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Section 5 
Revisions to the Draft EIR 

5.1 INTRODUCTION 

This section consists of text changes to the Draft EIR either as a result of requests by City of Menlo 
Park staff to correct any inaccuracies (Staff-Initiated Changes) or in response to individual comments 
(Revisions to the Draft EIR).  These changes are made to revise or update information in the Draft 
EIR.  The revisions are organized by first by Staff-Initiated Changes and then Revisions to the Draft 
EIR based on comments received during the public review process, and are presented by section 
according to their order in the Draft EIR.  The paragraphs with revisions are reproduced here as they 
appear in the Draft EIR, with new text underlined and deleted text denoted with strike through.  
Following the text changes are revised figures in response to individual comments. 

5.2 STAFF-INITIATED CHANGES 

This section presents changes and additions to the Draft EIR that City of Menlo Park staff have 
identified as necessary to correct errors, revisit impact assumptions, or to offer further explanation.   

Acronym List 

The following acronym list has been added after the Table of Contents and before the Summary 
Section. 

Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

AB Assembly Bill 
ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments 
AC Transit Alameda County Transit District 
ac Acre 
ACS American Community Survey 
ADMP Asbestos Dust Mitigation Plan 
ADT Average Daily Traffic 
AEP Association of Environmental Professionals 
AFY Acre Feet Per Year 
AGO California Attorney General's Office 
ALUP Airport Land Use Plan 
AMB Menlo Science and Technology Park 
AMI Area Median Income 
ANSI American National Standards Institute 
APN Assessor's Parcel Number 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan 
ASFs Age Sensitivity Factors 
AST Aboveground Storage Tank 
ASTM American Society for Testing and Materials 
ATCM Airborne Toxic Control Measure 
AVR Average Vehicle Ridership 
BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
BAU Business as Usual 
BCDC Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
BCI Bat Conservation International 
BFE Base Flood Elevations 
BGM BAAQMD GHG model 
bgs Below Ground Surface 
BMPs Best Management Practices 
BPIP Building Profile Input Program 
C/CAG City/County Association of Governments 
CAA Clean Air Act 
CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards 
Cal EMA California Emergency Management Agency 
Cal Water California Water Services Company 
Cal/EPA California Environmental Protection Agency 
Cal/OSHA California Division of Occupational Safety and Health 
CalEEMod California Emission Estimator Model 
CALGreen California Green Building Standard Code 
Caltrans California Department of Transportation 
CAP Climate Action Plan 
CAPCOA California Air Pollution Control Officers Association 
CARB California Air Resources Board 
CAS California Adaption Strategy 
CAT California Climate Action Team 
CBC California Building Code 
CBPP San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan 
CCAA California Clean Air Act 
CCR California Code of Regulations 
CDFG California Department of Fish and Game 
CDP Conditional Development Permit 
CEC California Energy Commission 
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Compensation and Liability Act 
CESA California Endangered Species Act 
CFCs Chlorofluorocarbons 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

CFGC California Fish and Game Commission 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
cfs Cubic Feet Per Second 
CGS California Geological Survey 
CH4 Methane 
CHHSLs California Human Health Screening Levels 
CIWMB California State Integrated Waste Management Board 
CIWMP Countywide Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan 
CLOMR-F Conditional Letter of Map Revision - Fill 
CMP Congestion Management Plan 
CMS/IP Corrective Measures Study/Implementation Plan 
CNDDB California Natural Diversity Database 
CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level 
CNPS California Native Plant Society 
CO Carbon Monoxide 
CO2 Carbon Dioxide 
COPCs Chemicals of Potential Concern 
Corps United States Army Corps of Engineers 
CP Criteria Pollutants 
CPF Cancer Potency Factor 
CRAFs Cancer Risk Adjustment Factors 
CRHR California Register of Historical Resources 
CUPAs Certified Unified Program Agencies 
cy Cubic Yards 
dB Decibel 
dBA A-weighted decibel scale 
DCP Dust Control Plan 
DFG Department of Fish and Game 
DHS California Department of Health Services 
DOE Department of Energy 
DOF Department of Finance 
DOT United States Department of Transportation 
DPM Diesel Particulate Matter 
DTSC Department of Toxic Substances Control 
du Dwelling Unit 
DWR Department of Water Resources 
EMFAC Emission Factor Model 
EO Executive Order 
EPA United States Environmental Protection Agency 
EPCRA Emergency Planning and Community Right to Know Act 
ERP Enforcement Response Plan 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

ESA Environmental Site Assessments 
ESL environmental screening levels 
FAR Floor Area Ratio 
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency 
FESA Federal Endangered Species Act 
FHWA Federal Highway Administration 
FIRMs Flood Insurance Rate Maps 
FTA Federal Transit Administration 
FY Fiscal Year 
G&D Grading and Drainage 
GFA Gross Floor Area 
GHG Greenhouse Gases 
GM General Motors 
gpd Gallons Per Day 
HCD State Department of Housing and Community Development 
HFC Hydrofluorocarbons 
HHPS Hamilton Henderson Pump Station 
HHRA Human Health Risk Assessment 
HI Hazard Index 
HM Hydromodification Management 
HMP Hydromodification Management Plan 
HNA Housing Needs Analysis 
HOV High-Occupancy Vehicle 
HQ Hazard Quotient 
HRA Health Risk Assessment 
HRHP National Register of Historic Places 
HRSA Health Risk Screening Analysis 
HVAC Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning 
HWCA California's Hazardous Waste Control Act 
HWMU Hazardous Waste Management Units 
IBC International Building Code 
IESNA Illuminating Engineering Society of North America 
IFC International Fire Code 

IPCC United Nations and World Meteorological Organization's Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change 

IRMs Interim Remedial Measures 
ISA Interim Supply Allocations 
ISCST3 Industrial Source Complex Short Term Model 
ISG Individual Supply Guarantee 
ISL Interim Supply Limitation 
ISO Insurance Services Organization 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

ITE Institute of Transportation Engineers 
JPA Joint Powers Authority 
JPC Joint Policy Committee 
kV Kilovolts 
LAFCO Local Agency Formation Commission 
LBP Lead-Based Paint 
LCFS Low Carbon Fuel Standard 
Ldn Day-Night Average Noise Level 
LEED Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design 
LEED BD+C LEED Building Design and Construction 
Leq Equivalent Energy Noise Level 
LID Low Impact Development 
LOS Level of Service 
LUC Land Use Covenant 
MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
MEISR Maximally Exposed Individual Sensitive Receptor 
MEP Maximum Extent Practicable 
MPCSD Menlo Park City School District 
MPFD Menlo Park Fire District 
MPMWD Menlo Park Municipal Water Department 
MPOs Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
MPPD Menlo Park Police Department 
MPPS Menlo Park Pumping Station 
MSA Master Water Sales Contract 
msl Mean Sea Level 
MT Metric Tons 
MTC Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
MW Moment Magnitude 
N20 Nitrous Oxides 
NAAQS State Ambient Air Quality Standards 
NAHC Native American Heritage Commission 
NAL Numeric Actions Levels 
NED National Elevation Data 
NELs Numeric Effluent Limitations 
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 
NFIP National Flood Insurance Program 
NHPA National Historic Preservation Act 
NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service 
NO2 Nitrogen Dioxide 
NOA Naturally Occurring Asbestos 
NOI Notice of Intent 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

NOx Nitrogen Oxides 
NOP Notice of Preparation 
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service 
NTMP Neighborhood Traffic Management Program 
NWIC Northwest Information Center 
NWRSAA National Wildlife Refuge System Act 
O3 Ozone 
OEHHA Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 
OFFROAD Off-road Emissions Inventory Program Model 
OMMP Operations, Monitoring, and Maintenance Plan 
OPR California Office of Planning and Research 
OSC Open Space and Conservation  Zoning 
PAPD Palo Alto Police Department 
Pb Lead 
PCBs Polychlorinated biphenyls 
PF Public Facilities Zoning 
PFCs Perfluorocarbons 
PG&E Pacific Gas and Electric Company 
PM Particulate Matter 
PMIS Particulate Matter Implementation Strategy 
ppb Parts Per Billion 
pph Person Per Household 
ppm Parts Per Million 
PPV Peak Particle Velocity 
PRC Public Resources Code 
PRDs Permit Registration Documents. 
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
RCSD Ravenswood City School District 
RELs Reference Exposure Levels 
RFA RCRA Facility Assessment 
RFI RCRA Facility Investigation 
RHNA Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
RMP Risk Management Plans 
ROG Reactive Organic Gases 
RPS Renewable Portfolio Standard 
RTIP Regional Transportation Improvement Program 
RTP Regional Transportation Plan 
RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board 
RWS Regional Water System 
SamTrans San Mateo County Transit District 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

SB Senate Bill 
SBSA South Bayside Systems Authority 
SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District 
SCS Sustainable Communities Strategies 
SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act 
sf Square Feet 
SF6 Sulfur Hexafluoride 
SFHA FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area 
SFPUC San Francisco Public Utility Commission 
SFRWQCB San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board 
SHS State Highway System 
SIP State Implementation Plan 
SLAC Stanford Linear Accelerator 
SLR Sea Level Rise 
SMCFCD San Mateo County Flood Control District 
SMCTA San Mateo County Transportation Authority 
SMCWPPP San Mateo Countywide Water Pollution Prevention Program 
SO2 Sulfur Dioxide 
SR State Route 
SUHSD Sequoia Union High School District 
SUMC Stanford University Medical Center 
SVOCs Semi-volatile organic compounds 
SVP Society of Vertebrate Paleontology 
SWMUs Solid waste management units 
SWPPP Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board 
TACs Toxic Air Contaminants 
TCMs Transportation Control Measures 
TDM Transportation Demand Management 
TDS Total Dissolved Solids 
TIs Tenant Improvements 
TIA Transportation Impact Analysis 
TIF Transportation Impact Fee 
TIRE Traffic Infusion on Residential Environment 
TMDLs Total Maximum Daily Loads 
TMRP San Francisco Bay Tidal Marsh Recovery Plan 
TOG Total Organic Gas 
TRPH Petroleum Hydrocarbons 
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act 
TSD Technical Support Document 
UPRR Union Pacific Railroad 
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Acronym 
 

Definition 
 

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
USGS United States Geological Survey 
USPS United States Postal Service 
UST Underground Storage Tank 
UWMP Urban Water Management Plan 
VCA Voluntary Cleanup Agreement 
VdB Vibration Decibels 
VMT Vehicle Miles Traveled 
VOCs Volatile Organic Compounds 
vpd Vehicles Per Day 
vphpl Vehicles Per Hour Per Lane 
VTA Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority 
WBSD West Bay Sanitary District 
WCI Western Climate Initiative 
WCIP Water Conservation Implementation Plan 
WDRs Waste Discharge Requirements 
WSA Water Supply Assessment 
WSAP Water Shortage Allocation Plan 
WSIP Water System Improvement Program 
WTP 
 
 

Water Treatment Plant 
 
 

Section S, Summary 

Changes to Section S, Summary that were made in response to Staff-Initiated Changes as well as 
revisions to the Draft EIR based on comments received are presented at the end of this section. 

Section 2, Project Description  

Text has been deleted from second paragraph on page 2-12 of the Draft EIR as follows:  

Bicycle/Pedestrian Circulation. Bicyclists and pedestrians traveling between the East Campus 
and the West Campus would use the undercrossing of Bayfront Expressway (as described in 
more detail below). East Campus buildings would generally be accessed via the main entry at 
Building 10 or between Buildings 10 and 11 where the secured bicycle storage is located. 
Shared-use paths are proposed to facilitate pedestrian and bicycle travel. In addition, the Bay 
Trail would continue to provide recreational opportunities along Bayfront Expressway (with an 
improved connection via the undercrossing). The BCDC Shoreline Trail along the northern, 
eastern, and western perimeter of the East Campus would also continue to serve bicyclists and 
pedestrians. The Project does not include any changes to the BCDC Shoreline Trail. 
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Footnote “a” in Table 2-2, on page 2-14 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

Table 2-2 
Existing, Allowed, and Proposed West Campus Development 
 Existing 

Development 
Allowed Development 

(M-2 Zoning) 
Proposed 

Development 

Floor Area Ratio (FAR) 0.23 0.45 0.45 

Total Square Feet (sf) 127,246 449,346a 439,850 

Site Coverage 12% 50% 28%ba 

Building Heights 35.4 feet 35 feet 75 feetcb 

Parking 242 stalls 1,302 stalls 1,554 stalls 

Sources: City of Menlo Park, 2011; Gensler, 2011. 

Notes: 

a. Per the Zoning Code, and based on the size of the West Campus and Facebook’s needs, up to 
363,058 sf can be dedicated to office uses and up to 86,288 sf can be dedicated to amenities. 

ba. Buildings would occupy 28 percent of the site. In addition, open space would constitute 49 percent of 
the site and paving would make up 24 percent of the site. (Totals exceed 100 percent due to 
rounding)  

cb. Exceeds existing height permitted under M-2 Zoning. 

 

The following revision has been made to page 2-27 of the Draft EIR, second paragraph: 

Currently, there are 624 total trees at the West Campus. Of these trees, 233 are considered to 
be “Heritage Trees,” per Section 13.24 of the City’s Municipal Code.14

  Under the existing site 
plans, 89 87 Heritage Trees and 286 non-Heritage Trees would be removed, for a total of 375 
trees to be removed. However, per the guidance of the Municipal Code, 147 trees would be 
planted to offset the Heritage Tree removal, which would result in 76 new trees in excess of 
the required heritage tree replacement. 

Text has been added to the list of City Approvals, East Campus, page 2-35, fourth bullet of the Draft 
EIR as follows: 

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

Text has been added to the list of Approvals by Responsible Agencies, page 2-34, seventh bullet point, 
of the Draft EIR as follows: 

 San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) - The Project at the 
East Campus is located within the Commission’s 100-foot shoreline band and would require 
either a new Commission permit or an amendment to the existing Sun Microsystems BCDC 
Permit No. 26-78. 
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Section 3.2, Land Use 

Text has been deleted from page 3.2-9 of the Draft EIR as follows:  

Further, the East Campus is within the 100-foot shoreline band that is under the jurisdiction of 
BCDC; however, no new development is proposed within the 100-foot shoreline band. Since 
there would be no change from existing conditions, the Project would not conflict with the 
BCDC Bay Plan or Public Access Design Guidelines. Additionally, the West Campus is not 
within the 100-foot shoreline band; therefore, the Project at the West Campus would not 
conflict with the BCDC Bay Plan or the Public Access Design Guidelines resulting in no 
impact. 

Text has been added and revised to page 3.2-14 of the Draft EIR, above the discussion of “Consistency 
with the ABAG Bay Trail and Design Guidelines” as follows: 

Consistency with BCDC Public Access Design Guidelines for the San Francisco Bay 

Review and approval from BCDC and its Design Review Board is required for development 
and/or improvements to property within the 100-foot shoreline band. All public access 
provided through BCDC’s permit process should be planned, designed, constructed, and 
maintained on the basis of the outlined objectives. The following public access objectives will 
help the Project achieve the BCDC goal of providing maximum feasible public access: make 
public access public; make public access usable; maintain and enhance the visual quality of the 
Bay, shoreline, and adjacent developments; provide connections and continuity along the 
shoreline; and ensure that public access is compatible with wildlife through siting, design, and 
management strategies.8  

The minor modifications of the BCDC Shoreline Trail under the Project would be consistent 
with the objectives of the BCDC Public Access Design Guidelines. As stated above, the 
undercrossing at Bayfront Expressway would be open during implementation of the East 
Campus. With construction of the West Campus, the undercrossing would be enhanced to 
provide lighting and security improvements, final grading of the approaches for ADA-
compliant access, removal of the narrow elevated walkway within the undercrossing, and 
signing/striping improvements. Improvements to the BCDC Shoreline Trail and Bayfront 
Expressway undercrossing would require the removal of 13 trees, including one Heritage Tree, 
located adjacent to the Shoreline Trail along the northern approach to the undercrossing. 
However, 12 replacement trees would be planted, along with Refuge-sensitive Evergreen 
Shrubs selected from the “Save the Bay” plant list as part of the Shoreline Trail improvements. 
In addition, a pump would be installed to protect the undercrossing from seasonal flooding. 
The aforementioned components of the undercrossing improvement, as part of the Project, 
would further the goals of the BCDC Design Guidelines by improving the existing BCDC 
Shoreline Trail and access to other areas including the Bay Trail and the southern side of 
Bayfront Expressway. Therefore, implementation of the Project at the West Campus would 
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result in less-than-significant impacts regarding consistency with the BCDC Public Access 
Design Guidelines.  

Consistency with BCDC Bay Plan 

BCDC’s climate change policies apply only to projects and activities (or portions of projects or 
activities) located within San Francisco Bay, the 100-foot shoreline band, salt ponds, managed 
wetlands, and certain waterways (Climate Change Policies 1.a and 1.b).  Implementation of the 
Project would include minor modifications to the BCDC Shoreline Trail within the 100-foot 
shoreline band along the southwest perimeter of the East Campus. As described above, 
modification would include fine grading of the Shoreline Trail approaches to Bayfront 
Expressway undercrossing for ADA-compliant access, lighting and signage, landscaping, and 
tree removal and replacement. The Project would be required to adhere to the main objectives 
of the Bay Plan, which seek to: 1) protect the Bay as a great natural resource for the benefit of 
future generations, and 2) develop the Bay and its shoreline to their highest potential with a 
minimum of Bay filling. The modifications to the Shoreline Trail would not degrade the 
existing trail, thereby ensuring the continuation of public access and recreational opportunities 
associated with the Bay. Further, the Project Sponsor would ensure that landscaping and tree 
replacement along the Shoreline Trail, within the Project site, utilize native vegetation in 
accordance with the “Save the Bay” plant list. In addition, a major objective and policy of the 
Bay Plan is to avoid Bay fill, which is not included in the Project. Because the proposed 
modifications within the 100-foot shoreline band are minor in nature and would allow for 
continued public access and recreation, the Project would be consistent with BCDC Bay Plan.  

The following discusses consistency with specific Bay Plan Climate Change policies.  Other 
than a 100-foot setback along the shoreline, no other portions of the East Campus are within 
the scope of the Bay Plan climate change amendments.  For the area at the East Campus within 
the 100-foot shoreline band, Bay Plan Climate Change Policy 1.a would apply.  Some 
pedestrian/bicycle trail improvements are proposed at that location.  This would involve minor 
grading and landscaping that would be subject to BCDC approvals, but such improvements 
would not be of such magnitude that would require, for example, a risk assessment (Climate 
Change Policy 2 and its associated Policy 3).  Policy 4 is not applicable because the East 
Campus is not an undeveloped area.  Similarly, Policy 5 is not applicable because the Project 
would not involve waterfront park areas.  Policies 6 and 8 pertain to regional planning, in 
general.  Climate Change Policy 7 encourages small projects that provide environmental 
enhancement if they do not negatively impact the Bay or increase risk to public safety.  The 
proposed pedestrian/bicycle trail improvements would not conflict with this policy because 
construction activities would require BCDC approvals, which will require on-site controls to 
minimize environmental effects on the Bay side of the trail, and the trail is intended to maintain 
safe access. Thus, because there would be no conflict with Climate Change policies in the 
amended Bay Plan, there would be no impacts and mitigation is not required.   

Consistency with the ABAG Bay Trail and Design Guidelines 
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As stated above, the undercrossing at Bayfront Expressway would be open during 
implementation of the East Campus. With construction of the West Campus, the undercrossing 
would be enhanced to provide lighting and security improvements, final grading of the 
approaches for ADA-compliant access, removal of the narrow elevated walkway within the 
undercrossing, and signing/striping improvements. In addition, a pump would be installed to 
protect the undercrossing from seasonal flooding. The undercrossing improvements, as 
described above, would provide an alternative route for Bay Trail users across Bayfront 
Expressway. Although the at-grade crossing at the intersection of Bayfront Expressway and 
Willow Road would remain as the designated Bay Trail route, unless otherwise designated by 
the Bay Trail Project Board. The undercrossing would provide an option for the Bay Trail 
users.  The number of crossings that public Bay Trail users would need to make is minimized 
by placing the pedestrian path on the eastern side of the tunnel. As they approach from Willow 
Road, pedestrians would travel through the tunnel unimpeded; on the north side of the tunnel 
near the East Campus, a single crossing point to access the Bay Trail would be provided. The 
crossing would be enhanced with advanced yield lines and high visibility crosswalk striping to 
maximize visibility. Facebook employees would be required to cross the people mover lane in a 
single crossing point near the West Campus. The crossing would also be enhanced with similar 
treatments of advanced yield lines and high visibility crosswalk striping. 

Since the connector would be might be considered part of the Bay Trail, the Project would 
comply with the Bay Trail Design Guidelines. The Design Guidelines require multi-use paths to 
have a minimum horizontal clearance of 14 to 16 feet and a vertical clearance of 10 feet.89 The 
rehabilitated and extended Bay Trail would be 17-feet-wide and 10.5-feet in height, meeting 
these standards. The paths would include the required trail markings, signage, and lighting and 
would result in less-than-significant impacts. 

____________________ 

8  San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission, “Shoreline Spaces: Public Access 
Design Guidelines for the San Francisco Bay,” April 2005. 

89 Association of Bay Area Governments, “Bay Trail Plan,” June 30, 1999, website: 
www.baytrial.org/baytrailplan.html, accessed on September 16, 2011. 

 

Section 3.5, Transportation 

Mitigation Measure TR-1.1a on page 3.5-54 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

TR-1.1 Intersection Improvements. The operations at several of the intersections could be 
improved by modifying the intersection geometry to provide additional capacity. 
Some of these modifications may be made by restriping the existing roadway; 
however, others may require additional right-of-way when travel lanes are added. 
See Appendix 3.5-I for intersection conceptual layout plans for mitigation 
measures. 
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a. Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway 

The proposed partial mitigation measures for the intersection of Willow Road 
and Bayfront Expressway include an additional eastbound right turn lane with a 
right turn overlap phase from Willow Road to Bayfront Expressway, a new 
Class I bikeway between the railroad tracks and the existing Bay Trail, closing 
the outbound direction of the driveway at Building 10 to simplify maneuvering 
through the Hacker Way stop-controlled intersection (inbound access would 
still be provided), lengthening the existing right-turn pocket at the westbound 
approach to a full lane between Bayfront Expressway and Hacker Way the 
stop-controlled intersection, and ensuring the crosswalk across Hacker Way at 
the stop-controlled intersection is accommodated safely.  

Table 3.5-20 on page 3.5-90 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:  

Table 3.5-20 
Near Term 2018 East Campus and West Campus Condition Routes of Regional Significance 

Route Segment 
Condition 

LOSa 
LOS 

Standarda 

Estimated 
Capacityc 

(vph) 

Net-new 
Project 
Tripsb 

Percent of 
Capacity 

Significant 
Impact? 

SR 84 NB US 101 to Willow Road E D 3,300 725 22% Y 

SR 84 NB Willow Road to University Avenue F E 3,300 32 458 1%13.8% NY 

SR 84 SB University Avenue to County Line F F 3,300 170 5.2% Y 

SR 109 EB US 101 to Bayfront Expressway D E 2,200 72 3.3% N 

SR 114 EB US 101 to Bayfront Expressway C E 2,200 419 19.0% N 

US 101 NB North of Marsh Road F F 9,200 118 1.3% Y 

US 101 SB Marsh Road to Willow Road F F 9,200 0 0.0% N 

US 101 NB Willow Road to University Avenue F F 9,200 345 3.8% Y 

US 101 SB South of University Avenue F F 9,200 290 3.2% Y 

Source: DKS Associates, 2011; San Mateo County CMP Monitoring Report, 2009. 

Notes: 

a.  Source: 2009 San Mateo County CMP Monitoring Report. 

b.  For peak hour of Project traffic. 

c.  Freeway capacity is 2,300 vehicles per hour per lane (vphpl) for six lane segments and 2,200 vphpl for four lane segments. Arterial 
capacity is based on 60 percent green time of 1,900 vphpl saturation flow rate (1,140 vphpl is rounded to 1,100 vphpl). 

BOLD indicates potentially significant impact 

 

Due to the changes in Table 3.5-20, text on page 3.5-91 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

TR-8.1  Routes of Regional Significance Improvements. Routes of Regional Significance 
could be improved with additional travel lanes, but the freeways are under the 
jurisdiction of Caltrans. 



5-14 Menlo Park Facebook Campus Project Final EIR — Revisions to the Draft EIR 

a. SR 84 between US 101 and Willow Road 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1a. 

b.   SR 84 between Willow Road and University Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1b. 

b.c. SR 84 between University Avenue and County Line 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1c. 

c.d. US 101 North of Marsh Road 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1d. 

d.e. US 101 between Willow Road and University Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1e. 

e.f. US 101 between South of University Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1f. 

 

Table 3.5-29 on page 3.5-122 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-29 
Cumulative 2025 East Campus and West Campus Condition Routes of Regional Significance 

Route Segment 
Condition 

LOSa 
LOS 

Standarda 

Estimated 
Capacityc 

(vph) 

Net-New 
Project 
Tripsb 

Percent of 
Capacity 

Significant 
Impact? 

SR 84 NB US 101 to Willow Road E D 3,300 753 22.8% Y 

SR 84 NB Willow Road to University Avenue F E 3,300 586 1,012 17.830.7% Y 

SR 84 SB University Avenue to County Line F F 3,300 487 14.8% Y 

SR 109 EB US 101 to Bayfront Expressway D E 2,200 181 8.2% N 

SR 114 EB US 101 to Bayfront Expressway C E 2,200 1142 51.9% N 

US 101 NB North of Marsh Road F F 9,200 337 3.7% Y 

US 101 SB Marsh Road to Willow Road F F 9,200 24 0.3% N 

US 101 NB Willow Road to University Avenue F F 9,200 889 9.7% Y 

US 101 SB South of University Avenue F F 9,200 831 9.0% Y 

Source: DKS Associates, 2011; San Mateo County CMP Monitoring Report, 2009. 

Notes: 

a.  Source: 2009 San Mateo County CMP Monitoring Report. 

b.  For peak hour of Project traffic. 

c.  Freeway capacity is 2,300 vehicles per hour per lane (vphpl) for six lane segments and 2,200 vphpl for four lane segments. Arterial capacity 
is based on 60 percent green time of 1,900 vphpl saturation flow rate (1,140 vphpl is rounded to 1,100 vphpl). 

BOLD indicates potentially significant impact. 
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Table 3.5-31 on page 3.5-128 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-31 
Summary of Potential Intersection Mitigation Measures 

Intersection Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction Potential Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Other 
Agency 

Approval/
Coord? 

Significant 
Impact? # Description 

Near Term 
2015 East 

Campus Only 

Near Term 2018 
East Campus 

and West 
Campus 

Cumulative 
2025 East 

Campus Only 

Cumulative 
2025 East 

Campus and 
West Campus 

1 Marsh Rd and 
Bayfront Expy 

N Y Y Y  Caltrans Reconfigure the westbound approach from a 
shared left-through-right lane to a left-
through lane and a through-right lane. 

Ya Y Y Yc 

2  Marsh Rd and 
US-101 NB 
Ramps 

N Y Y  Y  Caltrans Add a northbound right lane, additional 
receiving capacity would be needed. 

Ya Y Y Y 

7 Marsh Rd and 
Middlefield Rd 

N N N Y Atherton Add a second left-turn lane to the southbound 
approach and widen paving. Restripe Marsh 
to accommodate receiving lane. Fair share 
contribution to the Project calculated to be 
approximately 30.4%. 

Y N Y Y Y 

8 Willow Rd and 
Bayfront Expy 

Y Y  Y  Y  Caltrans Add a third eastbound right-turn lane and a 
second westbound left-turn lane. 

Y N Nab Y Y 

12 Willow Rd and 
Newbridge St 

N Y Y Y Caltrans Add a second eastbound left-turn land and a 
third westbound through lane. 

Y N Nbc Y Y 

17 Willow Rd and 
Middlefield Rd 

Y Y Y Y Menlo Park Restripe on northbound through lane to a 
northbound shared through-right lane. 

Y Y N N 

18  University Ave 
and Bayfront 
Expy 

Y Y Y Y Caltrans Convert the existing southbound right-turn 
lane to a shared through-right lane with 
receiving lane. Add a fourth southbound 
through lane 

Y N Nd Y Y 

24 University Ave 
and Donohoe St 

N N N Y East Palo 
Alto Caltrans 

Stripe a formal southbound right turn lane 
and provide southbound right turn overlap 
phasing. 

Ya Y Y NY 

29 Bayfront Expy 
and Chrysler Dr 

Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an eastbound left-turn lane. Restripe 
existing eastbound right turn lane to a shared 
left-right lane 

Ya Y Y Y 

33 Middlefield Rd 
and Lytton Ave 

Y Y Y Y Palo Alto Add a dedicated northbound left-turn lane.  Y N Y Y 

Source: DKS, 2011. 
Notes: 
a.  Subject to Caltrans approval. 
ab. Westbound left-turn lane may not be feasible. Eastbound right-turn lane is feasible. 
bc.  A second eastbound left turn lane may not be feasible. Partial mitigation would include a third westbound through lane. 
c.  Depending on depth of lanes, additional right-of-way may not be required. 
d. An approximately 1,800-foot portion of the Bay Trail will be constructed on University Avenue to partially mitigate this impact. 
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Table 3.5-32 on page 3.5-129 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-32 
Summary of Potential Roadway Segment Mitigation Measures 

Roadway Segment Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction Potential Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Significant 
Impact? Description 

Near Term 
East 

Campus 
Only 2015 

Near Term East 
Campus and 
West Campus 

2018 

Cumulative 
East Campus 

Only 2025 

Cumulative East 
Campus and 
West Campus 

2025 

Marsh Road between Bay Road and 
Railroad Tracks 

Y Y Y Y Menlo Park Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

Willow road between Durham Street and 
Chester Street 

Y Y Y Y Menlo Park Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

Willow Road between Nash Avenue and 
Blackburn Avenue 

Y Y Y Y Menlo Park Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

Middlefield Road between Linfield Drive 
and Survey Lane 

N Y N Y Y Y Menlo Park Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

Table 3.5-33 on page 3.5-129 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-33 
Summary of Routes of Regional Significance Segment Mitigation Measures 

Roadway Segment Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction Potential Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Significant 
Impact? Description 

Near Term 
East Campus 

Only 2015 

Near Term East 
Campus and 
West Campus 

2018 

Cumulative 
East Campus 

Only 2025 

Cumulative 
East Campus 

and West 
Campus 2025 

SR 84 (US 101 to Willow Road) Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

SR 84 (Willow Road to University Avenue) Y N Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

SR 84 (University Avenue to County Line) Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

US 101 (North of Marsh Road) Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

US 101 (Willow Road to University Avenue) Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 

US 101 (South of University Avenue) Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an additional travel lane. Y N Y 
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Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

The first full paragraph on page 3.7-6 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

As discussed below, the City’s GHG emissions for 2009 are estimated to be 928,347 MT 
CO2e. The CAP Assessment Report presents three possible reduction targets: 1) 10 percent by 
2020 and 30 percent by 2050; 2) 17 percent by 2020 and 50 percent by 2050; and 3) the AB 32 
Reduction goal of 27 percent by 2020 and 80 percent by 2050.  Of the 723,480 GHG tons from 
Menlo Park’s 2009 Community GHG Emissions Inventory, only 0.004 percent (2,886 tons) are 
from municipal operations. Therefore, it is recommended that the limited staff and resources 
available for GHG emission reduction work focus on community strategies implementation 
since more than 99 percent of the emissions are from community sources.  

The second paragraph on page 3.7-13 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows:  

The 2011 CAP Assessment Report includes a forecast for 2020. This forecast assumes, without 
reduction strategies (i.e., BAU), that community emissions would increase by 204,867 MT 
CO2e by 2020, for a total of 928,347 MT CO2e. This represents a 28.3 percent increase from 
2009.  

Section 3.10, Biological Resources 

The following revision has been made to page 3.10-17, first paragraph under Impact BR-5: 

There are 233 trees on the West Campus that qualify as heritage trees under the City’s Heritage 
Tree Ordinance. These trees consist almost entirely of non-native ornamental species such as 
thornless honey locust, sweet gum, Brazilian pepper, blue gum eucalyptus, Mexican fan palm, 
Aleppo pine, and glossy privet. Project designs indicate that approximately 89 87 of these trees 
would be removed during clearing of the West Campus for redevelopment. Removal of 
heritage trees without first obtaining an appropriate permit from the Director of Public Works 
and payment of a fee is prohibited. As a part of obtaining a tree removal permit, the Project 
Sponsor must be in compliance with the Heritage Tree Ordinance, as described in more detail 
below. Since compliance with the tree ordinance is mandatory, this impact would be considered 
less than significant. 

Section 3.15, Public Services 

The following revision has been made to the first sentence (incomplete) on page 3.15-19 of the Draft 
EIR: 

… traffic preemption devises devices, MPFD response times to the East Campus could be 
significantly impacted due to congestion at the Bayfront Expressway/Willow Road intersection.80 
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Section 4, Other CEQA Considerations 

Draft EIR text has been added on page 4-1, second to last bullet under East Campus as follows:  

 Exposure to Excessive Noise Levels. The increase in vehicular traffic associated with 
implementation of the East Campus would result in a significant increase in the 
exposure of off-site noise sensitive receptors to noise levels in excess of the standards 
established in the General Plan or Municipal Code. (NO-1) 

Draft EIR text on page 4-2, second bullet under West Campus, has been added as follows: 

 Exposure to Excessive Noise Levels. The increase in vehicular traffic associated with 
implementation of the East Campus would result in a significant increase in the 
exposure of off-site noise sensitive receptors to noise levels in excess of the standards 
established in the General Plan or Municipal Code. (NO-1) 

Draft EIR text has been deleted on page 4-3, under Cumulative as follows:  

 Cumulative Construction Criteria Air Pollutant Emissions. Construction activities 
associated with the West Campus, in combination with other construction activities in 
the City, would generate dust or diesel emissions, thus exposing people to particulate 
matter.  (C-AQ-3) 

It should be noted that the revisions noted above to Section 4 were text errors from the Draft EIR and 
not a disclosure of a new significant and unavoidable impact. 

Section 5, Alternatives 

Table 5-1 on page 5-5 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 5-1 
Comparative Description of the Project and Alternatives 

 Project 
No Project 
Alternative 

Reduced Intensity 
Alternative 

Floor Area (sf) 
East Campusa 1,035,840 1,035,840 1,035,840 
West Campus  440,000 0 440,000 

Total 1,475,690 1,035,840 1,475,690 
Net Over Existing 440,000 0 440,000 

Daily Trips 
East Campus 15,000 5,022 12,227  11,250 
West Campus 6,350 0 4,763 
Total 21,350 5,022 11,968 16,013 

Net Over Existing 15,956 0 6,946 10,991 
Employees 
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Table 5-1 
Comparative Description of the Project and Alternatives 

 Project 
No Project 
Alternative 

Reduced Intensity 
Alternative 

East Campus Employees  6,600 3,600 4,950b 
West Campus Employees 2,800 0 2,100b 

Total 9,400 3,600 7,050b 
Net Over Existing 5,800 0 3,450 

Source: Atkins, 2011. 

Notes: 

a. East Campus floor area will not change over existing conditions for any of the alternatives. 
b. The employee estimate with the Reduced Intensity Alternative is approximate.  

5.3 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 

This section presents changes and additions to the Draft EIR resulting from agencies, organizations, 
and/or individuals comments.   

Section 3.1, Introduction 

The following text change has been made on page 3.1-5 of the Draft EIR:  

Because this does not involve any ground-disturbing construction activities or exterior 
modifications to existing buildings, several technical discussions in this section do not apply to 
the East Campus, as follows: 

 Aesthetics;  

 Wind; and 

 Cultural Resources; and.  

 Biological Resources.  

The remaining technical chapters (Transportation, Air Quality, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
Noise, Biological Resources, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Hazards 
and Hazardous Materials, Population and Housing, Public Services, and Utilities) analyze 
impacts related to both the East Campus and the West Campus. However, three four of these 
sections (Biological Resources, Geology and Soils, Hydrology and Water Quality, and Hazards 
and Hazardous Materials) have both population-based and footprint-based thresholds and the 
East Campus is only evaluated where appropriate. 
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Section 3.2, Land Use 

The following revision has been made in Table 3.2-2 for Policy I-G-7 under the East Campus column, 
on page 3.2-15 of the Draft EIR: 

 CONSISTENT. Public access to the Bay is currently provided via the BCDC Public Shoreline 
Trail along the perimeter of the East Campus.  The BCDC Trail would not be affected by the 
Project.  However, the The Bay Trail runs to the southwest of the East Campus.  Phase 1 of 
the Project would open the undercrossing at the intersection of Bayfront Expressway and 
Willow Road and would be accessible to users of the Bay Trail. Modifications to the BCDC 
Shoreline Trail along the northern approach to the Bayfront Expressway undercrossing would 
involve removal of 13 trees, replacement of 12 trees, construction of an access ramp and 
staircase, and implementation of Refuge-sensitive landscaping. The Project would adhere to the 
BCDC Bay Plan and Public Access Design Guidelines.    

The following change has been made to Table 3.2-2 for Goal I-H under the East Campus column, on 
page 3.2-16 of the Draft EIR: 

CONSISTENT. The Project would not develop or include public and quasi-public facilities. 
The BCDC Public Shore Trail along the perimeter would not be altered and would continue to 
be used by the public. However, Phase 1 of the Project would open the undercrossing at the 
intersection of Bayfront Expressway and Willow Road and would be accessible to users of the 
Bay Trail. Instead of crossing at-grade, the Bay Trail would travel in the undercrossing. 
Although the BCDC Public Shore Trail along the perimeter of the East Campus would be 
altered slightly to include a ramp and stairs leading to the improved undercrossing, the trail 
would continue to be used by the public. 

The following revision has been made to Table 3.2-2 for Policy II-E-3 under the East Campus column 
on page 3.2-22 of the Draft EIR: 

CONSISTENT. Phase 1 of the Project would close the at-grade crosswalk at Bayfront 
Expressway and Willow Road and would open the existing undercrossing to allow for 
unimpeded pedestrian movement. The existing crossing at Bayfront Expressway and Willow 
Road would remain at-grade with implementation of the Project. In addition, as part of Phase I 
of the Project, the undercrossing would be opened and improved, providing pedestrians and 
Bay Trail users with another option for crossing the road, Ssubject to Caltrans approval. 

The following revision has been made to Table 3.2-2 for Policy II-E-3 under the West Campus column 
on page 3.2-22 of the Draft EIR: 

CONSISTENT. The Project at the West Campus would enhance the pedestrian undercrossing 
with improved lighting and pavement striping. Currently, pedestrians, including those using the 
Bay Trail, must cross the six-lane Bayfront Expressway. The Project, with Caltrans’ approval, 
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would remove the at-grade crosswalk and divert pedestrian traffic to the undercrossing. With 
implementation of the Project, pedestrians would have the option to use either the existing at-
grade crossing or the enhanced undercrossing. 

Section 3.3, Aesthetics 

The following revision has been made to the last paragraph on page 3.3-4 of the Draft EIR: 

Pedestrian and bicycle trails are located in the vicinity of the Project site. A Bay Conservation 
and Development Commission (BCDC) Public Shore Trail borders the East Campus and runs 
along the perimeter, providing its on top of the site’s levee.   uUsers with  of the trail have 
views of the salt ponds, the marshes of Ravenswood Slough, the Bay, and the Santa Cruz 
Mountain Range, as well as the East Bay Hills on clear days. 

The following revision has been made to the second full paragraph on page 3.3-10 of the Draft EIR: 

BCDC Public Shore Trail. The West Campus is visible from the western portion of the existing 
BCDC Public Shore Trail, which runs along on top of the perimeter levee of the East Campus, 
as explained above. Figure 3.3-3a depicts the existing view from the BCDC Public Shore Trail 
facing south towards the West Campus. From this vantage point, the foreground views feature 
the trail, the marsh of the Ravenswood Slough, and the salt ponds.  Middleground views 
include Bayfront Expressway, the vegetation on the West Campus, the rooftops of the existing 
West Campus buildings, and the electrical transmission towers and lines. 

The following change has been made to the third full paragraph on page 3.3-10 of the Draft EIR: 

Bay Trail. The Bay Trail travels to the north of Bayfront Expressway, across the road from the 
West Campus. This segment of the Bay Trail, as shown in Figure 3.3-3b, runs between the salt 
ponds and marsh of Ravenswood Slough to the north and Bayfront Expressway to the south. 

The following revision has been made to the second paragraph of page 3.3-23 of the Draft EIR: 

BCDC Public Shore Trail (Viewpoint 1). The proposed development at the West Campus would 
significantly increase massing, height, and bulk over existing conditions. As shown in 
Viewpoint 1, Figure 3.3-6a, existing views from the BCDC Public Shore Trail facing south 
include the marsh of Ravenswood Slough and salt ponds in the foreground, Bayfront 
Expressway and the perimeter vegetation of the West Campus in the middleground, and the 
Santa Cruz Mountain Range in the background. 
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The following revision has been made to the last sentence starting on page 3.3-23 and continuing onto 
the first sentence on page 3.3-24 of the Draft EIR: 

Views from all of the scenic viewpoints generally tend to focus away from the West Campus 
and more towards the north, where views encompass panoramic and expansive scenery of the 
Ravenswood Slough marsh, salt ponds, Bay, and the East Bay Hills. 

The following revision has been made to the first full sentence on page 3.3-25 of the Draft EIR: 

The vacant buildings, unmanaged vegetation, and unkempt land that do not complement the 
natural quality of the salt ponds and marshes of Ravenswood Slough to the north or the Belle 
Haven neighborhood to the south. 

The following revisions have been made to the third full paragraph on page 3.3-36 of the Draft EIR: 

In addition, a station for the Dumbarton Rail Corridor could be constructed at a location along 
its right-of-way. At this time, it is expected that the station will would be to the south of the 
Dumbarton Rail Corridor and to the east of Willow Road, approximately 0.17 miles southeast 
of the West Campus to the proposed West Campus.14  The height and bulk of the station is 
currently unknown.  Due to the close proximity, if the station is large enough to be visible 
from the surrounding area, this could result in a significant cumulative visual impact. the 
massing of the buildings at the West Campus could combine with the massing of the potential 
station if it is large enough.  However, since this project is speculative, visual impacts are 
unknown at this time. Therefore, cumulative impacts from Tier 2 projects are considered less 
than significant. 

The first paragraph on page 3.3-40 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Although shadows from identified related projects would not overlap with shadows from the 
Project, there could be an overall increase of shadows in the area. The proposed police station, 
and the multi-family residential development, and the Dumbarton Rail Station are not expected 
to increase shadows in the area due to their probable limited mass and height.  At this time, the 
height and bulk of the Dumbarton Rail Station is unknown and, therefore, the cumulative 
shadow impacts are speculative and considered to be less than significant, but will be 
considered as part of the Dumbarton Rail Station’s environmental review.   
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Section 3.5, Transportation 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-8 of the Draft EIR: 

21. University Avenue and Bay Road (State East Palo Alto) 

22. University Avenue and Runnymede Street (State East Palo Alto) 

23. University Avenue and Bell Street (State East Palo Alto) 

24. University Avenue and Donohoe Street (East Palo Alto) 

25. US 101 northbound ramps and Donohoe Street (State East Palo Alto) 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-16 of the Draft EIR:  

Existing peak hour intersection levels of service are summarized in Table 3.5-1. Detailed 
calculations are provided in Appendix 3.5-C. All study intersections currently operate at LOS 
D or better during the AM Peak Hour with the exception of Willow Road and Middlefield 
Road, which operates at LOS E.  During the PM Peak Hour, the intersections of Willow Road 
and Middlefield Road and Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue operates at LOS E and 
University Avenue and Bayfront Expressway operates at LOS F.  

For Palo Alto-controlled intersections, the intersection of Middlefield and Lytton Avenue 
operates at LOS E. 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-1 on page 3.5-23 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-1 
Existing Level of Service 

Study Intersection 
AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 
33. Middlefield Rd and Lytton Ave 33.6 29.6 C B 58.5 38.0 E D 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-24, first paragraph, of the Draft EIR: 

For East Palo Alto-controlled intersections, the intersection of University Avenue and 
Woodland Avenue operates at LOS D for the AM and PM Peak Hours and the intersection of 
University Avenue and Donohoe Street for the AM Peak Hour. 
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Text for Intersections 18, 21, 22, 23, and 25 has been revised in Table 3.5-7 starting on page 3.5-30 of 
the Draft EIR: 

Table 3.5-7 
Level of Service Significance 

Study Intersection Jurisdiction 

LOS 
Significance 
Threshold Significance Threshold for Unacceptable LOS 

18. University Ave 
and Bayfront Exp 

State D LOS becomes E or F and 4 second increase to intersection delay. 

19. University Ave 
and O’Brien Dr 

State D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F 

20. University Ave 
and Kavanaugh Dr 

State D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F 

21. University Ave 
and Bay Rd 

State City of 
East Palo 
Alto 

D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F LOS 
becomes E or F or if critical delay increases by more than 4 
seconds and increases the v/c ratio by 0.01 or more 

22. University Ave 
and Runnymede St 

State City of 
East Palo 
Alto 

D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F LOS 
becomes E or F or if critical delay increases by more than 4 
seconds and increases the v/c ratio by 0.01 or more 

23. University Ave 
and Bell St 

State City of 
East Palo 
Alto 

D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F LOS 
becomes E or F or if critical delay increases by more than 4 
seconds and increases the v/c ratio by 0.01 or more 

24. University Ave 
and Donohoe St 

City of East 
Palo Alto 

D LOS becomes E or F or if critical delay increases by more than 4 
seconds and increases the v/c ratio by 0.01 or more 

25. US 101 NB 
and Donohoe St 

State City of 
East Palo 
Alto 

D Local approaches LOS becomes E or F or if average critical delay 
increases by 0.8 seconds or more if LOS is currently E or F LOS 
becomes E or F or if critical delay increases by more than 4 
seconds and increases the v/c ratio by 0.01 or more 

Sources: DKS Associates, 2011.  City of Menlo Park, City of Palo Alto, City of East Palo Alto, Caltrans. 

 

The fifth bullet in the first bulleted list on page 3.5-36 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 
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Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-10 on page 3.5-39 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-10 
Near Term 2015 Condition Level of Service 

Study Intersection 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 
33. Middlefield Rd and Lytton Ave 38.9 31.2 D C 86.1 40.5 F D 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-42, fourth paragraph, of the Draft EIR: 

Palo Alto and East Palo Alto Intersections. At City of Palo Alto and East Palo Alto 
controlled intersections currently operating at LOS D or better, the Project would have an 
impact if the LOS becomes E or F or the average control critical delay for the critical 
movements deteriorates by 4.0 seconds or more and the critical v/c value increases by 0.01 or 
more if the LOS is currently E or F. 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-43, last paragraph of the Draft EIR: 

This calculation is more conservative than a traditional office use, as the traffic data from the 
ITE Trip Generation Manual (8th Edition, 2008) traffic counts taken at Willow Road and 
Middlefield Road, Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway, and Marsh Road and Bayfront 
Expressway between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 10:30 a.m. in November 2010 and June 2011 
indicate only 55 percent of peak period (two hours between 8:00 a.m. and 10:00 a.m.) traffic 
occurrings during the peak hour (8:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m.). 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-12 on page 3.5-52 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-12 
Near Term 2015 East Campus Only Condition Level of Service 

Study Intersection 

Near Term 2015 Condition 
Near Term 2015 East Campus Only 

Condition 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 

33. Middlefield Rd 
and Lytton Ave 

38.9 31.2 D C 86.1 40.5 F D 40.1 31.5 D C 92.8 41.0 F D 
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The following text has been revised on page 3.5-53 of the Draft EIR: 

PM Peak Hour 

During the Near Term 2015 East Campus Only Condition PM Peak Hour, the net-new Project 
traffic would result in increased average delay at several intersections, creating potentially 
significant impacts at the following intersections:  

 Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway 

 Willow Road and Middlefield Road 

 University Avenue and Bayfront Expressway 

 Bayfront Expressway and Chrysler Avenue  

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

For City-controlled intersections that contain two arterial roadways and operate at LOS E or F: 
the intersection of Willow Road and Middlefield Road has an increase in delay of greater than 
0.8 seconds at the critical approaches resulting in a potentially significant impact at this 
location. 

The State-controlled intersections of University Avenue and Bayfront Expressway and Willow 
Road and Bayfront Expressway would experience an increase in delay resulting in a potentially 
significant impact. 

The local approach to the state intersection of Bayfront Expressway and Chrysler Drive would 
experience an increase in delay resulting in a potentially significant impact.  

The Palo Alto intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue would experience an 
increase in delay resulting in a potentially significant impact. 

The following text in Mitigation Measure TR-1.1e has been deleted on page 3.5-58 of the Draft EIR: 

e. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton 
Avenue include adding an additional eastbound left-turn lane. The additional eastbound 
left-turn lane is not feasible due to the additional right-of-way acquisition from multiple 
owners, and significant intersection modifications, which are under City of Palo Alto 
jurisdiction. Because the improvement is under the City of Palo Alto jurisdiction and is 
infeasible and the City cannot guarantee it would be implemented, the impact remains 
significant and unavoidable. 

Text on page 3.5-58, first paragraph under Impact TR-2, of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:  

 The Project would generate approximately 9,606 net new daily trips during a typical weekday. 
Based on the criteria described in the Significance Criteria section, five of the roadway study 
segments would experience potentially significant impacts for the Near Term 2015 with East 
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Campus Only Condition. It should be noted that Willow Road between Bay Road and the 
railroad tracks, and University Avenue between the railroad tracks and Palm Street are 
classified as primary arterials and are not subject to ADT analysis or thresholds. Figure 3.5-13 
3.5-12 shows the Near Term 2015 East Campus Only Condition ADT. Table 3.5-13 shows the 
comparison between the Existing, Near Term 2015 Condition, and Near Term 2015 East 
Campus Only Condition and the corresponding ADT increases between each scenario. 

The last bullet in the first bulleted list on page 3.5-69 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-16 on page 3.5-71 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-16 
Near Term 2018 Condition Level of Service 

Study Intersection 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 
33. Middlefield Rd and Lytton Ave 41.8 31.9 D C 100.9 42.0 F D 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-18 on page 3.5-79 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-18 
Near Term 2018 East Campus and West Campus Condition Level of Service 

Study 
Intersection 

Near Term 2018 Condition 
Near Term 2018 East Campus and West 

Campus Condition 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 

33. Middlefield Rd 
and Lytton Ave 

41.8 31.9 D C 100.9 42.0 F D 43.7 32.3 D C 105.5 42.4 F D 

The last bullet in the first bulleted list on page 3.5-80 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-81, first paragraph, of the Draft EIR: 

Additionally, the intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue in the City of Palo Alto 
would experience a potentially significant impact. 

The following text has been revised on page 3.5-83, first paragraph, of the Draft EIR: 

The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Marsh Road and US 101 Northbound 
off-ramp include widening the northbound off-ramp on the western side of the approach and 
adding an additional left-turn lane along with adding a second right-turn lane by restriping one 
of the existing left turn lanes. This improvement will require relocation of existing traffic signal 
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poles, utility relocation and reconstruction of the curb ramp on the southwest corner of the 
intersection. 

Mitigation Measure TR-6.2c on page 3.5-84 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

c. Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway Marsh Road and Middlefield Road 

The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Marsh Road and Middlefield 
Road includes an additional southbound left turn lane on Middlefield Road and restriping 
an additional eastbound receiving lane, or similar traffic mitigations that reduce delay at 
the intersection to less-than-significant levels as defined by the Project EIR, or other 
improvements that substantially improve the level of service as determined by the City of 
Menlo Park.  

The improvements would require potential additional right of way, widening the edge of 
pavement for the southbound direction of traffic into the existing landscape buffer, signing 
and striping improvements, and relocation of utility poles along Marsh Road, and traffic 
signal poles along the west side of Middlefield Road modifications to the existing traffic 
signal at the Marsh Road/Middlefield Road intersection. 

Prior to the Development Agreement approval, the Project Sponsor shall prepare an 
updated construction cost estimate for the proposed mitigation measures at the intersection 
of Marsh Road and Middlefield Road for review and approval of the Public Works 
Director and the Town of Atherton.  Within 90 days of the effective date of the 
Development Agreement of the East Campus, the Project Sponsor shall provide a bond for 
the improvements in the amount equal to the Project’s fair share contribution for the 
estimated construction cost of the intersection improvements plus a 30 percent 
contingency.  The Project’s fair share contribution deposit its fair share contribution of the 
construction costs with the Town of Atherton, which is estimated to be 30.4 percent.  

Funds will be payable to remain with the Town of Atherton upon substantial completion of 
construction of the intersection improvements.  Funds will remain available to the Town 
of Atherton for a seven year period from the effective date of the Development 
Agreement, after which funds will be returned to the Project Sponsor.  Construction of 
these improvements is not eligible for a Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) credit.  Although 
the proposed mitigation would fully mitigate the impact, the impact remains significant 
and unavoidable because the intersection is under the jurisdiction of the Town of Atherton 
and the City cannot guarantee the mitigation measure would be implemented.   

The following text in Mitigation Measure TR-6.2h has been deleted on page 3.5-86 of the Draft EIR: 

h. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e. 
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The last bullet under PM Peak Hour has been deleted on page 3.5-98 of the Draft EIR: 

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-23 on page 3.5-102 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-23 
Cumulative 2025 East Campus Only Condition Level of Service 

Study Intersection 

Cumulative Condition 
Cumulative 2025 East Campus Only 

Condition 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 

33. Middlefield Rd 
and Lytton Ave 

44.8 32.7 D D 113.7 44.4 F D 46.7 33.0 D C 121.6 45.2 F D 

The fifth paragraph on page 3.5-103 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

The intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue located in the City of Palo Alto would 
also experience a potentially significant impact for the PM peak hour. 

The following text in Mitigation Measure TR-11.1h has been deleted on page 3.5-104 of the Draft EIR: 

h. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e. 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-25 on page 3.5-106 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-25 
Cumulative 2025 East Campus and West Campus Condition Level of Service 

Study Intersection 

Cumulative Condition 
Cumulative East Campus and West 

Campus Condition 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb Delaya LOSb 

33. Middlefield Rd 
and Lytton Ave 

44.8 32.7 D D 113.7 44.4 F D 49.3 33.4 D C 126.8 45.8 F D 

The last bullet under PM Peak Hour on page 3.5-111 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

 Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

The fourth paragraph on page 3.5-112 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Additionally, the intersection of Marsh Road and Middlefield Road in Town of Atherton and 
Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue in the City of Palo Alto would also experience a 
potentially significant impact. 
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Mitigation Measure TR-11.3c on page 3.5-113 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

c. Marsh Road and Middlefield Road  

See Near Term 2018 East and West Campus TR-1.1b. TR-6.2c.   

The following text in Mitigation Measure TR-11.3j has been deleted on page 3.5-114 of the Draft EIR: 

j.  Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e. 

Intersection 24 in Table 3.5-31 on page 3.5-128 of the Draft EIR has been revised: 

 

Table 3.5-31 
Summary of Potential Intersection Mitigation Measures 

Intersection Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction 
Potential 

Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Other 
Agency 

Approval/
Coord? 

Significant 
Impact? # Description 

Near 
Term 
2015 
East 

Campus 
Only 

Near 
Term 2018 
East and 

West 
Campuses 

Cumulative 
2025 East 
Campus 

Only 

Cumulative 
2025 East 
and West 
Campuses 

24 University 
Ave and 
Donohoe St 

N N N Y East Palo 
Alto 

Stripe a 
formal 
southbound 
right turn 
lane and 
provide 
southbound 
right turn 
overlap 
phasing. 

Y Y Y N Y 

* It should be noted that the revision to Table 3.5-31 is an error from the Draft EIR and not a 
disclosure of a new significant and unavoidable impact. 
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Table 3.5-31 on page 3.5-128 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

 

Table 3.5-31 
Summary of Potential Intersection Mitigation Measures 

Intersection Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction 
Potential 

Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Other 
Agency 

Approval/
Coord? 

Significant 
Impact? # Description 

Near 
Term 
2015 
East 

Campus 
Only 

Near 
Term 2018 
East and 

West 
Campuses 

Cumulative 
2025 East 
Campus 

Only 

Cumulative 
2025 East 
and West 
Campuses 

29 Bayfront 
Expressway 
and Chrysler 
Dr 

Y Y Y Y Caltrans Add an 
eastbound 
left-turn 
lane. 
Restripe 
existing 
eastbound 
right turn 
lane to a 
shared left-
right lane 

Y Y Y  Y 

Intersection 33 in Table 3.5-31 on page 3.5-128 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table 3.5-31 
Summary of Potential Intersection Mitigation Measures 

Intersection Significant Impact? 

Jurisdiction 
Potential 

Mitigation 

Fully 
Mitigates 
Impact? Feasible? 

Other 
Agency 

Approval/
Coord? 

Significant 
Impact? # Description 

Near 
Term 

2015 East 
Campus 

Only 

Near Term 
2018 East 

Campus and 
West 

Campus 

Cumulative 
2025 East 
Campus 

Only 

Cumulative 
2025 East 

Campus and 
West 

Campus 

33 

Middlefield 
Rd and 
Lytton Ave 

Y Y Y Y Palo Alto Add a 
dedicated 
northbound 
left-turn 
lane. 

Y N Y Y 

Section 3.6, Air Quality 

The following revisions have been made to page 3.6-31 of the Draft EIR:  

MITIGATION MEASURES. Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1 would reduce impacts from 
criteria pollutants, but not to a less-than-significant level. At this time there are no 
other feasible mitigation measures that would reduce the NOX, ROG, and PM10 
emissions to less than significant. Thus, this impact would be significant and 
unavoidable. However, the silt loading used to estimate fugitive dust emissions of 
PM10 is likely an overestimate of the actual silt loading on the roads on which the 
Project trips would occur based on the range of silt loadings explained in EPA’s 
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AP-42.38 Therefore, the actual PM10 emissions would likely be less than shown.  
Nonetheless, since site-specific silt loadings are not available at this time, the actual 
reduction in emissions is speculative. Therefore, impacts related to these emissions 
are significant and unavoidable. (SU)  

AQ-2.1 Install a Cogenra System on Building 11 at the East Campus. The Project 
Sponsor shall install a Cogenra Combined Heat and Power system at the 
existing Building 11 at the East Campus. The scale of the system shall be 
designed such that ROG, NOX and PM10 are reduced beyond the 
Operational Mass Emissions identified in the Draft EIR.  

The following text has been revised and added on pages 3.6-37 and 3.6-38 of the Draft EIR: 

Tier 1 and Tier 2 

The Project, in combination with the Tier 1 and Tier 2 Projects within the City, 
would result in a cumulatively significant impact for ROG, NOX, and PM10 since 
these are significant for the Project. This is considered cumulatively significant 
according to BAAQMD’s significance thresholds when a Project exceeds the 
BAAQMD’s Project mass emission threshold for criteria air pollutants.43  Because 
no feasible mitigation has been identified, the impact for ROG, NOX, and PM10 is 
therefore significant and unavoidable. 

MITIGATION MEASURE. Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1 would reduce impacts from 
criteria pollutants, but not to a less-than-significant level. Because no feasible 
mitigation has been identified, the impact for ROG, NOX, and PM10 is therefore 
significant and unavoidable. 

Section 3.7, Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

The following text has been revised on page 3.7-7, first full paragraph, of the Draft EIR: 

As discussed below, the City’s GHG emissions for 2009 are estimated to be 928,347 723,480 
MT CO2e. The CAP Assessment Report presents three possible reduction targets: 1) 10 percent 
by 2020 and 30 percent by 2050; 2) 17 percent by 2020 and 50 percent by 2050; and 3) the AB 
32 Reduction goal of 27 percent by 2020 and 80 percent by 2050. 
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Section 3.8, Noise 

The following revision has been made to page 3.8-33 of the Draft EIR, second sentence of the third 
paragraph: 

The Dumbarton Rail Corridor Project would be subject to CEQA and the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and would be required to mitigate impacts to the extent 
feasible. 

Section 3.10, Biological Resources 

The following text change has been made on page 3.10-1 of the Draft EIR:  

The changes in the Conditional Development Permit (CDP) for the East Campus would not 
result in impacts to biological resources; therefore, with the exception of tree removal at the 
undercrossing of Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway, Project impacts at the East Campus 
are not discussed further in this section. 

An additional paragraph has been added to the discussion of Impact BR-1, which ends on page 3.10-14 
of the Draft EIR, as follows: 

 Burrowing owls have been designated by CDFG as a California Species of Concern. No 
burrowing owls or diagnostic signs that would indicate the presence of burrowing owls have 
been observed on the West Campus site. A small area of marginally suitable habitat for 
burrowing owls is present in the eastern portion of the West Campus. This area is comprised of 
approximately 4.5 acres of marginal foraging habitat and approximately 12 active ground 
squirrel burrows that could potentially be utilized by burrowing owls in the future. Based upon 
the small size of the habitat, its marginal quality, and the site’s relative isolation from other 
areas that could provide sources of recruitment for burrowing owls, it is very unlikely that 
burrowing owls would move onto the site prior to Project construction. However, in the 
unlikely event that owls were to move onto the site and begin breeding there, young owls that 
cannot yet fly could be killed or injured during initial construction activities. This would result 
in a “take” of the species. Loss of individual owls, disruption of active burrowing owl nests, 
the abandonment of young, or the loss of young through vegetation removal and grading would 
be a potentially significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure BR-1.1 on pages 3.10-14 and 3.10-15 of the Draft EIR is supplemented to read as 
follows: 

BR-1.1 Identify and protect roosting and breeding bats on the West Campus and 
provide alternative roosting habitat. The Project Sponsor shall implement the 
following measures to protect roosting and breeding bats found in a tree or 
structure to be removed with implementation of the Project:  
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1. Prior to tree removal or demolition activities on each the West Campus 
site, the Project Sponsor shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a 
focused survey for bats and potential roosting sites within buildings to be 
demolished or trees to be removed. The surveys can be conducted by 
visual identification and can assume presence of hoary bats or the bats can 
be identified to a species-level with the use of a bat echolocation detector 
such as an “Anabat” unit. If no roosting sites or bats are found, a letter 
report confirming absence shall be sent to the California Department of 
Fish and Game and no further mitigation is required. If roosting sites or 
hoary bats are found, then the following monitoring, and exclusion, and 
habitat replacement measures shall be conducted implemented. The letter 
or surveys and supplemental documents shall be provided to the City prior 
to demolition permit issuance. 

a.  If bats are found roosting outside of nursery season (May 1st 
through October 1st), then they shall be evicted as described under 
(b) below. If bats are found roosting during the nursery season, then 
they shall be monitored to determine if the roost site is a maternal 
roost. This could occur by either visual inspection of the roost bat 
pups, if possible, or monitoring the roost after the adults leave for 
the night to listen for bat pups. If the roost is determined to not be a 
maternal roost, then the bats shall be evicted as described under (b). 
Because bat pups cannot leave the roost until they are mature 
enough, eviction of a maternal roost cannot occur during the nursery 
season. A 250-foot (or as determined in consultation with the 
Department of Fish and Game) buffer zone shall be established 
around the roosting site within which no construction or tree 
removal shall occur. 

b.  Eviction of bats shall be conducted using bat exclusion techniques, 
developed by Bat Conservation International (BCI) and in 
consultation with the Department of Fish and Game that allow the 
bats to exit the roosting site but prevent re-entry to the site. This 
would include, but not be limited to, the installation of one way 
exclusion devices. The devices shall remain in place for seven days 
and then the exclusion points and any other potential entrances shall 
be sealed. This work shall be completed by a BCI recommended 
exclusion professional. The exclusion of bats shall be timed and 
carried concurrently with any scheduled bird exclusion activities. 

c.  The loss of each roost (if any) will be replaced in consultation with 
the Department of Fish and Game and may include construction and 
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installation of BCI-approved bat boxes suitable to the bat species and 
colony size excluded from the original roosting site. Roost 
replacement will be implemented before bats are excluded from the 
original roost sites. Once the replacement roosts are constructed and 
it is confirmed that bats are not present in the original roost site, the 
structures may be removed or sealed. 

Implementation of the supplemented Mitigation Measure BR-1.1 would ensure that the 
Project’s potential impact with respect to bats would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure BR-1.2 has been added to page 3.10-15 of the Draft EIR, to read as follows: 

BR-1.2 Conduct preconstruction surveys for burrowing owls. No more than 30 days 
prior to the commencement of ground disturbing activities in the area of 
potentially suitable burrowing owl habitat on the West Campus, a 
preconstruction burrowing owl survey in compliance with California 
Burrowing Owl Consortium protocols shall be conducted to ensure that no owls 
have moved onto the Project site. If owls are detected during the survey, 
additional measures are required. These measures include the following: 1) 
occupied burrows should not be disturbed during the burrowing owl breeding 
season, defined as February 1 through August 31, unless a qualified biologist 
approved by CDFG verifies through non-invasive methods that either the birds 
have not begun egg-laying and incubation, or that juveniles from the occupied 
burrows are foraging independently and are capable of independent survival; 2) 
owls on the site are passively relocated. 

 Implementation of Mitigation Measure BR-1.2 would ensure that the Project’s potential impact 
with respect to burrowing owls would be less than significant.  

The discussion of Impact BR-4 on pages 3.10-16 and 3.10-17 of the Draft EIR are amended as follows: 

BR-4 Impacts to Wildlife Corridors or Nursery Sites. The removal of trees, shrubs, or 
woody vegetation with implementation of the Project at the East Campus and West 
Campus would have a potentially significant impact on the movement of native resident 
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. In addition, 
Project buildings and lighting at the West Campus would have the potential to injure or 
cause death to birds from collision and other factors. (PS) 

  Existing shrubs and trees on the East Campus and West Campus could provide nesting 
habitat for a variety of native migratory birds. The existing buildings at the West 
Campus would be demolished, existing landscaping removed, and the site would be 
developed with new buildings and landscaping. Therefore, most or all of the existing 
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shrubs along the perimeter of the property, along with those associated with the 
landscaping around the existing buildings on the West Campus would be removed. 
Approximately 13 trees would be removed from the East Campus to accommodate 
improvements to the undercrossing of Bayfront Expressway and Willow Road. If 
nesting migratory birds are present (i.e., nests containing eggs or youths), tree and 
shrub removal associated with the redevelopment of the West Campus could result in 
the loss of those birds caused by the direct mortality of adult or young birds, nest 
destruction, or disturbance of nesting native migratory bird species resulting in nest 
abandonment and/or the loss of reproductive effort. Native migratory bird species are 
protected by both State (CDFG Code Sections 3503 and 3513) and federal (MBTA of 
1918) laws. Disruption of nesting birds, resulting in the abandonment of active nests, 
or the loss of active nests through structure removal would be a potentially significant 
impact. 

  Further, injury or death to birds could result from collisions with West Campus 
buildings and from improper lighting at the Project site that could serve to misdirect or 
confuse birds. The potential for these types of impacts could be heightened based upon 
the Project’s location near areas used by birds. Impacts to birds from Project buildings 
and improper lighting would be a potentially significant impact.   

  MITIGATION MEASURES. The following measures would reduce the potentially 
significant impacts to nesting migratory birds and impacts to birds from Project 
buildings and lighting at both the East Campus and West Campus to less than 
significant. (LTS) 

BR-4.1 Identify and Protect Nesting Migratory Birds at the East Campus and West 
Campus. The Project Sponsor shall implement the following measures to 
reduce impacts to nesting migratory birds: 

 To facilitate compliance with State and federal law (Fish and Game Code 
and the MBTA) and prevent impacts to nesting birds, the Project Sponsor 
shall avoid the removal of trees, shrubs, or weedy vegetation February 1 
through August 31 during the bird nesting period. If no vegetation or tree 
removal is proposed during the nesting period, no surveys are required. If 
it is not feasible to avoid the nesting period, a survey for nesting birds shall 
be conducted by a qualified wildlife biologist no earlier than seven days 
prior to the removal of trees, shrubs, weedy vegetation, buildings, or other 
construction activity. 

 Survey results shall be valid for the tree removals for 21 days following the 
survey. If the trees are not removed within the 21-day period, then a new 
survey shall be conducted. The area surveyed shall include all construction 



 

Menlo Park Facebook Campus Project Final EIR — Revisions to the Draft EIR 5-37 

areas as well as areas within 150 feet outside the boundaries of the areas to 
be cleared or as otherwise determined by the biologist. 

 In the event that an active nest for a protected species of bird is discovered in 
the areas to be cleared, or in other habitats within 150 feet of construction 
boundaries, clearing and construction shall be postponed for at least two weeks 
or until the biologist has determined that the young have fledged (left the nest), 
the nest is vacated, and there is no evidence of second nesting attempts. 

BR-4.2 Implement Bird-Safe Design Standards into West Campus Building and Lighting 
Design. All new buildings and lighting features constructed or installed at the 
West Campus shall be implemented to at least a level of “Select Bird-Safe 
Building” standards as defined in the City of San Francisco Planning 
Department’s “Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings,” adopted July 14, 2011. 
These design features shall include minimization of bird hazards as defined in 
the standards. With respect to lighting, the West Campus shall: 

 Be designed to minimize light pollution including light trespass, over-
illumination, glare, light clutter, and skyglow while using bird-friendly 
lighting colors when possible.   

 Avoid uplighting, light spillage, event search lights, and use green and blue 
lights when possible. 

 Turn off unneeded interior and exterior lighting from dusk to dawn during 
migrations: February 15 through May 31 and August 15 through November 
30. 

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

Implementation of Mitigation Measure BR-4.2 would ensure that the Project’s potential 
impact with respect to bird collisions would be less than significant. 
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Section 3.12, Hydrology and Water Quality 

Mitigation Measure HY-2.1 on page 3.12-25 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

HY-2.1 Prepare and Obtain a Conditional Letter of Map Revision – Fill (CLOMR-F) 
from FEMA Prior to Issuance of a Grading or Building Permit. Concurrent 
with the first building permit submittal for the West Campus, the Project 
Sponsor shall submit a FEMA CLOMR-F application to the Public Works 
Department for review and approval. In accordance with the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP) (Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 44 Part 65), 
Section 65.6 (Revision of base flood elevation determinations), the Project 
Sponsor shall prepare supporting data, including relevant hydraulic and 
hydrologic analyses, delineation of floodplain boundaries and all other 
information required by FEMA to review and evaluate the request for a 
CLOMR-F.  The analyses shall clearly show revised and new floodplain 
boundaries, for the Project area and adjacent areas not affected by the 
revision., taking into account San Francisco Bay coastal floodplain maps being 
prepared by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for the San Francisquito Creek 
JPA-sponsored project, if such maps have been adopted by FEMA. Upon 
receiving City approval, the Project Sponsor shall submit the CLOMR-F 
application to FEMA. Prior to issuance of any grading or building permit on 
each site, the applicant shall obtain a CLOMR-F from FEMA. The applicant 
shall submit an elevation certificate prior to final signoff of the foundation 
inspection for each structure. 

Section S, Summary 

Table S-1 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures - East Campus) 

Table S-1, Mitigation Measure TR-1.1a, on page S-6 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-1 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – East Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURE. Mitigation Measure TR-1.1 involves intersection improvements to mitigate or reduce the 
impacts of the Project under the Near Term 2015 East Campus Only Condition. However, intersection impacts 
would still remain since many improvements require obtaining additional right-of-way and several intersections 
are not under the City’s jurisdiction. 

TR-1.1 Intersection Improvements. The operations at several of the intersections could be improved by 
modifying the intersection geometry to provide additional capacity. Some of these modifications may be made by 
restriping the existing roadway; however, others may require additional right-of-way when travel lanes are added. 
See Appendix 3.5-I for intersection conceptual layout plans for mitigation measures. 
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a. Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway 

The proposed partial mitigation measures for the intersection of Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway include 
an additional eastbound right turn lane with a right turn overlap phase from Willow Road to Bayfront 
Expressway, a new Class I bikeway between the railroad tracks and the existing Bay Trail, closing the outbound 
direction of the driveway at Building 10 to simplify maneuvering through the Hacker Way stop-controlled 
intersection (inbound access would still be provided), lengthening the existing right-turn pocket at the westbound 
approach to a full lane between Bayfront Expressway and Hacker Way the stop-controlled intersection, and 
ensuring the crosswalk across Hacker Way at the stop-controlled intersection is accommodated safely. 

 

Table S-1, Mitigation Measure TR-1.1e, starting on page S-11 of the Draft EIR has been revised as 
follows: 

Table S-1 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – East Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

e. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

 The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue include 
adding an additional eastbound left-turn lane. The additional eastbound left-turn lane is not feasible due to the 
additional right-of-way acquisition from multiple owners, and significant intersection modifications, which 
are under City of Palo Alto jurisdiction. Because the improvement is under the City of Palo Alto jurisdiction 
and is infeasible and the City cannot guarantee it would be implemented, the impact remains significant and 
unavoidable. 

 

Table S-1, Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1, starting on page S-15 of the Draft EIR has been revised as 
follows: 

Table S-1 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures –East Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURES. Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1 would reduce impacts from criteria pollutants, but not to a 
less-than-significant level. At this time there are no other feasible mitigation measures that would reduce the 
NOX, ROG, and PM10 emissions to less than significant. Thus, this impact would be significant and unavoidable.  
AQ-2.1 Install a Cogenra System on Building 11 at the East Campus. The Project Sponsor shall install a Cogenra 
Combined Heat and Power system at the existing Building 11 at the East Campus. The scale of the system shall 
be designed such that ROG, NOX and PM10 are reduced beyond the Operational Mass Emissions identified in the 
Draft EIR. 

 

The significance conclusion for Impact AQ-5 in Table S-1 on page S-16 has been revised to be 
consistent with the conclusions in Section 3.6 of the Draft EIR, as follows: 
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Table S-1  
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – East Campus 

Impacts 

Impact 
Significance 

Without 
Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Impact 
Significance 

With 
Mitigation  

AQ-5  Exposure to Toxic Air 
Contaminants.  The Project at 
the East Campus could would 
not expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial TACs, resulting in a 
potentially significant less-than-
significant impact. 

PSLTS 
MITIGATION MEASURE. Since the 
DPM emissions from the fleet mix 
contributed substantially to the 
exceedence of health risk thresholds; 
the HRA evaluated a reduction in 
the DPM emissions that would 
result in a less-than-significant 
impact. None Required. 

LTSN/A 

 

Table S-1 on page S-17 of the Draft EIR for the mitigation measure for Impact C-AQ-2 has been 
revised as follows: 

Table S-1 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures –East Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURES. Because no feasible mitigation has been identified, the impact for ROG, NOx, and PM10 
is therefore significant and unavoidable. Mitigation Measure AQ-2.1 would reduce impacts from criteria 
pollutants, but not to a less-than-significant level. Because no feasible mitigation has been identified, the impact 
for ROG, NOX, and PM10 is therefore significant and unavoidable. 
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Impact BR-4 and Mitigation Measure BR-4 have been added to Table S-1, page S-20 of the Draft EIR as follows: 

Table S-1  
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – East Campus 

Impacts 

Impact 
Significance 

Without 
Mitigation Mitigation Measure 

Impact 
Significance 

With 
Mitigation  

BR-4 Impacts to Wildlife Corridors or 
Nursery Sites. The removal of trees, shrubs, or 
woody vegetation with implementation of the 
Project at the East Campus and West Campus 
would have a potentially significant impact on the 
movement of native resident or migratory fish or 
wildlife species or with established native resident 
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites. In addition, Project 
buildings and lighting at the West Campus would 
have the potential to injure or cause death to birds 
from collision and other factors. (PS) 

 

PS 
MITIGATION MEASURE. The following measures would reduce the potentially 
significant impacts to nesting migratory birds and impacts to birds from Project 
buildings and lighting at both the East Campus and West Campus to less than 
significant. (LTS) 

BR-4.1 Identify and Protect Nesting Migratory Birds at the East Campus and 
West Campus. The Project   Sponsor shall implement the following measures to 
reduce impacts to nesting migratory birds: 

a. To facilitate compliance with State and federal law (Fish and Game Code 
and the MBTA) and prevent impacts to nesting birds, the Project 
Sponsor shall avoid the removal of trees, shrubs, or weedy vegetation 
February 1 through August 31 during the bird nesting period. If no 
vegetation or tree removal is proposed during the nesting period, no 
surveys are required. If it is not feasible to avoid the nesting period, a 
survey for nesting birds shall be conducted by a qualified wildlife 
biologist no earlier than seven days prior to the removal of trees, shrubs, 
weedy vegetation, buildings, or other construction activity. 

b. Survey results shall be valid for the tree removals for 21 days following 
the survey. If the trees are not removed within the 21-day period, then a 
new survey shall be conducted. The area surveyed shall include all 
construction areas as well as areas within 150 feet outside the boundaries 
of the areas to be cleared or as otherwise determined by the biologist. 

In the event that an active nest for a protected species of bird is discovered in the 
areas to be cleared, or in other habitats within 150 feet of construction boundaries, 
clearing and construction shall be postponed for at least two weeks or until the 
biologist has determined that the young have fledged (left the nest), the nest is 
vacated, and there is no evidence of second nesting attempts.  

LTS 
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Table S-2 (Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures - West Campus) 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-6.2b, on page S-37 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

a. Marsh Road and US 101 NB Ramps 

The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Marsh Road and US 101 Northbound off-ramp 
include widening the northbound off-ramp on the western side of the approach and adding an additional 
left-turn lane along with adding a second right-turn lane by restriping one of the existing left turn lanes. 
This improvement will require relocation of existing traffic signal poles, utility relocation and 
reconstruction of the curb ramp on the southwest corner of the intersection. 

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-6.2c, on page S-39 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

TR-6.2 Intersection Improvements. The operations at several of the intersections could be improved by 
modifying the intersection geometry to provide additional capacity. Some of these modifications may be made by 
restriping the existing roadway; however, others may require additional right-of-way to add travel lanes. These 
mitigation measures are not dependent on the West Campus vehicle trip cap. See Appendix 3.5-I for intersection 
conceptual layout plans for mitigation measures. 

c. Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway Marsh Road and Middlefield Road 
 The proposed mitigation measures for the intersection of Marsh Road and Middlefield Road includes an 

additional southbound left turn lane on Middlefield Road and restriping an additional eastbound receiving 
lane, or similar traffic mitigations that reduce delay at the intersection to less-than-significant levels as 
defined by the Project EIR, or other improvements that substantially improve the level of service as 
determined by the City of Menlo Park. The improvements would require potential additional right of way, 
widening the edge of pavement for the southbound direction of traffic into the existing landscape buffer, 
signing and striping improvements, and relocation of utility poles along Marsh Road, and traffic signal poles 
along the west side of Middlefield Road modifications to the existing traffic signal at the Marsh 
Road/Middlefield Road intersection. 

 Prior to the Development Agreement approval, the Project Sponsor shall prepare an updated construction 
cost estimate for the proposed mitigation measures at the intersection of Marsh Road and Middlefield Road 
for review and approval of the Public Works Director and the Town of Atherton.  Within 90 days of the 
effective date of the Development Agreement of the East Campus, the Project Sponsor shall provide a bond 
for the improvements in the amount equal to the Project’s fair share contribution for the estimated 
construction cost of the intersection improvements plus a 30 percent contingency.  The Project’s fair share 
contribution deposit its fair share contribution of the construction costs with the Town of Atherton, which is 
estimated to be 30.4 percent.  
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Funds will be payable to remain with the Town of Atherton upon substantial completion of construction of the 
intersection improvements.  Funds will remain available to the Town of Atherton for a seven year period from 
the effective date of the Development Agreement, after which funds will be returned to the Project Sponsor.  
Construction of these improvements is not eligible for a Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) credit.  Although the 
proposed mitigation would fully mitigate the impact, the impact remains significant and unavoidable because the 
intersection is under the jurisdiction of the Town of Atherton and the City cannot guarantee the mitigation 
measure would be implemented.   

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-6.2h, on page S-42 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

h. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e.  

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-8.1, on page S-43 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:  

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

a. SR 84 between US 101 and Willow Road 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1a. 

b.  SR 84 between Willow Road and University Avenue 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1b. 

b.c. SR 84 between University Avenue and County Line 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1c. 

c.d. US 101 North of Marsh Road 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1d. 

d.e. US 101 between Willow Road and University Avenue 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1e. 

e.f. US 101 between South of University Avenue 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-3.1f. 
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Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-11.1h, on page S-45 of the Draft EIR has been deleted as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

h. Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e. 

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-11.3, on page S-46 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

TR-11.3 Intersection Improvements. The operations at several of the intersections could be improved by 
modifying the intersection geometry to provide additional capacity. Some of these modifications may be made by 
restriping the existing roadway; however, others may require additional right-of-way to add travel lanes. See 
Appendix 3.5-I for intersection conceptual layout plans for mitigation measures. 

a. Marsh Road and Bayfront Expressway 

See Near Term 2018 East and West Campus TR-6.2a. 

b. Marsh Road and US 101 NB Ramps 

See Near Term 2018 East and West Campus TR-6.2b. 

c. Marsh Road and Middlefield Road  

See Near Term 2018 East and West Campus TR-1.1b. TR-6.2c. 

 

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measure TR-11.3j, on page S-48 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

j.  Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue 

 See Near Term 2015 East Campus Only TR-1.1e. 
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Table S-2, Mitigation Measure BR-1.1, on page S-66 through S-67 of the Draft EIR has been revised 
as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

BR-1.1 Identify and protect roosting and breeding bats on the West Campuses and provide alternative roosting 
habitat. The Project Sponsor shall implement the following measures to protect roosting and breeding bats found 
in a tree or structure to be removed with implementation of the Project:  

1.  Prior to tree removal or demolition activities on each the West Campus site, the Project Sponsor shall 
retain   a qualified biologist to conduct a focused survey for bats and potential roosting sites within 
buildings to be demolished or trees to be removed. The surveys can be conducted by visual identification 
and can assume presence of hoary bats or the bats can be identified to a species-level with the use of a 
bat echolocation detector such as an “Anabat” unit. If no roosting sites or bats are found, a letter report 
confirming absence shall be sent to the California Department of Fish and Game and no further 
mitigation is required. If roosting sites or hoary bats are found, then the following monitoring, and 
exclusion, and habitat replacement measures shall be conducted implemented. The letter or surveys and 
supplemental documents shall be provided to the City prior to demolition permit issuance. 

a.  If bats are found roosting outside of nursery season (May 1st through October 1st), then they  
shall     be evicted as described under (b) below. If bats are found roosting during the nursery 
season, then they shall be monitored to determine if the roost site is a maternal roost. This could 
occur by either visual inspection of the roost bat pups, if possible, or monitoring the roost after 
the adults leave for the night to listen for bat pups. If the roost is determined to not be a 
maternal roost, then the bats shall be evicted as described under (b). Because bat pups cannot 
leave the roost until they are mature enough, eviction of a maternal roost cannot occur during 
the nursery season. A 250-foot (or as determined in consultation with the Department of Fish 
and Game) buffer zone shall be established around the roosting site within which no 
construction or tree removal shall occur. 

b.  Eviction of bats shall be conducted using bat exclusion techniques, developed by Bat 
Conservation International (BCI) and in consultation with the Department of Fish and Game that 
allow the bats to exit the roosting site but prevent re-entry to the site. This would include, but 
not be limited to, the installation of one way exclusion devices. The devices shall remain in 
place for seven days and then the exclusion points and any other potential entrances shall be 
sealed. This work shall be completed by a BCI recommended exclusion professional. The 
exclusion of bats shall be timed and carried concurrently with any scheduled bird exclusion 
activities. 

c.  The loss of each roost (if any) will be replaced in consultation with the Department of Fish and 
Game and may include construction and installation of BCI-approved bat boxes suitable to the 
bat species and colony size excluded from the original roosting site. Roost replacement will be 
implemented before bats are excluded from the original roost sites. Once the replacement roosts 
are constructed and it is confirmed that bats are not present in the original roost site, the 
structures may be removed or sealed. 
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Mitigation Measure BR-1.2 has been added to Table S-2, on page S-67, after Mitigation Measure BR-
1.1, of the Draft EIR as follows:  

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

BR-1.2 Conduct preconstruction surveys for burrowing owls. No more than 30 days prior to the 
commencement of  ground disturbing activities in the area of potentially suitable burrowing owl habitat on the 
West Campus, a preconstruction burrowing owl survey in compliance with California Burrowing Owl 
Consortium protocols shall be conducted to ensure that no owls have moved onto the Project site. If owls are 
detected during the survey, additional measures are required. These measures include the following: 1) 
occupied burrows should not be disturbed during the burrowing owl breeding season, defined as February 1 
through August 31, unless a qualified biologist approved by CDFG verifies through non-invasive methods that 
either the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation, or that juveniles from the occupied burrows are 
foraging independently and are capable of independent survival; 2) owls on the site are passively relocated. 

 

 

Table S-2, Impact BR-4, on page S-68 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Impacts 

BR-4 Impacts to Wildlife Corridors or Nursery Sites. The removal of trees, shrubs, or woody vegetation 
with implementation of the Project at the East Campus and West Campus would have a potentially significant 
impact on the movement of native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. In addition, Project 
buildings and lighting at the West Campus would have the potential to injure or cause death to birds from 
collision and other factors. (PS) 
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Table S-2, Mitigation Measures BR-4.1 and BR-4.2, on pages S-68 through S-69 of the Draft EIR has 
been revised as follows: 

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURES. The following measures would reduce the potentially significant impacts to nesting 
migratory birds and impacts to birds from Project buildings and lighting at both the East Campus and West 
Campus to less than significant. (LTS)  

BR-4.1 Identify and Protect Nesting Migratory Birds at the East Campus and West Campus. The Project  
Sponsor shall implement the following measures to reduce impacts to nesting migratory birds: 

a. To facilitate compliance with State and federal law (Fish and Game Code and the MBTA) and 
prevent impacts to nesting birds, the Project Sponsor shall avoid the removal of trees, shrubs, or 
weedy vegetation February 1 through August 31 during the bird nesting period. If no vegetation or 
tree removal is proposed during the nesting period, no surveys are required. If it is not feasible to 
avoid the nesting period, a survey for nesting birds shall be conducted by a qualified wildlife 
biologist no earlier than seven days prior to the removal of trees, shrubs, weedy vegetation, 
buildings, or other construction activity. 

b. Survey results shall be valid for the tree removals for 21 days following the survey. If the trees are 
not removed within the 21-day period, then a new survey shall be conducted. The area surveyed 
shall include all construction areas as well as areas within 150 feet outside the boundaries of the 
areas to be cleared or as otherwise determined by the biologist. 

In the event that an active nest for a protected species of bird is discovered in the areas to be 
cleared, or in other habitats within 150 feet of construction boundaries, clearing and construction 
shall be postponed for at least two weeks or until the biologist has determined that the young have 
fledged (left the nest), the nest is vacated, and there is no evidence of second nesting attempts. 

BR-4.2 Implement Bird-Safe Design Standards into West Campus Building and Lighting Design. All new 
buildings and lighting features constructed or installed at the West Campus shall be implemented to at 
least a level of “Select Bird-Safe Building” standards as defined in the City of San Francisco Planning 
Department’s “Standards for Bird-Safe Buildings,” adopted July 14, 2011. These design features shall 
include minimization of bird hazards as defined in the standards. With respect to lighting, the West 
Campus shall: 

 Be designed to minimize light pollution including light trespass, over-illumination, glare, light 
clutter, and skyglow while using bird-friendly lighting colors when possible.   

 Avoid uplighting, light spillage, event search lights, and use green and blue lights when 
possible. 

 Turn off unneeded interior and exterior lighting from dusk to dawn during migrations: February 
15 through May 31 and August 15 through November 30. 

 Include window coverings on rooms where interior lighting is used at night that adequately 
block light transmission and motion sensors or controls to extinguish lights in unoccupied 
spaces. 
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Table S-2, Mitigation Measure HY-2.1, on page S-72 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows:  

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

HY-2.1 Prepare and Obtain a Conditional Letter of Map Revision – Fill (CLOMR-F) from FEMA Prior to 
Issuance of a Grading or Building Permit. Concurrent with the first building permit submittal for the West 
Campus, the Project Sponsor shall submit a FEMA CLOMR-F application to the Public Works Department for 
review and approval. In accordance with the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) (Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) 44 Part 65), Section 65.6 (Revision of base flood elevation determinations), the Project 
Sponsor shall prepare supporting data, including relevant hydraulic and hydrologic analyses, delineation of 
floodplain boundaries and all other information required by FEMA to review and evaluate the request for a 
CLOMR-F.  The analyses shall clearly show revised and new floodplain boundaries, for the Project area and 
adjacent areas not affected by the revision., taking into account San Francisco Bay coastal floodplain maps being 
prepared by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for the San Francisquito Creek JPA-sponsored project, if such 
maps have been adopted by FEMA. Upon receiving City approval, the Project Sponsor shall submit the CLOMR-
F application to FEMA. Prior to issuance of any grading or building permit on each site, the applicant shall 
obtain a CLOMR-F from FEMA. The applicant shall submit an elevation certificate prior to final signoff of the 
foundation inspection for each structure. 

 

Table S-2, Mitigation Measures HY-4.2 and HY-4.3, on page S-73 of the Draft EIR have been revised 
as follows:  

Table S-2 
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures – West Campus 

Mitigation Measures 

MITIGATION MEASURES. Implementation of Mitigation Measures HY-4.2 HY-4.1, and HY-4.3 HY-4.2 would 
reduce the potentially significant sea level rise impacts at the West Campus to less than significant. 

HY-4.1 Floodproofing of West Campus Underground Infrastructure. Prior to, or at a minimum concurrent with, 
the issuance of the first construction activity permit at the West Campus and in connection with applicable FEMA 
requirements, the City shall ensure that the Project incorporates design features to flood-proof below-ground 
infrastructure, including storm drains, sewers, equipment facilities, to withstand hydrostatic forces and buoyancy 
from sea level rise changes in groundwater levels. 

HY-4.2 Provide Adequate Storm Flow Conveyance Capacity For Sea Level Rise Conditions at the West Campus. 
Prior to, or at a minimum concurrent with, the issuance of the first construction activity permit at the West 
Campus, the City shall ensure that the Project incorporates design features to ensure that the storm drain system 
conveyance capacity is not constricted by sea level rise at the outlets, including the Caltrans pump station.  
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Section 4, Other CEQA Considerations 

The following text has been revised on page 4-1 of the Draft EIR in the first bullet under East Campus: 

 Impacts to Intersections. Increases in traffic associated with the Project under the 
Near Term 2015 East Campus Only Condition would result in increased delays at the 
following intersections: Marsh and Middlefield Road; Willow Road and Bayfront 
Expressway; University Avenue and Bayfront Expressway; and Bayfront Expressway 
and Chrysler Drive; and Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue. (TR-1) 

The following text has been revised in the first and second bullets under Total Project on page 4-2 of 
the Draft EIR: 

 Impacts to Intersections. Increases in traffic associated with the Project under the 
Near Term 2018 East Campus and West Campus Condition would result in increased 
delays at the following intersections: Marsh Road and Bayfront Expressway; Marsh 
Road and US 101 NB Ramps; Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway; Willow Road 
and Newbridge Street; Willow Road and Middlefield Road; University and Bayfront 
Expressway; and Bayfront Expressway and Chrysler Drive; and Middlefield Road and 
Lytton Avenue. (TR-6) 

 Impacts on Roadway Segments. Increases in traffic associated with the Project under 
the Near Term 2018 East Campus and West Campus Condition would result in 
increased volumes on the following roadway segments: Marsh Road between Bay Road 
and the Dumbarton Rail Corridor railroad tracks; Willow Road between Durham Street 
and Chester Street; and Willow Road between Nash Avenue and Blackburn Avenue, 
and Middlefield Road between Linfield Drive and Survey Lane; and Middlefield Road 
between Linfield Drive and Surrey Lane. (TR-7) 

The first bullet under Cumulative on page 4-3 of the Draft EIR has been revised as follows: 

 Impacts to Intersections. Increases in traffic associated with the Project under the 
Cumulative 2025 East Campus Only Condition and the Cumulative 2025 East Campus 
and West Campus Condition would result in increased delays at the following 
intersections: Marsh Road and Bayfront Expressway; Marsh Road and US 101 NB 
Ramps; Willow Road and Middlefield Road; Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway; 
Willow Road and Newbridge Street; University and Bayfront Expressway; and 
Bayfront Expressway and Chrysler Drive; and Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue. 
(TR-11) 

It should be noted that the revisions noted above to Section 4 were text errors from the Draft EIR and 
not a disclosure of a new significant and unavoidable impact. 
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5.4 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR FIGURES 

The following figures have been revised per Comment 9b.30 and Comment 11.1.  The figures have 
been revised to depict in/out volumes at each entrance and to correct the lane geometry for the 
intersection of Middlefield Road and Lytton Avenue (intersection 33). 

 Figure 3.5-4  

 Figure 3.5-5  

 Figure 3.5-7  

 Figure 3.5-10  

 Figure 3.5-11  

 Figure 3.5-13 

 Figure 3.5-15  

 Figure 3.5-16  

 Figure 3.5-18  

 Figure 3.5-19  

 Figure 3.5-20  

 Figure 3.5-21  

The following figure has been revised per Comment 9b.29.  This figure has been revised to include trip 
distribution percentages on University Avenue and Willow Road east of US 101. 

 Figure 3.5-9 

The following figure has been revised per Comment 9b.48.  The Draft EIR repeats Figure 3.5-23 and 
Figure 3.5-24, although they should be different figures.  As such, the correct figure has been inserted 
and the original figure has been deleted. 

 Figure 3.5-24  
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REVISED FIGURE 3.5-19a
Cumulative 2025 East Campus Only Condition Peak Hour Volumes
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5.5 CHANGES TO DRAFT EIR APPENDICES 

The following appendices have been revised and/or added to the Draft EIR.  These appendix changes 
are included as a CD in this document, rather than reproducing them here. 

 Appendix 3.5-C has been revised per Comments in 9b.7, 9b.8, 9b.46, and 11.1.  Traffic 
conditions (including intersection LOS and delay results) with implementation of the associated 
mitigation measures have been included to this appendix.  Based on these revisions, Appendix 
3.5-C has been replaced in its entirety. 

 Figure 1 in Appendix 3.5-E has been revised per Comment 9b.58.  Labels have been added to 
this figure for clarity. 

 Figure 1 in Appendix 3.5-G has been revised per 9b.69.  Figure 1 is missing in the Draft EIR 
appendix and has been relabeled and Figure 4.  

 Appendix 3.5-I has been updated based on minor updates to the conceptual plans for the 
identified mitigation measures.  

 Appendix 3.5-J has been added per Comment 9b.14.  This new appendix includes turning 
movement counts.  

Table 1 on page 1 of Appendix 3.5-E was prepared before the square footage estimates were finalized. 
These numbers have been revised in Table 1 of Appendix 3.5-E as follows.  However, it is important 
to note that these revisions do not affect any of the final calculations and all other numbers presented in 
Appendix 3.5-E will not change.  

Table 1: Facebook Employee Projections for Traffic Analysis 

Site Square Feet Employee Density Approximate 
Number of 
Employees 

East Campus 1,000,220 1,035,840 150 s.f./emp 6,668 6,600 

West Campus 420,000 440,000 150 s.f./emp 2,800 

Total 1,420,220 1,475,840 150 s.f./emp 9,468 9,400 

Source: Fehr & Peers, Facebook, July 2010. 

The fourth point of the process on page 3 of Appendix 3.5-E of the Draft EIR has been revised as 
follows. 

4.  Correlated the peak-hour of traffic generated by Facebook to the industry standard peak 
hour rate based on the ITE Trip Generation Manual (8th Edition, 2008) 
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Appendix 3.5-E has been revised to include the following paragraph on page 5: 

 A separate assessment of peak hour and daily shuttle trips was completed using long-distance 
commuter, intercampus, Intern and Caltrain shuttle ridership information provided by 
Facebook for the same survey period. The existing ridership rates were projected to estimate 
the proposed shuttle trips needed to serve the future number of employees on the East and West 
Campuses. Based on this information, it is anticipated that up to 80 shuttle and 40 vanpool trips 
per day would be needed to serve the Campus population. These 120 daily trips can be 
accommodated within the proposed vehicle trip cap presented in Table 4.  
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