation Measure to Address Erosion Risks and Water Quality Impacts:

e The project sponsors will implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) to
reduce potential erosion and subsequent sedimentation in stormwater runoff during
construction. The SWPPP will be developed to ensure that, during rain events, construction
activities do not increase the levels of erosion and sedimentation. This plan will include the use
of erosion-control materials (e.g., baffles, fiber rolls, or hay bales; temporary containment berms)
and erosion-control measures such as straw application or hydroseeding with native grasses on
disturbed slopes; and floating sediment booms and/or curtains to minimize any impacts that may

occutr due to increased mobilization of sediments. Suitable erosion control, sediment control,
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source control, treatment control, material management, and non-stormwater management best
management practices (BMPs) will be implemented consistent with the latest edition of the
California Stormwater Quality Association “Stormwater Best Management Practices Handbook.”
Staging, access, and parking areas will be located outside of sensitive habitats.

Areas of disturbance will be limited to the smallest footprint necessary.

All equipment will be maintained free of petroleum leaks. All vehicles operated within 150 feet
of any water body will be inspected daily for leaks and, if necessary, repaired before leaving the
staging area. Inspections will be documented in a record that is available for review on request.
Spill prevention kits will always be in close proximity to construction activities (e.g., crew trucks
and other logical locations) when using hazardous materials. Feasible measures will be
implemented to ensure that hazardous materials are properly handled and the quality of aquatic
resources is protected.

No fueling will be performed in wetland or aquatic habitats. For stationary equipment that must
be fueled on site, containment will be provided in such a manner that any accidental spill of fuel
will not be able to enter the water or contaminate sediments that may come in contact with
water.

Vehicles will be washed only at an approved area. No washing of vehicles will occur at the job
site.

A berm or other sediment-control device will be installed around stockpiled soil material to
prevent runoff from transporting sediment into sensitive habitats.

The work site, areas adjacent to the work site, and access roads will be maintained in an orderly
condition, free and clear from debris and discarded materials. Personnel will not sweep, grade, or
flush surplus materials, rubbish, debris, or dust into storm drains, water bodies, or waterways.
Upon completion of work, all building materials, debris, unused materials, concrete forms, and
other construction-related materials will be removed from the work site.

A hazardous materials management/fuel spill containment plan will be developed and
implemented by the construction contractor and given to all contractors and biological monitors
working on the project, with at least one copy of the plan located onsite at all times. The purpose
of the plan is to provide onsite construction managers, environmental compliance monitors, and
regulatory agencies with a detailed description of hazardous materials management, spill
prevention, and spill response/cleanup measures associated with the construction of the Project
elements. The primary objective of the plan is to prevent a spill of hazardous materials. Elements
of the plan include, but are not limited to the following:

O A discussion of hazardous materials management, including delineation of hazardous
material and hazardous waste storage area, access and egress routes, waterways,
emergency assembly areas, and temporary hazardous waste storage areas

O Materials Safety Data Sheets for all chemicals used and stored on site

O An inventory list of emergency equipment

0 Spill control and countermeasures including employee spill prevention/response training
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0 Notification and documentation procedures

O Monthly reporting plan

With implementation of these mitigation measures, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on

water quality or contaminants due to Alternative B.

4.1.4 Air Quality

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on air quality due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. Under Alternative B, construction activities would result in temporary increases in dust

(PM10) from earth moving activities and tailpipe emissions (e.g., NOx, sulfur oxides [SOx]|, CO) from

construction vehicle use. Construction would also generate on-road vehicle trips from workers, construction

staff, and material hauling, a potential adverse effect on air quality. Grading and construction activities would

require 6-8 people working five days per for 4-5 months to complete. Measures to address potential air-

quality impacts are described below.

Mitigation Measure to Address Impacts on Air Quality:

The state is divided into Air Pollution Control Districts and Air Quality Management Districts. These

agencies are county or regional governing authorities that have primary responsibility for controlling air

pollution from stationary sources. The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) has local

air quality jurisdiction over projects in San Mateo County. The project sponsor will require all

construction contractors to implement the basic construction mitigation measures recommended by the

BAAQMD to reduce fugitive dust emissions. Emission reduction measures will include, at a minimum,

the following measures (additional measures may be identified by BAAQMD or contractor as

appropriate):

All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and unpaved
access roads) will be watered two times per day. Recycled water, to be purchased through
advance arrangement with the City of Redwood City or the City of Palo Alto, will be used to
water all exposed surfaces.

All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material offsite will be covered.

All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads will be removed using wet power
vacuum street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads will be limited to 15 miles per hour.

All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved will be completed as soon as possible.

A publicly visible sign will be posted with the telephone number and name of the person to
contact at the lead agency regarding dust complaints. This person will respond and take
corrective action within 48 hours. BAAQMD’s phone number will also be visible to ensure

compliance with applicable regulations.
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Following construction, visitor activities would not substantially affect air quality. It is reasonable to assume
that an increase in visitor use at the Refuge may reflect visitors choosing the Refuge as their destination rather
than another location offering similar opportunities in the Bay Area (such as East Bay Regional Park System,
in proximity to the Refuge). For this reason, the Service anticipates that there would be few to no new vehicle
trips, but if there is an increase in tailpipe emissions resulting from increased visitor opportunities, it is likely

to be negligible.

With implementation of the mitigation measures described above, the Service anticipates no substantial

adverse effect on air quality due to Alternative B.

4.1.5 Noise

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.
Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on noise levels due to the no action

alternative.

Alternative B. Types of equipment used for project construction would include earthwork equipment (e.g.,
excavator, backhoe, dozer, and compactor) that would be used for general grading, excavating, and
backfilling, and pile installation equipment. Deep pile supported foundations are proposed for the bridge
footings. This type of pile installation method would eliminate vibration created by conventional pile driving
hammers. However, depending on the footing, depths and the soil condition at the site, use of vibratory or
impact pile drivers may be necessary over a short period for installing temporary excavation shoring systems.
Additional construction equipment may include concrete mixer trucks, pump trucks, flatbed trucks, and
cranes of various sizes. Smaller cranes would be used for general lifting purposes. The larger cranes would be
used for lifting the assembled steel girder spans during erection. A summary of anticipated equipment type

and the associated operation noise levels is provided in Table 1 below.

Table 2. Construction Equipment and Operation Noise Levels

Equipment Acoustical Utilization Typical Noise Level (dBA) at 50 feet from Source
Factor (%)

Lmax Leq
Backhoe 40 78 74
Blade2 40 85 81
Bobcatb 40 79 75
Concrete crusherc 20 90 83
Crane 16 81 73
Dump truck 40 77 72
Excavator 40 81 7
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Equipment Acoustical Utilization Typical Noise Level (dBA) at 50 feet from Source
Factor (%)

Lmax Leq
Generator 50 81 78
Gradall 40 83 79
Pickup truck 40 75 82
Pile driver 20 101 94
Scraper 40 84 80
Tire washd 10 82 72

Source: Federal Highway Administration. 2006, FHWA Roadway Construction Noise Model User’s Guide. FHWA-HEP-05-

054. January.
Notes:

aBased on FHWA noise level for a grader.

b Based on FHWA noise level for a front-end loader.

¢ Based on FHWA noise level for a concrete saw.

b Based on FHWA noise level for a vacuum street sweeper.

Construction activities could result in noise that would exceed the Menlo Park 85 dBA limit for

powered equipment at 50 feet during the hours between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. and be in excess of 60

dBA equivalent sound level (Leg) during “daytime” (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) hours before or after this

range, an adverse effect. Measures to address potential noise impacts are described below; however,

measures to address potential noise impacts on sensitive species are discussed separately under Section

4.2.

Mitigation Measure to Address Noise Impacts during Construction:

To the extent feasible, the noisiest construction activities, such as demolition and grading
activities, will be scheduled during times that would have the least impact on nearby residential
and other receptors. This could include restricting construction activities in the areas of potential
impact to the early and late hours of the workday, such as from 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m. or 4:00
p-m. to 6:00 p.m., Monday through Friday.

Best available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, intake
silencers, ducts, engine enclosures, acoustically attenuating shields or shrouds) will be used on
equipment and trucks used for project construction wherever feasible.

Hydraulically or electrically powered impact tools (e.g., pile drivers, jackhammers, pavement
breakers, rock drills) will be used for project construction wherever possible to avoid noise
associated with compressed air exhaust from pneumatically powered tools. However, where use
of pneumatic tools is unavoidable, an exhaust muffler will be used on the compressed air
exhaust. External jackets will be used on the tools themselves where feasible. Quieter equipment,

such as drills, will be used rather than impact equipment whenever feasible.
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e “Quiet” gasoline-powered compressors or electric compressors will be used and electric rather
than gasoline-or diesel-powered forklifts will be used for small lifting to the extent feasible.

e Stationary noise sources, such as temporary generators, will be located as far from nearby
receptors as possible; such sources will be muffled and enclosed within temporary enclosures
and shielded by battiers or other measures to the extent feasible.

e Temporary noise barriers (generally approximately 8 feet in height) will be installed around
construction areas adjacent to sensitive receptors to reduce construction noise from equipment
to acceptable levels. Specifically, the noise barriers will reduce noise levels during the hours of
8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on weekdays to 85 dBA at a distance of 50 feet from the construction
equipment. In addition, the noise barriers will reduce overall construction noise to less than 60
dBA Leq, as measured at the applicable property lines of adjacent uses, during the hours of 7:00
a.m. to 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. weekdays and 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. on Saturdays.
The noise barriers will be installed unless an acoustical engineer submits documentation that
confirms that the barriers are not necessary to achieve these attenuation levels or provides
specific locations and heights that would achieve the required attenuation.

e Trucks will be prohibited from idling along streets serving the construction site.

e DPrior to any pile-driving activities, all surrounding property owners and occupants within 300
feet of the project site will be notified, informing them of the estimated start date and duration.

e “Quiet” pile-driving technology (e.g., vibratory pile driving or pre-drilled pile holes) will be
implemented where feasible, in consideration of geotechnical and structural requirements and
conditions.

e The effectiveness of noise attenuation measures will be monitored by taking noise measurements
during pile-driving activities to ensure compliance with the 85-dBA standard at 50 feet for
construction equipment and during general construction occurring during non-exempted

daytime hours to ensure compliance with the 60-dBA Leq daytime standard.

Following construction, visitor activities would not substantially affect noise levels. The anticipated noise
levels generated by the passive recreational uses would not substantially alter the ambient noise
environment; especially given recreational use (i.e., Bay Trail) already exists adjacent to the project site.
The low and occasional noise levels generated by recreational users would not be noticeable from off-
site locations, especially in relation to the distance from sensitive receptors. Noise generated by area
roadways and highways, railroads, and overflights, the dominant noise source in the area, would be

much higher than any noise generated from passive recreational users.

With implementation of the mitigation measures described above, the Service anticipates no substantial

adverse effect due to noise from Alternative B.
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4.2 Biological Environment

4.2.1 Vegetation

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effect on vegetation due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. The proposed project would result in the permanent replacement of up to 0.19 acre of ruderal
grassland with a 10-foot wide asphalt pathway. Project implementation would also result in temporary
impacts on up to 0.4949 acre of ruderal grassland habitat. Areas subject to temporary disturbance during

construction would be seeded, as appropriate, following completion of construction.

Ruderal grassland is relatively abundant and widespread regionally, and is not particularly sensitive or valuable
(from the perspective of providing important plant or wildlife habitat), and impacts on the project site would
not result in substantial impacts on the vegetation community that occurs there. Further, the ruderal
grasslands on the project site are characterized by an abundance of non-native species including yellow-star
thistle, bristly oxtongue, and black mustard. Therefore, the potential introduction of non-native seeds to the
site by construction equipment is not expected to substantially degrade the existing community. Further, the
project would not result in any impacts on sensitive natural communities. Thus, the Service anticipates no

substantial adverse effect on vegetation due to Alternative B.

4.2.2 Wildlife

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.
Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effect on common (i.e., non-sensitive) wildlife due to the no

action alternative.

Alternative B. Implementation of Alternative B could result in impacts on common (i.e., non-sensitive)
wildlife due to injury or mortality of individuals by equipment, vehicle traffic, and worker foot traffic. In
addition, clearing and grading would result in the loss of breeding and/or foraging habitat. The area to be
disturbed under Alternative B provides limited habitat value due to the lack of significant vegetation and the
proximity to SR 84. This relatively narrow, linear corridor of habitat loss would have little, if any, impact on
the wildlife species that occur on the project site, which are regionally abundant, present in widely available
habitats in the region, and would continue to be present on the site following construction. Additionally, the
proposed project would affect only a small proportion of their regional populations, and the number of
individuals likely to be displaced by habitat disturbance and loss would be quite small with respect to the
amount of suitable habitat available in the area. The habitat within the project site is also not essential for the
support of any local population of fish or wildlife species and does not include any designated critical habitat,
and the implementation of Alternative B would not substantially interfere with the movement of native
resident or migratory wildlife species. Further, the project design under Alternative B includes installation of a

low fence north of the trail edge between the trail and the remaining Refuge property. The fence would
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minimize the potential for disturbance to habitats managed and maintained by the Refuge to support
mammals, birds, and other wildlife. Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on non-

sensitive wildlife due to Alternative B.

4.2.3 Sensitive Species

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effect on sensitive species due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. Although several federally listed species, such as the California Ridgway’s rail, salt marsh
harvest mouse, Central California Coast steelhead, and southern green sturgeon occur in the general project
vicinity, no suitable habitat for these species is present within 0.5 mile or more of the project site. As a result,
the project would have no effect on these species. Only one Federal or State listed species, the western snowy

plover, could potentially be affected by Project activities.

Western snowy plovers are not expected to nest or forage within the project site due to the extent of urban
development, roadways, and general lack of suitable habitat. Therefore, no direct loss of habitat, eggs, or
nests, of individuals would occur as a result of the project. There is some potential for project construction to
disturb individuals, habitat, and nests located north of the project site in Pond R3. Disturbances such as loud
noise or the presence and movement of people and heavy equipment near snowy plover habitat may alter
bird behavior. Such disturbance could result in temporary plover avoidance of areas that have suitable habitat
but intolerable levels of disturbance; abandonment of nests, eggs, or young by nesting pairs; a reduction in
foraging efficiency if high-quality foraging areas are impacted; and increased movement or flushing that
reduce energy reserves and increase predation risk. Examples of project activities that may cause such
disturbance if they occur near (i.e., within 600 feet of) active snowy plover nests include pile installation and
general grading, excavating, and backfilling activities. In addition, loss of individual snowy plovers (including
eggs and chicks) due to predation could be exacerbated by the proposed action, at least in localized areas.
Human food and trash could attract ravens (Corvus corax) or other predators, and temporary construction

fencing could provide perch sites for predatory raptors.

However, as discussed above, only a single snowy plover nest has been documented within 600 feet of the
project site since 2009, and this nest, although located within approximately 400 feet of the easternmost
extent of the Bay Trail within the project site boundary, is located over 790 ft from the multi-use bridge
overlooking the Refuge. Construction activities along the Bay Trail east and west of the proposed bridge
would be minimal, primarily involving the installation of the Bay Trail fence, and would not involve the use
of pile driving equipment, large cranes, or other heavy construction equipment necessary for the construction
of the bridge. Thus, noise levels associated with construction within this portion of the project site, and hence
the potential for disturbance of nesting snowy plovers, are expected to be substantially lower than noise levels
associated with bridge construction. In addition, moderate to fairly heavy human use already exists along the
Bay Trail adjacent to snowy plover habitat in the project area. Numerous visitors and local residents use the

Bay Trail on a daily basis. As a result, the plovers that use habitat adjacent to the project area are habituated to
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the presence of humans to some extent. This reduces the extent to which snowy plovers will be disturbed by
bridge construction and human use of the bridge following project completion. Nevertheless, project
implementation could result in the disturbance of nesting western snowy plovers, a substantial adverse effect.

Measures to address potential impacts on the western snowy plover are described below.

Mitigation Measure to Address Impacts on the Western Snowy Plover:

e A Service-approved biologist will conduct employee education training for all construction
personnel. Personnel will be required to attend the presentation, which will describe the western
snowy plover; avoidance, minimization, and conservation measures; legal protection of the
animal; and other related issues. All attendees will sign an attendance sheet along with their
printed name, company or agency, email address, and telephone number. The original sign-in
sheet will be sent to the Service within seven calendar days of the completion of the training.

e Nighttime work near Pond R3 will be avoided to the extent feasible. If nighttime work cannot be
avoided, lighting will be directed to the work area and away from habitat for the western snowy
plover.

e The bridge and northern bridge approaches will incorporate perch deterrents so that snowy
plover predators and nest predators such as raptors, ravens, and crows (Corvus brachyrhynchos),
cannot use the bridge as a plover hunting perch.

e No activities will be performed within 600 feet? of an active snowy plover nest during the snowy
plover breeding season, March 1 through September 14 (or as determined through surveys).

e If construction activities are initiated during the western snowy plover breeding season, within 3
days prior to the start of construction, a survey will be conducted by a qualified biologist to
determine whether western snowy plovers are nesting within 600 feet of the project site. If an
active nest is identified, a buffer of 600 feet will be established between project activities and the
nest, and the nest will be periodically monitored by a qualified biologist to determine when it is
no longer active (at which point the buffer will no longer be needed). If there is a visual barrier,
such as screening, between a project activity and the nest, such that the plover will not be able to
see the activity from the nest, then the applicant will coordinate with the Service to determine
what reduced buffer will be appropriate to allow work to occur without disturbing the nesting

plovers.

In addition, the project includes several measures that are beneficial to snowy plovers. These include fence
construction, which may benefit western snowy plovers using pond R3 to the north of the site by reducing
access by humans and pets, and funding of on-going western snowy plover monitoring and management.
With implementation of the mitigation measures described above, the Service anticipates no substantial

adverse effect on sensitive species due to Alternative B.

3 This distance is based on the minimum buffer required between active western snowy plover nests and
maintenance/monitoring activities conducted under the Biological Opinion issued for the SBSPRP Long-term Plan and
the Project-level Phase 1 Actions (Service 2008).
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4.3 Social and Economic Environment

4.3.1 Recreation

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new recreation or public access facilities
would be constructed and the existing Bay Trail along SR 84 would continue to be used and maintained

separately. Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effect on recreation due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. Under Alternative B, there would be new public access and recreational facilities that would
increase recreational enjoyment of the Ravenswood Complex. Improved recreation and public access
facilities, including addition of viewing facilities, would be a beneficial impact on recreation resources. Their
provision is consistent with Service and Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) policies to

provide public access and wildlife viewing opportunities.

A new connection to the Bay Trail from the proposed bridge over SR 84 would provide an additional access
opportunity, and may reduce access demand from the existing trailhead at Bedwell Bayfront Park. This
alternative would not substantially increase recreation use or cause substantial physical deterioration of

adjacent recreational facilities.

Under Alternative B, the portion of the Bay Trail adjacent to the project site would be temporarily rerouted
during construction. However, no activities would occur that would result in the closure of the Bay Trail.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on recreation due to Alternative B.

4.3.2 Local Economy

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new recreation or public access facilities
would be constructed and the existing Bay Trail along SR 84 would continue to be used and maintained
separately. Recreation activities would remain similar to existing conditions, and would not be expected to
change business conditions in the long term. No impact to area businesses would occur, and there would be
few, if any, substantial changes in the local employment opportunities or community tax bases. Therefore, the

Service anticipates no adverse effect on the local economy due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. Under Alternative B, the proposed recreation and public access features could have a small
but beneficial effect on the lifestyles and social interactions of the communities surrounding the project site.
With more access to outdoor activities, the effects of this increase in opportunities for recreation would be

beneficial due to Alternative B.

4.3.3 Cultural Resources

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no adverse effect on cultural resources due to the no action alternative.
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Alternative B. No potential disturbance of known cultural resources would occur because of Alternative B.
As described above, the project area is underlain by late Holocene bay mud. Project impacts would be
confined to the bay mud, which has no potential for harboring unique paleontological resources. Therefore,
there is no need for additional consideration of paleontological impacts. However, the project site also lies
within an area once occupied by the Ohlone group of Native Americans and there is a low potential that
previously undocumented cultural resources are present below the surface that were not evident during the
survey. If archacological resources were encountered during project construction, such resources could be
damaged or destroyed, resulting in an adverse effect. Measures to address potential impacts on archaeological

resources are described below.

Mitigation Measure to Address Impacts on Archaeological Resources:

Prior to grading or other construction-related activities on the project site, the project sponsor will hire a
qualified professional archaeologist (i.e., one who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s professional
qualifications for archaeology or one under the supervision of such a professional) to monitor, to the
extent determined necessary by the archaeologist, project-related earth-disturbing activities. In the event
that any prehistoric or historic-period subsurface archaeological features or deposits, including locally
darkened soil (midden), that could conceal cultural deposits, animal bone, obsidian, and/or mortar are
discovered during demolition/construction-related earthmoving activities, all ground-disturbing activity
within 100 feet of the discovery will be halted immediately. The Service will consult with the project
archaeologist to assess the significance of the find. Impacts on any significant resources will be mitigated
through data recovery or other methods determined adequate by the Service that are consistent with the
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Archaeological Documentation. If Native American
archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual resources are discovered, all identification and treatment of the
resources will be conducted by a qualified archaeologist and Native American representatives who are
approved by the local Native American community as scholars of the cultural traditions. In the event that
no such Native American is available, persons who represent tribal governments and/or organizations in
the locale in which resources could be affected will be consulted. When historic archaeological sites or
historic architectural features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be carried out by
historical archaeologists or architectural historians who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s professional

qualifications for archaeology and/or architectural history.

With implementation of the mitigation measures described above, the Service anticipates no substantial

adverse effect on cultural resources due to Alternative B.

4.3.4 Traffic

Alternative A (No Action). Under the no action alternative, no new activities would be implemented.

Therefore, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on traffic due to the no action alternative.

Alternative B. Impacts of project construction were previously analyzed as part of the larger Facebook

Campus Expansion Project (ICF International 2016). Based on the results of that analysis, project
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construction may result in an adverse effect on routes of regional significance and daily traffic volumes on
roadways in the project area due to project traffic. Measures to address potential traffic impacts are described

below.

Mitigation Measure to Address Traffic Impacts:

e The project sponsor will provide measures to reduce cut-through traffic in the Belle Haven
Neighborhood via Chilco Street (South of the Dumbarton Rail Corridor), Newbridge Street, and
Ivy Drive. The provision of physical traffic-calming measures could also be included where such
measutes would not affect emergency access and/or transit service, subject to community and
City approval. Because community members and other potentially affected stakeholders may be
affected by such improvements, the project sponsor will fund a Neighborhood Traffic Plan to
identify appropriate measures for reducing cut-through traffic.

e The project sponsor will provide measures to improve mobility options (e.g., walking, bicycling,
transit), consistent with the City’s Complete Streets goals, which would help to offset the effect
of daily traffic generated by the project. In particular, such measures could include pedestrian
enhancements across Willow Road at Hamilton Drive, Ivy Drive, and Newbridge Street as well

as at other affected study segment locations.

With implementation of these mitigation measures, the Service anticipates no substantial adverse effect on

traffic due to Alternative B.

4.4 Cumulative Effects

Cumulative effects are those effects on the environment resulting from incremental consequences of the
Service’s proposed actions when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions,
regardless of who undertakes those actions. Cumulative effects can be the result of individually minor impacts
that can become significant when added over time. This section assesses how these other activities in addition

to the proposed action would affect the physical, biological, and social and economic environment.

Cumulative effects take into account projects on and in the vicinity of the Refuge. Other projects in the area
include both development and maintenance projects that could adversely affect sensitive species and
restoration projects that will benefit these species. Development projects include the Facebook Campus
Expansion Project and restoration projects, which are described in the CCP, including the SBSPRP, Initial
Stewardship Plan, South San Francisco Bay Corps Shoreline Study, San Francisco Estuary Invasive Spartina
Project. In addition, additional office space, hotels, and schools are proposed or under construction in the
project area, including a research and development campus at 333 Ravenswood Avenue, a hotel at 555
Glenwood Avenue, a hotel/restaurant/health club on Constitution Drive, the Laurel Upper School at 275
Elliot Drive, and the German American School on 475 Pope Street.
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4.4.1 Cumulative Effects on the Physical Environment

The implementation of the proposed action would result in a minimal impact on the physical environment.
Construction of the Bay Trail and staging of equipment for construction of a bridge over SR 84 would occur
entirely within ruderal grassland habitat and there would be no direct impact or conversion of sensitive
natural communities. Most of the other foreseeable projects in the San Francisco Bay area that will affect
Refuge habitat are tidal restoration projects. These projects are expected to result in the restoration of
thousands of acres of much higher-quality habitat than would be impacted by the proposed project. Further,
the project would implement a number of BMPs and mitigation measures to reduce impacts on water quality

and contaminants, air quality, noise, and traffic as described above.

Construction noise effects may result in a cumulative noise impact on nearby sensitive receptors. As
discussed under Section 4.1.5, construction activity associated with the project would generate noise that
could affect existing adjacent land uses. However, with implementation of the proposed mitigation measure
to address noise impacts during construction, such impacts are expected to be less than significant. Further, it
is likely that noise mitigation measures similar to those of the project would be applied to other projects in
the area for compliance with applicable City noise standards. Given this, and the fact that construction noise

is highly localized, it is not anticipated that significant cumulative construction noise impacts would occur.

Thus, provided the proposed project successfully incorporates the mitigation measures described in this EA,
neither Alternative A nor Alternative B would contribute to substantial cumulative effects on the physical

environment.

4.4.2 Cumulative Effects on Biological Resources

Other projects near salt-marsh and managed pond habitat in the Bay could result in potentially significant
impacts on salt-marsh associated species such as the western snowy plover, California Ridgway rail, salt marsh
harvest mouse, and other special-status species. However, most of the other foreseeable projects within these
species’ habitats are restoration projects that will have long-term benefits for native wildlife species and
habitats in the area. The SBSPRP will restore tidal marsh and other wetlands in the South Bay, providing
additional habitat to wildlife resources, including extensive habitat for special-status species, migratory

waterfowl and shorebirds, and fish and other aquatic species.

In addition to the impacts described in Section 4.2 above, climate change may also have cumulative effects on
species that utilize tidal marshes. The global average temperature has risen by approximately 0.6 degrees
centigrade during the 20th Century (IPCC 2007, Adger et al. 2007). There is an international scientific
consensus that most of the warming observed has been caused by human activities IPCC 2001 2007, Adger
et al. 2007), and that it is "very likely" that it is largely due to anthropogenic emissions of CO and other
greenhouse gases (Adger et al. 2007). Ongoing climate change (Inkley et al. 2004, Adger et al. 2007, Kanter
2007) likely imperils species like the Ridgway’s rail and salt marsh harvest mouse, and the resources necessary

for their survival, because climate change threatens to disrupt annual weather patterns, it may result in a loss
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of their habitats and/or prey, and/or increased numbers of their predators, parasites, and diseases. Where
populations are isolated, increasing tide height due to changing climate may result in local extinction, with
range shifts precluded by lack of suitable habitat at higher elevations. However, the project would not result
in the loss of any tidal marsh habitat, and tidal restoration projects that are currently being implemented, such
as the SBSPRP and South San Francisco Bay Cotps Shoreline Study, are taking sea level rise into
consideration and incorporating broad upland transition zones where possible to allow for the upward

“migration” of tidal marsh and high-tide refugia.

Further, the implementation of the proposed action would result in a minimal impact on biological resources
as no sensitive plant or wildlife species are expected to occur on the project site and potential temporary
impacts on nesting western snowy plovers during project construction would be adequately mitigated. Thus,
provided the proposed project successfully incorporates the mitigation measures described in this EA, neither

Alternative A nor Alternative B would contribute to substantial cumulative effects on biological resources.

4.4.3 Cumulative Effects on the Social and Economic Environment

The proposed project is expected to result in a positive benefit on the social and economic environment by
providing additional recreational and transportation opportunities. Under Alternative B, the portion of the
Bay Trail adjacent to the project site would be temporarily rerouted during construction. However, no
activities would occur that would result in the closure of the Bay Trail. Therefore, the Service anticipates no

substantial adverse effect on recreation.

Most of the other foreseeable projects in the area would also result in beneficial impacts for residents of the
Bay Area through expansion of wildlife-dependent recreation, interpretation, and environmental education.
Further, the Service adheres to the policies and regulations pertaining to the protection of cultural resources
in order to avoid or mitigate for any significant adverse effects resulting from management activities. The
actions in the proposed project would continue to adhere to those policies and regulations. Thus, provided
the proposed project successfully incorporates the mitigation measures described in this EA, neither
Alternative A nor Alternative B would contribute to substantial cumulative effects on the social and

economic environment.
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U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service
Pacific Southwest Region

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Environmental Assessment for Issuance of a Special Use Permit to Facebook for Use of the
Refuge during Construction of a Multi-Use Bridge and Trail at
Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge
Alameda County, California

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has completed an Environmental Assessment (EA)
of the environmental effects of issuance of a General Activities Special Use Permit (SUP) to
Facebook for use of Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge (Refuge)
property during construction of a multi-use bridge over State Route (SR) 84, as well as
construction and placement of a portion of the Bay Trail on the Refuge. The purpose of the
project is to expand public priority uses (e.g., wildlife-oriented recreational opportunities) by
facilitating construction of a multi-use bridge over SR 84 and relocating a portion of the Bay
Trail onto Refuge property.

The Refuge was established with three major purposes: (1) the preservation of the natural
resources of the South San Francisco Bay (Bay), (2) the provision of environmental education
and wildlife interpretation opportunities to Bay Area schools and residents, and (3) the protection
of an important open space resource and other wildlife-oriented recreation opportunities for the
enjoyment of local residents and visitors. Implementation of the selected action will help to
fulfill the Refuge’s major purposes.

Decision
Following review and analysis, the Service selected the Project Alternative for implementation
because it is the alternative that will assist the Service in:
e Achieving the mission of the National Wildlife Refuge System;
e Achieving the purposes of the Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife
Refuge;
Implementing the Service’s vision and goals for the Refuge;
e Expanding access to the Refuge for use by the general public.

Alternatives Considered
The following is a brief description of the alternatives evaluated in the EA.

Alternative A

Under the no action alternative, an SUP would not be issued. Facebook would not construct a
multi-use bridge over SR 84 enhancing connectivity between the Belle Haven neighborhood, and
a portion of the existing Bay Trail south of Pond R3 would not be realigned to the north within
Refuge property.
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Alternative B (selected alternative)

Under the proposed action, the Refuge would issue an SUP for Facebook’s use of Refuge
property during construction of a multi-use bridge over SR 84. Although a portion of the aerial
walkway would cantilever beyond the Caltrans easement, the foundation and vertical supports of
the bridge touchdown north of SR 84 would be located entirely within the Caltrans ROW
adjacent to the Bay Trail and the footprint would not extend into the Refuge. However,
temporary access to Refuge lands would be needed to facilitate construction of the northern
bridge landing (sufficient space is not available within the Caltrans ROW) and to provide a
staging area for construction equipment. In addition, as described above, an approximately 800-
foot long section of the existing east-west running Bay Trail would be realigned to the north, into
the Refuge ROW, to provide east-west connectivity around the bridge’s northern ramp. The trail
would be paved with asphalt. Further, a low fence would be installed north of the Bay Trail
within Refuge property.

Effects of management of the Refuge on the human environment

As described in the EA, implementing the selected alternative is not expected to have significant
impacts on any of the environmental resources identified in the EA. A summary of the impacts
analysis and conclusions follows:

Cultural Resources

Records search and pedestrian surveys did not locate prehistoric or historic-era resources,
therefore construction. Prior to grading or other construction-related activities on the project site,
the project sponsor will hire a qualified professional archaeologist to monitor, to the extent
determined necessary by the archaeologist, project-related earth-disturbing activities. In the event
that any prehistoric or historic-period subsurface archaeological features or deposits, including
locally darkened soil (midden), that could conceal cultural deposits, animal bone, obsidian,
and/or mortar are discovered during demolition/construction-related earthmoving activities, all
ground-disturbing activity within 100 feet of the discovery will be halted immediately. Impacts
on any significant resources will be mitigated through data recovery or other methods
determined adequate by the Service that are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Archaeological Documentation. Thus, the Service has concluded that
implementation of the selected action will have no significant impact to water quality.

Geology and Soils

Localized soil disturbance (e.g., compaction and erosion) would occur within the project site due
to the use of motorized heavy equipment and foot traffic during construction. However, this
impact would be temporary. Project implementation would also involve grading to construct the
realigned portion of the Bay Trail within Refuge property. The project sponsor will be required
to implement the specifications in the 2013 California Building Standards Code, which regulates
grading activities, including associated drainage and erosion control. Therefore, there would be
no substantial adverse effect related to geology, soils, and seismicity from selected alternative.
The Service has concluded that implementation of the selected action will have no significant
impact to soils.

Biological Resources
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Potential impacts to biological resources are not significant. Construction and activities would
result in temporary disturbance to wildlife and habitats; however, the disturbance is localized and
would not adversely impact overall populations. Construction of the project would not involve
work within surface waters and would not alter the course of an existing stream or river because
these features do not exist onsite. With implementation of the mitigation measures, the Service
anticipates no substantial adverse effect on air quality or the climate of the area. The habitat
within the project site is also not essential for the support of any local population of fish or
wildlife species and does not include any designated critical habitat, and the implementation of
the project would not substantially interfere with the movement of native resident or migratory
wildlife species. Further, the project design includes installation of a low fence north of the trail
edge between the trail and the remaining Refuge property. The fence would minimize the
potential for disturbance to habitats managed and maintained by the Refuge to support mammals,
birds, and other wildlife. Thus, the Service has concluded that implementation of the selected
action will have no significant impact to biological resources.

Endangered Species

Although several federally listed species, such as the California Ridgway’s rail, salt marsh
harvest mouse, Central California Coast steelhead, and southern green sturgeon occur in the
general project vicinity, no suitable habitat for these species is present within 0.5 mile or more of
the project site. As a result, the project would have no effect on these species. Only one Federal
or State listed species, the western snowy plover, could potentially be affected by Project
activities. Moderate to fairly heavy human use already exists along the Bay Trail adjacent to
snowy plover habitat in the project area. Numerous visitors and local residents use the Bay Trail
on a daily basis. As a result, the plovers that use habitat adjacent to the project area are
habituated to the presence of humans to some extent. This reduces the extent to which snowy
plovers will be disturbed by bridge construction and human use of the bridge following project
completion. Nevertheless, project implementation could result in the disturbance of nesting
western snowy plovers. Measures to address potential impacts on the western snowy plover will
be implemented which will reduce the impacts of the construction to less than significant. Thus,
the Service has concluded that implementation of the selected action will have no significant
impact to endangered species.

Public Use

Potential impacts to public use are not significant. Some temporary closures may be required
during construction in the immediate vicinity of project area. The portion of the Bay Trail
adjacent to the project site would be temporarily rerouted during construction. However, no
activities would occur that would result in the closure of the Bay Trail. Therefore, the Service
anticipates no substantial adverse effect on recreation due to the project.

Public Review

The EA was available for public review and comment from June 8, 2017 through June 26, 2017.
The document was posted on the Refuge's website and the public was notified of its availability.
No comments were received.
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Conclusions

Based on review and evaluation of the information contained in the supporting references, it is
my finding that the proposed action, Alternative B, does not constitute a major federal action that
would significantly affect the quality of the human environment, within the meaning of section
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended. Accordingly, the
Service is not required to prepare an environmental impact statement.

This Finding of No Significant Impact and supporting references are on file at the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge Complex, 1 Marshlands Road,
Fremont, California, 94536 (telephone 510/ 792 0222); these documents are available to the
public on the Intemnet at https://www.fws.gov/refuge/don_edwards _san_francisco_bay/
Interested and affected parties will be notified of this decision through a news release.

Supporting References

ICF International. 2016. Final Facebook Campus Expansion Project Environmental Impact
Report. Prepared for City of Menlo Park. September 2016.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 2012. Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge
Comprehensive Conservation Plan and Environmental Assessment. October 2012,

el 1.3.02

Polly \Xﬁer \ Date
AssistantNRegional Director, Refuges

Pacific Southwest Region
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Attachment: Environmental Assessment Facebook Multi-Use Bridge Final

Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge 4 Finding of No Significant Impact



PG&E Gas and Electric
Advice Submittal List
General Order 96-B, Section IV

AT&T
Albion Power Company
Alcantar & Kahl LLP

Alta Power Group, LLC
Anderson & Poole

Atlas ReFuel
BART

Barkovich & Yap, Inc.

P.C. CalCom Solar

California Cotton Ginners & Growers Assn
California Energy Commission

California Public Utilities Commission
California State Association of Counties
Calpine

Cameron-Daniel, P.C.
Casner, Steve

Cenergy Power

Center for Biological Diversity
City of Palo Alto

City of San Jose

Clean Power Research

Coast Economic Consulting

Commercial Energy

County of Tehama - Department of Public
Works

Crossborder Energy

Crown Road Energy, LLC

Davis Wright Tremaine LLP

Day Carter Murphy

Dept of General Services
Don Pickett & Associates, Inc.
Douglass & Liddell

Downey & Brand

East Bay Community Energy

Ellison Schneider & Harris LLP
Energy Management Service
Engineers and Scientists of California
Evaluation + Strategy for Social
Innovation

GenOn Energy, Inc.

Goodin, MacBride, Squeri, Schlotz &
Ritchie

Green Charge Networks

Green Power Institute

Hanna & Morton

ICF

International Power Technology
Intestate Gas Services, Inc.

Kelly Group

Ken Bohn Consulting

Keyes & Fox LLP

Leviton Manufacturing Co., Inc. Linde
Los Angeles County Integrated Waste
Management Task Force

Los Angeles Dept of Water & Power
MRW & Associates

Manatt Phelps Phillips

Marin Energy Authority

McKenzie & Associates

Modesto Irrigation District
Morgan Stanley

NLine Energy, Inc.

NRG Solar

Office of Ratepayer Advocates
OnGrid Solar

Pacific Gas and Electric Company
Peninsula Clean Energy

Pioneer Community Energy
Praxair

Redwood Coast Energy Authority
Regulatory & Cogeneration Service, Inc.
SCD Energy Solutions

SCE
SDG&E and SoCalGas

SPURR

San Francisco Water Power and Sewer
Seattle City Light

Sempra Utilities

Southern California Edison Company
Southern California Gas Company
Spark Energy

Sun Light & Power

Sunshine Design

Tecogen, Inc.

TerraVerde Renewable Partners
Tiger Natural Gas, Inc.

TransCanada

Troutman Sanders LLP
Utility Cost Management
Utility Power Solutions
Utility Specialists

Verizon

Water and Energy Consulting Wellhead
Electric Company

Western Manufactured Housing
Communities Association (WMA)

Yep Energy



