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ITEM 3.1 City Decarbonization Goal and Five-Year Plan Approach and Actions 
 

1. Page 6 of the staff report mentions that the “Air District is currently in the rule development process for 
Rule 9-4. Staff recently proposed draft ‘Flexibility Amendments’ to the Air District that contemplate 
delaying rule implementation and expanding exemptions for rule compliance.” Can staff clarify if Air 
District staff proposed the draft amendments, or if City of Mountain View staff proposed these 
amendments? 
 
It is Air District staff who proposed the draft amendments, not City staff. 
 

2. If multi-residential gas water heater in 2029, and furnaces are to be prohibited after 2031, how is a 
landlord with multiple units going to cover their cost if they have rent control units and cannot pass on 
the cost? 
 
The Air District is considering a gradual rollout of this requirement by focusing on the point of sale. As 
gas-fired water heaters and furnaces reach the end of life, only all-electric replacements will be 
available for purchase (with exemptions that are under consideration). One of the reasons for this 
approach is that it will gradually disperse the requirement, reducing the upfront cost incurred at a single 
point in time. Additionally, there are statewide and regional rebates available. The City currently has 
a supplemental rebate available for heat pump water heaters.    
 

3. Is there an equity component in the desire to reduce greenhouse gases through the cost of electric 
vehicles?  
 
With the premature ending of the Inflation Reduction Act, financial incentives to cover the costs 
associated with electric vehicles (EV) are not available at the scale they were previously. The draft actions 
in the five-year decarbonization plan for electric vehicles are focused on education and engagement 
related to the benefits of EVs, including cost savings over the life of the vehicle, as well as EV charging 
access as a strategy to remove barriers to EV adoption.   
 

4. Does Silicon Valley clean energy have financial programs for multi-unit owners? 
 
Yes. Silicon Valley Clean Energy (SVCE) provides incentives supporting building electrification measures 
that can benefit multifamily property owners, including rebates for electric appliances and 
panel/infrastructure upgrades. Multifamily low-rise properties may also qualify for whole-building 
electrification incentive programs available within the SVCE/PG&E service territory. 
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5. What power does the City have to require building electrification at the “time of sale” if state and federal 
laws suspend such requirements? 
 
The action related to “time of sale” is not prohibited by state or federal actions that suspended reach 
codes and struck down some building electrification requirement approaches. The “time of sale” 
initiative would require an escrow account be established and homeowners be offered a menu of 
options for emissions reduction improvements to be made to their new homes. The upgrades would 
have to be completed within an established amount of time.    

 
6. How is greenhouse gas reduction affected by power plants that use natural gas or other fossil fuels? 

 
Greenhouse gas reductions from building electrification depend in part on the electricity generation mix 
supplying the grid. Power plants that use natural gas or other fossil fuels still emit greenhouse gases 
when generating electricity. However, California’s electric grid is becoming progressively cleaner as more 
renewable and carbon-free energy resources are added and fossil fuel generation declines. As a result, 
electrified buildings generally produce much lower greenhouse gas emissions over time than buildings 
that rely on onsite natural gas combustion. In addition, eliminating onsite combustion improves indoor 
air quality and reduces exposure to pollutants within buildings. 
 

7. Are those calculations factored into the City’s programs? 
 
Yes. The City’s greenhouse gas reduction calculations account for the current electricity grid mix, 
including fossil fuel-generated electricity and natural gas consumption. The emissions factors used in 
climate planning are periodically updated to reflect the continuing transition toward cleaner electricity 
sources in California. 
 

8. Where are the resources going to come from to provide incentives for people/landlords? i.e., offering 
free or discounted charging rates for low-income/multifamily rental properties, e-bikes, etc. 
 
Funding for incentives and assistance programs generally comes from a combination of sources, 
including utility ratepayer-funded programs, state and federal grants, regional air quality and 
transportation funding, and local clean energy program revenues. Programs offered through agencies 
such as Silicon Valley Clean Energy (SVCE), Bay Area Air District, PG&E, the California Energy Commission, 
and California Air Resources Board are often funded through state climate investments, utility public 
purpose programs, or cap-and-trade revenues authorized for greenhouse gas reduction efforts. The 
City’s role is typically to coordinate, promote, or help residents access available external funding 
opportunities rather than relying solely on the City’s general fund. 
 

9. Are action items on attachment one listed in the highest priority order? 
 
No 

 
10. Are action items also listed in cost-effectiveness order? IE active transportation plan items. 

 
Actions are not listed in cost-effectiveness order. Action items are typically prioritized using several 
criteria — including emissions reduction potential, feasibility, equity, safety, funding opportunities, and 
consistency with existing City plans — rather than being listed strictly in order of cost-effectiveness. 
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11. What does the asterisk mean on some action items? 
 

The actions with an asterisk were modeled by Cascadia Consulting Group modeled the actions marked 
with an aster to estimate their total emission-reduction potential by 2045. 

 
ITEM 4.3 Economic Vitality Strategy Annual Progress Report 
 

12. One of the metrics is the following: “Number of square feet supporting commercial/industrial activities 
(target 26 million sq. ft.).” Can this be amended to also include the current percentage of land zoned for 
industrial use? This seems like a valuable metric as the City continues to see industrial-to-residential 
conversions. 
 
The current Measure of Success, “Number of square feet supporting commercial/industrial activities,” 
was approved by the City Council on April 23, 2024, as part of the adoption of the Economic Vitality 
Strategy. Council may provide direction to modify the Measure of Success during consideration of the 
Annual Progress Report. 
 

13. What is the difference between a strategic plan and the economic vitality strategy? 

There is no single definition of what a “strategic plan” is.  However, the Economic Vitality Strategy (EVS) 
has many elements commonly included in strategic plans, including an assessment of current conditions, 
identification of desired future conditions, and a program of actions designed to achieve the desired 
future conditions.  Thus, the EVS effectively functions as the City’s strategic plan for economic 
development. 

14. Are there any programs or loans for minorities or women to start businesses? 
 
The Economic Development team maintains a list of available business support programs and financing 
resources on the City’s Business Resources webpage, including the federal Small Business Administration 
7(a) Small Business Loan Program, the Action Opportunity Fund, and the California Capital Access 
Program, among others. Several of these programs are designed to support small businesses that may 
face barriers to accessing traditional financing, including women- and minority-owned businesses. 

In addition, the Economic Vitality Strategy (EVS) Year 3 Work Plan includes development of a low-cost 
loan program to provide flexible capital to small businesses, with a focus on addressing vacancies, 
supporting legacy and displaced businesses, and advancing an inclusive local economy. 

15. On the EV measure of success spreadsheet, where retail vacancy rate in Mountain View is going up, 
downtown office vacancy rent went up, and downtown retail vacancy rent went up, there were green 
checkmarks for the various goals. What does the check mark indicate? 
 
The current Measures of Success show the following vacancy rate trends: 

• Citywide Office Vacancy: Decrease  

• Citywide Retail Vacancy: Increase, but within the target range  

• Downtown Office Vacancy: Increase  

• Downtown Retail Vacancy: Decrease 

https://econdev.mountainview.gov/business/business-resources/financing-incentives/other-grants-loans
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The green check marks indicate which Economic Vitality Strategy goal(s) the Measure of Success is 
associated with, as some measures support and relate to multiple goals. 

ITEM 4.4 Stevens Creek Trail Extension from Dale Avenue/Heatherstone Way to West Remington Drive, 
Project 20-50-Professional Services Agreement 
 

16. Aren’t there about 32 acres of open space between SR-85 and Sunnyvale that have potential Parkland? 
What is happening with that? 

There are two areas of open space in the vicinity of the project: the areas south and north of W. 
Remington Drive. 

The area south of W. Remington Drive, bound by W. Remington Drive to the north, SR-85 to the west, 
and the City limits with Sunnyvale to the east and south, is the portion of the area currently under the 
City of Sunnyvale’s scope of work for the Stevens Creek Trail extension effort. Sunnyvale’s focus is 
between W. Remington Drive and W. Fremont Avenue. Staff has not quantified the acreage of this area 
but expects it to be approximately 10 acres. Sunnyvale will continue its project with environmental 
review and preliminary design now that the preferred trail alignment and additional funding have been 
identified.  

The area north of W. Remington Drive is Mountain View’s portion of the Stevens Creek Trail Extension 
project. This is within the open space area of Segment 1, as noted in the Council report, bound by SR-85 
to the west, the City limits with Sunnyvale to the east, W. Remington Drive to the south, and the Dale 
Avenue/Heatherstone Way intersection to the north. Staff has not quantified the acreage of this area 
but expects it to be approximately 7 acres. The scope of work will include an alternatives analysis, 
including an evaluation of trail options through this area. The project scope will establish a trail alignment 
through a public engagement process and develop the design concept of a trail extension. 

ITEM 6.1 5-Year Update to the Urban Water Management Plan and Water Shortage Contingency Plan 
 

17. We used to have a guaranteed amount from San Francisco, but with our new agreement, do we have a 
new minimum guaranteed amount of water? 

Mountain View has an individual supply guarantee of 12.46 million gallons per day (mgd) from San 
Francisco. 

ITEM 6.2 City Code Amendments to Allow Streamlined Administrative Approval for Housing Development 
Projects Utilizing Assembly Bill 130 and Other Minor Updates 
 

18. If a public hearing is requested and conducted, can staff explain how it would be different from (or similar 
to) a ZA hearing? Also, if a hearing is requested, is there a cost recovery fee charged? 
 
If a timely request for a hearing is received, staff will distribute a public notice containing the hearing 
details, including the date, time, and location, at least 14 days prior to the hearing. The hearing format 
would generally be similar to an Administrative Zoning (ZA) hearing in that the hearing officer, the 
Community Development Director, would provide an opportunity for public testimony and consider 
comments prior to making a project decision.  However, these hearings would be held only upon request 
and, unlike the Administrative Zoning hearing, would not be on a predetermined schedule. 
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If a hearing is requested, staff time and noticing costs associated with scheduling and conducting the 
hearing would be charged to the applicant’s project cost recovery account. 
 

19. If there is an appeal, when precisely would it occur? Is there any required timeframe by which the appeal 
must be conducted? 
 
Any decision of the Community Development Director may be appealed to the City Council within 10 
days following the date of emailing or mailing of the findings to the property owner and applicant, as 
provided in City Code Section 36.56.50.  If an appeal is filed, the appeal hearing will be scheduled and 
conducted in accordance with the City’s standard Council agenda scheduling and noticing procedures.  

 
However, if the project includes a subdivision, the Subdivision Map Act requires the Council to schedule 
a hearing within 45 days after the appeal is filed, and if there is no regular meeting available within that 
time, the hearing can be held at the next available meeting, but no later than 60 days after the request.  

  
Importantly, the time required to conduct an appeal hearing is not subject to the 30-day deadline for 
City action on AB 130 projects. 
 

20. How much would the filing fee for the appeal be? Would it be 100% cost recovery? 
 
The appeal filing fee is established in the City’s adopted Master Fee Schedule. Currently, the appeal fee 
is $6,755 for projects located in the R1 Zoning District and $8,939 for projects in any other zoning district. 
For cost recovery projects, staff time and noticing costs associated with processing an appeal would be 
charged to the project’s cost recovery account.  

 
ITEM 6.3 North Bayshore Area Plan Amendment 
 

21. Can staff clarify if the Burrowing Owl Preservation Plan (2012) is referenced in the amended Plan? 
 

The Burrowing Owl Preservation Plan is not referenced in the amended North Bayshore Area Plan, 
though the Shoreline Wildlife Management Plan is referenced. The activities in the Burrowing Owl 
Preservation Plan will continue regardless and are a part of the regular operations and maintenance of 
Mountain View at Shoreline Regional Park and the City’s ongoing support for the maintenance, 
operations, and administration of the Shoreline Regional Park Community. That said, if Council would 
like the Plan to be specifically referenced, Staff is happy to do so.  

 
ITEM 7.1 Parks and Recreation Strategic Plan Adoption 
 

22. Would the annual update/review include an update regarding the projected park needs based on 
population growth and/or new housing receiving building permits? 
  
Yes. The annual review would include updates on implementation progress, performance metrics, and 
relevant changes that may affect park and recreation needs over time. A more comprehensive 
reassessment of park land needs and level of service metrics, including updated acres per 1,000 
residents’ calculations based on 2030 Census data, would occur as part of the Plan’s five-year update in 
2031. 
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23. Can staff provide a preliminary list of priorities based on expenditure level? For example, if the City had 
$25 million available for the implementation of the Parks and Recreation Strategic Plan, how much per 
planning area would staff recommend? If $50 million were available, how would staff prioritize the 
expenditure in each planning area? If $75 million were available, how would the staff prioritize the 
expenditure of those funds? 
 
The Strategic Plan’s Action Plan outlines a broad range of potential land acquisition, park development, 
rehabilitation, trail, biodiversity, and recreation-related improvements intended for implementation 
over the next 10 to 15 years. Developing hypothetical funding scenarios is challenging because actual 
implementation priorities will depend on future land acquisition and construction costs, the availability 
and timing of land acquisition opportunities, and the funding sources available when these opportunities 
arise. 
  
Consistent with the Strategic Plan’s prioritization framework and feedback from the community and the 
Parks and Recreation Commission, staff would prioritize investments to expand park access in 
underserved Planning Areas, including Thompson, Rengstorff, Sylvan-Dale, Stierlin, Central, and San 
Antonio. The Plan also prioritizes near-term biodiversity, tree canopy, and landscaping improvements 
across the park system, consistent with the Biodiversity and Urban Forest Plan. 
  
Chapter 6 of the Strategic Plan establishes a park development framework that identifies a range of 
potential park and open space expansion opportunities, including land acquisition, new park 
development, trail connections, and updates and enhancements to existing parks. The framework 
includes planning-level cost assumptions to help illustrate the scale of investment needed, including 
approximately $10 million per acre for land acquisition and approximately $3 million to $6 million per 
acre for park development and construction, depending on the type and complexity of improvements. 
  
Assuming land and funding availability within the plan horizon of 10 to 15 years, the following projects 
identified in the Action Plan could fall under the different scenarios: 
 
$25 million funding scenario 
 
• Acquire land for a new neighborhood park (1-5 acres) within an underserved Planning Area with the 

lowest park land per 1,000 residents and relative lack of access or reliance on school fields such as 
Rengstorff, Thompson, or Sylvan-Dale* 

• Near-term biodiversity and tree canopy improvements in all parks, including expanding tree canopy 
and establishing or enhancing native habitat, pollinator gardens, and climate-resilient landscaping 

• Complete update improvements to San Veron Park, which is within the Stierlin Planning Area 
• Design and construct Calderon Park within the Central Planning Area 

 
* To proceed with design and construction of this property within the $25 million scenario, one or two 
of the other projects may not be completed. 
 
$50 million funding scenario 
 
In addition to the projects noted under the $25 million scenario, the following could be funded under 
the $50 million funding scenario: 
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• Acquire land for a new neighborhood park (1-5 acres) in any of the underserved Planning Areas, 
focusing on Planning Areas with the lowest park land per 1,000 residents, lack of access by a 10-
minute walk, or reliance on school fields 

• Design and construct land acquired for a neighborhood park within Rengstorff, Thompson, or Sylvan-
Dale 

• Complete update improvements to Rex Manor, Thaddeus, and Varsity Parks – parks that fall within 
the underserved Planning Areas of Stierlin and Thompson 

• Complete enhancement improvements to Klein Park (San Antonio Planning Area) 
• Design and construct 555 West Middlefield Park (Stierlin Planning Area) 
 
$75 million funding scenario 
 
In addition to the projects noted under both the $25 million and $50 million scenarios, the following may 
be funded with $75 million: 

 
• Acquire additional land for a new neighborhood park (1-5 acres) in any of the underserved Planning 

Areas, focusing on Planning Areas with the lowest park land per 1,000 residents, lack of access by a 
10-minute walk, or reliance on school fields 

• Design and construct land acquired for a neighborhood park under the $50 million scenario 
• Complete update improvements to Stevens Creek Trail, which traverses multiple Planning Areas 

(North Bayshore, Whisman, Stierlin, Central and Grant) 
• Incorporate inclusive design improvements in existing parks guided by the City’s Americans with 

Disabilities Act (ADA) Self-Evaluation and Transition Plan 
 
 
 

 


