
From: Hill, Shannon
To: Manford, Robert
Cc: Keyon, David; Downtown West Project
Subject: RE: Feedback on DSG and DEIR
Date: Wednesday, December 2, 2020 9:20:33 AM
Attachments: _Draft DWDSG and PD-GDP Comments.docx

Good morning Robert,
 
In response to your request, please refer to the attached draft comments on the DWDSG and PD
Permit/GDP. Note that the applicant submitted the subsequent review process proposal on 11/25,
and David and I’s review of that process will be
complete before our meeting with the applicant on
Thursday afternoon. Most of the comments in the attached summary were provided previously to
the applicant’s team, as noted by the dates, and we also held meetings in which the applicant team
indicated these
comments would be addressed in the resubmittal.
 
We can discuss any questions/concerns you have at our meeting later this morning.
 
Best,
 
Shannon Hill, Planner
Planning, Building & Code Enforcement
| Environmental Review Section
City of San José
|
200 East Santa Clara Street
Shannon.Hill@sanjoseca.gov
|
(408) 535 - 7872
 

From: Manford, Robert 
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 5:32 PM
To: Hill, Shannon <Shannon.Hill@sanjoseca.gov>
Cc: Keyon, David <david.keyon@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Re: Feedback on DSG and DEIR
 
Great.  Thanks
 

From: Hill, Shannon <Shannon.Hill@sanjoseca.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 5:28 PM
To: Manford, Robert <Robert.Manford@sanjoseca.gov>
Cc: Keyon, David <david.keyon@sanjoseca.gov>; Downtown West Project
<downtownwest@esassoc.com>
Subject: RE: Feedback on DSG and DEIR
 
Hi Robert,
 
Sure thing, I will clean up the draft list and send before our meeting tomorrow at 10 AM.
 
Thanks,
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· 9/21/20: General Comment - Ensure references within documents are accurate. For example, if DWDSG refers to GDP, make sure the accurate sheet or standard is cross-referenced. Also need to make sure DWDSG and EIR are consistent because only language in the EIR will receive environmental clearance.

· 9/21/20: Global - Pavilions are still shown as open structures in DWDSG (see Figure 4.24 for example). Publicly circulated DEIR states pavilions are enclosed, and analysis is based on this. If they are not enclosed, analysis needs to be revised and impact would likely change from Less than Significant to Significant, unless the locations or active uses associated with pavilions are addressed. This is because pavilions would host live music and other disruptive events adjacent to the riparian corridor. DWDSG needs to be consistent with analysis in EIR because the DWDSG is used for project-level clearance. The impact discussion in the DEIR associated with noise and lighting impacts on the riparian corridor states the following: 



· Some pavilions could be used for live entertainment venues; however, pavilions would be enclosed structures and would not be expected to generate much, if any, outdoor noise. 



Part 1 Spreadsheet Provided by James

· 9/21/20: Page 74 - FIGURE 4.6: Open space categories diagram. Clarify in the legend or figure what the setback distance shown on the figure is.

· 9/21/20: Page 79 - G4.7.2 Art to enhance riparian habitat. Art within riparian setbacks is encouraged. Considering this would be a passive recreational use, riparian-friendly art installations could have a 0-foot setback from the riparian corridor but not within it (see Policy 6-34). Revise accordingly.

· 9/21/20: Page 83 - 4.8 Relationship to Riparian Corridors. The definition for "Riparian Setback" states that there is a "...limitation of new construction within a certain distance from a riparian corridor and is measured from the riparian corridor..." Change to "limitation of new construction and certain land uses and activities,” since limitations are not only associated with new structures (see Policy 6-34).	Comment by Hill, Shannon: Note: Based on 12/1 conversation with David, checked Riparian Policy, and land uses and activities is consistent with the narrative in the policy.

· 9/8/2020 (EIR Roundtable: ESA and applicant team present): S3.4.4 (Interim use locations): For interim uses proposed for blocks D8, D9, D10, D11, D12, and D13, the asterisks for Active Uses in Table 4.01.1 of the GDP refer to conditions in Sheet 5.02, but that sheet shows “Existing Ordinance Trees, Waterways nd Natural Features.” In addition, in the list of exceptions provided for the standard, "374" is listed without the rest of the address or descriptive information. Also, publicly circulated EIR currently states "Active programs would be kept outside the 50-foot riparian setback, with the exception of programming within the boundary of existing buildings on Blocks D8, D9, D10, D11, D12, and D13. However, language of S4.8.4 (Controlled features within the Los Gatos Creek Riparian Setback) contradicts S3.4.4 (i.e., no active programming w/i 50-foot setback). Eri stated cross-reference between the standards would be added for clarity.



Table 4.03.1 Summary of Use Permit Process in PD/GDP currently includes a footnote that states “Interim and temporary uses may be approved outside of the Zoning/Design Conformance Review process,” which does not seem appropriate considering these uses are proposed for the walk at South Autumn Street. Parcels in this area intrude into the riparian corridor, and standards in the DWDSG/conformance checklist are necessary to prevent impacts analyzed in the DEIR assumed to be mitigated by these standards.



· 9/8/2020 (EIR Roundtable): Table 4.14: Aren't pavilions intended for live music and entertainment as well? Make descriptions consistent throughout.

New Comments to be Added

· HCP: Attach to grading permit issuance and include in checklist (Note: HCP coordination has been brought up to applicant multiple times, and it’s not addressed in DWDSG or PD Permit/GDP). 

· Note: Probably just N2 deposition fee for most except South Autumn Creekside Walk for riparian impacts.

· [bookmark: _GoBack]MMRP Compliance: Prior to demo, tree removal, or grading permit, whichever comes first. (Note: Check MMRP & tracked through grading permits). Should be attached to checklist. Note: Discussed with applicant that MMRP needs to be an attachment to the conformance checklist.

· The City will provide items that need to be included in the conformance checklist.





 
Shannon Hill, Planner
Planning, Building & Code Enforcement
| Environmental Review Section
City of San José |
200 East Santa Clara Street
Shannon.Hill@sanjoseca.gov
|
(408) 535 - 7872
 

From: Manford, Robert 
Sent: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 4:37 PM
To: Hill, Shannon <Shannon.Hill@sanjoseca.gov>
Cc: Keyon, David <david.keyon@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Feedback on DSG and DEIR
 
Hello Shannon:
 
For the Director's meeting tomorrow, can you please send me the draft memo that you have? 
I know that it is still being prepared and will need updating and refinement.  However, I'll like
to
glance through it and make sure I understand all staff concerns.  Our intent is to make the
project better.
 
Robert
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