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Jessica Zenk
Deputy Director
Department of Transportation, Planning & Project Delivery
408-535-3543
jessica.zenk@sanjoseca.gov

From: Jean Dresden <jeanAnn2@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2021 3:10 PM
To: Hughey, Rosalynn <Rosalynn.Hughey@sanjoseca.gov>; Klein, Nanci
<Nanci.Klein@sanjoseca.gov>; Burnham, Nicolle <nicolle.burnham@sanjoseca.gov>; Zenk, Jessica
<Jessica.Zenk@sanjoseca.gov>
Subject: Revisit Google's Development Agreement through the lens of security
 

[External Email]

Attached is a note about Google’s change to their Mountain View Development Agreement as part
of a corporate decision to increase security at all campuses. Please review the draft development
agreement and consider what would happen if Google implemented the same at Diridon

Thanks
Jean Dresden

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted
sources.
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Hello folks,



I want to bring to your attention an interesting item on the Mountain View City Council agenda tonight.  Google has requested that they be released from their Development Agreement to provide a POPOS in the center of their four-building campus so that can build an 8 foot tall security steel fence. Google expressed concern about security in this bucolic neighborhood of Mountain View near Amphiteater Parkway of Highway 101.  The POP path through the center of their complex connected a city park to a central plaza and then to a major recreational trail. In the Development Agreement, they received a 100,000 square-foot bonus above FAR limits in order to build the project.  Mountain View staff wrote



Recent security concerns have developed for the Google campuses and prompted Google to reduce security risks across all of Google’s sites. Two of the higher-profile sites that currently allow public access through the center of the campus are the Googleplex and Charleston East sites. Google is requesting to restrict public access through these sites to address Google’s security concerns, which requires modifications to the previously approved permits as well as site modifications to accommodate rerouting public access on the sites. 





Why should San Jose care? 



San Jose is an urban area with significantly more security concerns than an industrial park in Mountain View. Will Google come back asking for revisions to encircle their San Jose Campus with an 8-foot steel fence? Will they walk away from commitments to provide publicly accessible privately owned open space? In that case, how will they serve the many thousands of residents they propose for the area? Four acres of public park, mostly in linear form will not suffice.



Also, if they decide to shut off access between their buildings, how will that affect the transportation elements of the Diridon Station Area plan? Will pedestrians have to use the remaining public right of ways? Will those routes have carrying capacity to replace the mid-block passages? Consider the aesthetics as travelers exit Diridon Station and see an 8-foot tall Google fence. Consider also what happens to the sense of place if the POPOs are walled off?



Google staff argues that Diridon is different from Mountain View because the Mountain View buildings are connected by elevated pedestrian bridges.  They claim that makes it a single building not four. Other Google staff has talked about building elevated pedestrian bridge between their buildings. This makes it sound the same as Mountain View—at risk of the same security solution.



Google staff `claimed that since San Jose is urban while Mountain View is not, the fence makes sense. I am thinking that if security is a concern at Mountain View, it is a real concern in urban and gritty downtown San jose.



 




