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Schedule

Phase I Vision Plan – Process and Goals

Emerging Plan – Review of Community Meeting #3

Next Steps – Specific Plan and EIR

Comments from the Oversight/Outreach Committee
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Next Steps

• Oversight/Outreach Committee Meeting October 1

• Planning Commission Meeting October 5

• City Council Meeting October 13

• Draft Specific Plan/Draft EIR Work Commences  Mid‐October

Note: Next steps discussed in more detail later in the presentation.
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Phase I Vision Plan:
Process and Goals



Phase 1 Vision Plan
• Extensive community visioning exercise 

conducted in 2007 and 2008

• Included an educational forum, walking 
tours, three community workshops, one 
Planning Commission workshop, and two 
City Council Meetings

• Promoted by five citywide mailings 
(including two return surveys) sent to all 
residential and commercial properties, as 
well as by focused outreach from the 
project Oversight and Outreach 
Committee.

• Vision Plan unanimously accepted by City 
Council; provides foundation for Specific 
Plan



1.     Vision Plan Area Character: Maintain a village character unique to Menlo Park.

2.     East‐West Connectivity: Provide greater east‐west, town‐wide connectivity.

3.     El Camino Real Circulation: Improve circulation and streetscape conditions on El Camino Real.

4.     Neighborhood Context: Ensure that El Camino Real development is sensitive to and compatible 
with adjacent neighborhoods.

5.     Vacant and Underutilized Parcels on El Camino Real: Revitalize underutilized parcels and buildings.

6.     Train Station Area: Activate the train station area.

7.     Santa Cruz Avenue Pedestrian Character: Protect and enhance pedestrian amenities on Santa Cruz 
Avenue.

8.     Downtown Vibrancy: Expand shopping, dining and neighborhood services to ensure a vibrant 
downtown.

9.     Housing: Provide residential opportunities in the Vision Plan Area.

10.   Open Space: Provide plaza and park spaces.

11.   Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation: Provide an integrated, safe and well‐designed pedestrian and 
bicycle network.

12.   Parking: Develop parking strategies and facilities that meet the commercial and residential needs 

of the community.

Phase 1 Vision Goals



Emerging Plan:
Review of Community Meeting #3



Community Workshop #3

Format

• Doors Open/Preview 6:30 PM

• Presentation 7:00 PM to 7:30 PM

• Open House 7:30 to 8:45 PM

– Four Identical Stations describing the Emerging Plan

– Two Facilitators at Each Station

– Questionnaire to Complete

– Discussion/Dialog among Attendees

• Public Comment 8:45 to 9:30 PM

• Closing Comments 9:30  to 9:45 PM
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Community Workshop #3

Workshop Boards

1. Emerging Plan

2. Public Space

3. Building Character

4. Vibrancy/Land Use Economics

5. Connectivity + Traffic
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September 17, 2009
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1. Does the Emerging Plan have an adequate diversity of 
public spaces?

Yes—35 

For the most part—36 

Not really—7 

No—1

Summary: Strong support/affirmation that the Emerging Plan provides an 
adequate diversity of public space—90% answered ‘yes’ or ‘for the most 
part.’

Workshop #3: Public Space (Board 2A)
September 17, 2009
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2. Regarding Santa Cruz Avenue, do you prefer:

Option 1 (varied/wider sidewalks; retain median trees)—42 

Option 2 (widest sidewalks; remove median trees)—31

Summary: This was the closest split of all questions—58% supported Option 1, 
although submitted comments indicated some significant support for 
removing median trees to widen sidewalks.

Workshop #3: Public Space (Board 2B)
September 17, 2009
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4. Does the Emerging Plan reflect an appropriate building 
character and massing for:

A) Downtown?

Yes—30 

For the Most Part—30 

Not Really—6 

No—9

Workshop #3: Building Character (Board 3)
September 17, 2009

B) El Camino Real?

Yes—30

For the Most Part—26

Not Really—5

No—10

Summary: Strong support/affirmation of the Emerging Plan’s appropriateness of 
building character and massing for both downtown and El Camino Real –
80% answered ‘yes’ or ‘for the most part’ for downtown; 79% answered 
‘yes’ or ‘for the most part’ for El Camino Real.
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6. Based on the findings from the fiscal impact and 
financial feasibility studies, is additional building height 
on El Camino Real (as shown—up to five stories) an 
acceptable tradeoff for increased City revenues and 
vibrancy and a greater likelihood of redevelopment?

Yes—48 

No—28

Summary: 62% of respondents stated the tradeoff was acceptable; however, 
some comments questioned whether the tradeoff would be worth it if the 
City only realized the currently projected 4% increase in citywide General 
Fund revenue. 

Workshop #3: Land Use Economics (Board 4)
September 17, 2009
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7. Does the Emerging Plan provide for adequate 
enhancements to east‐west pedestrian and bicycle 
connectivity?

Yes—17

For the Most Part—39

Not Really—14 

No—5

Summary: Affirmation that the Emerging Plan provides adequate enhancements 
to east‐west bike/pedestrian connectivity—75% stated ‘yes’ or ‘for the most 
part.’

Workshop #3: Connectivity/Traffic (Board 5)
September 17, 2009
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8. Based on findings from the traffic study, is the increase 
in travel time an acceptable tradeoff for increased 
vibrancy and development of vacant parcels?

Yes—52

No—21

Summary: While the results show strong 71% support for the increased travel 
time tradeoff, there were multiple comments about the “exponential” effect 
even a few seconds of travel time would have on ECR traffic; and others also 
questioned the baseline traffic numbers shared at the meeting. 

September 17, 2009

Workshop #3: Connectivity/Traffic (Board 5)
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9. Is the change in distribution of parking downtown 
acceptable? 

Yes—30

For the Most Part—26

Not Really—24 

No—4

Summary: Support of the Emerging Plan’s distribution of parking downtown –
67% stated ‘yes’ or ‘for the most part’. However, this appears to be a hot‐
button issue, with some strong comments both for and against the parking 
concepts. A large number of comments were in support of parking structures. 

September 17, 2009

Workshop #3: Connectivity/Traffic (Board 5)



Next Steps:
Specific Plan and EIR



Next Steps
Preparation of Draft Specific Plan

EIR Notice of Preparation (NOP)

– 30 Day Comment Period – Winter 2009

Preparation of Draft EIR

Draft Specific Plan/Draft EIR Public Review Period – Spring 2010

– 45 Day Review Period

– O/OC, Planning Commission, City Council Meetings

Final Specific Plan and EIR Response to Comments

– Planning Commission, City Council Public Hearings – Sept/Oct 2010

– City Adoption of Specific Plan and Certification of EIR
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Comments from Oversight/ 
Outreach Committee



Question for Oversight/Outreach Committee

What are the potential big questions and issues for the 
Planning Commission and City Council as they 
consider the Emerging Plan?
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