RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE COUNTY OF SAN
MATEO AND THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES OF THE LELAND STANFORD JUNIOR
UNIVERSITY TO RECONSTRUCT THE SAND HILL ROAD - SANTA CRUZ
AVENUE INTERSECTION AND RELATED INTERSECTION AYPROACHES,
AUTHORIZING THE PRESIDENT OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO
EXECUTE THE AGREEMENT ON BEHALF OF THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEQ,
AND APPROVING A MITIGATION AND MONITORING PROGRAM, FINDINGS
AND A STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS,

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEOQ
(“BOARD”) DOES RESOLVE, FIND, DETERMINE AND DECLARE AS FOLLOWS:

. SECTION 1. Background.

A. On June 30, 1997, the City Council of the City of Palo Alto, acting as lead
agency pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”), certified the Stanford
Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects Final Environmental Impact Report (the “EIR”) and approved
the projects described in the EIR, mcludmg the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway
Improvements Project. :

B. After the EIR was certified, the City of Palo Alto and The Board of
Trustees of the Leland Stanford Junior University {**Stanford”) entered into a Development
Agreement for the Stanford Sand Hill Road Corridors Projects, which was recorded in the
Official Records of Santa Clara County on December 3, 1997 and subsequently amended (the
“Palo Alto Development Agreement”).

C. Portions of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway
Improvements Project evaluated in the EIR and approved by the City of Palo Alto will be
implemented in unincorporated areas of the County of San Mateo (“the San Mateo County
Roadway Project” or “the Project”™) and other portions will be implemented in the City of Menlo
Park (“the Menlo Park Roadway Project”).

D. As a condition of approval of the projects described in the EIR and under
the terms of the Palo Alto Development Agreement, Stanford is obligated to offer to fund certain
intersection improvements within the City of Menlo Park (“City”) and certain other intersection
improvements within the County of San Mateo (“County”) up to a maximum determined by an
engineer’s estimate inflated annually to reflect inflation and conditlcmed upon the City’s or the
County’s agreement to construct the improvements.

E. In 2001, Stanford offered to pay the requisite sums to the City and the
County on the terms and conditions as required by the City of Palo Alto. Neither the City nor
the County has accepted the offer. The City was concerned that the cost of the improvements
might exceed the engineer’s estimate and that the City would be obligated to fund amounts in
excess of that which Stanford has offered to pay. The City also had certain concerns about the
original design of the improvements. In response to the City’s concerns regarding the design, the



Design Development Plans, which include roadway improvements in both the City and the
County, were revised.

F. In 2002, Stanford offered to construct the Menlo Park Roadway Project at
its sole expense. On November 12, 2002, the City approved Resolution No. 5410, a “Resclution
Approving an Addendum to the Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects Final Environmental Impact
Report, Approving a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, Approving Findings and a

- Statement of Overriding Considerations, Approving an Agreement Between the City of Menlo
Park and the Board of Trustees of the Leland Stanford Junior University to Reconstruct the Sand
Hill Road — Santa Cruz Avenue Intersection and Related Intersection Approaches Inciuding Sand
Hill Road from Santa Cruz Avenue to the City Limit at San Francisquito Creek and Authorizing
the City Manager to Execute the Agreement on behalf of the City of Menlo Park” (“the Menlo
Park Resolution™). On or about December 4, 2002, Stanford and the City entered into the
Agreement authorized by the Menlo Park Resolution (the “Menlo Park Agreement.”)

G. Stanford has now offered to construct the San Mateo County Roadway
Project at its sole expense under the terms of a proposed Agreement with the County. County of
San Mateo staff and Stanford have reached agreement on the scope of work represented by
Design Development Plans incorporated by reference in the proposed Agreement between
Stanford and the County of San Mateo (hereafter sometimes “the San Mateo County Roadway
Project Agreement” and sometimes “the Agreement”), which Agreement is now presented to the
Board for approval. '

H The San Mateo County Roadway Project includes the following work to
be performed in the unincorporated area of the County:

¢ Sand Hill Roadway widening extending southwesterly +/- 480’ along Sand Hill Road
from the common boundary line between Menlo Park and San Mateo County (from the
intersection of Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz Avenue);

s Santa Cruz Avenue widening extending northwesterly +/- 290° along Santa Cruz Avenue
from the common boundary line between Menlo Park and San Mateo County (near the
intersection of Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz Avenue);

* Minor roadway improvements for grading, paving, drainage and signage at Stanford
Avenue, Leland Avenue and the intersection of Vine Street and Oak Avenue adjacent to
the common boundary line between Menlo Park and San Mateo County; and

* A portion of the roadway widening of Santa Cruz Avenue located +/- 430° south of the
intersection of Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz Avenue adjacent to the common boundary
line between Menlo Park and San Mateo County;

all as more particularly shown on the Design Development Plans incorporated in the Agreement
by reference. The Project also includes:

e Modified signalization at the Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz Avenue intersection. Said
signal shall prevent a right turn from Sand Hill Road in the westerly direction to Santa

2

30153647.2/04678-0434



Cruz Avenue in the northerly direction when Sand Hill Road traffic in the westerly
direction is stopped;

¢ Traffic barriers and sound wall on the northeast corner of Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz
Avenue;

+ Relocation of utility facilities as necessary to construct the roadway improvements, storm
drainage facilities and other landscaping along Sand Hill Road, and relocation of existing
street lighting and existing fire hydrants as necessary to construct the roadway
improvements.

L The Board held a duly noticed meeting on March 25, 2003, at which time
the Board considered the Project.

SECTION 2. General Findings.

A The EIR consists of Volumes 1 through 8, “Summary of Current Project
Revisions”; an Addendum prepared by the City of Palo Alto in 2001, and the November 2002
City of Menlo Park Addendum to the Stanford Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects Environmental
Impact Report.

B. The County, acting as a responsible agency under CEQA with respect to
the San Mateo County Roadway Project, has considered the EIR and the environmental effects
of the San Mateo County Roadway Project as shown in the EIR.

C. The record upon which the Board’s findings and determination are based
includes, but is not limited to, the following:

1. The EIR;
2. The San Mateo County Roadway Project Agreement;
3. The Menle Park Agreement;

4. The City of Palo Alto’s Resolution No. 7685 Certifying the
Environmental impact Report for the Sand Hill Corridor Projects, Adopting a Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program, and Making Certain Findings, including Exhibits A
(Mitigation Monitoring Program), E (Sand Hill Road Extension, Widening and Related Roadway
Improvements/Council Findings Concerning Mitigation of Environmental Impacts and
Constderation of Alternatives), and J (Statement of Overriding Considerations} thereto;

5. The City of Menlo Park’s Resolution No. 5410 Approving an
Addendum to the Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects Final Environmental Impact Report,
Approving a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, Approving Findings and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations, Approving an Agreement Between the City of Menlo
Park and the Board of Trustees of the Leland Stanford Junior University to Reconstruct the Sand
Hill Road — Santa Cruz Avenue Intersection and Related Intersection Approaches Including Sand
Hill Road from Santa Cruz Avenue to the City Limit at San Francisquito Creek and Authorizing
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the City Manager to Execute the Agreement on behalf of the City of Menlo Park, including
Exhibit A thereto;

6. The Palo Alto Development Agreement and Stanford’s written
offer to pay the County for intersection improvements pursuant to the Development Agreement;

7. All documentary and oral evidence regarding this matter submitted
to the County prior to adoption of this Resolution;

8. All documents constituting the record pursuant to Public Resources
Code section 21167.6; and

9. All matters of common knowledge to this Board, including, but not
Jimited to, the Board’s policies, guidelines and regulations.

D. The custodian of the documents described above constituting the record of
proceedings is Neil Cullen, Director of Public Works, County of San Mateo, 555 County Center,
5™ Floor, Redwood City, California 94063-1665.

E. If any term, provision or portion of the Board’s findings or the application
of the same {0 a particular situation is held by a court to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the
remaining provisions of the findings, or the application of the term, provision or portion of the
Board’s findings to other situations, shall continue in full force and effect unless amended or
modified by the Board.

SECTION 3. Mitigation Monitoring Program.

A. Pursuant to Public Resources Code sections 21002.1 and 21081.6, the
County of San Mateo has prepared a comprehensive Mitigation Monitoring Program (“MMP”)
that provides for implementation, monitoring and enforcement of all conditions and mitigation
measures adopted to mitigate environmental impacts of the San Mateo County Roadway Project.
The MMP is attached as Exhibit “A” to this Resolution and is hereby adopted and approved by
the Board.

B. The Board, in adopting the MMP, declares that the recitation of the
mitigation measures in the MMP is intended to be the same in substance as the mitigation
measures in the EIR that are applicable to the San Mateo County Roadway Project, but that in
many instances general mitigation measures described in the EIR have been made more specific
in the Agreement and the MMP. In the event of any apparent conflict between a mitigation
measure recommended in the EIR, on the one hand, and the Agreement or MMP, on the other
hand, the latter shall prevail. If there is an apparent conflict between the Agreement and the
MMP, the former shall prevail.

SECTION 4 . Findings Concerning Significant or Potentially Significant
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures.

A Review and Consideration of Impacts.
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The Board has considered all information relevant to the San Mateo County
Roadway Project contained in the EIR, as well as all other relevant information received in the
course of evaluation and review of the proposed Project, concerning all significant and
potentially significant environmental impacts and cumulative impacts of the Project.

B. Findings Concerning Mitigation of Environmental Impacts

The Board’s detailed findings for each significant or potentially significant
environmental impact identified in the EIR and relevant to the San Mateo County Roadway
Project are set forth below. The San Mateo County Roadway Project constitutes a very small
part of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project and, therefore,
will cause a very small part of the impacts of the larger Project. Although it is likely that many
of the impacts of the San Mateo County Roadway Project would be considered less than
significant by themselves, the County treats each significant impact of the Sand Hill Road
Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project, identified in the EIR, as a significant
impact of the San Mateo County Roadway Project if the San Mateo County Roadway Project
makes any contribution to that significant impact. Each such significant or potentially significant
impact is shown in bold type. Those mitigation measures adopted or partially adopted by the
Board are described. The Board’s reasons for rejection or partial rejection of certain mitigation
measures and reasons for selection among alternative potential mitigation measures are described
- where appropriate.

L LAND USE

The EIR identified a significant Land Use impact of the Sand =~ % .:
Extension, Widening and Related Roadway Improvements Project consisting of the substantially
increased scale of the roadway network in the Sand Hill Road Corridor. This impact would be
caused in part by the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

Impact 4.1-1 The proposed projects could result in a substantial change in the
character of the land uses on or around the project sites.

Impact 4.1-5 Implementation of the proposed projects, in conjunction with
cumulative development within the Sand Hill Road Corridor, would result in a change in
character in the area.

The EIR concluded that there were no feasible mitigation measures available that
would substantially reduce the identified significant land use impact and cumulative land use
impact and that these impacts were therefore unavoidable.

The Board finds that Impacts 4.1-1 and 4.1-5 have occurred and will continue to
occur primarily because of Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects that are outside the County’s
jurisdiction or control. The Board further finds that mitigation measures adopted below for
Transportation, Noise, and Biological Resources impacts will reduce the overall severity of these
impacts, particularly by enhancing opportunities for pedestrian and bicycle travel in the Sand
Hill Road corridor, mitigating the potential noise impacts on neighboring residents, and
providing for replacement of trees and restoration of habitat affected by the removal of trees.
Despite these measures, however, the impact remains significant.
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2. VISUAL QUALITY/LIGHT AND GLARE

The EIR identified the following significant Visual Quality impacts of the Sand
Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project that would be caused in part
by the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

Impact 4.2-1 The proposed projects would result in major visual changes within the
Sand Hill Road corridor for viewers traveling on Sand Hill Road.

The EIR identified mitigation measures for Impact 4.2-1 that have been adopted
by the relevant jurisdictions, but concluded that even with mitigation, Impact 4.2-1 would remain
significant. The EIR identified no mitigation measures for Impact 4.2-1 that are within the
jurisdiction of San Mateo County.

The Board hereby finds that there are no feasible mitigation measures within its
jurisdiction that would mitigate the contribution of the San Mateo County Roadway Project to
Impact 4.2-1. This impact therefore remains significant. '

Impact 4.2-8 Visual disturbance from construction of the proposed projects could
have temporary adverse visual impacts.

The EIR stated that Impact 4.2-8 was significant, identified Mitigation Measure
4.2-8, and concluded that that mitigation measure would reduce Impact 4.2-8, but not to a less
than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.2-8 requires that on-site staging and storage of construction
equipment and materials be minimized to reduce visual disturbance during construction.
Equipment and material storage that does occur on-site should be visually screened. In addition,
graded areas should be watered regularly to minimize fugitive dust and construction should be
staged and scheduled to minimize the duration of disturbance in each affected viewshed.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.2-8 and finds that this measure
will reduce the adverse visual impact of project construction, but will not reduce this impact to a
less than significant level. This impact therefore remains significant.

Impact 4.2-9 The proposed projects, in conjunction with cumulative development in
the Sand Hill Road Corridor, could adversely affect the visual character of the corridor for
viewers traveling on Sand Hill Road.

The EIR identified no mitigation measures for Cumulative Impact 4.2-9 that are
within the jurisdiction of San Mateo County.

- ——=----- —The-Board-hereby finds-that there-are no feasible mitigation measures within-its— —-

jurisdiction that would mitigate the contribution of the San Mateo County Roadway Project to
Cumulative Impact 4.2-9. This impact therefore remains significant.
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3. CULTURAL RESOURCES

The EIR identified significant Cultural Resources impacts of the Sand Hill Road
Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project. Although the San Mateo County
Roadway Project would not affect the known cultural resources identified in the EIR, it is
possible that one portion of the project could disturb several linear feet of a prehistoric site that
has been largely destroyed by previous development projects. Mitigation Measures 4.3-1(b), (c),
(f) and (k) are applicable or potentially applicable to this small area. Mitigation Measures 4.3-
1(g) and (h) apply to the entire Project.

Impact 4.3-1 Implementation of the proposed projects would result in damaging
effects on important historic and/or prehistoric archaeological resources.

The EIR identified six mitigation measures for Impact 4.3-1 that are applicable to
a portion of (Measures 4.3-1(b), 4.3-1(c), 4.3-1(f) and 4.3-1(k)) or all of Measures 4.3-1(g) and
4.3-1(h) the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(b) requires that prior to development a data recovery
program shall be conducted on all areas in which construction is believed to have a potential to
result in significant archaeological impacts. The program shall consist of an initial phase of
intensive subsurface archaeological testing,

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(c) provides that if Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(b) reveals
important archaeological resources, recovery, preservation and study of these resources be
conducted. The measure also provides for construction monitoring if a second phase of data
recovery 1s not warranted.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(f) provides that construction activities involving
substantial ground disturbance (greater than 12” in depth) near any known archaeological site
shall be subject to monitoring.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(g) provides that if previously unidentified cultural
resources are discovered during construction, work shall cease in the immediate area until
qualified archaeologists assess the significance of the resources and make mitigation
recommendations (e.g., manual excavation of the immediate area), if warranted.

Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(h) requires compliance with the requirements of -
Section 7050.5(b) of the California Health and Safety Code if Native American burials or other
possible Native American human remains are located during construction. This code section
requires that a Native American Most Likely Descendant (determined in consultation with the
Native American Heritage Commission) be notified within 24 hours and appropriate provisions
be made for appropriate reburial. This and related sections of the Public Resources Code also
provide that remains shall be protected from further construction work or vandalism.

MP Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(k) is a revised version of Palo Alto’s Mitigation
Measure 4.3-1(k) (see text in Exhibit A). The measure provides for an archaeological
monitoring program.

30153647.2/04678-0434



The Board hereby adopts the provisions of Mitigation Measures 4.3-1(b), (c), (f),
(g), (h) and (k) that apply to the San Mateo County Roadway Project and finds that these
mitigation measures will reduce the adverse Cultural Resources impact of the San Mateo County
Roadway Project to a less than significant level. The adopted mitigation measures also ensure
that any additional, presently unknown, important archaeological resources in areas affected by
the San Mateo County Roadway Project that are discovered will similarly be removed and
preserved. The adopted measures also ensure that proper respect will be afforded any burials and
other culturally important Native American remnants that might be affected by the San Mateo
County Roadway Project.

Impact 4.3-6 The proposed projects, in conjunction with other cumulative
development projects in the San Francisquito Creek drainage, could result in damage or
destruction of important prehistoric and historic cultural resources.

The EIR stated that with implementation of measures similar to Mitigation
Measure 4.3-1, Impact 4.3-6 would be reduced to a less than significant level, but that because
implementation of these measures by other jurisdictions could not be guaranteed, the cumulative
impact was considered potentially significant and unavoidable.

The Board finds that with adoption of Mitigation Measures 4.3-1(b), 2(c), (f), (g),
(h) and (k), the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s contribution to Impact 4.3-6 is reduced to
a less than significant level. :

With respect to cunulative impacts from future development projects outside of
the County of San Mateo, the Board finds that implementation of the recommended measures is
within the jurisdiction and responsibility of other public agencies and that the agencies can and
should implement such measures to the extent feasible. Because the nature and extent of
potential cumulative damage or destruction of important cultural resources and the extent to
which other agencies can and will implement the recommended measures is presently unknown,
the Board cannot determine at this time the extent to which the recommended measures will be
implemented or the extent to which these measures, if implemented, will lessen or avoid
potential cumulative cultural resources impacts. The Board therefore finds that this cumulative
impact remains potentially significant despite the adoption of available mitigation measures by
the County of San Mateo, the City of Menlo Park and the City of Palo Alto.

4. TRANSPORTATION

The EIR identified signiﬁcanf Transportation impacts of the Sand Hill Road
Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project, some of which would be caused in part
by the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

Impact 4.4-2 Bicycle and/or pedestrian access and safety could be affected by
development of the proposed projects.

The EIR identified four mitigation measures for Impact 4.4-2 that are or may be
applicable to the San Mateo County Roadway Project and concluded that with implementation of
these measures, Impact 4.4-2 would be mitigated to a less than significant level.
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Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(b) requires that Class II bike lanes be provided on those
portions of Sand Hill Road that will be modified or reconstructed as part of the project.

Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(c) requires that appropriate pedestrian and bicycle
crossing devices and markings, meeting applicable local and Americans With Disabilities Act
design standards, be provided at all signalized intersections modified or reconstructed as part of
the project.

: Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(e) provides that for five years following project
construction, Stanford will fund an annual review of reported traffic accident data at the Sand
Hill Road/1-280 interchange to determine whether a significant increase in bicycle/auto conflicts
has occurred. If an increase is documented, Stanford will work with Caltrans, the City of Menlo
Park and San Mateo County to design and obtain funding for safety improvements required to
minimize these conflicts.

Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(f) requires that bicycle and pedestrian facilities be
constructed at the intersections of Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue and Junipero Serra
Blvd./Alpine Road, with proposed design to be reviewed by the City of Menlo Park Director of
Public Works and the County's Director of Public Works.

The Board finds that the San Mateo County Roadway Project, as proposed,
implements Mitigation Measures 4.4-2(b), 4.4-2(c) and 4.4-2(f) and that to the extent the San
Mateo County Roadway Project would otherwise contribute to Impact 4.4-2, implementation of
these mitigation measures will avoid potential adverse impacts on pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(e) called for annual reviews of traffic accident data at
the Sand Hill Road/I-280 interchange to determine whether a significant increase in bicycle/auto
conflicts occurred; if such an increase were documented, Stanford was required to work with
Caltrans, the City of Menlo Park and San Mateo County to design and obtain funding for safety
improvements required to minimize these conflicts. The Board finds that imposition of
Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(e) is unnecessary to reduce Impact 4.4-2 to a less than significant level
with respect to the San Mateo County Roadway Project because after the EIR was certified,
Caltrans designed, funded, and made substantial improvements to the Sand Hill Road/I-280
interchange to minimize bicycle/auto conflicts. For this reason, and because the City of Palo
Alto conducts its own monitoring of the interchange, Palo Alto has released Stanford from the
reporting requirement imposed by Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(e) and this Board does not impose
that measure.

Impact 4.4-7 Development of the proposed projects could degrade the level of service
of study area intersections, and contribute to increased intersection delay.

~ The EIR identified one intersection at which the Sand Hill Road Extension and
Related Roadway Improvements Project would cause a significant impact: Sand Hill Road/Santa
Cruz Avenue. The EIR also stated that the Stanford Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects
collectively would cause a significant impact at the Junipero Serra Boulevard/Alpine Road/Santa
Cruz Avenue intersection.
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The Board finds that the San Mateo County Roadway Project would not
contribute to the significant impact at the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection, but
rather that the Project implements Mitigation Measures 4.4-7(c¢) (as modified by Palo Alto
Condition of Approval 1.c), and 4.4-7(h), which require Stanford to fund improvements at the
Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection as well as operational analysis of that
intersection to identify the appropriate combination of roadway and traffic signal improvements
necessary to improve operation to LOS D during peak hours, if feasible. The Board finds that
the operational analysis has been conducted and has been incorporated in the San Mateo County
Roadway Project and the Menlo Park Roadway Project. The Board further finds that to the
extent the Project might otherwise contribute to significant impacts at the Junipero Serra
Boulevard/Alpine Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection, such impacts will be mitigatedtoa -
less-than-significant level by the approved Menlo Park Roadway Project.

Impact 4.4-8 Construction activities could lead to both temporary disruption of
transportation system operation, as well as to permanent damage to elements of the system
such as paving and bridges.

The EIR identified Mitigation Measures 4.4-8(a)-(k) for Impact 4.4-8 and
concluded that with implementation of these measures, Impact 4.4-8 would be mitigated to a less
than significant level; the EIR also stated, in Mitigation Measure 4.4-8(1), that adoption of a
construction impact mitigation plan could substitute for the otherwise applicable specific
measures.

SMC Mitigation Measure 4.4-8(i) is a revised version of Palo Alto Mitigation
Measure 4.4-8(i). It provides:

Stanford shall submit a Construction Management Plan for approval pursuant to
section 4.8 of the San Mateo County Project Agreement. The plan shall include
the components required by Mitigation Measure 4.4-8(i) of the EIR.

The Board hereby adopts SMC Mitigation Measure 4.4-8(i), and finds that this
measure will reduce the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s potential construction phase
traffic and transportation impacts to a less than significant level.

5. AIR QUALITY

The EIR identified the following significant Air Quality impact of the Sand Hill
Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project to which the San Mateo County
Roadway Project would contribute.

Impact 4.5-1 The PM;q generated during the construction of the proposed projects
could be harmful to nearby pollutant-sensitive land uses.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.5-1, Impact
4.5-1 would be mitigated to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.5-1 requires implementation of a five-part construction
phase program to reduce generation of particulate matter on the project site during construction.
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If the working area of any construction site exceeds four acres at any one time, four additional
measures are required.

The City Council hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.5-1 and finds that this
measure will reduce Impact 4.5-1 to a less than significant level.

6. NOISE

The EIR identified the following significant Noise impacts of the Sand Hill Road
Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project to which the San Mateo County
Roadway Project would contribute.

Impact 4.6-1 The noise generated during the construction of the proposed projects
could be disruptive to nearby noise-sensitive land uses,

The EIR identified mitigation measures for Impact 4.6-1 that are applicable to the
Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project, but concluded that even
with mitigation, Impact 4.6-1 would remain significant.

The portion of Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(a) that is applicable to the San Mateo
County Roadway Project provides that construction activities in San Mateo County shall comply
with the San Mateo County Noise Ordinance.

Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(b) provides that construction equipment shall be
outfitted and maintained with noise reduction devices to obtain at least an average 10 dBA noise
reduction shown feasible in EIR Table 4.6-5.

Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(c) provides that stationary noise sources shall be
located on portions of the sites furthest away from residential and other noise-sensitive areas, and
that acoustic shielding shall be used with such equipment.

Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(d), which 1s part of the Menlo Park Roadway Project
and will be implemented in the City of MenJo Park, will provide temporary noise barriers to
protect County residents.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.6-1(a) — (c), all of which will be
implemented through the Construction Management Plan approved pursuant to section 4.8 of the
San Mateo County Roadway Project Agreement. The Board finds that these measures, along
with Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(d), will substantially reduce Impact 4.6-1, but not to a less than
significant level. This impact therefore remains significant.

Impact 4.6-3 Traffic generated by the proposed projects and other cumulative
developments and the traffic accommodated by the proposed roadway improvements
would impact existing and proposed residential and other sensitive [and uses adjacent to
roadways in the project and study areas.

The EIR identified mitigation measures for Impact 4.6-3 that are applicable to the
Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project, but concluded that even
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with mitigation, Impact 4.6-3 would remain potentially significant and unavoidable because of
uncertainties regarding enforcement and monitoring outside the City of Palo Alto.

Mitigation Measure 4.6-3(b), which is part of the Menlo Park Roadway Project
and wiil be implemented in the City of Menlo Park, will provide a berm along Sand Hill Road
that will mitigate Impact 4.6-3 for County residents.

| Mitigation Measure 4.6-3(c) requires construction of a soundwall between Santa
Cruz Avenue and Stanford Avenue and will be implemented by the City of Menlo Park, or the
County, or both, depending on the precise location of the wall.

Mitigation Measure 4.6-3(d), as modified by Condition 1.g of Palo Alto’s
Conditions of Approval, requires monitoring of noise increases in residences in the designated
areas along Sand Hill Road where the Sand Hill Road Corridor projects may be responsible for
more than 50% of potential increases in traffic-related noise. If noise increases are detected,
Stanford shall be responsible for the costs of measures such as additional insulation, double-
glazed windows, or individual soundwalls as determined necessary by acoustic study to return
interior noise evels in these residences to pre-project levels or to 45 dBA, whichever is higher.
Residents may also contribute any further funds necessary to further reduce interior noise levels
to acceptable levels.

The Board agrees with the findings of the Palo Alto City Council! and the Menlo
Park City Council that the mitigation measures identified in the EIR if implemented, will
substantially reduce significant cumulative traffic-related noise impacts along.the Sand Hill Road
corridor although these measures will not necessarily reduce cumulative noise impacts to a less
than significant level for every residence affected by the project. The Board, like the Palo Alto
City Council and the Menlo Park City Council, also concludes that Stanford cannot and
equitably should not be held responsible for more than a fair share of the costs of mitigating
potential cumulative noise impacts. Revisions made by the City of Palo Alto to EIR Mitigation
Measure 4.6-3(d) were intended to strengthen the measure by fixing responsibility for noise
monitoring on Stanford, and to provide that Stanford would be financially responsible only for a
fair share of the costs of implementing the mitigation measure. The Board recognizes, as did the
Palo Alto City Council and the Menlo Park City Council, that Mitigation Measure 4.6-3(d), as
adopted, will not result in lessening of cumulative noise impacts at locations at which less than
50% of the cumulative traffic-related noise increase is attributable to the Sand Hill Road
Corridor Projects. The Board also recognizes that since implementation of Mitigation Measure
4.6-3(d) requires the cooperation of affected homeowners, the physical improvements necessary
to reduce noise levels at some affected residences to acceptable levels may not be constructed if
the owner opts not to make the improvements. The Board therefore recognizes that
notwithstanding adoption of the identified mitigation measures, cumulative traffic-related noise
impacts may remain significant for some residences affected by the Sand Hill Road Corridor
Projects, including the San Mateo County Roadway Project.
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7. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

The EIR identified the folldwing significant Biological Resources impacts of the
Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project to which the San Mateo
County Roadway Project may contribute.

Impact 4.7-1 Implementation of the proposed projects would result in loss of trees
and associated wildlife habitat.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.7-1(a) through
(g), Impact 4.7-1 would be reduced, in the long and intermediate term, to a less than significant
- level, but that short-term impacts would remain significant and unavoidable.

SMC Mitigation Measure 4.7-1(a) is a revised version of Palo Alto Mitigation
Measure 4.7-1(a) intended to clarify and implement that measure. SMC Mitigation Measure 4.7-
1{a) provides:

Stanford shall replace any native trees removed from the Project as follows: The
canopy coverage of the native trees to be removed shall be estimated by Stanford,
then Stanford shall plant an area three times larger with container stock at
standard planting densities for that species. The survival rate for these trees after
five years shall be 80 percent. If at the end of three years, the survival rate is less
than 80 percent, Stanford shall replant the area to attain that rate and shall consult
with CDFG 1o determine other corrective actions. If irrigation systems are used,
all replacement native tree species grown in natural areas that are intended to be
self-sustaining shall be "weaned" of any supplemental water by the fourth year.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-1(b) requires that non-native landscape trees removed for
the projects be replaced on a two-to-one basis.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-1(c) provides that the County may contract with an
independent arborist to (a) review plans to provide for maximum retention of trees and necessary
additional tree protection measures; (b) monitor project construction; and (c) recommend
changes in the tree removal plan as necessary during construction. Measure 4.7-1(c) is clarified
as follows: '

If Stanford proposes to remove any trees for the San Mateo County Roadway
Project, the County shall comply with MM 4.7-1(c). The recommendations of the
County’s independent arborist, if any, shall be made to the Director rather than
the Planning Department and the term “site plan” as used in this measure shall
mean the Improvement Plans required by this Agreement. The plans to be
reviewed by the arborist, pursuant to that mitigation measure are the Improvement
Plans and the Project does not involve any plans that are required to be submitted
for City of Palo Alto Final Architectural Review Board approval.

Mitigation Measure 4,7-1{e) requires that all trees adjacent to project construction

areas which are not removed will be avoided and protected according to specified procedures
incorporated into all construction and/or demolition contracts.
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The Board hereby adopts SMC Mitigation Measure 4.7-1(a) and Mitigation
Measures 4.7-1(b), (¢} and (e), and finds that these measures will reduce the San Mateo County
Roadway Project’s long- and intermediate-term impacts on trees and related wildlife habitat to a
less than significant level. These measures will also substantially reduce, but will not avoid,
significant adverse short term impacts (0-10 years) to trees and related wildlife habitat. Because
it will take a number of years for replacement trees to reach a level of maturity similar to those
being removed, there will be an unavoidable short-term decline in quality of trees and related
habitat value as a result of the San Mateo County Roadway Project. ‘This impact therefore
remains significant. '

Impact4.7-2 Construction of the proposed projects would result in tree removals
that could directly destroy nests, eggs and immature birds, and would remove future
nesting habitat for birds, including sensitive species such as raptors and migrating
songbirds.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.7-2(a) through
(c), Impact 4.7-2 would be reduced to a less than significant level,

Mitigation Measure 4.7-2(a) provides that in order to avoid the nesting season of
raptors and sensitive songbirds, tree removals shall not take place between February 15 and June
30, unless otherwise determined by the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) ona
case-by-case basis.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-2(b) provides that if tree removal between January 1 and
February 15 is required, a pre-construction survey shall be conducted to identify the presence, or
lack thereof] of nests of raptors. If nests are identified, CDFG shall be contacted and appropriate
protocols for nest relocation shall be implemented. If relocation of occupied, viable nests is not
feasible, construction shall be delayed and the tree left undisturbed until completion of nesting
activity.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-2(c) requires implementation of mitigation measures 4.7-
1(a) - (f) and 4.7-4(a) — (c). Mitigation Measure 4.7-2(c) is hereby revised with respect to the
San Mateo County Roadway Project to delete reference to Mitigation Measures 4.7-1(d), 4.7-
1(f), and 4.7-4(a) — (c), which are inapplicable to the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.7-2(a)-(c) as-revised and finds
that adoption of these measures will reduce the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s impacts on
nesting birds to a less than significant level.

Impaét 4.7-8 Ongoing operation of the proposed projects could adversely affect
aquatic life, including sensitive animal species, in San Francisquito Creek, by increasing
runoff and non-point source urban pollutant loads.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.7-8(z) and (b),
Impact 4.7-8 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-8(a) refers to implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-
1(a) - (c), which are discussed in greater detail in connection with Impact 4.9-1. Generally,
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these measures require preparation and compliance with a SWPPP, which includes appropriate
specific measures to reduce or eliminate potenttal erosion and sedimentation impacts. Mitigation
~ Measure 4.7-8(a) is hereby revised to delete reference to Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(c), which is
not applicable to the County of San Mateo.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-8(b) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-
4(a) and (b), which are discussed in greater detail in connection with Impact 4.9-4.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.7-8(a)-(b) as revised and finds
that adoption of these mitigation measures will reduce Impact 4.7-8 to a less than significant
level.

Impact 4.7-10 Implementaticn of the proposed projects, in conjunction with other
proposed projects in the area, would result in incremental loss of trees and associated
wildlife habitat.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.7-10(2) - (c),
Impact 4.7-10 would be reduced to a less than significant level, but that because implementation
of these mitigation measures by other jurisdictions could not be guaranteed, the impact was
considered potentially significant and unavoidable.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-10 {a) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures
4.7-1(a)-(c) and (e) discussed above. '

Mitigation Measure 4.7-10(b) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures
4.7-1(d), () and (g), which do not apply to the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-10(c) recommends that all planning jurisdictions in the
project area implement their respective tree protection and preservation ordinances and that
jurisdictions without such ordinances implement measures similar to Mitigation Measure 4.7-1
on a case-by-case basis.

The Board finds that with adoption of Mitigation Measures 4.7-10(a) and (c), the
San Mateo County Roadway Project’s contribution to the identified cumulative impact is
reduced to a less than significant level.

Adoption of the recommended mitigation measures with respect o future
development projects within the County is beyond the scope of the Agreement for the San Mateo
County Roadway Project, but the Board finds that the County will implement its tree protection
ordinance with respect to future development projects.

With respect to cumulative impacts from future development projects outside the
jurisdiction of the County of San Mateo, the Board finds that implementation of the
recommended measures is within the jurisdiction and responsibility of other public agencies and
that the agencies can and should implement such measures to the extent feasible. Because the
nature and extent of potential cumulative loss of trees and related habitat from future projects is
presently speculative and unknown, and because the extent to which other agencies can and will
implement the recommended measures is presently unknown, the Board cannot determine at this
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time the extent to which the recommended measures will be implemented or the extent to which
these measures, if implemented, wili lessen or avoid potential cumulative tree impacis. The
Board therefore finds that this cumulative impact remains potentially significant despite the
adoption of available mitigation measures by the County, the City of Menlo Park and the City of
Palo Alto.

Impact 4.7-11 Construction of the proposed projects, in conjunction with other
projects in the project area, would cumulatively result in tree removals that could directly
destroy nests, eggs and immature birds, and would remove future nesting habitat for birds,
including sensitive species such as raptors and migrating songbirds.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.7-11(a) - (b),
Impact 4.7-11 would be reduced to a less than significant level, but that because implementation
of these mitigation measures by other jurisdictions could not be guaranteed, the impact was
considered potentially significant and unavoidable.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-11(a) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures
4.7-2(a) - (c), described above (and as revised above to delete cross—reference to the inapplicable
Mitigation Measure 4.7-4(c)).

Mitigation Measure 4.7-11(b) recommends that all planning jurisdictions in the
project area implement measures similar to those presented in Mitigation Measure 4.7-2 on a
project-by-project basis.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.7-11{a) - (b} and finds that with
adoption of these measures, the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s contribution to the
identified cumulative impacts is reduced to a less than significant level.

Adoption of the recommended mitigation measures with respect to future
development projects within the County is beyond the scope of the Agreement for the San Mateo
County Roadway Project, but the Board finds that the County will comply with California
Department of Fish and Game requirements for future projects.

With respect to cumulative impacts from future development projects outside of
the County, the Board finds that implementation of the recommended measures is within the
jurisdiction and responsibility of other public agencies and that the agencies can and should
implement such measures to the extent feasible. Because the nature and extent of potential
cumulative impacts on birds from future projects is presently speculative and unknown, and
because the extent to which other agencies can and will implement the recommended measures is
presently unknown, the Board cannot determine at this time the extent to which the
recommended measures will be implemented or the extent to which these measures, if
implemented, will lessen or avoid potential cumulative tree impacts. The Board therefore finds
that this cumulative impact remains potentially significant despite the adoption of available
mitigation measures by the County, the City of Menlo Park and the City of Palo Alto.

Impact 4.7-15 Ongoing operation of the proposed projects, in conjunction with similar
projects within the same watershed, could cause cumulative adverse affects on aquatic life,
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including sensitive animal species, in San Francisquito Creek, by increasing runoff and
‘non-point source urban poliutant loads.

The EIR states that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.7-15, Impact
4.7-15 would be reduced to a less than significant level, but that because implementation of this
mitigation measure by other jurisdictions cannot be guaranteed, the impact is considered
potentially significant and unavoidable.

Mitigation Measure 4.7-15 encourages local jurisdictions to require Best
Management Practices as part of project design; notes SFBRWQCB’s jurisdiction over
stormwater dischargers; and requires implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-4(a)-(b)
(revised to delete the cross-reference to inapplicable Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(c), discussed
below).

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.7-15 and finds that with adoption
of this measure, the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s contribution to the identified
cumulative impacts is reduced to a less than significant level.

Adoption of the recommended mitigation measure with respect to future
development projects within the County is beyond the scope of approvals granted for the San
Mateo County Roadway Project, but the Board finds that the County will comply with
SFBRWQCB requirements for .28 2-ovact-

With respect to cumulative impacts from future development projects outside of
the County, the Board finds that implementation of the recommended measure is within the
jurisdiction and responsibility of other public agencies and that the agencies can and should
implement such measures to the extent feasible. Because the nature and extent of potential
cumulative adverse effect on aquatic life from future projects is presently speculative and
unknown, and because the extent to which other agencies can and will implement the
recommended measures is presently unknown, the Board cannot determine at this time the extent
to which the recommended measures will be implemented or the extent to which these measures,
if implemented, will lessen or avoid potential cumulative tree impacts. The Board therefore
finds that this cumulative impact remains potentially significant despite the adoption of
available mitigation measures by the County, the City of Menlo Park and the City of Palo Alto.

8. GEOLOGY, SOILS AND SEISMICITY

The EIR identified the following significant Geology, Soils and Seismicity
impacts of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project to which
the San Mateo County Roadway Project would contribute.

Impact 4.8-1 Expansive or weak soils could damage foundations by providing
inadequate support. '

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8-1(a) and (b),
Impact 4.8-1 would be reduced to a less than significant level.
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Mitigation Measure 4.8-1(a) requires site specific soil suitability analysis be
conducted and soil stabilization procedures and foundation design criteria be adopted in
accordance with engineering criteria where the existence of expansive and compressible soil
conditions is known or suspected.

Mitigation Measure 4.8-1(b) requires participation by the project’s registered soil
engineer as deemed necessary to oversee, verify, and report on soil engineering procedures and
results. '

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.8-1(a) and (b) and finds that
these measures will reduce Impact 4.8-1.1o a less than significant level.

Impact 4.8-2 The Stanford Sand Hill Road Corridor Projects area is subject to very
strong seismically induced groundshaking which could threaten life and damage property.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.8-2(a) — (c),
Impact 4.8-2 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(a) requires that documented site-specific seismic
restraint criteria be incorporated in the design of foundations and structures of the project which
meet the minimum seismic-resistant design standards of CUBC Seismic Zone 4. Additional
seismic-resistant earthwork and construction design criteria will be incorporated in the project
where recommended by qualified experts. Road, foundations and underground utilities in fill or
alluvium shall be designed to accommodate settlement or compaction produced by seismic
forces.

Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(b) requires on-site participation by the project’s
registered geological or geotechnical engineering consultant, as deemed appropriate, to oversee,
verify, and report on seismic-restrain procedures and resulis.

Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(0) requires that an engineering geologist be contracted
for third party review of all geclogic, soils and engineering reports prepared for the proposed
projects. '

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.8-2(a) — (¢} and finds that these
measures will reduce Impact 4.8-2 to a less than significant level.

9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

The EIR identified the following significant and less-than-significant Hydrology
and Water Quality impacts of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway
Improvements Project to which the San Mateo County Roadway Project may contribute.

Impact 4.9-1 Grading, excavation and construction activities could result in
increased deposition of sediment and/or discharge of pollutants in the storm drainage
system and San Francisquito Creek and adversely affect water quality.
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The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a) - (d),
Impact 4.9-1 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(a) requires preparation, retention and implementation of
a SWPPP.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(b) requires that the SWPPP be prepared by a qualified
professional and approved by the County’s Director of Public Works prior to construction.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(c) does not apply to the San Mateo County Roadway
Project because it provides for the SWPPP to require that all construction contracts include the
City of Palo Alto’s construction contract Pollution Prevention Language, but the Project will not
be constructed in Palo Alto. '

Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(d) does not apply to the San Mateo County Roadwa)-/
Project.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a) and (b} and finds that
these measures will reduce Impact 4.9-1 to a less than significant level.

Impact 4.9-4  Increased impervious surface and landscaping associated with
development of the Proposed Projects could increase urban contaminants in surface runoff
potentially reducing water quality in San Francisquito Creek.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-4(a) — (b),
Impact 4.9-4 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-4(a) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-
1(a) ~ (c) for all approved Sand Hiil Road Corridor Projects, but Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(c)
does not apply to the San Mateo County Roadway Project. Mitigation Measure 4.9-4(a) is
therefore revised to refer to Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a) - (b) only.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-4(b) requires that the SWPPP shall include in the finat
project design appropriate BMPs selected by the County, consisting either of detailed measures
identified in the EIR or equivalent measures.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.9-4(a) as revised and Mitigation
Measure 4.9-4(b) and finds that these measures will reduce Impact 4.9-4 1o a less than significant
level.

Impact 4.9-5 Project construction activities in combination with other construction
projects in the Watershed could cumulatively increase sediment and other construction-
related pollutants in San Francisquito Creek and adversely affect water quality.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.9-5, Impact
4.9.-5 would be reduced to a less than significant level, but that because implementation of this
mitigation measure by other jurisdictions could not be guaranteed, the impact was considered
potentially significant and unavoidable. "
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Mitigation Measure 4.9-5(a) and (b) recommend that local jurisdictions require
Best Management Practices as part of project design and note SFBRWQCB’s jurisdiction over
stormwater dischargers.

Mitigation Measure 4.9-5(c) requires implementation of Mitigation Measures 4.9-
1(a) - (¢), but Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(c) does not apply to the San Mateo County Roadway
Project. Mitigation Measure 4.9-5(¢) is therefore revised to refer to Mitigation Measures 4.9-

1(a) - (b) only.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.9-5(a)-(c), as revised, and finds
that these measures will reduce the San Mateo County Roadway Project’s contribution to the
identified cumulative impact to a less than significant level,

Adoption of the recommended mitigation measure with respect to future
development projects within the County is beyond the scope of approvals granted for the San
Mateo County Roadway Project, but the Board finds that the County will comply with NPDES
requirements for future projects.

With respect to cumulative impacts from future development projects outside of
the County, the Board finds that implementation of the recommended measure is within the
jurisdiction and responsibility of other public agencies and that the agencies can and should
implement such measures to the extent feasible. Because the nature and extent of potential
cumulative adverse effect on aquatic life from future projects is presently speculative and
unknown, and because the extent to which other agencies can and will implement the
recommended measures is presently unknown, the Board cannot determine at this time the extent
to which the recommended measures will be implemented or the extent to which these measures,
if implemented, will lessen or avoid potential cumulative tree impacts. The Board therefore
finds that this cumulative impact remains potentially significant despite the adoption of
available mitigation measures by the County, the City of Menlo Park and the City of Palo Alto.

10.  (This section intentionally omitted.)
11.  UTILITIES, ENERGY AND INFRASTRUCTURE"

The EIR identified a potentially significant impact from wasteful water use on
roadway landscape medians and stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.11-3,
this impact would be reduced to a less than significant [evel.

Mitigation Measure 4.11-3 requires that landscape designs incorporate and
address any County standards for landscape water efficiency and that Stanford coordinate with
the County to determine other conservation related improvements that would apply.

* This section is numbered “11” for consistency with the EIR’s numbering system. These
findings include no section 10 because no significant or potentially significant impact to Public
Health and Safety (chapter 10 of the EIR) has been identified in connection with the San Mateo
County Roadway Project.
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The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.11-3 and finds that this measure
will reduce Impact 4.11-3 to a less than significant level.

12, PUBLIC SERVICES AND SCHOOLS

The EIR identified the following significant Public Services impacts of the Sand
Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project to which the San Mateo
County Roadway Project would contribute. '

Impact 4.12-3 Increased traffic due to the construction of the proposed projects could
reduce PAFD response times, especially during special events on the Stanford Campus,
peak commute hours, and seasonal holidays, when traffic flow is known to increase
significantly. '

_ The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12-3(a) — (b),
Impact 4.12-3 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.12-3(a) requires preparation of a construction vehicle
management plan that uses established truck routes, minimizes construction impacts during peak
annual traffic periods, and ensures that Sand Hill Road will remain open at all times in each
direction to allow direct access to the Stanford University Medical Center from both directions.

Mitigation Measure 4.12-3(b) requires that Stanford prepare and comply with an
emergency response plan that specifies alternate emergency response routes to the project sites
and vicinity.

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measures 4.12-3(a) - (b) and finds that
adoption of these measures within the jurisdiction of the County of San Mateo will reduce
Impact 4.12-3 10 a less than significant level.

Impact 4.12-9 Increased traffic due to the construction of the proposed projects could
increase police response times, especially during special events on the Stanford Campus,
peak commute hours, and seasonal holidays, when traffic flow is known to increase
significantly.

The EIR stated that with implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12-9, Impact
4.12-9 would be reduced to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measure 4.12-9 requires implementation of Mitigation Measure 4.12-

3(b).

The Board hereby adopts Mitigation Measure 4.12-9, and finds that this measure
will reduce Impact 4.12-9 to a less than significant level.

SECTION 5; Growth Inducing Impacts

The EIR concluded that the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway
Improvements Project would have significant growth inducing impacts. More than five years
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after the EIR was certified, the only growth inducing impact to which the San Mateo County
Roadway Project component of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway
Improvements Project might still contribute is the 400,000-square-foot expansion of the Stanford
Medical Center. The majority of the 400,000-square-foot Medical Center Expansion discussed in
the EIR has either been constructed or is under way (e.g., the Cancer Center). The San Mateo
County Roadway Project will not, therefore, facilitate that growth. But because some of the
400,000-square-foot Stanford Medical Center expansion is not yet under way, it is possible that
the San Mateo County Roadway Project, by improving traffic flow, would be deemed to remove
an obstacle to completion of that expansion. The EIR found the impacts of such cumulative
development within the Sand Hill Road Corridor significant, so the San Mateo County Roadway
Project, by removing an obstacle to completion of the Stanford Medical Center expansion, is
deemed to have a significant growth-inducing impact.

SECTION 6: _ Alternatives to the San Mateo County Roadway Project.

The EIR for the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements
Project evaluated a No Project Alternative and 15 additional “Special Roadway Considerations™
consisting of alternative configurations of roadways and related improvements for the Sand Hill
Road Corridor. The EIR’s No Project Alternative and most of the Special Roadway
Considerations are no longer available as alternatives because most of the Sand Hill Road
Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project has already been implemented and
adoption of these alternatives is therefore not feasible. Two alternatives remain relevant to the
San Mateo County Roadway Project: 1) Special Roadway Consideration 5: No Improvements
to Sand Hill Road West of San Francisquito Creek; and 2) Proposed Alpine Road Alternative.

Special Roadway Cons ..~ = % ": - " sIoles S .ol s e Tt
Francisquito Creek.

 Special Roadway Consideration 5 evaluated in the EIR is considered the No
Project Alternative for the San Mateo County Roadway Project. Under SRC 5, no improvements
would be made to the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection or to Sand Hill Road west
of San Francisquito Creek. Because of the importance of the intersection, over which the County
has partial jurisdiction, the Board believes that if the Project is rejected, the following
improvements in the cities of Menlo Park and Palo Alto either would not be constructed or their
usefulness would be severely compromised:

» Sand Hill Road improvements in Menlo Park

»  Widening of the Sand Hill Road Bridge over San Francisquito Creek

»  Alteration of intersection of Oak Avenue and Sand Hill Road

» New Frontage Road parallel to Sand Hill Road between Oak Avenue and Santa Cruz
Avenue

The Board rejects Special Roadway Consideration 5 because it would not achieve
the following objectives of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements
Project, all of which apply to the San Mateo County Roadway Project, i.e.:
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= Improve vehicular, bicycle and pedestrian circulation in the Sand Hill Road corridor,
between El Camino Real and Santa Cruz Avenue;

= Reduce the level of regional/business traffic on residential streets;

= Encourage walking and bike use by increasing the safety and attractiveness of these
routes in and along the roadway; and

» Improve access to and from the Stanford University Hospital Emergency Room.

Instead, maintaining the existing Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection, particularly
“following implementation in the City of Palo Alto of all other components of the Stanford Sand
Hill Road Corridor Projects, would result in continued worsening of traffic delays, spillover
traffic in residential neighborhoods, impaired access to the Stanford University Hospital
Emergency Room, and air quality and noise impacts. In addition, SRC 5 does not provide for
improvements along Sand Hill Road that were included in the project to improve or eliminate
already existing traffic-related noise and aesthetic problems experienced by neighboring
residents. Each of these grounds constitutes an independent basis for the Board to reject Special
Roadway Consideration 5.

Proposed Alpine Road Alternative

During the EIR process, various members of the public proposed, as an alternative to widening
Sand Hill Road to four lanes, an alternative consisting of constructing a new arterial roadway
from Alpine Road through Stanford campus lands to connect with major roadways in Palo Alto.
The stated purpose of this alternative was to relieve the need for widening on Sand Hill Road.
No specific route was suggested for this alternative, although a number of commenters
recommended that the new roadway connect to and utilize existing roadways on the Stanford
campus to the extent practical. Following scoping for the EIR, City of Palo Alto staff
determined that this alternative did not warmrant further study in the EIR because of potential
economic and environmental costs of the alternative roadway. The reasons for rejection of this
alternative were further discussed in responses to comments on the Draft EIR. The Paio Alto
City Council rejected the Alpine Road Alternative.

The Board finds that the Alpine Road Alternative is infeasible because it would result in
unacceptable environmental impacts and unacceptable economic costs. Like the Palo Alto City
Council and the Menlo Park City Council, this Board finds that implementation of the Alpine
Road Alternative, regardless of the route finally selected, would require construction of a new
roadway across currently undisturbed portions of San Francisquito Creek and across existing
open space lands mapped by Stanford as having significant environmental value. Extensive
grading would be required. Construction and operation of the roadway would further serve to
divide an existing large contiguous area of natural open space and would have the potential to
induce new development into this area, potentially resulting in further substantial environmental
impacts. Implementation of this alternative is also highly speculative in that implementation
would require approvals by Stanford University, the County of Santa Clara, and the City of
Menlo Park. Such approvals, if granted at all, are not certain fo occur within a reasonable time
period.

In addition to the reasons given by the City of Palo Alto for rejecting the Alpine Road

Alternative, this Board notes that Palo Alto’s rejection of that alternative, and subsequent
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implementation of most of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements
Project, is itself a reason for this Board to reject the Alpine Road Alternative. The drawbacks of
the Alpine Road Alternative weigh more heavily now that that alternative would substitute for
only a small portion of the Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements.

For all of the above reasons the proposed alternative road is not feasible and could not feasibly
attain any major objective of the San Mateo County Roadway Project at less environmental cost
than the San Mateo County Roadway Project as presently proposed.

SECTION 7: No Subseguent EIR or Supplement to EIR,

The City of Menlo Park recently prepared and approved an Addendum to the EIR
that examines changes reflected in both the Menlo Park Roadway Project and the San Mateo
County Roadway Project as currently proposed. The changes examined in the Menlo Park
Addendum consist of refinements in the design of Sand Hill Road and Santa Cruz Avenue at and
near their intersection; inclusion of a Multi-User Trail to replace and extend a path that would be
removed by the widening of Sand Hill Road; and a new reconfiguration of the Stanford
University Golf Course necessitated by Sand Hill Road widening and unrelated land use
decisions. The City concluded that none of these changes would cause any new significant
environmental effects not identified in the EIR or any substantial increase in the severity of
impacts previously identified.

Neither the multi-user trail nor the Golf Course reconfiguration discussed in the
Addendum would occur within the jurisdiction of the County of San Mateo. The Board finds, as
did the City of Menlo Park, that the refinements in the design of the Sand Hill roadway would
enhance the operation of the roadway and would not cause any new significant impact or any
substantial increase in the severity of significant impacts previously identified. The Board finds,
therefore, that no subsequent EIR or supplement to the EIR may be prepared in connection with
the changes in the San Mateo County Roadway Project. The City Council further finds that the
circumstances under which the San Mateo County Roadway Project would be undertaken have
not substantially changed so as to require major revisions of the EIR due to the involvement of
new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects. '

The Board further finds that no new information of substantial importance, which
was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diligence at the
time the previous EIR was certified as complete, shows any of the following:

(A) The San Mateo County Roadway Project will have one or more significant
effects not discussed in the previous EIR;

(B)  Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe
than shown in the previous EIR; '

(C)  Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible
would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the
project, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or
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(D) Mitigation measures or aiternatives which are considerably different from
those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one or more significant effects on
the environment, but the project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or
alternative.

SECTION 8: Statement of Overriding Considerations.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081(b), the Board has considered all
of the significant environmental impacts of the San Mateo County Roadway Project that have not
been or cannot be avoided or reduced to less than significant levels by the mitigation measures
adopted for the Project. The Board has balanced these remaining significant adverse impacts of
the Project against the potential public, social, economic and other benefits of the Project and
determined that these significant environmental effects are acceptable in light of specific
overriding benefits which justify approval of the Project on the terms and conditions approved by
the Board. Each of the following overriding considerations constitutes a separate-and
independent ground for the Board’s determination that the benefits of the Project outweigh its
significant and potentially significant impacts:

A The lack of through capacity on Sand Hill Road resulting from its two-
lane configuration between Santa Cruz Avenue and the City of Palo Alto and the constriction
caused by the current operational capacity of the Sand Hill/Santa Cruz intersection result in
excessive and unacceptable congestion and delays on Sand Hill Road. The EIR demonstrated
that even before any of the Stanford Sand Hill Road Corndor Projects had been implemented, the
constriction of Sand Hill Road to two lanes east of Santa Cruz Avenue and the limited
operational capacity of the intersection resulted in long traffic queues and delays at the Sand Hill
Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection and slow travel speeds along much of Sand Hill Road
during peak hours. As a consequence of restricted traffic flow on Sand Hill Road, many vehicles
seeking to avoid congestion utilized alternate routes through secondary and residential streets in
the area, primarily in Menlo Park but also in the County, generating increased levels of noise and
disturbance on these local roadways. The problems described above have only become worse in
the five years since the EIR was certified and most of the Stanford Sand Hill Road Corridor
Projects have been constructed and placed inuse. By substantially increasing throngh capacity
for vehicles on Sand Hill Road, and by making intersection improvements that achieve Level of
Service D at the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection, the San Mateo County
Roadway Project will alleviate these existing unacceptable conditions.

B. The traffic studies prepared for the EIR demonstrated that traffic
conditions along Sand Hill Road would continue to deteriorate and would become significantly
worse at five intersections, including the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection, which
would decline to Level of Service F. The San Mateo County Roadway Project is projected to
alleviate these anticipated unacceptable conditions.

C. The San Mateo County Roadway Project includes improvements to area
pedestrian and bicycle facilities that will facilitate increased use of these transportation modes in
and through the project area. In particular, the Project will increase the safety and attractiveness
of bicycle travel on and along Sand Hill Road.
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D. The Stanford West Senior Housing Project, which has been approved by
the City of Palo Alto but is not expected to be completed until 2005, will add traffic to Sand Hill
Road. The Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements Project, of which the
San Mateo County Roadway Project is a part, is intended partly to provide roadway capacity
sufficient to serve the Stanford West Senior Housing Project.

E. Overall, the San Mateo County Roadway Project will result in substantial
public benefits in the form of improved vehicle traffic levels of service and resulting decreases in
air pollution emissions; improved emergency vehicle access, including access to Stanford
University Hospital; reduction of traffic on secondary and residential streets, particularly within
the City of Menlo Park; and improved and safer pedestrian and bicycle travel; compared to
conditions that exist and would occur without the Project.

F. The San Mateo County Roadway Project Agreement allows the Project to
~ go forward with Stanford undertaking all responsibility for construction of the Project, resulting

in Stanford assuming all the financial risk of the Project and reducing the administrative burdens
on County staff. .

SECTION 9: Approval of San Mateo County Roadway Project.

The Board of Supervisors hereby approves the San Mateo County Roadway
Project and authorizes the President of the Board of Supervisors to execute the San Mateo
County Roadway Project Agreement.

LACLIENT'P_DEPTS'PLANNING Reso Sand Hill. DOC
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Note: This Mitigation Monitoring Program is derived from the City of Paio Alto’s “Sand Hill Road Extension and Related Roadway Improvements—Mitigation/Conditions Monitoring Program”
(Mar. 1998} and the City of Menlo Park’s “Menlo Purk Roadway Project Mitigation Monitoring Program” (Nov, 2002). Most mitigation measures arc identical to those imposed by the City of
Menlo Park; some have been revised to substitule “Stanford” for “applicant,” to substitute “County” for “City,” or to delete portions of a measure that are not applicable to the San Mateo County
Roadway Projecl. |'or euse of comparison, delelions from the language of applicable miligation measurcs adopted by the City of Palo Alto and the City of Menlo Park are marked in strikethrough
and additions are shown in brackels. If a Menlo Park mitigation measure is rewritten for the San Mateo County Roadway Project, “SMC™ precedes the Mitigation Measure.

SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitipation
Mceasure No,

Mitigation Mearsure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Munitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Monitoring
Responsibilit

4.2 VISUAL QUALITY/

LIGHT AND GLARE.

Mitigation
Meusure 4.2-8

On-site staging and storage of construction cquipment and materials should
be minimized to reduce visual disturbance during construction. Equipment
and maierial storuge that does oceur on-site should be visually screencd.
Graded arcas should be walcred regularly to minimize Lugitive dust.
Construction should be staged and scheduled to minimize the duration of
disturbance in cach affected viewshed.

Stanford shall document inclusion of (he
foliowing in the Construction Management
Plan that Stanford prepares pursuant 1o
section 4.8 of the San Mateo County
Roadway Project Agreement (the
“Construction Management Plan™): (1)
storage and staging arcas are visually
screened as specified, (2) graded arcas are
watered to minimize fugitive dust; and (3)
the duration of disturbance in each affected
viewshed is minimized. Compliance with
the approved Construction Manugement
Plan shall constitute compliance with this
Initigation measure.

Prior to construction.

DPW

Stanford and DPW shall monitor

Ongoing during

DPW

43 CULTURAL

RESQURCES "

compliance with construction requircments.

construction

Mitigation
Measure 4,3-
1¢h).

The portion of Palo Alte Mitigation Méasurc 4.3-1(b) that applies to the San
Mateo County Roadway Project is:

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).DOC

San Mateo County Roadway Project —
Mitigation Monitoring Program




SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation
Measure Nu,

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

A wo-phascd data recovery program shall be conducled within the
consiruction foolprint (the dircct impact arca)) of cach project that
impinges into archacological deposits for which a significant or
polentially significant impact has been identified above.

Stanford may elect to usc in-house archaeological staff (i.c., Stanford
University) to conduct the archacological mitigation measures
described below, or may choose to subgontracl the work to a qualified
third-parly archaeologist (hereafler refemred to as “Stanford’s

archaeologist™),

The County-Gity-ef-Rale-Adte-shall- [tnay] contract with a qualified
independent archaeologist to concur, on the County €ity*s-behalf,

with ali technical work scopes, fieldwork, analyses, and reports
resuiting from data recovery or other mitigation measures, and
oversee mitigation comnpliance (hereafler referred to as “the County’s,
Gityyarchacologist™),

The field and laboratory aspects of the archaeological mitigation
measures shall be implemented urider the direction of individual(s)
meeling the Secrelary of Interior’s Professional Qualifications
Standards in Archaeology (36 CFR 61; historic or prehistoric
emphasis us necessary).

The first pbase of data recovery shall consist of intensive subsurface
archacological testing aimed at defining the archacological deposit(s)
wilhin the direct impuct area, the purpose of which is to focus data
recovery to reduce the amount of excavation required, and ensure
recovery of meaningful datu o offisct loss of the resource,

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).D0C

Monitoring and
Repuorting Procedure
Stanford shall document plans for data
recovery program and shail conduct the
required recovery program.

Stanford shail document sefection of
archacological staff to conduct mitigation.

Caounty to contract with archaeologist if it so
clects. ‘

Stanford shall document qualifications of
field and laboratory stail.

Stanford shall decument definition of dircet
impact arca.

Monitoring Thming

Prior to approval of
Improvement Plans

Prior to construction

At any time sfler
execution of San Mateo
County Roadway Project
Agreement

Prior to construction

Prior to construction

Monitloring
Rexponsibility
DPW

PrPW

DPW

DPW

DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project-
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation
Mceasure No,

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Phasc one dala recovery shall comprise one or more of Lhe following
techniques (which shall be presented in greater detail in an
Archaeological Testing Plan to be submitted to and approved by the
County Gity-efRale-Alte): surface collection, based on an imposed
prid, of alf historic and prehistoric artifacts on the ground surface
within the direct impact area; cormpletion of an intensive (5-10 meter
inlerval) auguring program (using a 6°-12” diameter helical, auger to
depths of at least 3 meters [ 10 feet]) along a grid system imposed on
the project footprint; a scries of one or more hand-excavated 50 cm x
50 cm, | mx | m or larger test excavation units (as warranted given
1he results of auger testing); and/or mechanical excavation of an
exploratory trench to the depth of cultural soils in one or more
locutions.

All soil removed from avger tests or manual excavation shall he
screened through 1/4” and/or 1/8” mesh hardware cloth and may be
subjeet to wet-sereening techniques as deternnined necessary by
Stanford’s archaeologist.

If, based upon the resulls of phase onc (i.e., the recovery of dispersed
or non-itnportant resources), no additional data recovery is
recommended, and the County’s City®s archaeologist [, if any,]
coneurs, Slanford shall be permitted to monitor construction (as
described in measure 4,3-1(D), below) with no additional data
recovery, subject to the provision for discoveries during coustruction.

DPW = San Mateo County Director of ublic Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C

Maonitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Stanford shall submit Archaeological
Testing Plan to County.

Stanford shall document that investigation
has been conducted in accordance with
Tesung Plan,

Stan(ord shall submit for County review
results of Phase One in o sumimary testing

report.

G e Monitoring
Monitoring 'Liming Responsibility
Prior to construction DPW
Prior to construction DPwW
Prior to construction DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation

Mueasure No.

Mitigation Measure(y) and Conditions of Approval

B Complete analysis (sufficicnt to address pertinent research topics
oullined above) and curation of phase one artifacts, and a technical
report shall be prepared us described in measure 4.3-1 (c), below,
monitoring requirements shall be detailed in the Archaeological
Monitoring and Data Recovery Plun (AMDRP) described below,

Maonitoring amd
Reporting Procedure

See Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(c).

Stanford shall document analysis and
recordation of Phase One artifacts.

Stanford shall docurnent submittal of a,
technical report as specified in Mitigation
4.3-i{c).

Monitoring Fiming

See Mitigation Measure
4.3-1(c)

See Mitigation Measure
4.3-1(c)

Sce Mitigation Mcasure
4.3-1(¢)

Monitoring
Responsibility

See Mitigation
Measure 4.3-1(c)

Sce Mitigation
Measure 4.3-1(¢)

Sec Mitigation
Measure 4.3-1(c)

Mitigation
Mcasure 4,3-

1(c).

If;, hased upon the results of phase one data recovery, important
archacological resources arc discovered, phase two of data recovery
{manual excavation) shall be requiral. The pwpose of this sceond phase is
(1) to recover specific deposits or (catures identificd during phase one
testing prior {o construction, and (2} monitor construction for the presence
of additional deposits if a second phase of dala recovery is not warranted.
In this event, an Archaeological Menitoring and Data Recovery Plan
{AMDRP) shall be prepared by Stanford, submitted to the Gity-efRalo-Adte-
Cand-the-Gity-of - Menlo-Park-for those-porti ojects-ia-Menlo-
Barky County for approval, and implemented prmr to construction. The
AMDRP shall define where and how phase two data recovery will be
conducted for ali important archacological resources discovered, how
construction monitoring will be conducted, and the protocol to be followed
in the event signilicant resources are discovered during construction
mnonitoring. In addition, the Plan shall include the following:

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).DOC

if Phase Two data recovery s required,
Stanford shall submit an Archaeological
Monitering and Data Recovery Plan
(AMDRP), including documentation of
specific deposits of features identified
during Phase One testing, and all other

requirements us specificd in the mitigation,

to the County.

Prior to construction

DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project-
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation
Measure No.

Mitigation Measure(s) 2nd Conditions of Approval

A site-specific Research Design, describing the types of thematic
research topics to be addressed and specific methodology to be used
during data recovery (sce rescarch topics above), with provisions for
amending the Pian should the resources encountered differ from those
anticipated,

Provisions for arlifact cataloging, complete and thorough analysis,
and curation;,

Consultation with the Native American Heritage Commission (1) for
a determination of the most-likely descendent (with whom
coordination and interaction will occur in the event prehistaric
skeletal remaing are encountered), and (2) to solicit comment
regarding the need or desire for the presence of a Native American
observer during the course of data recovery and the enlistment of a
Native Awerican monitor, as determined necessary based on
consultation;

An outline for preparation of a lechnical report of {indings, within a
reasonable lime periad, that meets professional standards (e.g., the
Department of Interior’s Archacology and Historic Preservation:
Secretary ol Interior’s Standards and Guidelines), a drafl copy of
which is to be provided to the County Gity-efPale-Alte-for review
and concurrence, and final copies provided to the CounlyGity,
Stanford University, the Siate Office o Historic I'reservation and the
California Archaeological Inventory Northwest Information Center,

DPW = San Mateo County Direclor of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C

Monitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring

Monitoring Timing Responsibility

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation

DPW = San Mateo County Iirector of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).DOC

’ : A
Nll‘:l:::;;::l;:; Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Rcm::;::;::_ﬁéﬁ:;:lm Monitoring Timing Rﬂ:;:::::ll.::;ﬁy
All recovered artifacts (and site featurcs, if any) shall be analyzed Stanford shall document recovered arlifacts | After construction DPW
sulliciently to address the research questions posexd in the AMDRP, which in accordance with the AMDRP, :
could require radiocarbon assay, obsidian hydration analysis,
paleocthnobotany or zooarchacology, osteology, lithic analysis, or other
techniques as determined necessary. All artifacts shall be presetved and
prepared and submitted for curation in accordance with recognized
standards (e.g., the Departiment of Interior’s Archacology and Historic
Preservation: Secretary of Interior’s Standurds and Guidefines).
Mitigation Construction monitoring shall be conducted, in accordance with the Stunford shail perform the monitoring in During construction DFW
Measurc 4.3-1(f). | AMDRP as required in Mitigalion Mceasure 4.3-1(¢), at any time ground- accordance with the AMDRP as required by
disturbing activities (greater than 12” in depth) are taking place in the Mitigation Measure 4.3-1(f) and shall
immediate vicinity of a known archaeological site. This includes building preparc periodic reports documenting
{oundation demolition and construction, tree or iree-roof removal, landscape § construction monitoring sctivities for
irrigation installation, utility line excavation, etc. It phase one data recovery | County review. The County’s archacologist,
(sce Mitigation Measure (b), above) does not produce cvidence of il any, shall periodically evaluate, through
significant cultural resources within a project arca, further miligation shall field visits, the construction monitoring
be limited to the construction monitoring, unless additional testing or other | activitics of Stanford’s archaeologist.
specilic mitigation measures arc determined necessary o ensure avoidance | DPW
of damage to significant archaeological resources by Stanford’s 2 . PP : - :
archaeologist and the-Gity-of-Pato Alte2s urshaeotogist-for the City-of sunford stall document qualifications of | Prior to construction
Mento-Park’s- the County's archaeologistd, if anv,] for those portions of the
projects located in the CountyMenle-Park). A technical report of {indings
deseribing the resulls of all moniloring shall be prepared within a
reasonable time period in accordance with minimum professional standards.
"The archaeological monitoring program shall be implemented by an
individual meeting the Sceretary of Interior Professional Qualifications
Standards in Archacology (3¢ CI'R 61), individual field monitors shall be
qualified in (he recognition of cultural resourees of both the historic and/or
prehistoric periods and possess sufficient academic and field training as
required to conduct the work effectively and without undue delay.
If during construction, previously unidentified cultural resources are Stanford shall document redirection of work | During construction DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation
Mcasure No.

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Monitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Monitoring

Responsibility

Measure 4,3-

1(g).

discovered, construction in the immediale area shall cease untii such lime
Stanford’s archaeologist, and H&e—@*&y-e#?ﬁl&&tu—mehaeehgm-(eﬂhe

Gﬁy—ei—Meﬂ}e—Pafk—w County’s archacologist-f, if any}
assess the significance of the find and

make mltlgalmn recommendations {e.g., manual excavation of the
immediate area), if warranicd.

should previousiy undiscovered resources be
found during construction and shall follow
mitigation recommencdations if feasible,

Mitigation
Meusure 4.3-
1{h).

Section 7050.5(b) of the California Health and Safety Code shall be
implemented by the CountyCity of Pale-Adte-{un¢

l-the-City-of Menlo-Rade
k»Hhase-perhans—eﬁ&he—pmj&H%MufMe*ﬂe-Pﬂﬂ(—) In the event that

human remaing, or possible human remains are located, it states:

“In the evenl of discovery or recognilion of any human remains in any

location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further
excavalion or disturbance of the site or any nearby arca reasonably
suspected 1o overlic adjacent remains until the coroner of the counly
in which the human remains are discovered has determined, in

accordance with Chapter 10 (commencing with Seetion 27460) of Pwit
3 of Division 2 of Title 3 of the Government Code, that the remains
arc not subject to the provisions of Section 27491 of the Government
Code or any other related provisions of law concerning investigation
of the circumstances, manncr and cause of death, and the
recommendations coneerning treatment and disposition of the human
remains have been tade to the person responsible for the excavation,
or 1o his or her authorized representative, in the mamer provided in
Scetion 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.”

*“I'he coroner, upon recognizing the remains as being of Native
American origin, is responsible to contact the Native American
Heritage Commission within 24 hours. The Commission has various
powers and dutics to provide for the ultimate disposition of any
Native American remains, iucluding the designation of a Native
Amcrican Most Likely Descendant. Sections 5097.98 and 5097.99 of
the PPublic Resources Code also call for “protection to Native

In the event hunan remains arc discovered,
the County shall ensure the provisions of
Section 7050.5(b) arc met.

Stanford shall document that canstruction
personnel have been instrucled as required,

During construction

Prior lo construction

DpPwW

DPW

DPW = San Malco County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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Mitigation
Measure No.

Mitigation Measure{s) and Conditions of Approval

Amcrican human burials and skeletal remains from vandalhism and
inadvertent destruction.” To achieve this goal, it is recommended the
construction personnel on the project be instructed as to both Lhe
potential for discovery of cultural or human remains, and the need for
proper and timely reporting of such finds, and the consequences of
failure thereof,

L]
i
i Mounitoring and

Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Monitoring
Responsibility

MP Miligation
Measure 4.3-
1(k).

As 1o each polentially significant archacological impact resulting {from the
Project identified in the FEIR, Stanford shall implement an archaeological
monitoring progrum of construction in arcas of potential significant impact,
where gronnd disturbance will exceed 24 inches below the existing grade,
The archacological monitoring programm shall be implemented by an ’
individual meeling the Secretary of interior Professional Qualifications
Standards in Archacology (36 CFR 61); individual ficld monitors shall be
qualitied in the recognition of cultural resources of both the historic and
prehistoric periods. If monitoring indicales the seils are culturally sterile,
monitoring may be reduced to intermittent or on-call, at the discretion of
Stanford’s archacologist, with the concurrence of the City of Menlo Park’s

Stanford shall implement an archacological
monitoring program for ground disturbance
that exceeds 24 inches below the existing
grade,

Stanford shall document monitoring results
as necessary.

archacologist, ifany.

4.4 TRANSP(

IRTATION

On-going during
construction activities

On-going during
construclion activities

DPW

DPwW

Mitigation
Meusure 4.4-
2(b).

The portion of Mitigation Measurc 4.4-2(b) that applics to the San Mateo
Counly Roadway Project is:

Stanford shall cause (o be implemented Class I bike lanes on the followmg
streets in the nelwork, over those segments which are modificd or
reconstructed as part of the proposcd projects: Sand Hill Road . . . . Bike
lanes shall meet the-City-of- Menlo-Parle’s design requirements as demgnalcd

by the Cournty’ sCity-of-Menlo-Rark’s Transpertation-Manager): [Director of
Public Works}.

Mitigation Mcasure 4.4-2(b) is part of the
San Matco County Roadway Project.
Censtruction of the Project in accordance
with the San Matco County Roadway
Project Agreement sha!l satisfy Mitigation
Measure 4.4-2(b). The County’s design
requirements arc those set forth in the
Project Specifications as defined in the
Agreement.

Stunford shall submit Improvement Plans

Prior to approvat of
Iinprovement Plans

DPW

Mitigation

Stanford shall cause to be implemented appropriate pedestrian and bicycle

DPW = San Matco County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).0OC

that include the specified bike lunes,

Stanford shall submit Improvement Plans

Prior to approval of

DbPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation
| Measure No,

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions ol Approval

Muonitoring and
Reparting Procedure

Monitoring Timinp

Munitoring
Responsibility

Mieasitre 4 ,4-
2{c).

crossmg devices and maikings at all signalized miersecuons which are

| modified or reconstructed as part of the proposed projects. Such devices

and markings shall meet applicable design slandards {Caltrans, City of Palo
Alto, exCity of Menlo Park, or County of $an Mateo) depending upon

junisdiction. Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) design standards shall

be observed at ull pedestrian crossings created ot modified by the proposed
projects.

that melude e required pedesyrian and
bicyele crossing devices and markings,
Construciion according to the Improvement
Plans and Project Specifications shall satisfy
Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(c). ‘The
applicable design standards of the County
arc those sct forth in the Project
Specifications.

improvement Plans

Mitigation
Meusure 4.4-2(1)

DPW =

Bicycle and pedestrian facilitics shall be constructed at the intersection of
Sand Hill Road/Santa Criz Avenue and Junipero Serra Blvd /Alpine Road,
‘The propesed design shall be approved by the Gity-of Menlo-RageCounty-
Framporaon-Muenrsger Dircector of Public Works for the County portion of
the Sand [1il] Road/Santa Cruz Avenue intersection.

San Matco County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C

Mitigation Measure 4.4-2((} is part of the
San Mateo County Roadway Project.
Construction of the Project in uccordance
with the San Mateo Counly Roadway
Project Agrecment shall satisfv Mitigation
Measure 4 4-2(f). Stanford shall include the
design in the Improvement Plans and

‘approval of the Plans by the County shall

constitute approval of the proposed design,

Prior 1o approval of
Improvement Plans

DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATFEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Measure 4.4-7(h)

Stanford shall conduct an operational analysis of the Sand Hill Road/Santa
Cruz, Avenue and Alpine Road/Junipero Serra Boulevard intersections to
identify the gppropriate combination of roadway and traffic signal
improvements necessary to iinprove operation to LOS D during peak hours,
il feasible.

DPW = $an Mateo County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).DOC

10

and has been incorporated in the San Matco
County Roadway Project and the Menlo
Park Roadway Project, which include the
appropriste combination of roadway and
traffic signal imnprovements necessary to
improve operations to 1LOS 1D during peak
hours.

P o .
N’;:::::::“;:’ Mitization Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval |te:|l::':.|il:|;r:’nrfl:'::;:"c Monitoring Timing Rﬂ;::::ll.::::;y

Mitigation Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz. Avenuc "The impact 1o the S8and Hill Road/Santa Satisfied upon execution | DPW
Measure 4.4-7(c) Cruz Avenue imersccti:m will be mitigated of San Mateo County

As part of the proposed roadway improvement projects, Stanford shall by, not cansed by, the San Mateo County Roadway Project

contribute their fair share to ail of the improvements to this intersection as Roadway Project. Agreement

detailed in the Menlo Park General Plan {described in Table 4.4-10 above),

in addition to installing an exclusive right turn lane on the northbound By funding the Project as provided in the

approach of Santa Cnw, Avenuc and providing dual left turn lanes on both San Mateo County Roadway Project

the northbound and southbound Santa Cruz Avenuc approaches. The Agreement, Stanford will sutisfy Mitigation

improvements to the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz, Avenue intersection shall Measure 4.4-7(c), as modified. County

be subject to the approval of the Gity-ef Menlo-Rask-Transportation- finds that Project is consistent with its

ManagerCounty. | Dircctor of Public Works| General Plan, By execution of the Pl'O_lect

Agreement, County approves the

THIS MITIGATION MEASURE HAS BEEN MODIFIED BY improvements to said intersection as

CONDITION OF APPROVAL 1¢: Stanford should pay the full cost of provided in the Agrecment.

inplementing Mitigation Meusures 4.4-7(c-and-d), which requires

improvements to the Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue and-theJusipero-

Serra-BoulevardiAlpine Roud/Santa-Gruz-Avenue interscctions. These

improvements should be constiucted during the same time frame of the

remainder of the proposed road improvements in the Santa Cruz/Oak

Avenue area, and should be included in the final construction phasing plan.

(See Road Improvements Condition 12.)
Mitigation Sand Hill Road/Santa Cruz Avenue and Junipere Serra Blvd /Alpine Road The operational analysis Tuss been conducted | Complceted Completed

San Mateo County Roadway Project-
Mitigation/Monitoring Program




SAN MATEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

SMC Mitigation

Measure 4.4-8(1).

pursuant to section 4.8 of the San Mateo County Roadway Project
Agrecment. The plan shall include the components required in Mitigation
Measure 4.4-8(i) of the EIR. '

in its Construction Management Plan,
Submission of the Construction
Maunagement Plan required by the San
Mateo County Roadway Project Agreement
shall constitute compliance with this
mitigati eASLIT

Mitigation o . ] S Munitoring and . Monitoring
Measare No. Mitigation Measure(s) anid Conditions of Approval Reparting Procedure Monitoring Timing Responsibility
Stanford shall submit a Construction Management Plan for approval Stanford shall include the specified clements | Prior to construction DPW

Mitigation
Mecasure 4.5-1.

B Waler all active construction arcas at least twice a day, or as needed
1o prevent visible dust plumes from blowing ofl*site. Tmplementation
of this measure along would be expected to reduce M,y emissions by
at least 50 percent.

B {Jsc larpaulins or other effective covers for on-site storuge piles and
for haul trucks that travel on public streets,

B Pave, apply water three times daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil
stabilizers on all unpaved access roads, parking arcas, and staging
arcas at construction sites.

B Sweep all paved access routes, parking aress, and staging arcas daily
{preferably with water sweepers).

M Sweep streets daily (preferably with water sweepers) if visible
amounts of soil material is carried onto public streets,

DPW = San Matco County Dircctor of Public Works
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Stanford shall include dust control measures
in its Construction Management Plan.

Stanford shall moniter construction sites to
verify that dust abatement measures are
being carricd out.

Prior to construction

Periodic monitoring
during construction

DI'wW

DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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Mitigation
Measure Na.

Mouonitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Responsibility

Monitoring Timing

If the working area of any construction site exceeds four acres al any one
time, (BAAQMD standard) implement the following measures in addition
to those above:

W Apply (non-toxic) shil stabilizers to inactive construction areas.

W  linclose, cover, water twice daily, or apply (non-toxic) soil binders to
exposed stockpiles.

®  Limit construction site vchicle speed to 15 mph on unpaved areas.
M Replant vegetation in disturbed arcas as quickly as possible.

If the working area of any constritction sile is located near any scnsitive
receptors, implement the following measures in addition {0 those above:

B Suspend excavation and grading activity when winds exceed 23 mph.

The last mitigation would be applicable to . . . the Sand Hill Road corridor
where it pusses the 14 single family homes in Menlo-Park the County
between Santa Cruz Avenue and Oak Avenue,

U N

Mitigation For those portions of the projects localed tn the CountyGity-of-Menle-Park, The Construction Managcment Plan shall Prior to construction DPW
Measure 4.6-1(a) | comply with the CounlyGity-ef-MenloPark Noisc Ordinance. include provisions for compliance with the

(partial). County Noise Ordinance.

Mitigation Outlit and maintain construction equipment with noise reduction devices Stanford shall document inclusion of noise | Friof 1o construction DPW
Measure 4.0~ (i.e., mufllers, enclosures for stationary equipment, cte.) 1o obtain at least an | reduction devices in Construclion

I(b). avecrage 10 dBA reduction shown feasible in Table 4,6-5. Management Plan.

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works
San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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Hill Road for 2084 Sand Hill Road and extended to Stanford Avenuc along
Sand I1il Road. The wall shall be constructed a minimum of six feet in
height. ‘The design of the soundwall shall be subject to the approval of the
ity of Menle Park and/or San Mateo County, as appropriate.

DDPW = San Matco County Dircelor of Public Works
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approval of the design of the soundwall.

NI; fl::ﬁ::“;":' Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Rcﬂ:::_:';;g::_ﬁ;:;:lm Muonitoring Timing Itﬂ;’l:::::&:ll-:::ﬁ
Mitigation Locate stationary noise sources (e. g., compressors, concrete mixers, etc.) Stanford shall document requircments for Prior to construction DPW
Measure 4.6- on portions of the siics furthest away from residential and other noise- location of sources and acoustic shielding in
1(c). sensitive arcas, and require usc of acoustic shielding with such equipment. Construction Management Plan.
Mitigation Where construction of Sand 11ill Road requires work in the segment fronted | The Construclion Management Plan shall Prior to construction City of Menlo
Measure 4.6- by homes belween Ouk and Santa Cruz Avenues, erect temporary noise include provisions for temporury barriers as Park
1(d). barriers 1o protect the residents, subject to the approval of the City of Menlo | required by Mitigation Mcasure 4.6-1(d).
Park-Planning-Pepartrent. [Department of Public Works)] Approval of the Construction Munagement
Plan shall constitute approval of the City.
Miligation Stanford shall implement the proposed widening and realignment of Sand The Project, when completed, will satisfy Prior to approval of City of Menlo
Mcasure 4.6- Hill Road between Santa Cruz and Oak Avenues and the constriction of a the requirement in Mitigation Measure 4.6- Improvement Plans Park
3(b). landscaped bufler strip with at least a 3-foot high berm along Sand Hill 3(b) that Stanford implement the work
Road between Stanford Avenue and Ozk Avenue. The design of the berm described. Stanford shall include in the
shall be subject to the approval of the City of Menlo Park. Inprovement Plans the design of the berm
and approval of the Plans shall constitute
approval of the design ol’the berm, as
required by that mitigation measure.
Prior to approval of City of Menlo
Mitigation Stanford shall construct a soundwall between Santa Cruz Avenue and The Improvements Plans shall include this Iinprovement Plans Park and/or
Measure 4.6- Stanford Avenue that would reduce significant trallic increases at the two soundwall between Santa Cruz Avenne and : DPW, depending
3{c). residences closest 1o the Santa Cruz intersection. The wall shall be Stanford Avenue. Approval of the on precise
construcied along the property lines fronting Santa Cruz Avenue and Sand Improvements Plans shall constitute location of wall.

San Mateo County Roadway ProjecF
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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igation e N N . Monitoring and T s Monitoring
wre No. Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Reporting Procedure Monitoring Timing Responsibility
Mitigation Stanford shal| contract with a qualificd acoustical consultant to perform Stunford shall document qualifications of Prior te approval of DPW
Measure 4.6- interior noise surveys at receptors identified in this HIR as experiencing acoustical consultant. Improvement Plans
3(d). significant cumulative traffic noise impacts. At each such receptor,
measurements shall be pcrl‘orms:d‘ inside the room most exposed to traffic Stanford shall document results of acoustical | IMmmediately {ollowing Drw
noise for the purpose of determinuing the buildings’ norse attenuation study. project approval and
potential. 1f the Ly, in any roomns tacing Sand Hiil Road would exceed 45 immediately following
dBA under the projected cumulative traffic conditions, the properly owners completion of the
shall be compensated for the purposes of undertaking acoustic upgrades, as Project.
specified by the acoustical consultlant, to attain the said standard. Stanford DPW
shall pay in proportion to ihe project contribution to those impacts. ion of
piLy m prol : pral I I the results indicate need to compensate Upan completion of
. . . it ors. Stanford shall d it study and agreement
Palo Allo modified this Mitigation Measure by its Condition of’ Approval Property owners, slinlord § ocumen with homeowners on

1g; San Matco CountyMenle-Pasde has modified this miligation measure by
the following provision, which is similar to Condition of Approval lg:

Stanford shall monitor interior noise levels of properiics shown on Schedule
1 to this MMPExhibit D-of the Menle Purk-Roadway-RProject-Agreement.
Stanford shall commission an acoustic study to be performed both before
and after construction of the Project. The study shall document pre-Project
inlerior noise levels for all sensitive receplors identified in Schedule 1 to-
sondition-oFapprevel-bg-immediately following Projecl approval. Post-
construction notse levels shall be established immediately following
completion of the Project. For those receptors where the post-construction
interior noisc levels are higher than pre-construction levels and exceed 45
dBA, the study shall identify measures and costs necessary to: i) return
noisc Jevels to pre-construction levels, and, ii) achieve a 45 dBA interior
noise stindard. Stanford shall pay the cost identified to relurn the interior
noisc levels lo pre-construction levels or to 45 dBA, whichever is higher. If
there is a difference tn costs between aptions i) and 1i), the property owner
may elect to muke up the difference in cost to implement option ii).

agreements and payments.

measures {o be taken.

4.7 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCLS

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works
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- Mitigation N
. ‘Measure Nu..©;

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Monitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Muonitoring Timing

Maonitoring
Responsibility

DPW = San Matco County Dircctor of Public Works
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to the Director rather than the Planning
Department and the term “site plan” as nsed
in this measure shall inean the Improvement
Plans required by this Agrecment, The
plans to be reviewed by the arborist pursuant
1o that mitigation measure are the
Improvement Plans and the Projeci does not
invalve any plans that are required to be
submiticd for City of Palo Alte Final

MP Mitigation Stanford shall replace native trees removed from the Project as follows: Stanford shall document plans for Prior to approval of DPW
Measure 4.7- The canopy coverage of the native trees to be removed shall be estimated by § replacement of removed native trees as Improvement Plans
I(a). Stanford, then Stunford stall plan an area three times larger with contuiner specitied. ‘
stock at standard planting densities for that species. The survival rate for
these trees after five years shall be 80 percent. If at the end of three years,
the survival rate is less than 80 pereent, Stunford shall replant the area to
altain that rate and shall consult with CDFG to determine other corrective
actions. [firrigation systems are used, ail replacement native tree specics
grown in natural areas that are intended to be seif-sustaining shall be Stanford shall document monitoring of tree | After construction fora | DPW
“wenned” of any supplemental water by the fourth year, survival. period of five years
Stanford shall document consultation with Five years following tree | DPW and CDFG
CDI'G if survival rate is less than 80 percent | repiacement
at cnd of five years.
Mitigation For each project site, including those portians of the projects located in the, ! Stanford sholl document replacement of During construction DPW
Measure 4.7- CountyMenlo-Park, non-native landscape trees removed for the projects removed non-native trees as specified.
1(b). shall be replaced on a two-to-one basis.
Miligation The County ity of Palo-Alte{and the City-of Menlo-Rurk for-those- County City shall comply with MM 4.7- Prior to approval of Drw
Measure 4.7- portions-of the-projects-tecated-inMenlo-Park) shall- Imay} contract with an 1(c). The recommendations of the County’s | Improvement I’lans
(e, independent arborist to; independent arbonist, if any, shall be made

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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procedures, which shall be included in all construction and/or demolition

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works
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Mitipati - . .. itoring
e ,: ct‘::“;"u Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Rc[‘:(l::-ltlil;orll’“rﬁ:c':;:xre Monitoring Timing l{gz::::il;il::’ty
Architecturzl Review Board approval.
County to contract with independent arborist
if it so elects,
a)  Review the plans submitled for Kinal-Architectural-Review-Beard- County arborist, if any, shall review and Prior to approval of DPw
approval-und-fer-issuance-of building-permits. The arborist shall tnake recommendations, if necessary, on . Improvement Plans
make recommendations regarding the site plans, including but not lmprovement Plans.
limited to: (1) minor modifications which could result in retention of
significant trees; und (2) any necessary additional tree protection
measires not specifically included in mitigation 4.7-1(c) for all trees
to be retained,
b)  Provide on-site review und monitoring for the duration of the project County arborist, if any, shall monitor on-site | Periodic monitoring DPrw
construction to ensurc that tree protection measures are implemented to ensure trec proteclion measures are during construction
correctly; and implemented correctly,
c)  Provide on-site review iand monitoring of tree removal to ensure that County arborist, if any, shall monitor on-site | Periodic monitoring DpwW
only those trees are removed which are absolutely necessary for lo ensure appropriate tree removal per tree during construction
project construction. Fhe-arboristshall review-und-make- removal plan.
recommendations-to-the-Planning Peparttent regarding propoved-
chunges-lo-the iree removalplan-(reloted-to-additionaliree removals)-
Mitigation All trees adjacent 1o proposed project construclion areas (including those Prior to construction DPW
Measure 4.7- portions of the projects localed in the CountyMenlo-Purk) which are not
le). removed will be avoided and protecied according to the following

San Mateo County Roadway Project—
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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|

Muonitoring
Responsibility

Monttoring andl
Reporting Procedure

Mitigation

Measure No, Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Monitoring Timing

contracis:

Stanford shall implement tree protectlive Periodic monitoring DPW

| Belore other phases of the construction project begin, a centinuous measures during construction. during construction
protective fence (six-foot high chain link, mounted on two-inch
diameler galvanized iron posts, driven into the ground to a depth of at
least two feet wt no more than ten-foot spacing} must be installed
surrounding the bases of trees o be saved. Ior the ideal
conliguration, locate the fence to maximize the exclusion of traflic
over the root zones, preferably at the drip lines. Realistieally—where-
Hw—bm%ng—amlepewextené—umlm—treeﬁaneﬁy—dehn&asmelf
of thut-roet rone-us-possiblermedifcution-othe-fence hine-to-the-
buildingeavelineisallowable: ‘

B ['o preserve the important absorbing roots of trees to remain after
construction, no cuts or fills should be allowed beneath their canopies.
The method for site prepatation of scraping the surface soil with a
blade should not be allowed within the drip lines.

B Rools which must be severed and measure over one and one-hall’
inches (1.57) in diameter should be cut cleanly and smoothly without
criushing, shattering, or tearing. If roughly cut by heavy equipment,
re-cut to sound wood. Cuts should be made only to lateral roots
where possible.

B Hquipment operalors should be informed that machinery can cause
great injury to slanding trees,

Mitigalion To avoid the nesting scason of raptors and sensitive songbirds, lree Stanford shall document approval from the Prior to construction DPW and
Measure 4.7-2(2) | removals (including those located in the CouptyMesto-Pari) shall not lake CDYG for tree removal between February CDFG

place belween February 15 and June 30, or as determined by CDFG on a 15 and June 30,
cusc-by-case basis.

DDPW = San Malco County Director of Public Works )
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Munitoring and
. Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Munitoring
Responsibility

Mitigation If tree removal in the same calendsar year before February 15 (i.e. between Stanford shall conduct any survey hat is During pre-construction | DPW
Measurc 4.7-2(b) | January | and February 15) is required (including any located in the required and any necessary contact with scason (January 1 to
CountyMenbo-Rurk), a pre-construction season survey shall be conducted to | CDFG shall be by Stanford. February 15) DPW and
identify the presence, or lack thereof, of nests of raptors. Pre-construction ‘ CDFG
surveys are necessary during this peried Lo prolect possible early nesting Stanford shall document that pre- Prior to construction
raplors. Surveys arce not warranted until immediately prior to construclion consiruction scason survey was conducted.
because nesling may oceur in different trees from year to year. Alihongh
1o nests were observed during site visits for the EIR, that docs not preclude |y pects sre identified. Stantord shall
possible future nesting in trees slated for removal. If no nests are identified {40 0ant approval f;om the CDFG for nest
in trees to be removed during the pre-construction survey, no further reiocation.
mitigation is necessary. If nests are identified, CDFG shall be contacted
and appropriate protocols for nest relocation shall be implemented. If
relocation of occupied, viable nests is not feasible, construction shall be
dejayed and the tree left undisturbed untid completion of nesting activity.
Mitigation Implement Miligation Measures 4.7-1(a) — (¢) and 4.7-1{e}D-und-47-4{ay- | Sec Mitigation Measures 4.7-1(a) - (c)and | Sce Mitigation Measures | Sce Mitigation
Meusure 4.7-2{¢) | —). [Miligation Measures 4,7-1(d) and (f) und 4, 7-4{a)-{c) are not 4.7-1{e). 4.7-1(8) - (c)and 4.7- Measures 4.7-
applicable 1o the San Mateo County Roadway Project.]. 1(e). 1(a) - (c)and .
4.7-1(e).
SMC Mitigation | fmplement Mitigation Measure 4.9-1{a) and (b). Sce Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a)<{b). See Mitigation Measures | See Mitigation
Meusure 4.7-8(a) 4.9-1{a}(b) Mcasures 4.9-
1()(b)
Mitigation Implement Mitigation Measurcs 4.9-4¢a) und (b). See Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a){b) and See Mitigution Measures | Sec Mitigation
Measurc 4.7-8(b) . 4.9-4(a) - (b). 4.9-1(a)}Hb) and 4.9-4(n) | Measures 4.9-
~(b) 1(a)-(b) and 4.9-
Ay -(y_

DPW = San Mateo County Director of I'ublic Works
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7 48 GEOLOGY; SOILS AND'SEISM
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Mitigation Mitigation Mceasure(s) and Conditions of Approval M““.““",“ K and Manitoring Timing M"“"“.".“F
Measure No. Reparting Procedure Responsibilit
Mitigation Revquire documented site-specific soil suitabilily analysis, soil stabilization Stanford shall submit site-specific soil study | Prior to approval of DPW
Measure 4.8- procedurcs, and design criteria recominendations for foundations, prior to with required contents for County review. Improvement Plans
1{a). issuance of a buflding permit for each site where the existence of expansive
and compressible soil conditions is known or suspecled, including roads to Stanford shall document that soil engineer Prior to approval of DPW
be constructed in the CountyMertoBark, 'This shall include the following: is “registered.” 8 Improvcnlt)}:)nl Pluns
During grading DPW

1) During the design phase for cach site where the existence of
unsuitable soil conditions is known or suspected, the developer’s
registered soi! enginecring consultant shall provide documentation 10
the Gity County that:

B site-specific soil suitability anulyses have been conducied in the
area ol the proposed foundation to establish the design criteria
for all structures and their support, und

B therecommended crileria have been incorporated in the design
of the project structures.

2)  During grading for these sites, the registered soils professional shall
be on the site:

W o observe arens of polential soil unsuitability,

M tooversce the implementation of soil remediation programs,
and

B to verify final soil conditions prior to setling the foundations.

Stanford shall document grading eclivities.

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works
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Mitigation
Measure No.

SAN MATEO COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Monitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Monitoring
Responsibility

Geologist or Certified Engincering Geologist in cooperation wilh
California-registercd geotechnical and structural engineering
professionals, in order to comply with the CUBC smendments that are
more stringent than current CUBC Seismic Zone 4 standards. (These
measures could include incrensed rebar density in reinforced concretc;
locking bolts instead of gravity clips Lo supporl above ground floor
slabs; and increased distimce between supports on exterior walls for
cantilevered structures.) Implementation of these types of design and |
construction measures would incrcase the structural stability of
buildings under dynamic forces.

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works
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Stanford shall docunent incorporation of
any site-specific recommendations,

Prior to approval of
Improvement Plans

3) The registered soils engineering consultant shall prepare an “as built” | Stanford shall document submittal of “as Upon completion of DPW
map, to be filed with the CountyGity-of-Palo-Aldto-{for-MenloRark for- | built” map, construction
these portions-of the projecto-located-in-Menlo Purk), showing details
of the site soils, the lIocation of foundations, sub~drains and clean-
outs, and the results of suitability analyses and compaction tests.
Miligation Require on-site participation by the projcct’s registered soil engineer, us Stanford shall cause a registered soil During conslruction DPW
Measure 4.8- deemed appropriate by the County’s Public Works departmentGity of Pale- | engincer engaged for the Project to be on-
1(b). Ato’s-building inspectienunit-(or-the- Gity-of Menlo-Park s-public-works- sile whenever requested by the County.
depﬂment%&meﬁeﬁeﬂ%&%ﬁeﬂ&%&&aﬁ%ﬂa@ﬂfk’ to
oversee, verify, and report on scil engineering procedures and results.
Mitigation Requiire documented site-specific seismic-restruint criteriaio be Stanford shall submit improvement Flans Prior to approval of DPwW
Measure 4.8-2(n) | incorporated in the design of foundations and structures in Stanford Sand that meet CUBC Seismic Zone 4 standards. Improvement Plans
Hill Road Corridor Projects area including the following:
1)  The minimum scismic-resistant design standards for all proposed
facilities shall conform to the CUBC Seismic Zone 4 Standards,
2)  Additional seismic-resistant earthwork and construction design Stanford shall document that California Prior to approval of DPW
criteria shall be incorporated in the project as necessary, bused on the Registered Geologist or Certified Improvement Plans
site-specific recommendations ol Stanford’s California Registered Engincering Geologist is “registered.” DPW

San Mateo County Roadway Project-
Mitigation/Monitoring Program
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litigation e o ! . peas Munitoring and o - Monitoring
wasure No. Mitization Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Reporting Procedure Monitoring Timing Responsibility
3)  During sile preparation, the geological or geotechnicaf consullant Stanford shall document presence of During grading DPW
shall be on the site lo supervise implementation of the recommended consuflant.
criteria.
4)  The geological or geotechnical consultant shall prepare an “as built” Stanford shall document submittal of “as 180 days after Upon- DPW
map and report, to be filed with the CountlyGity, showing details of built” map and report. completion of
the site geology, the location and type of seismic-restraint facilities, construction
and documenting the following requirements, as appropriate,
®  LEngineering analyses shall demonstrate satisfactory seismic
performance (e.g., the structure is safe for immediate occupancy
following an earthquake), as detenmined by CUBC codes currently in
effect or as amended (to include more stringent criteria) prior to
construction commencement,
®  Roads, foundations and underground viilities in fill or alluvium shalt
be designed to acconunodate scttlement or compaction produced by
seismic forces.
Miligation Require on-site participation by the project’s registered geological ot Stanford shall require its consultant to During construction DIrw
Measure 4.8-2(b) | geotechnical engineering consultant, as deerned appropriate by the document seismic-restraint procedures and
County’sGity’s Chicf Building OfTicial, to oversee, verify, and report on results,
seismic-resiraint procedures and results.
Mitigation An engineering geologist shall-{may] be contracted for a third party review Counly may exccule contmet with Prior 1o construction DPW
Measure 4.8-2(¢) | of all geologic, soils and engineering reports prepased for the proposed cnginecring geologist to review teporis.
projects.

4.9 HYDROLOGY ANDWATER QUALITY ©;
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Mitigation
Measure No,

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval

Munitoring and
Reporting Pracedure

Monitoring Timing

Muanitoring
Responsibilit

Mitigation |
Measure 4.9-1(a)

Prior to issuanee-of-a-building permit |construction], Stanford shall filc a
Notice of Intent for coverage under the State General Construction Activity
Stonm Water Permit. The permit Stanford shall be required to prepare,
retain on cach construction site and implement o SWPPP which describes
the site, erosion and sediment controls, means of material storage and waste
disposal, implementation of approved local plans, post-construction control
measures and maintenance responsi bilities, and non-storm water
managetnent controls. BMPs which could be implemented as part of the
SWPPP could include, but would not be limited to:

W Reduction of the ares and length of time that the site is cleared and
graded, especially during the rainy season (October 15 through April
15).

B Revegetation/stabilization of cleared areas as soon as possible.

= instuilaiion of comprehensive erosion, dust and sediment controls
such as straw bale dikes, silt fences, sediment traps, placing tarps over
excavated materials shall be completed prior to initiation of
construction activilics,

N Implementation of & program o control potential construction activity
pollutants such as concrete, asphall, paints and solvents, fuel and
lubricating oils, pesticides and herbicides.

B Jmplementation of a hazardous materials spill, prevention, control and
cleanup program.

Stanford shall document submitial of a
Notice of Inlent for coverage under the State
Gencral Construction Activily Storm Water
Permit.

Stanford shall document implementation of
SWEPP und BMPs, if applicable, at each
construction site.

Prior to construction

During construction

DPW

DPW

Mitigation
Mecasure 4.9-

1(b).

The SWPPP shall be prepared by an erosion contro] professional (such as a
landscape architect or civil engincer specializing in erosion control) and
submitted to the County Director of Public WorksCity-of Pale-Alo-Direstor
9%&%#&@%&8&%&%%@9%&%&&%
ﬂw%—porhmae-eﬁhe—prejeemwed—m—mm#afk) for review and

approval prior to construction.
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Stanford shall document impletnentation
and monitoring of the SWPPP at each
construction site.

During construction

DPW

San Matea County Roadway Project -
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and Redevelopment Controls for Storm Water Programs and could include a

combination of the following BMPs, or equally effective measurcs:

limit land disturbance;

use of permenble paving;

proper reduced usc of fertilizers, pesticides, and herbicides;
reducing use of impervious surfuces,

clean and/or sweep parking lots and roadways on a rcgular basis;
provide for cormmon car wash areas;,

install sand filters {or roadway and parking lot runofT,

cover lrash dumnpsters,

dircet roof downspouts to splash blocks in landscape arcas (Stanford
has indicaled these measures on the project plans);

incorporate peak flow reduction and infiltration practices, such as
grass swalcs, infiltration trenches and grass lilter strips (Stanford has
indicated these measures on the project plans),

DPW = San Mateo County Dircctor of Public Works
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Mitigation A N e . Monitoring and PP Muonitering
Menstre Nu. Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Approval Reporting Procedure Monitoring Timing Responsibility
Mitigation Implement Mitigation Measure 4.9-1(a) - (b). Sec Mitigation Measures 4.9-1(a)-(b). Sec Mitigation Mcasures | See Mitigalion
Mensure 4.9-4(a) 4.9-1(a){b) Measures 4.9-
1(2)-(b)
Miligation The SWPPP shall include as part of final project design appropriate BMPs Stanford shall submit SWPPE for City Priot to construction DPW
Measure 4.94(b) | selected by the City from the SFBWQCRB’s Staff Recommendation for New | review and approval.
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Mitization

Maasure No.

Mitigation Measure(s) and Canditions of Approval

label stortn drain inlets to educate the public of the adverse impacts
associated with dumping on receiving waters (i.c., “No Dumping!
Flows to San Francisquito Creck!”

educate residents on San Francisquito Creek water quality issues;

landscape, including borders using warm season grasses and drought
tolerant vegetation wherever feasible (o reduce demand for irrigation
and thereby reduce iimgation runoff, and/or

jnstall cfficient irrigation systems in landscaped areas 1o minimize
runofl and evaporation and maximize the water the will reach plant
roots, Such irrigation sysiems include drip immigation, soil moisture

Muonitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring

Maonitering Fiming Responsibility

sen\ors and mnumahc |mgatmn syslcms

- ,nbnunzs, ENERGY

AND INFRASTRUCTURE . 7 -

Mitigation

Mcasure 4.11-3.

To reduce water consumption, the project design shall incorporate measures
to maximize the efficient usc of water and minimize iolal water
consumption. Steps include the following:

All landscape dc‘iigns in the Couty shall incorporate and address any
applicable provisions of the County’s Wntcr Cmm.,r_vahog

()rdumnu. &he—éﬂ-y—ef—PﬂIe-A-lt

Stanford shall-ceerdinate-with-the-City o £ Pule-Alte-Utilities—

Vepuriment Resourse-Munagement-Division-(orthe-City o Meunle-
Wammmwmmmmmw
detennine other-conservationreluted improvements-thatwould-g

DPW = San Mateo County Directlor of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).DOC
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Compliance with Project Specifications as
defined in the San Matco County Roadway
Project Agrecment will satisfy Mitigation
Measure 4.11-3.

Prior to approval of DPW
Improvement Plans

San Mateo County Roadway Project-
Mitigation/Monitaring Program




Mitigation

Mueasare No.

SAN MATEQ COUNTY ROADWAY PROJECT MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
1

Mitigation Measure(s) and Conditions of Appraval

Muonitoring and
Reporting Procedure

Monitoring Timing

Muonitoring
Rexponsibility

4.12 PLBLIC SERVICES AND SCHOOGLS

Mitigation
Mcasure
4.12-3(a).

As a condilion of project approval, Stanford shall prepare a construction
vehicle management plan that;

Uses (he Cily of Palo Alfo’s, Menlo Park’s, and County’s cstablished
truck routes (or the project’s large construction vehicle operators
when going io and from project sites in order to minimize traffic
congestiom,

istablishes a construction plan lo minimize construction impacts
during peak annual traffic periods (e.g., speciul events at Stanford
Universily, huliday seasons, elc.). This plan shull address in detail the
activitics to be carried oul in each construction phase, the potential
transportation impucts of each activity, and an acceptable method of
reducing or eliminating significant transportation impacts. Details
such as the routing and scheduling of materials and deliveries,
construction cmiployee arrival and departure schedules and employee
parking locations shall be described (also refer to Mitigation Measwre
4.4-8). The plan shali be submitted to the Gity-of Paio-Alte-und-the-
Gity-of Menlo-Parifor-these-portions-of-the projest-located in-Menlo-
PaskCounty for review and approval; and

Ensures that S8and Hill Road will remain open at all times in each
direction to allow direct nccess to Stanford University Medical Center
from bath directions,

The required construction vehicle
management plan shall be included in

Stanford’s Conslruction Management Plan.

Prior to construction

Dpw

DPW = San Mateo County Director of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C
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7] r ing
M“:':::;::"g:' Mitigation Measure(s) amtd Conditions of Approval R(.‘m::':lill:;r;::"l;(:::;:lrc Monitoring Timing Rﬂ;:::ll'l-:::;y

Mitigation With consideration of the construction sites and the City of Palo Alto and Stanford shall include the required Prior to construction City of Menlo
Meusure Menlo Park’s truck routes, Stanford shall prepare an cmergency response emcrgeney response pian in iis Construction Park
4.12-3(b) plan for the construction period that specilics allernale cmergency response | Munagement Plan, ‘

routes to Lhe project sites and vicinily which mect the PAFD and PAPD

(and the MPFPD and MPPD (for those portiens of the projects located in

Menlo Park) response time goals. In addition, the Plan shall stipulate that

one lanc in each direction of Sund Hill Road will be epen at all times. The

Plan shall specify requircments of Slanford o ensure response time poals

will be met and shall be approved by the MPFI’Y and MPPI) for those

portions of the projects located in Menlo Park.
Mitigation implement Mitigation Measure 4.12-3(b). See Mitigation Mcasure 4.12-3(b). Sec Mitigation Measure | See Mitigation
Measure 4,12-9 ' . 4.12-3(b}. Measure 4.12-

3(h).

LAClient\P_Depts\Planning\Smc Roadway Iroject Mmp (3).Doc

DPW = San Mateo County Direcior of Public Works

SMC Roadway Project MMP (3).00C
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Mitigatisi Meastire 4.8-3(d)

sy A.raas‘ 'ﬂ'g‘a:cdn_jmandéd To Be Subject To Areas Reco m mended

S AR . . To Be Subject To
' R " . IF471 Area Td Be Protected By Soundwall As -
°:-_th:*:—”=- sounce: Ejphm_mmm.“_ c A ot Descrlbaq In Mitigation Measure 4.6-3(c) Miﬂgathn Measure 4-6"3(d)




