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REPORT TO MAYOR AND COUNCIL NO:  09-081
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Council Meeting: March 24, 2009

SUBJECT: 2007-0346 Amendments to Title 19 to Implement the
Citywide Green Building Policies and Budget Supplement

REPORT IN BRIEF

On August 26, 2008, the City Council made a series of policy decisions to
encourage and require sustainable building practices within the City (Study
Issue, “Extension of Sustainable Building Requirements Beyond Moffett Park”,
RTC 08-255- See Attachment A for Council minutes). One aspect of this policy
is to establish criteria for “green building” standards and requirements. The
proposed code changes implement these criteria, and provide all zoning
requirements necessary to implement the program (See Attachment B for draft
ordinance). It also updates the Moffett Park green building requirements, in
order for them to keep pace with the changes proposed for the remainder of the
City. Also included is a resolution to adopt, as Council policy, the Green
Building Tables, which detail the specific requirements for new building
construction, additions and renovations (See Green Building Tables and
Resolution in Attachment D). These tables are not a part of the ordinance in
order to give greater opportunity for regular review of the standards to allow
them to remain current.

Implementing a program such as this requires a great deal of time from all
parties involved to meet the high standards proposed by the Council. An
important first step is to educate the public and staff prior to new requirements
taking effect. To that end, more than 10 outreach meetings have been held with
businesses, homeowners, design professionals and business groups. A key
recommendation was to allow a substantial lead time for the effective date of
the ordinance; therefore, staff is recommending the actual green building
ordinance take effect on January 1, 2010. This will allow additional time for
outreach and education and for projects that were started prior to the Council
changes to finalize their projects under the prior standards, rather than the
proposed standards.

Included in Council’s policy direction was to return with a budget modification
to fund: training programs for staff (in order to better serve the public); review
of future projects that have green building elements; and, education for the
public of the new requirements. One of the most repeated comments given by
community members at outreach meetings was the importance of educating
the community on the requirements, the positive benefits of green building
elements and increasing the exposure of the issue to the public.

Issued by the City Manager
Template rev. 2008
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On March 9, 2009, the Planning Commission considered the zoning code
amendments and budget supplement (See Attachment G for Planning
Commission minutes), and voted 7-0 to recommend to the Council Alternative
1: to introduce the ordinance, adopt the resolution establishing the Green
Building Tables, and approve the recommended approach for a future Budget
Supplement. The Commission also voted 7-0 to include a recommendation to
the Council as follows:

e C(Clearly define sustainability in the context of the ordinance;

e Acknowledge the role that reductions in traditional vehicle trips and an
increase in alternative transportation methods will play in reducing
impacts to the greenhouse gases; and

e Encourage the Council to ensure the recommendations of this report are
just the first step in addressing the issue of sustainability, with
assurance that further efforts occur.

BACKGROUND

The prior study issue focused on opportunities to integrate green building
practices in all types of projects in the City, not just those located in Moffett
Park. After significant study, the City Council adopted a series of policies that
included municipal code changes. The proposed ordinance reflects the
approved modifications to the zoning code for all areas outside Moffett Park as
well as for properties subject to the Moffett Park Specific Plan.

EXISTING POLICY

Council Policy - 1.1.9 Sustainable Development and Green Buildings

It is the policy of the City to encourage new and remodeled development
within the City to incorporate sustainable design principles in the following
disciplines:

Sustainable Sites

Water Efficiency

Energy and Atmosphere Materials and Resources

Indoor Environmental Quality

O 00O

DISCUSSION

The proposed ordinance amendments and Green Building Tables are first steps
in implementing the actions the Council supported in last year’s Study Issue
on sustainable building requirements. The Council’s action at that time was to
adopt several efforts to meet the challenge of a clean energy economy, and to
expand the requirements beyond Moffett Park, which has one of the first green
building requirements in the area. The efforts also stemmed from the City
Visioning process, which took place in 2006. A specific policy from that process
states that Sunnyvale should be:
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“A regional leader in environmental sustainability advocating to reduce
dependence on non-renewable resources by providing greater
transportation options, reducing waste, protecting our natural resources,
and promoting alternative energy usage and research. We take
environmental preservation and protection seriously and consider how
each action will affect Sunnyvale for future generations.”

The first step towards reaching this goal is to adopt new building requirements
to increase awareness of building options and to change the way they are
designed and built.

The proposed ordinance establishes a new section to the Zoning Code entitled,
“Green Building Regulations,” and includes reference to other Code sections to
clarify the requirements. These sections contain the purpose, standards and
procedures relating to green building requirements. It uses a format and
terminology similar to what other cities have used for this subject.

The concept of the proposed changes is to add requirements and incentives for
new buildings, additions and major alterations to meet high “green” standards.
These standards are constantly evolving, but generally include types of building
materials, energy efficiencies, proximity to transit, etc. The proposed ordinance
refers to “Green Building Tables” which define each type of improvement, level
of green building standard to be met and possible incentives. These tables are
purposely not a part of the new ordinance in order to allow changes to the
policies to be incorporated as technologies and the economy evolves. These
tables would be adopted by Council resolution. The intent is that the tables are
reviewed every 18 months to ensure the requirements and incentives are
relevant and reflective of the goals of the City; and if so, a resolution would be
adopted specifying the next level of requirements and incentives.

SCOPE

There are existing green building requirements for the Moffett Park Specific
Plan area, and the proposed ordinance would add requirements for the entire
City and would amend the Moffett Park requirements to be consistent the new
requirements for the rest of the City. The Green Building Tables will include
separate standards for the Moffett Park Specific Plan area in order to allow the
transition from the existing standards to the new proposal. It is proposed that
the standards for both Moffett Park and the remainder of the City will become
consistent when the second phase of the Green Building Tables take effect.
Included with this RTC is a draft resolution which would adopt the proposed
Moffett Park green building requirements in a different form than shown in the
Specific Plan.

New requirements went into effect for the Moffett Park Specific Plan area on
January 1 of this year. Those changes are shown in the Green Building Tables,
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and include requiring new construction over 10,000 square feet to be designed
to a LEED Certified level as determined by a LEED professional; plus a 15-20%
increase in floor area ratio (FAR) is allowed if the project receives LEED
Certified verification from the U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC).

In addition to the Moffett Park requirements, there are other issues that need
special attention because of the unique nature of the field. One example is how
to define “remodel” in determining whether that work would require the
inclusion of green building methods. There are remodels that change aspects
for which green building techniques can be used, and many that do not. Other
issues include determination of an appeal process for green building scope,
listing exempt projects and how to require builders to complete green building
aspects of their projects after construction commences.

Listed below is a brief discussion of the proposed ordinance and Green
Building Tables:

EFFECTIVE DATE

The new ordinance will apply to all “covered projects”, as defined below.
Although the original Study Issue staff report described a January 1, 2009
start date, it was not possible for the new ordinance to start on that date due to
several factors, including: preparation of the new ordinance, holding several
outreach meetings, establishing a process for permitting, training staff and
ensuring the City is prepared to review, guide and permit new projects with the
green building requirements.

Since adoption of the green building guidelines in August 2008, the local and
world economy is in a recession. Although implementation of this program is
an important aspect of the City’s desire to promote and institute sustainable
and environmentally sensitive practices, there may be reasons that this is not
the best time to implement such a program. In particular, because of the
economic situation, many businesses are finding themselves in survival mode,
and while green remains a priority for many of them, it is far less of a priority
than staying in business and preventing lay off of employees. This condition is
expected to exist through 2009, and possibly turnaround in early 2010. The
potential cost to applicants of imposing these new standards may cause an
increase in their design and construction expenses during a time when
construction financing is difficult to obtain. Also, the new requirements, in
combination with the economic conditions, could affect the ability to gain
tenants to occupy new or existing space in a highly competitive market. The
City should weigh the long term goals and benefits of such standards with the
initial financial implications that could be imposed on local businesses and
developers.
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e Options:

1. Have an effective date of January 1, 2010, which would give more
time for recovery from the recession and allow projects currently in
the pipeline to be completed under the rules in existence at the
time of project design. Projects for which a building permit has
been submitted prior to the effective date of the regulations would
be exempt from the ordinance.

2. Have an effective date of July 1, 2010, which would give even more
time for recovery from the recession (which may turnaround in
early 2010), and due to City budget constraints. This approach
would save City money on training the development review teams
in the Planning and Building Divisions on green building
techniques and new requirements. It would also give applicants the
option to complete work under existing codes and requirements,
possibly saving them money in design and construction costs.

¢ Recommendations for New Buildings and Construction
Staff recommends Option 1 to make January 1, 2010 date the
commencement date of the new green building requirements.

COVERED PROJECTS

This section applies to all projects defined as “covered projects,” which are
those that meet specific requirements and criteria. This list is meant to define
which projects are affected by the new regulations. Determining which types of
projects is to be included is a difficult process, because not all construction or
renovation has possible green building elements. Staff is recommending an
approach that attempts to affect those projects that have the greatest
opportunity to include green building techniques.

During the outreach meetings, many comments were made by architects,
developers, residential designs, and contractors who were concerned with
maintaining the streamlined permitting process that Sunnyvale is nationally
known for. This process is very important to our customers in that it allows
90% of building permits to be issued within one business day. The streamlined
process also increases staff efficiency. Changes to the successful permitting
process can cause significant delays in issuing permits and construction
progress and may also require additional staff time and resources.

One of the greatest difficulties of implementing this ordinance has been
defining how the new standards apply to remodels and renovations. Concern
was expressed about this aspect by the community at the outreach meetings.
In the tables presented to Council in August 2008, remodels were defined by
the size of the space affected by the improvement. After reviewing this
definition further, and based on feedback from the design community at
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outreach meetings, it became clear that the size of an improvement does not
always provide for green building opportunities. For instance, a tenant
improvement remodel may include a large portion of the building, but not have
green building options available, such as industrial users installing large tools
or machinery.

Based on reviewing other community’s guidelines, analyzing the LEED and BIG
programs, and feedback received during the outreach meetings, staff believes
that the following recommended definition of “covered projects” is practical and
a reasonable balance of the varying interests, including the necessary
additional resources:

¢ Recommendations for New Buildings, Additions and Remodels

Include in the ordinance the following list of “covered projects” for any

project for which a complete building permit has not been submitted prior

to the effective date, as determined by the Chief Building Official (the Green

Building Tables specify the thresholds and standards for each covered

project listed below):

a) Newly constructed non-residential buildings that are 5,000 gross square
feet or more (new buildings).

b) New large non-residential interiors that are 5,000 gross square feet or
more (first-time improvements of a tenant space).

c) Major alterations of existing non-residential buildings that are 10,000
gross square feet or more (alterations where interior finishes are removed
and significant upgrades to structural and mechanical, electrical and/or
plumbing systems are proposed).

d) Newly constructed multi-family residential buildings of three units or
more.

e) Additions and remodels of multi-family residential buildings.

f) Newly constructed single-family residential buildings of any size (with
varying requirements).

g) Additions and remodels of single-family residential buildings.

Include language in the Green Building Tables that specify:

a) The valuation levels to determine applicability of the thresholds for
single-family and multi-family buildings, initially proposed to be set
accordingly:

a. Additions and remodels of single-family residential buildings that
exceed $100,000 valuation.

b. Additions and remodels of multi-family residential buildings that
exceed $250,000 valuation.

b) Valuation will change over time and can be determined by the director of
community development based on the valuation per square foot of
construction in the annually adopted fee resolution.
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Given the unique nature of each type of construction, there are two different
options to use for the definition of a remodel: one for non-residential and the
other for residential structures. Non-residential structures would follow a
definition based on the work that is being done, while residential structures
would follow a definition based on the value of the work being completed.
Many of the terms described are new to the Zoning Code and provide
guidance when those terms are used.

Council directed staff to include residential remodels that affect 50% or
more of area. Staff researched other community’s regulations and discussed
the 50% floor area approach at the outreach meetings. It was concluded
that square footage is not the best threshold for triggering green building
elements; for example, an electrical upgrade throughout the home may
involved 50% or more of the house, but there are no practical green building
options. Construction valuation (a staff determined amount) may be a more
practical tool for measuring the scope of a residential remodel project. For
example, the $100,000 valuation threshold proposed for single-family
homes could include improvements such as bath or kitchen remodels or
small additions, which would represent more opportunities to meet the
standards. The cumulative valuation of all active building permits will be
used to determine if a particular project exceeds the established thresholds
and is subject to the green building requirements.

¢ Recommendations for New Definitions:
Amend the code to include the definitions shown in the proposed ordinance,
including:

“Major alterations” means alterations where interior finishes are
removed and significant upgrades to structural and mechanical,
electrical and plumbing systems are proposed in existing
commercial, office and industrial buildings.

“New large non-residential interiors” means first-time tenant
improvements in existing buildings.

“Residential alterations” means any rehabilitation, repair,
remodeling, change, or modification to an existing building, where
changes to floor area and the footprint of the building exceeds the
specified valuation as shown in the Green Building Tables, where:

= The valuation of renovation improvements shall be
determined by the Building Division based on the valuation
per square foot of construction in the annually adopted fee
resolution.

» These valuations shall exclude from such valuation the cost
of (a) seismic upgrades, (b) accessibility upgrades, or (c)
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photovoltaic panels or other solar energy or similar devices
exterior to the building.

These recommended definitions for covered remodel projects would include
projects such as:

e The initial tenant improvement in a new non-residential building such as
new Class A office buildings or first-time build-out of new commercial
space.

e Tenant improvements in existing non-residential buildings where
complete interior is remodeled/upgraded, which may include new office
spaces, or a change in use.

e Residential projects in existing buildings where the existing interior space
remodeled (kitchens, baths, etc.) in conjunction with a small addition
(bedroom, family room extension, etc.).

GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS

The Green Building Tables (Attachment D) provide the specific levels of green
building attainment that will be required. The tables are similar to those
provided to the Council when action was taken on the Study Issue in August,
2008 (Attachment C), but have been amended in order to address issues that
have been identified by the business community as part of the subsequent
public outreach process. In order to maintain current, relevant standards, the
tables will be reviewed by the Council periodically to ensure the standards
continue to meet the community’s goals. These changes can include increasing
the standards at each Council review, as provided in earlier staff
recommendation.

¢ Recommendations for Green Building Standards

Adopt Council Policy for the standards shown in the draft ordinance,
including the breakdown of level of improvements with the associated level
of green building attainment.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES

This section of the draft ordinance details how applications will be reviewed,
including types of checklists required and how compliance will be checked
ensuring green building methods are included in the project’s construction.

One approach would be to have each project certified by the appropriate
organization, such as LEED or Build it Green as required by the Green
Building Tables; however, this approach causes concern among staff and many
participants of the outreach meetings because it could add significant time and
cost to a project. A second option would be to require a project to be designed
to meet the “design intent” of the LEED or BIG standard, similar to the existing
requirements in the Moffett Park Specific Plan area. In those cases, the
building plans would include all green building aspects as prepared and
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certified by a qualified green building professional showing the project is
designed to the standards shown in the tables (similar to an architect signing
off on plans). A third approach brought up by the business community is to
have the City be the sole reviewer for compliance, rather than require the
applicant to obtain a separate certification, in order to speed up the process
and avoid the additional cost. This could have a significant fiscal impact and
would slow down the processing time of building permit applications.

e Options

1. Require formal certification from the applicable organization.

2. Require projects to meet the “design intent” of the standards which
include plans prepared and certified by an accredited professional,
except those projects which are applying for an incentive, for which
full certification would be required.

3. Require the City to review green building plans.

¢ Recommendations for Administrative Procedures

Staff recommends Option 2, as reflected in the Administrative Procedures
section of the draft ordinance. This option allows an accredited green
building professional to certify a project, ensuring green building standards
are met without the additional time and expense of formal certification.

NON-COMPLIANCE

This section deals with projects that do not comply with the approved plans or
Green Building checklist during construction. It details how, as the result of
any inspection, a stop work order could be issued to require the developer to
meet the green building check list requirements.

¢ Recommendations for Non-compliance
Adopt the standards as shown in the draft ordinance.

SPECIFICALLY EXEMPT PROJECTS

In addition to case-by-case exempted projects (listed below), there are other
types of construction that could be exempted from the green building
requirements. These would include projects for which no green building
alternatives are available, or are themselves a “green” improvement.

¢ Recommendations for Specifically Exempt Projects

Amend the code to include the following exemptions:

a) Solar or energy generation/conservation facilities;

b) Heritage buildings;

c) Fire, flood, wind, earthquake, or other natural disaster damage repairs;
d) Disabled access upgrades;

e) Seismic upgrades;

f) Exterior modifications;

g) Swimming pools;

h) Temporary structures
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HARDSHIP OR INFEASIBILITY EXEMPTIONS AND APPEALS

No ordinance can cover all issues or situations, and this section is proposed to
cover situations where an applicant believes there are circumstances that exist
which present a hardship to meet the ordinance requirement. An option is to
allow the Director of Community Development to use discretion in granting
exceptions based on a showing of good cause. Appeals of the Director’s
decisions could be made to the Board of Building Code Appeals.

¢ Recommendations for Hardship Exemptions and Appeals

Amend the code to include the following exemptions:

a) If a project applicant believes that circumstances exist presenting an
unreasonable hardship to meet the requirements of this chapter, the
applicant may apply for an exemption as set forth in this section.

b) In applying for an exemption, the burden is on the applicant to show
unreasonable hardship.

c) Acceptance or denial of an exemption is at the discretion of the Director
of Community Development.

d) Unreasonable hardship exemptions will only be granted in unusual
circumstances based upon a showing of good cause and a determination
that the public interest is not served by compliance or other compelling
circumstances.

e) The decision may be appealed to the Board of Building Code Appeals.

f) An unreasonable hardship shall be defined as practical infeasibility,
difficulties, or results inconsistent with the general purposes of this
chapter or harms designated historic resources.

OTHER NECESSARY ACTIONS
In addition to adopting the ordinance and Green Building Tables, there are
other actions necessary to implement these efforts:

e Amend the Moffett Park Specific Plan- The current zoning ordinance is
consistent with the Moffett Park Specific Plan, specifically regarding
green building requirements. Staff recommends that Council adopt a
resolution that would, in effect, amend the requirements listed in the
Specific Plan to be consistent with the proposed green building efforts
(see Resolution- Attachment F).

e Remove or Amend Council Policy 1.1.9- The current policy was adopted
in 2004, and would be superseded if the recommended alternatives of
this study are adopted. Staff recommends that Council move to repeal
this policy effective January 1, 2010 (see Attachment H for policy).

FISCAL IMPACT

Implementing the Sustainable Building requirements will create both a short
and long-term fiscal impact. The short-term impact will result in order to
provide training for staff and the public on the new requirements. Long-term
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fiscal impacts would result since reviewing green building elements would take
additional time for all permits, including building and planning.

Based on the recommended program implementation date of January 1, 2010,
staff estimates the total fiscal impact in FY 2009/10 to be approximately
$120,000. The estimated cost impact beyond FY 2009/2010 is approximately
$145,000 annually. The FY 2009/10 costs include a significant amount of
community and staff training, as well as plan review and inspection resources
for projects submitted after January 1, 2010 that requires green building
features. The fiscal impact for each following year has reduced training
resources and increased plan review and inspection resources as the green
building requirements will be in place for the entire fiscal year.

Staff recommends establishing a fee to recover the cost of the new service and
incorporating it into the City’s Fee Schedule. Currently, staff is working with a
consultant to review all development services fees (land use permitting,
building permitting, fire permitting, and Public Works/Engineering permitting)
to verify that the fees collected cover the total cost of providing services and
adjusting fees where necessary. Staff recommends that any additional fees
required to cover the cost for the green building program be reviewed and
determined through the current fee study.

Because the implementation of City-wide green building policies is
recommended for January 1, 2010, there is no required action to modify or
supplement the budget at this point. As discussed, staff recommends
implementing a fee to recover the cost for the resources required for the green
building program. As the implementation date nears, staff will return to
Council with a report requesting an amendment to the City’s Fee Schedule to
add this new fee, as well as to request approval of a budget modification. This
budget modification will increase budgeted operating expenditures to consider
the costs of the green building program, and will recognize corresponding
revenues based on the cost-recovery fee.

PUBLIC CONTACT
There were several outreach meetings held during the past five months,
including meetings with homeowners, property owners, businesses, design
professionals and business groups. Each group had specific concerns, but
there were general comments stated, as follows:
1. How to define remodels so additional improvements beyond the scope of
work is not required in order to meet green building standards.
2. Requiring all projects to receive either 3rd party or independent
association (LEED, BIG) certification will add significant cost and time to
a project. The interest was to either allow the green building professional
that worked on the project to sign-off on the green elements, or have the
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City act as the 3t party in reviewing the plans as part of a building
permit.

3. It was stated several times, “please don’t lose the Sunnyvale way of
reviewing projects” by over-burdening the process or fees collected. It was
clear the community wants to be able to include green building aspects
to a project without causing a time constraint in the existing streamlined
process.

4. Some felt the City should start the green building program by applying
only to new builds and not remodels. The reason is to allow the City and
development community to become familiar with the green building
techniques on those types of projects for which it is easiest to apply the
standards (which would be newly designed buildings).

5. Some participants mentioned the importance of encouraging efficiencies
in existing homes and buildings. It is said that the greenest building is
that which already exists, and making energy and water efficiencies at
those buildings would make the greatest differences because the vast
majority of structures in the City will not be changed, remodeled or
renovated.

6. The most significant comment by all parties is the need to educate the
community on the possibilities and efficiencies that green building
methods can add to a property.

7. It was stated that educating staff in reviewing and guiding applicants
and property owners (especially single-family residential owners) is
crucial for the program to be a success and to continue doing things the
“Sunnyvale way.”

Public contact was made by posting the Council agenda on the City's official-
notice bulletin board outside City Hall, in the Council Chambers lobby, in the
Office of the City Clerk, at the Library, Senior Center, Community Center and
Department of Public Safety; posting the agenda and report on the City's Web
site; and making the report available at the Library and the Office of the City
Clerk.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

A Negative Declaration has been prepared in accordance with California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provisions. The Negative Declaration found
no significant impacts would result from the green building program. The
environmental review prepared by staff examined possible impacts specifically
from the incentive options available in the Green Building Tables, but found
that the measures required to qualify for additional building size or heights
would be mitigated by requirements that would be incorporated as a result of
those requirements (such as Transportation Demand Management programs,
location of projects near transit, etc.).
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ALTERNATIVES

1. Council action on the following:

a.

d.

€.

Introduce the ordinance, which includes zoning code revisions
(including a new section 19.39 Green Building Regulations -
Attachment B). '
Adopt a resolution establishing the Green Building Tables
(Attachment D).

Make the effective date of the new requirements and ordinance
January 1, 2010. '

Approve a motion to remove Council Policy 1.1.9 effective January
1, 2010. :

Adopt a resolution amending the Moffett Park Specific Plan
effective January 1, 2010.

2. Alternative 1 with a later effective date, such as July 1, 2010, as
determined by the Council to respond to the current economic
conditions.

3. Adopt Alternative 1 with revisions to the ordinance as desired by
Council.

Do not adopt the ordinance and resolutions and direct staff to return
with additional information and/or changes.

4.

RECOMMENDATION

Alternative 1. The proposed language is consistent with Council direction and
is generally consistent with other nearby community’s guidelines. The effective
date of January 1, 2010 is an important aspect of the new ordinance because it
will allow the community and staff to prepare for new projects.

Reviewed by:

Hanson Hom, Director, Community Development
Reviewed by: Trudi Ryan, Planning Officer
Prepared by: Andrew Miner, Principal Planner

Apprpved by:

| City Manager
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Attachments
A. City Council Meeting Minutes of August 26, 2008
B. Draft Ordinance with Code Amendments to Title 19
C. Original Study Issue Green Building Tables
D. Resolution Adopting the Green Building Tables as Policy
E. Negative Declaration
F. Resolution Adopting a Revised Moffett Park Specific Plan Requirements
G. Planning Commission Meeting Draft Minutes of March 9, 2009
H. Council Policy 1.1.9
[. Budget Modification Tables
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RTC 08-255 2007-0346 Extension of Sustainable Building Requirements
Beyond Moffett Park (Study Issue) :

Associate Planner Ryan Kuchenig presented the staff report.
(Video tape briefly stopped recording).

Vice Mayor Hamilton verified with Planning Officer Trudi Ryan that incentives are meant
to assist with introducing the new requirements.

Vice Mayor Hamilton stated it seems that there is enough awareness in the community
about green building practices and it does not seem that incentives are needed.
Planning Officer Ryan stated that many companies are using green practices in their
marketing; however, they are not necessarily at the levels that staff is recommending.

Councilmember Swegles explained that standards continually change and spoke about
the fine line between encouraging green building and making a project too cost-
prohibitive to build. Director Hom responded that it is difficult to recommend a certain
standard because everything is evolving; therefore, whatever Council adopts should be
revisited on a regular basis in regard to what new technology is available and whether
there are any issues with some of the requirements.

Planning Officer Ryan explained that the City participates with the regional efforts in
coordination with other municipalities. Collaboratively the standards are reviewed and
the group works together to identify when the standards change and to provide
uniformity between the communities within the standards that are being used, which is
helpful to homeowners and developers.

Councilmember Whittum inquired as to whether the proposed building standards
incorporate proximity to transit. Planning Officer Ryan responded that the Leadership in
Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) program awards points for proximity to public
transit.

Councilmember Whittum verified with Planning Officer Ryan that flexible parking
standards could mean fewer parking spaces, a different percentage of compact spaces,
the reservation of a number of spaces previously not allowed, or it may reduce the
number of parking spaces because they would be timed and managed in a different
manner.

Councilmember Whittum verified with Planning Officer Ryan that staff is recommending
phasing in the program so that as each year progresses the standard is raised.

Councilmember Whittum and Director Hom discussed the effects of the Global Warming
Solutions Act (AB 32). Councilmember Whittum verified with Director Hom that over
time the state code will incorporate more AB 32 standards as mandatory requirements.

City Manager Amy Chan explained that this report reflects some leadership issues such
as the level to set the LEED requirements. Staff’s recommendation took into account
that policy direction is needed from Council on this item.

Councilmember Moylan verified with Planning Officer Ryan that staff would look at the
levels being recommended Citywide and incorporate those same levels into the Moffett
Park framework. Should Council decide not to incorporate the same levels in the Moffett
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Park area then the area would have a lower standard than the rest of City, and Council
may choose to encourage incentives in the Class A development area. Planning Officer
Ryan explained that a general Citywide ordinance would not address Moffett Park and
that is why staff is suggesting an amendment to the specific plan for this area.

Councilmember Moylan verified with Planning Officer Ryan that it is conceivable that the
result of staff’s work could result in the Moffett Park specific plan staying as it is;
however, should staff find a disconnect between Moffett Park and the rest of the City,
Council may want to address that issue.

Councilmember Moylan stated if Council approves these requirements, in the future staff
may return to Council with a recommendation to increase the standards for Moffett
Park; however, currently staff is looking into this for consistency. Director Hom clarified
that Council may provide direction to implement the building requirements Citywide
including Moffett Park or decide not to change the requirements for Moffett Park. Should
Council wish to impose that the requirements also include Moffett Park then staff would
need to return to Council with a specific plan and ordinance requirements in order to
implement that option. Director Hom explained that staff is recommending
implementing higher level requirements uniformly for all projects in the City, regardless
of whether they are in Moffett Park or not.

Public hearing opened at 7:55 p.m.

Jim Griffith, member of Cool Cities, spoke in favor of sustainable building requirements
within the City. Griffith stated he would like Council to consider the long-term effects
and benefits of a sustainable building requirement policy. Griffith stated greater
consideration should be given to the more difficult requirements, because the benefits
will be long term and can offer substantial savings in the future. Griffith stated Council
should also consider that these building requirements will be mandatory in the near
future; therefore, Council should be cautious in hiring staff for something that within a
few years will become normal practice for builders. Griffith stated he opposes modifying
zoning standards for setbacks, heights, and signage. Griffith stated he is concerned over
adopting educational requirements, because the City would be duplicating educational
efforts that are already currently available.

Councilmember Moylan stated the staff report made a good point in identifying that
there is a limited amount of incentives that can be provided for residential
developments.

Griffith stated he agrees with Vice Mayor Hamilton in questioning the need for incentives
as a necessity, because they are likely to create a situation in which a large amount of
an existing home was built one way, and a smaller percentage, possibility an addition,
was built using green standards. '

Barbara Fukumoto spoke about the benefits of green building practices. Fukumoto
requested Council consider her suggestions which entail including extensive residential
remodels in the policy; deleting residential incentives, and shortening the phase and
time tables to 12 months.

Gary Bailey, vice chair of local chapter of the Sierra Club, stated he agreed with the
previous speaker, Fukumoto. Bailey encouraged Council to adopt the proposed
standards in a timely manner.
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MOTION: Councilmember Moylan moved and Councilmember Howe seconded to
approve Alternative 1: Council approves developing a framework for sustainability that
includes several elements, as amended by staff and the Planning Commission, with all
the alternatives as listed on pages 23-25 of the staff report

with add in the incentive 1.A.-9 from page 22: Require LEED or BIG certification for
projects that take advantage of the modified zoning standards.

Public hearing closed at 8:04 p.m.

Vice Mayor Hamilton stated she opposes the motion.

Councilmember Moylan stated five years ago Council took a risk to require that
companies in the Moffett Park Specific Plan wanting more floor area ratio (FAR) would
need to incorporate green practices. Passage of this requirement was extremely
controversial at the time, but it did pay off and it is part of the reason why this study
issue was originally proposed. Councilmember Moylan stated the reason an incentive is
needed is because it is at least one to two percent more expensive to build a green
project and a high level of certification would increase the expense even more, The
higher the level of green building, the longer it will take to be financially justified. Most
residents are not adopting green practices necessarily to save money rather residents
install energy efficient systems for reasons such as becoming immune to rolling
blackouts. Councilmember Moyian stated incentives will be needed until such time that
it becomes inexpensive o build a green project, and that will not happen anytime scon.
Councilmember Moylan stated he agrees with the option of leaving Moffett Park where it
is, depending on the work plan. Counciimember Moylan stated he supports including 50
percent residential remodels in the policy and verified with staff that he will need to add
that item formally to his motion.

Vice Mayor Hamilton stated the incentives offered at Moffett Park five years ago are no
longer needed as they have hit their tipping point, and no incentives are needed on the
commercial side. Vice Mayor Hamilton stated for residential, financial tools, such as a
low cost loan, are more valuable than incentives. Vice Mayor Hamilton stated her
biggest concern under the proposed incentive plan is that residential or commercial
properties with proposals for huge floor area ratios (FAR) would be allowed. Vice Mayor
Hamilton stated that a problem arises when a larger home is built and then subsequent
developers or homeowners request the same FAR allowance. Vice Mayor Hamilton
stated that if Council is concerned about paving over all the bare land in the City, then
they need to consider smaller lot coverage for projects.

Vice Mayor Hamilton offered & friendly amendment to approve Alternative 1 without
items 1.a.,i and 1.a.,ii. Vice Mayor Hamilton stated without that amendment, she cannot

support the motion.
Councilmember Howe accepted the friendly amendment.

Councilmember Howe inquired when this report will come back to Council with
meaningful data as to whether the incentives are working or not, and Planning Officer
Ryan stated within three years some data would be avallable. Director Hom stated
Council’s endorsement of higher LEED standards would require a decision soon as the
implementation date is January 1, 2009.

Councilmember Howe offered a friendly amendment to have staff return to Council for
review within three years from the effective date of the ordinance.
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Friendly amendment accepted by Councilmember Moylan and Councilmember Howe.

Councilmember Swegles stated he heard Councilmember Howe, as the second to the
motion, accept modifications and he would like to be perfectly clear that the
modifications accepted were made by Councilmember Howe and not of the Vice Mayor.
Councilmember Swegles stated that he heard Councilmember Howe accept a friendly
amendment from the Vice Mayor, as the second. Councilmember Moylan stated that
Counciimember Howe approved his own friendly amendment.

Councilmember Swegles stated he will support the motion and asked that staff continue
to review any changes In the LEED standards. Councilmember Swegles asked staff to
return to Council right away should any issues arise, even if something occurs before
the designated three years that staff has been asked to return to Council.

Councilmember Whittum verified with Planning Officer Ryan that LEED standards will be
required for new or remodeled properties between 5,000 and 50,000 square feet;
however, an incentive will be offered to obtain a higher LEED standard.

Councilmember Whittum stated he does support much of what is included in the
framework: however, he opposes the motion because it is not financially sustainable.
Councilmember Whittum stated the economic impact is more complex than just an FAR
incentive. Councilmember Whittum stated he does not see the direct benefit to the
public of imposing requirements, especially if residents cannot afford it, and business
owners do not need the City’s financial advice. '

Mayor Spitaleri inquired whether Councilmember Moylan added in residential housing
issues to his motion and Councilmember Moylan verified that he added to his motion
that the LEED standards will be required for new residential construction or remodels”
which are 50 percent or more of the original space. Mayor Spitaleri verified financial
assistance will be available to homeowners to assist with financing these items.
Councilmember Moylan explained that during a remadel, if the home already had items
in the home that would meet the LEED standards, such as double pane windows, then
credit would be given for those items toward the finished project.

Mayor Spitaleri verified with Planning Officer Ryan that Council will have an opportunity
to review the provisions as they are prepared in an ordinance and will have an
opportunity to modify those provisions,

Restated MOTION: Councilmember Moylan moved and Councilmember Howe seconded
to approve Alternative 1: Council approves developing a framework for sustainability
that includes several elements, as amended by staff and the Planning Commission, with
all the alternatives as listed on pages 23-25 of the staff report.
with
e Add in the incentive 1.A.-9 from page 22: Require LEED or BIG certification for
projects that take advantage of the modified zoning standards.
« LEED standards will be required for new residential construction or remodels
which are 50 percent or more of the original space.
« Council directs staff to return within three years of the effective date of the

ordinance for review of the data regarding the effectiveness of the incentives.
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" VOICE VOTE: 5-2 (Vice Mayor Hamilton and Councilmember Whittum dissented and
Councilmember Lee teleconferencing)
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ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SUNNYVALE TO ADOPT GREEN BUILDING STANDARDS BY
ADDING DEFINITIONS TO CHAPTERS 19.12 (DEFINITIONS),
AMENDMENTS TO 19.22 (INDUSTRIAL ZONING DISTRICTS),
19.29 (MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN DISTRICT), 19.32
(BUILDING HEIGHTS, LOT COVERAGES AND FLOOR AREAS),
19.82 (MISCELLANEOUS PLAN PERMIT) AND ADDING
CHAPTER 19.39 (GREEN BUILDING REGULATIONS) TO TITLE
19 (ZONING) OF THE SUNNYVALE MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, the built environment has a vast impact on the natural environment, human
health, and the economy, according to the Environmental Protection Agency. By adopting green
building strategies, local agencies can maximize both economic and environmental performance;
and

WHEREAS, green building policies can achieve sustainability, that is to live in a manner
where the Earth's resources must be used at a rate at which they can be replenished, however,
there is evidence that humanity is living unsustainably, and that an unprecedented collective
effort is needed to return human use of natural resources to within sustainable limits; and

WHEREAS, buildings currently account for 39% of total energy use, 12% of the total
water consumption, 68% of the total electricity consumption and 38% of carbon dioxide
emissions, thus by adopting green building strategies, local agencies can reduce local carbon
emissions, with the most significant benefits obtained when integrated into a broader strategy of
reducing vehicle trips, water reduction, energy conservation and by constructing green buildings
at any stage, including the design and construction phases; and

WHEREAS, sustainable design can contribute to the conservation of natural resources,
increase of energy efficiency and improvement to indoor air quality; and

WHEREAS, green building techniques afford economic benefits such as reduce
operating costs, create, expand and shape markets for green products and services, improve
occupant productivity and optimize life-cycle economic performance; and

WHEREAS, green building policies provide social benefits such as enhanced occupant
comfort and health, heightened aesthetic qualities, minimized strain on local infrastructure and
improvement to overall quality of life; and

WHEREAS, the City of Sunnyvale is committed to encouraging sustainable development
throughout the city, by providing education and information to the community and by
acknowledging the importance of sustainable development concepts and practices; and

WHEREAS, sustainable design embraces environmentally-conscious design techniques
in the field of architecture which seeks to minimize the negative environmental impact of
buildings by enhancing efficiency and moderation in the use of materials, energy, and
development space; and
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WHEREAS, it is the intention of the City Council, by enactment of the Green Building
Ordinance, to increase energy efficiency in buildings, to encourage water and resource
conservation, minimize waste generated by construction projects, provide durable buildings that
are efficient and economical to own and operate, to promote the health and productivity of
residents, workers, and visitors to the city, and to recognize and conserve the energy embodied in
existing buildings; and

WHEREAS, the purpose of enactment of ordinances set forth below is to implement the
goals and objectives of the General Plan through the promotion of green building design,
construction and operation which contribute to the environmental, social and economic health of
residents and businesses throughout the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SUNNYVALE DOES
ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. CHAPTER 19.12 AMENDED. Sections 19.12.030, 19.12.040, 19.12.080,
19.12.140, 19.12.150, 19.12.180, 19.12.190, 19.12.200, 19.12.210, 19.12.220, and 19.12.230 of
Chapter 19.12 (Definitions) of Title 19 (Zoning) of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code are hereby
amended to read, as follows:

19.12.030. “B”

(1)-(12) [text unchanged.]

(13) “Build it Green” (BIG) means the Build It Green organization.
(13) — (14) [Renumber (14) — (15), consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12.040. “c”

(1)-(9) [text unchanged.]

(10) “Compliance threshold” means the minimum number of points or rating
level of a green building rating system that must be attained for a particular
covered project, as outlined in the Green Building Tables.

(10) — (17) [Renumber (11) — (18), consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12..050 “D”

(1)-(4) [text unchanged]

(5) “Design Intent” means that the building plans shall include all green building aspects
as prepared and certified by a qualified, accredited green building professional and does
not include LEED or BIG certification.

19.12.080. “G”

(1)-(5) [text unchanged.]

(6) “Green Building project checklist” means a checklist or scorecard
developed for the purpose of calculating a green building rating.

(7 “Green Building rating system” means the rating system associated with
specific Green Building criteria and used to determine compliance thresholds, as
outlined in the Standards of Compliance of section 19.39.040. Examples of rating
systems include, but are not limited to, the LEED™, GreenPoint Rated systems,

and California Green Building Code.

(8) "Green Building Tables" means tables adopted by Resolution of the City Council, as
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amended from time to time, which provide standards for compliance, including size
thresholds based on square footage or valuations, incentives for implementation of green
building techniques, and timing of phasing of time of the Green Building Regulations .
(9) “GreenPoint Rated” means a residential Green Building rating system
developed by the Build It Green organization.

(10)  “GreenPoint Rated Verification” means verification of compliance by a
certified GreenPoint Rater, resulting in Green Building certification by Build It
Green including green point allocation across all of the resource categories.

[Renumber (11) — (12) consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12.140. “M”

(1) “Major alterations” means non-residential alterations where interior
finishes are removed and significant upgrades to structural and mechanical,
electrical and/or plumbing systems are proposed where areas of such construction
are 10,000 gross square feet or more in existing commercial, office and industrial

buildings.
(1) - (6) [Renumber (2) — (7), consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12.150. “N”

Q “New large non-residential interiors” means first-time tenant
improvements where areas of such construction are over 5,000 gross square feet
or more of existing buildings.

(2) - (5) [Renumber (2) — (6), consecutively; text unchanged.]

(7 “Non-residential” generally means buildings used for
commercial, office, place of assembly or recreation.

{6}(8) “Nuisance” means any operation or installation on land which is offensive
or interferes with the enjoyment and use of property by adjacent owners.

industrial,

Font:

Times New Roman

19.12.180. “Q”

(1) “Qualified Green Building professional” means a person trained through

the USGBC as a LEED™ accredited professional or through Build It Green as a {Formatted:
certified Green Building professional, or similar qualifications if acceptable to the {Formatted;

Font:
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director of community development. For projects requiring “self-verification,” the
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project architect or designer is considered a qualified Green Building / {memed:
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19.12.190 “R” ,/’///, {Formatted:
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19.12.200. “S”

(1)-(3) [text unchanged.]

(4) “Self verification” means verification by the project architect, designer or
a qualified green building professional certifying that the project has met the
standards and has attained the compliance threshold as indicated for the covered
project type as set forth in the Standards for Compliance outlined in section
19.39.040.

(4) — (28) [Renumber (5) — (29), consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12.210.  “T”

1) “Temporary” means a use established for a fixed period of time with the
intent to discontinue such use upon the expiration of the time period.

(2 “Temporary structures” means buildings and structures intended for use at
one location for not more than one year.

(2) — (10) [Renumber (3) — (11), consecutively; text unchanged.]

19.12.220. “U”

1) “Unit of a community housing project” means the element of a community
housing project which is to be exclusively owned or occupied individually, and
not in common with the owners of other elements of the project.

(2) “Upgrades” means improvements where the majority of work requires
only electrical, plumbing and/or mechanical permits.

3) “Use” means the purpose for which land or a building is intended or for
which it may be occupied or maintained.

@) “Accessory use” means a use incidental to the principal use of a lot
or a building.

(b) “Compatible use” means a use which fits in with or is in harmony
with other existing uses in the same zoning district, neighborhood or surrounding
area.

(©) “Permitted use” means a use which is allowed in a zoning district
without special approval or the securing of a use permit.

(d) “Prohibited use” means a use which is not allowed in a zoning
district under any circumstances.

(e) “Unenclosed use” means the storage of items which are not

completely enclosed or fully screened from view from off the site, including but
not limited to vehicles, trailers and cargo containers or other storage containers
which do not have a foundation.

19.12.230. VA

(2)-(2) [text unchanged.]

(3) “Verification by LEED™ AP” means verification by a LEED™
accredited professional certifying that each LEED™ checklist point listed was
verified to meet the requirements to achieve that point. The LEED™ AP shall
provide supporting information from qualified professionals (e.g. civil engineer,
electrical engineer, energy consultant, commissioning agent, etc.) to certify
compliance with each point on the checklist. Documentation of construction
consistent with building plans calculated to achieve energy compliance is
sufficient verification in lieu of post-construction commissioning.
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SECTION 2. CHAPTER 19.29 AMENDED. Sections 19.29.110, 19.29.120, 19.29.130,
and 19.29.150 of Chapter 19.29 (Moffett Park Specific Plan District) of Title 19 (Zoning) of the
Sunnyvale Municipal Code are hereby amended to read, as follows:

19.29.110. Major Moffett Park Design Review Permit.
(@) [text unchanged]
(b) (2)-(3) [text unchanged]

(4) The project design team includes a LEED™ Aceredited—qualified
Green Building Professional; and

(5) The project meets green building requirements_as set forth in the
adopted Green Building Tables as shown in Chapter 19.39.

(A)-(B) [text unchanged]

(c) Application and Processing. An application for a major MP-DR shall be
submitted in accordance with the procedures set forth in Chapter 19.98 and on
forms and with such additional information provided in 19.39.040 as designated
by the director of community development. The director of community
development, without notice or hearing, may:

(1) Approve the processing of the project as a major MP-DR as requested
or as changed, modified or conditioned by the director of community
development if the director determines that the project meets the conditions
required by subsection (b) of this section.

(2) Deny the processing of the project as a major MP-DR if the director
determines that the project does not meet the required conditions. In such a case,
the application will be processed as a major MP-SDP.

(d) [text unchanged]

19.29.120. Major Moffett Park Special Development Permit.
(@) Purpose. The major MP-SDP provides a process for applicants to create higher
intensity projects in situations where use of green building techniques may not be
available pursuant to Chapter 19.39 of Title 19 for the use or site, or where there
are potentially significant environmental impacts which require the preparation of
an environmental impact report. The procedures identified in this section shall be
used in conjunction with the general requirements and procedures identified in
Chapter 19.98 including requirements and procedures for applications, fees,
notification, appeals, conditions of approval, modifications, expirations,
extensions, revocation and infractions.
(b)-(d) [text unchanged]
(e) Findings. The planning commission or the city council may approve any
major MP-SDP, upon such conditions, in addition to those expressly provided in
other applicable provisions of this code, as it finds desirable in the public interest,
upon finding that the permit will both:

(1) Attain the objectives and purposes of the MPSP; and

(2) Ensure that the site improvements, general appearance of proposed
structures, and the uses to be made of the property to which the application refers,

will not impair the orderly development of, or the existing Uses being made of, - { Deleted: eitrer

adjacent properties.
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19.29.130. MPSP green building development requirement.

Effective January 1, 2009, until modified by phasing in of compliance standards
set forth in the Green Building Tables effective January 1, 2010, and as
implemented by Chapter 19.39, of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code, all new
development in the MP district greater than ten thousand square feet, regardless of
the underlying zoning or proposed level of FAR, is required to meet the “design
intent” of a “LEED™ Certified” or better level (meaning LEED “Silver”, “Gold”
or “Platinum” levels) of green building design. Determination of a project square
footage for triggering the green building threshold shall be made by the director
of community development as described in the MPSP. For purposes of this
section, “design intent” means site planning and building design that achieves at
least the minimum number of LEED™ credits for a “Certified” building rating, as
determined by the director of community development. The director of
community development shall have the authority to determine the level of credit
achievement in accordance with the procedures set forth in the MPSP. In the
event the director of community development determines that a greater than ten
thousand square foot project, until modified by the Green Building Tables,
effective January 1, 2010 does not meet the required design intent, the application
shall be processed as a major MP-SDP, regardless of its classification in Table
19.29.050.

19.29.150. Deviations from development standards.

(@) [text unchanged]

(b) Deviations from the following standards are not permitted:
(2)-(3) [text unchanged]

19.39 and the Green Building Tables, unless exempted by 19.39.060 for
hardship or infeasiblility.
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SECTION 3. CHAPTER 19.32 AMENDED. Sections 19.32.020 and 19.32.075 of

19.32.020. Building height and lot coverages.

Building height and lot coverages shall be according to the provisions set forth in
Table 19.32.020, except that all lots located within the DSP district shall conform
to provisions set forth in Chapter 19.28.

TABLE 19.32.020

Building Height, Lot Coverage and Floor Area Ratio

Chapter 19.32 (Building Heights, Lot Coverages and Floor Area Ratios) of Title 19 (Zoning) of
the Sunnyvale Municipal Code are hereby amended to read, as follows:

Zoning District Building Stories | Building Height Lot Coverage (%)° | Floor Area Ratio (FAR) (%)°

(ﬁl)B,Q

less®

2 30 45 45% FAR or 4,050 sq. ft. of
gross floor area, whichever is

less®

2 30 45 45% FAR or 4,050 sq. ft. of
gross floor area, whichever is

2 30t 40 50
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R-1.7/PD 2 30 40 50
R-2 (single-family 2 30 40 45% FAR or 4,050 sq. ft. of
dwellings) gross floor area, whichever is
less®
R-2 (all uses other than | 2 30 45 55°
single-family
dwellings)
R-3 Townhomes 3 35 40
R-3 (all other uses) 2 30 40
R-4 4 55 40
R-5 4 55 40
R-MH 2 30 None
0 2 30 40
P-F 2
DSP See Table See Table 19.28.170 See Table 19.28.170 | See Table 19.28.170
19.28.170
C-1 2 40 35
C-2 8 75° 35 55 (Future Site D) as described in
Section 19.32.070(c)(3)
c-3 8 75* 35
C-4 2 40 35
M-S 8 75 45 35> 7
M-3 8 75 45 35>7

1

© ® N o

Walls facing the side yards cannot exceed twelve feet in height within twelve feet of the side property lines. Second story
wall height is limited to twenty-one feet, exclusive of pitched roof structure.

One-half foot shall be added to the front, side and rear yard setbacks for each foot that the building exceeds the maximum
height allowed in the most restrictive abutting district.

Coverage shall not exceed the maximum structural coverage in the most restrictive zoning district abutting this district.
Hotels and motels may exceed seventy-five feet if allowed by use permit.

Fifty percent FAR for commercial storage or warehousing, Section 19.32.070(d).

One hundred percent FAR for Future Site B, as described in Section 19.32.070(c)(1).

Seventy percent FAR for Future Site C, as described in Section 19.32.070(c)(2).

Fifty percent FAR for Future Site E, as described in Section 19.32.070(c)(4).

Appllcatlons for residences WhICh exceed the FAR set forth in thls table shall be considered pursuant to Section 19.80.040(c).
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, [Renumber footnotes8-9t07-8),
A flve foot height bonus is allowed When underground parklng is |nc|uded in the design. See Section 19.46.040.

Refer to Chapter 19.56 for deviations to height, lot coverage, and floor area ratio to accommodate and/or provide incentives
for installation of solar energy systems.

SECTION 4. CHAPTER 19.32 AMENDED. Section 19.32.075 of Chapter 19.32

(Building Heights, Lot Coverages and Floor Area Ratios) of Title 19 (Zoning) of the Sunnyvale
Municipal Code is repealed as follows:

19.32.075 Flesroreoroto-bonusinM-Sonc M-S disbreio o pneonrage
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SECTION 5. Chapter 19.39 ADDED. Chapter 19.39 (Green Building Regulations) is
added to Title 19 (Zoning) of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code to read as follows:

Chapter 19.39 GREEN BUILDING REGULATIONS

19.39.010. Purpose.

19.39.020. Covered projects.

19.39.030. Standards for compliance.
19.39.040. Administrative procedures.
19.39.050. Non-compliance.

19.39.060. Hardship or infeasibility exemption.
19.39.070. Appeal.

19.39.010. Purpose.

The purpose of this chapter is to implement sustainable development with
development and construction practices designed to use natural resources in a
manner that does not eliminate, degrade or diminish their usefulness for future
generations, to enhance the public health and welfare by promoting the
environmental and economic health of the city through the design, construction,
maintenance, operation and deconstruction of buildings and other site
development, and to incorporate green building practices into all development
projects. The green building provisions referred to in this chapter are designed to
achieve the following goals:

(a) Increase enerqy efficiency in buildings;

(b) Encourage water and resource conservation;

(c) Minimize waste generated by construction projects;

(d) Provide durable buildings that are efficient and economical to own
and operate;

(e) Promote the health and productivity of residents, workers, and
visitors to
the city; and

(f) Recognize and conserve the energy embodied in existing

J19.39.020. ___Covered projects. _— { Deleted: 1

This chapter applies to covered projects, defined as means any planning
permit application(s) or building permit application(s) for new construction,
addition, or remodel of an existing public facility or private building, except that
it shall not apply to any project for which a complete building permit application
has been submitted prior to July 1, 2009 as determined by Chief Building Official.

Projects within the scope of this chapter are:
(a) Newly constructed residential buildings;

(b) Residential alterations;, | peletea:

(c) Newly constructed non-residential buildings that are 5,000 gross square feet
or more.

(d) New large non-residential interiors.

(e) Major alterations of existing non-residential buildings.

19.39.030. Standards for compliance.

Ordinances/2009/Green Building Regs-REDLINED 9
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(a)  The Standards for Compliance shall be implemented in three phases as
shown in the Green Building Tables, effective January 1, 2010, as adopted by
Resolution of the City Council, and as amended from time to time.
(b) The following projects, regardless of scope of work, are exempt from this
section:

(1) Solar or energy generation/conservation facilities;

(2) Heritage buildings;

3) Fire, flood, wind, earthquake, or other natural disaster damage
repairs;

(4) Disabled access upgrades;

(5) Seismic upgrades;

(6) Exterior modifications;

(7 Swimming pools;

(8) Temporary structures

(9) Anything in the opinion of the director of community development
that is a hardship or infeasible per Section 19.39.070;
(c) In order to qualify for the incentives, as set forth in the Green Building
Tables, for industrial and office projects, applicant shall submit a Transportation
Demand Management Program and analysis for the entire project site that
demonstrates that vehicle-trip rates for the project are not greater than the number
that would be generated by development of the site at the permitted FAR.
(d) It is intended that the Green Building FAR Bonus permitted by this section
shall supersede any other FAR allowances provided for in section 19.32.070 of
this code.
(e) Public recognition for exceptional green building design. Those projects
that implement exceptional green building design and construction practices that
meet thresholds for incentives as specified in the above standards for compliance
section shall be recognized by the city and eligible to receive a plaque that may be
displayed on the structure.
(A Wherever the LEED or GreenPoint Rate systems include a minimum
energy or other performance requirement, the applicant may choose to meet the
minimum _performance requirements with an alternative equivalent method
approved by the Director of Community Development.
(a) Maintenance of required features. Any structure subject to this Chapter
shall maintain the green building features required herein, regardless of
subsequent alterations, additions, or changes of use, unless subject to equal or
more stringent requirements.
(h) The city council shall establish by resolution, and shall periodically review
and update as necessary, Green Building Standards for Compliance. The
Standards for Compliance shall include, but are not limited to, the following:

(1)  The types of projects subject to requlation (covered projects);

(2)  The Green Building rating system to be applied to the various

types of projects;
(3) Minimum thresholds of compliance for various types of projects;

and
(4)  Timing and methods of verification of compliance with these

regulations.

19.39.040. Administrative procedures.

Ordinances/2009/Green Building Regs-REDLINED 10
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(a) The director of community development shall promulgate any rules and
guidelines necessary or appropriate to achieve compliance with the requirements
of this chapter and as more fully outlined in the administrative procedures
promulgated by the director of community development.

(b) The procedures for compliance documentation shall include, but not be limited
to, the following:

(1 Upon submittal of an application for any discretionary planning
entitlement (if required) for any covered project, application materials shall
include the appropriate completed checklists, as required by the standards for
compliance specified in section 19.39.040, accompanied by a text description of
the proposed green building program and expected measures and milestones for
compliance.

(2) Upon submittal of an application for a building permit, building
plans for any covered project shall include a checklist and green building program
description, reflecting any changes proposed since the planning entitlement phase
(if a planning entitlement was required). The checklist shall be incorporated onto
a separate plan sheet included with the building plans

(3) Prior to final building inspection and occupancy for any covered
project, a qualified building professional, if required by the standards for
compliance, shall provide evidence of adequate green building compliance or
documentation to the director of community development to satisfy the
requirements of the Standards for Compliance for review and approval. This
information shall include, but is not limited to:

(A) Documentation that verifies incorporation of the design and
construction related credits specified in the project approval for the covered

project;

(B) A letter from the qualified green building professional that
certifies that the covered project has been constructed in accordance with the
approved Green Building project checklist;

(C)  Any additional documentation that would be required by
the LEED™ reference guide for LEED certification (if required), or by the
GreenPoint Rated manuals for GreenPoint Rated certification (if required); and

(D) Any additional information that the applicant believes is
relevant to determining that a good faith effort has been made to comply with this

chapter.

19.39.050 Non-Compliance.

If, as a result of any inspection, the city determines that the covered
project does not or is unlikely to comply with the approved plans or Green
Building checklist, a stop work order shall be issued if the director of community
development determines that continuation of construction activities will
jeopardize the project’s ability to meet the required compliance threshold. The
stop work order shall remain in effect and final certificate of occupancy withheld

Ordinances/2009/Green Building Regs-REDLINED 11
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19.39.060. Hardship or infeasibility exemption.

unreasonable hardship to meet the requirements of this chapter, the applicant may
apply for an exemption as set forth in this section. . In applying for an exemption,

showing of good cause and a determination that the public interest is not served
by compliance or other compelling circumstances

An_unreasonable hardship shall be defined as practical infeasibility,
difficulties, or results inconsistent with the general purposes of this chapter or
harms designated historic resources.

19.39.070. Appeal.

(a) Any aggrieved applicant or person may appeal the determination of the
director regarding: (1) the granting or denial of an exemption pursuant to the

(b) Any appeal must be filed in writing with the community development

department not later than fifteen (15) days after the date of the determination by

(c) The appeal shall be processed and considered at a Building Code
Board of Appeals hearing in accordance with the Building Code.

SECTION 6. CHAPTER 19.82 AMENDED. Section 19.82.020 of Chapter 19.82

(Miscellaneous Plan Permit) of Title 19 (Zoning) of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code is amended
to read as follows:

@) General Reviews:
(2)-(24) [text unchanged]

(26)-(27) [Renumber (25) — i26), consecutively; text unchanged.]
(b)-(k) [text unchanged]

SECTION 7. CONSTITUTIONALITY; SEVERABILITY. If any section subsection
sentence, clause or phrase of this Ordinance is for any reason held to be inV ATTAcCHMENT B
competent jurisdiction, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaini pogg 1 OF 14
ordinance. The City Council hereby declares that it would have passed this o
section, subsection, sentence, clause and phrase thereof irrespective of the fact that any viie ur mure
sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared invalid.

Ordinances/2009/Green Building Regs-REDLINED 12
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SECTION 8. CEQA COMPLIANCE. A Negative Declaration has been prepared in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act. The Negative Declaration found no
significant impacts would result from implementation of this ordinance. The environmental
review found that measures required by this ordinance can be mitigated by requirements that
would be incorporated as a result of those requirements (such as Transportation Demand
Management program, location of projects near transit and the like.

SECTION 9. EFFECTIVE DATE. This ordinance shall be in full force and effect on
January 1, 2010.

SECTION 10. POSTING AND PUBLICATION. The City Clerk is directed to cause
copies of this ordinance to be posted in three (3) prominent places in the City of Sunnyvale and
to cause publication once in The Sun, the official newspaper for publication of legal notices of
the City of Sunnyvale, of a notice setting forth the date of adoption, the title of this ordinance,
and a list of places where copies of this ordinance are posted, within fifteen (15) days after
adoption of this ordinance.

Introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council held on , 2009, and
adopted as an ordinance of the City of Sunnyvale at a regular meeting of the City Council held
on , 2009, by the following vote:

AYES:

NOES:

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

ATTEST: APPROVED:
City Clerk Mayor

Date of Attestation:

SEAL

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

David E. Kahn, City Attorney

Ordinances/2009/Green Building Regs-REDLINED 13
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Considered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements and Incentives
Intitial Phase January 1, 2009

Table Approved by City Council

: on August 26, 2008
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Considered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements and Incentives
intitial Phase January 1, 2009
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Considered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements-and Incentives
July 1, 2010 Implementation
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Consndered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements and Incentives

July 1, 2010 Implementation
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Considered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements and Incentives

January 1, 2012 Implementation

Private Commercial
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. THRESHOLD - STANDARD S 1 keoporeneor | - wcenmves | FEECTVE
. ; Basic - . Advanced = T DATE
Min LEED Silver
500 - 5,000 sq ft new or Level, provide
remodel checklist REQUIRED 1/1/2012
Min LEED Gold
' Level, provide 3"
>5,000 sq ft and <60,000 sq. party approved
ft. -new or remodel * checklist REQUIRED 1/1/2012
Min. LEED Platinum
Level, provide 3" 10% Bonus F.AR.,
>5,000 sq ft and <50,000 sq. party approved : additional bullding
ft. —new or remodel * checklist ENCOURAGED height 1/1/2012
Min. LEED Platinum
Level, provide 3"
»50,000 sq.ft.- new or party approved
remodel * checklist REQUIRED 17142012
T public Facility: <1
TR RSN RPREI e TR B T L o | .EFFECTIVE.
T TF{R?SHGLP‘.' e T R e | Advanced: REQDORENC ix "l DATE -
>5,000 sq ft and <50,000 sq.
ft. — new or remodei Min LEED Gold Level REQUIRED 1/1/2012
>50,000 sq.ft.- new or Min LEED Platinum
remodel Level REQUIRED 1/1/2012

m'@ﬁ‘% ) m'mz'—aﬂ osed

[

INFWHOVLLY

- maes

»



Considered Phasing of Sustainability Requirements a
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January 1, 2012 Implementation
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SUNNYVALE ADOPTING THE GREEN BUILDING
TABLES AS COUNCIL POLICY AS PART OF TITLE 19 OF
THE MUNICIPAL CODE

WHEREAS, on August 27, 2008, the City Council directed staff to develop sustainable
building guidelines to adopt for new construction, remodels and additions to buildings in the
City; and

WHEREAS, the Green Building Tables will provide current requirements for building
construction throughout the City; and

WHEREAS, the Green Building Tables will include multiple phases of adoption in order
to remain current; and

WHEREAS, the Green Building Tables will be an integral part of shaping an improved
future for development of property throughout the City of Sunnyvale, meeting the City’s goals of
sustainability;

WHEREAS, the Green Building Tables will be reviewed approximately every 18 months
to consider implementation of the next phase; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF SUNNYVALE THAT the City Council of the City of Sunnyvale adopts the Phase 1 and
Phase 1C Green Building Tables (Exhibit A) to be effective January 1, 2010, and directs staff to
apply the requirements listed in the Green Building Tables to all building construction (as
appropriate) in the City of Sunnyvale.

Adopted by the City Council at a regular meeting held on , 2009, by the
following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

ATTEST: APPROVED:

City Clerk Mayor
(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

David Kahn, City Attorney

Resolutions\2009\Green Building Tables
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Phase 1 — Effective January 1, 2010
NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Checkilist Director of Community | None
Development
>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Certified LEED/USGBC LEED Silver
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 10% FAR or
10 ft. additional
building height.*
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC LEED Gold
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 10% FAR or

10 ft. additional
building height. 2

Major Alterations

10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Checkilist Director of Community | None
Development
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

PUBLIC FACILITY

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors

500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Checklist Director of Community | None
Development
>5,000 — 25,000 sq. ft. | LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
Major Alterations
5,000-25,000 sq. ft. LEED Checklist LEED/USGBC None
or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Certified level

2. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Silver level

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc
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Phase 1 — Effective January 1, 2010
RESIDENTIAL

MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

3 or more units

GreenPoint Rated
70 points

Director of Community
Development

GreenPoint Rated
100 points with
GreenPoint Rater
Verification:

5 ft. height; or

5% lot coverage, or
5% density bonus.

Residential Alterations to Existing

Checklist

Development

Up to $250,000 None N/A None
valuation *
> $250,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None

SINGLE-FAMILY AND DUPLEX RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

Up to 1,500 sq. ft.

GreenPoint Rated

Director of Community

None

Checklist Development
> 1,500 sq. ft. GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | GreenPoint Rated
70 points Development Checklist with 100

points and GreenPoint
Rated Verification,
receive additional 5%
lot coverage.

Residential Alterations to Existing

Checklist

Development

Up to $100,000 None N/A None
valuation *
> $100,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None

! Valuation shall be determined by the Director of Community Development based on the
valuation per square foot of construction in the annually adopted fee resolution. Valuation
thresholds in these tables shall be adjusted annually at the same rate as the valuation per square

foot adjustment.

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc
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Phase 2 — Estimated Effective Date July 1, 2011
NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified Director of Community | None
“design intent” Development
or
LEED AP
>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Silver LEED/USGBC LEED Gold
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 10% FAR or 10 ft.
additional building
height.*
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 10% FAR or 10 ft.

additional building
height.?

Major Alterations

10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified Director of Community | None
“design intent” Development
or
LEED AP
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

PUBLIC FACILITY

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
\Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>5,000 — 25,000 sq. ft. | LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
Major Alterations
5,000-25,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Silver level
2. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Gold level

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc
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Phase 2 — Estimated Effective Date July 1, 2011
RESIDENTIAL

MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

3 or more units

GreenPoint Rated
100 points

GreenPoint Rater

GreenPoint Rated
140 points with
GreenPoint Rater
Verification:

5 ft. height;

5% lot coverage; or,
5% density bonus.

Residential Alterations to Existing

Checklist

Development

Up to $250,000 None N/A None
valuation *
> $250,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None

SINGLE-FAMILY AND DUPLEX RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

Up to 1,500 sq. ft.

GreenPoint Rated

Director of Community

None

Checklist

Development

Checklist Development
> 1,500 sq. ft. GreenPoint Rated GreenPoint Rater GreenPoint Rated
100 points 140 points and
GreenPoint Rater
Verification:
Additional 5% lot
coverage.
Residential Alterations to Existing
Up to $100,000 None N/A None
valuation *
> $100,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None

! Valuation shall be determined by the Director of Community Development based on the
valuation per square foot of construction in the annually adopted fee resolution. Valuation
thresholds in these tables shall be adjusted annually at the same rate as the valuation per square

foot adjustment.

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc



jmariano
Text Box
ATTACHMENT D
PAGE 5 OF 11


ATTACHMENT D
PAGE 6 OF 11

Phase 3 — Estimated Effective Date January 1, 2013
NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Gold LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 10% FAR or 10 ft.
additional building
height."
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Platinum LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum
“design intent” or 10% FAR or 10 ft.
LEED AP additional building
height.
Major Alterations
10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

PUBLIC FACILITY

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
"design intent” or
LEED AP
>5,000 — 25,000 sq. ft. | LEED Gold LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Platinum LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
Major Alterations
5,000-25,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>25,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1 Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Gold level

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc
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Phase 3 — Estimated Effective Date January 1, 2013
RESIDENTIAL

MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

3 or more units

GreenPoint Rated
100 points

GreenPoint Rater

GreenPoint Rated
140 points with
GreenPoint Rater
Verification:

5 ft. height;

5% lot coverage; or,
5% density bonus.

Alterations to Existing

Up to $250,000 GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None

valuation * Checklist Development

> $250,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None
Checklist Development

SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

Up to 1,500 sq. ft.

GreenPoint Rated

Director of Community

None

Checklist Development
> 1,500 sq. ft. GreenPoint Rated GreenPoint Rater GreenPoint Rated
100 points 140 points and
GreenPoint Rater
Verification:
additional 5% lot
coverage.
Residential Alterations to Existing
Up to $100,000 GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None
valuation * Checkilist Development
> $100,000 valuation * | GreenPoint Rated Director of Community | None
Checklist Development

! Valuation shall be determined by the Director of Community Development based on the
valuation per square foot of construction in the annually adopted fee resolution. Valuation
thresholds in these tables shall be adjusted annually at the same rate as the valuation per square

foot adjustment.

Att D 09-081 p2-7 LEED Tables-Mar 12 09.doc
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Phase 1A — Prior (2003-2008)

ATTACHMENT D
PAGE 8 OF 11

MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN
NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification/
Review

Incentive

New Construction

<10,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

>10,000 sq. ft. None N/A LEED Certified
“design intent”
15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD)

New Large Non-residential Interiors

500- 5,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | None N/A None

>50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

Major Alterations

10,000-50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

>50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

Phase 1B — Current (Effective Jan 1, 2009)
MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN
NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction
<10,000 sq. ft. None N/A None
>10,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC LEED Certified:
“design intent” or 15% FAR (MP-I) or
LEED AP 20% FAR (MP-TOD)
New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. None N/A None
>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | None N/A None
>50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None
Major Alterations
10,000-50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None
>50,000 sq. ft. None N/A None

Att D 09-081 p8-11 LEED Tables MPSP Mar 12-09.doc
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Phase 1C — Effective January 1, 2010
MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN
NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification/ Incentive
Review
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors

500- 5,000 sq. ft.

LEED Checklist

Director of Community
Development

None

>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Certified LEED/USGBC LEED Silver “design
“design intent” or intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD)."
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC LEED Gold:
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-1) or

20% FAR (MP-TOD).?

Major Alterations

10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Checklist Director of Community | None
Development
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Certified level
2. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Silver level

Att D 09-081 p8-11 LEED Tables MPSP Mar 12-09.doc
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Phase 2 — Estimated Effective Date July 1, 2011
MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN
NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project

Minimum Standard

Verification

Incentive

New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors

500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC LEED Silver “design
“design intent” or intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD)."
>5,000 - 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Silver LEED/USGBC LEED Gold:
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD).?
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum:
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD).?
Major Alterations
10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Certified LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Certified level
2. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Silver level
3. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Gold level

Att D 09-081 p8-11 LEED Tables MPSP Mar 12-09.doc
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Phase 3 — Estimated Effective Date January 1, 2013
MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN

NON-RESIDENTIAL

PRIVATE NON-RESIDENTIAL

Type of Project Minimum Standard Verification Incentive
New Construction or New Large Non-residential Interiors
500- 5,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC LEED Gold:
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD).!
>5,000 — 50,000 sq. ft. | LEED Gold LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum:
“design intent” or “design intent”
LEED AP 15% FAR (MP-I) or
20% FAR (MP-TOD).?
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Platinum LEED/USGBC LEED Platinum:
“design intent” or 15% or 20% FAR
LEED AP
Major Alterations
10,000-50,000 sq. ft. LEED Silver LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP
>50,000 sq. ft. LEED Gold LEED/USGBC None
“design intent” or
LEED AP

1. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Silver level
2. Incentive is available for projects that register and certify with USGBC at the LEED Gold level.

Att D 09-081 p8-11 LEED Tables MPSP Mar 12-09.doc
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File#: 15382 2/26(2009

s, PLANNING DIVISION ' File Number: 2007-0346
$¥%% CITY OF SUNNYVALE | No. 09-03
P.0O. BOX 3707 | ‘ |
SUNNYVALE, CALIFORNIA 94088-3707 ATTACURAENT E
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT e | 4 20

NEGATIVE DECLARATION L AU

This form is provided as a notification of an intent to adopt a Negative Declaration which has been
prepared in compliance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as
amended, and Resolution #193-86.

PRO.JECT TITLE:

Application for an Amendment to Title 19 by City of Sunnyvale.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION (APN):

2007-0346 - City of Sunnyvale [Applicant: Amendments to Title 19 to implement the City-wide Green
Building Policies. These changes implement the policies adopted by the City Council on August 26, 2008. -
AM

In August 2008, the City adopted a framework of sustainability for all development within the City. The
framework included long-range, educational, and financial efforts to promote sustainability throughout the
City. As part of that framework, the City undertook the task of development. The ordinance will include
new administrative Process for reviewing development to ensure specific levels of LEED and/or
GreenPoint Rated levels are met based on the scale or type of development. Iincentives that include
increased floor area ratio, building height and density bonuses in exchange for projects with exception
green building design. There is no construction related 1o this project therefore no physical changes 1o the
environment result. As a result of the adopted ordinance, subsequent projects may request increased
levels of building height, floor area ratio and density provided that higher levels of environmental design,
construction and protection, are incorporated and demonstrated.

WHERE TO VIEW THIS DOCUMENT:

The Negative Declaration, its supporting documentation and details relating to the project are on file and
available for review and comment in the Office of the Secretary of the Planning Commission, City Hall, 456
West Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale. '

This Negative Declaration may be protested in writirig by any person prior to 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday
March 24, 2009. Protest shall be filed in the Department of Community Development, 456 W. Olive
Avenue, Sunnyvale and shall inciude a written statement specifying anticipated environmental effects
which may be significant. A protest of a Negative Declaration will be considered by the adopting

authority, whose action on the protest may be appealed.

HEARING INFORMATION:

A public hearing on the project is scheduled for:

Monday, March 9, 2009 at 8:00 p.m. and Tuesday, March 24, 2009 at 7 p.m. in the Council Chambers,
City Hall, 456 West Olive Avenue, Sunnyvale.

TOXIC SITE INFORMATION:
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(No) listed toxic sites are present at the project location.

' /
Circulated On February S, 2009 Signed: //I/L\'

Andrew Miner, Principal Planner
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INITIAL STUDY ' Pagewmféww 0fm20m

City of Sunnyvale

Department of Community Development Project #: 2007-0346

1; laomgng 5)7"3?""" Project Address:  City-wide

.0. Box : N :

Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707 Applicant: __ City of Sunayvale

1. Project Title: Green Building Ordinance

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Sunnyvale, Community Development Department,

Planning Division
Contact Person and Phone Number: Ryan M. Kuchenig, Associate Planner (408) 730-7431
4.  Project Location: 456 W. Olive Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA, 94083
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:  City of Sunnyvale
P.O. Box 3707, Sunnyvale, CA 94088-3707

6.  General Plan Designation: City-wide

7.  Zoning: ' City-wide

8. Description of the Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including but not limited to later
phases of the project, and any secondary, support, ot off-site features necessary for its
implementation. (Attach additional sheets if necessary)

In August 2008, the City adopted a framework of sustainability for all development within the City.
The framework included long-range, educational, and financial efforts to promote sustainability
throughout the City. As part of that framework, the City undertook the task of developing an
ordinance that included new green building requirements and incentives for private development. The
ordinance will include new administrative process for reviewing development to ensure specific levels
of LEED and/or GreenPoint Rated levels are met based on the scale or type of development.
Incentives that include increased floor area ratio, building height and density bonuses in exchange for
projects with exception green building design. There is no construction related to this project therefore
no physical changes to the environment result. As a result of the adopted ordinance, subsequent
projects may request increased levels of building height, floor area ratio and density provided that
higher levels of environmental design, construction and protection, are incorporated and
demonstrated. :

9.  Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: This study pertains to all land use development in the City,
(Briefly describe the project’s including residential and non-residential construction with
surroundings) the exception of development in the Moffett Park Specific

Plan. '

10. Other public agencies whose approval None

is required (e.g. permits, financing

approval, or participation agreement).
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

S

DO D D D

0

Aesthetics
Agricultural Resources
Air Quality

Biological Resources

e O o D D

Cultural Resources

Geology/Soils 0

Hazards & Hazardous s}
Materials
Hydrology/Water

Quality
Land Use/Planning

Mineral Resources

e D Do D

Noise

Population/Housing

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:
I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE X
DECLARATION will be prepared. '

Public Services
Recreation
Transportation/Traffic

Utilities/Service
Systems

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be a 0
significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL )
IMPACT REPORT is required.

1 find that the proposed project MAY have a “potential significant impact” or “potentially significant unless 4]

mitigated” impact o
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been address

1 the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
ed by mitigation measures based on

the earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required,
but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all 0
potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLA?@N, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed
er jd 1e

project, aothing furth

quired.

L

g

Signature

A Dz~ MVER.

Date

Printed Name:

For: City of Sunnyvale
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

. Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

1)

2)

3)

4

3)

0)

7

8)

9

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved (e.g. the project fails outside a fault rupture zome). A "No Impact” answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g. the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, curnulative as
well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or Jess than significant.
“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact™ entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less
than significant level (mitigation measures from Section 17, “Earlier Analysis,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063 (c) (3) (d). In this case, a brief
discussion should identify the following:

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such
effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis. .

¢. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent

to which they address site-specific conditions for the project

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g. general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should,
where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever

'format is selected.

The analysis of each issue should identify: (a) the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluate each question;
and (b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance.
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Note: “All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Stndy was prepared.

i i Potentiall Less than Less Than No Source

Issues and Supportmg Information S?gf\?ﬁcar?t Significant Significant | Impact o

impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

1.  AESTHETICS. Would the project:

a.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 0 0 X 0 2.7

b.  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 247
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings a) 8] 8| X
within a state scenic highway?

c.  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 4] 0 X 0 217
quality of the site and its surroundings? : ,

d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare which 6 6 0 X 217
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

II. AIR QUALITY: Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a.  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable 0 0 0 X 3
air quality plan?

3

b.  Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially 0 s 6 X
to an existing or projected air quality violation.

c.  Resultina cumulatively considerable net increase of any 0 o 5] X 3
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d.  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 0 0 0 X 3
concentrations?

| ‘ X
e.  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number 0 0 6 3

of people?
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Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Issues and Supporting Information

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

" Less Than
Significant
fmpact

No
Impact

Source

III. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

a.

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on amy species identified as a
candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U. S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

Have a substantially adverse impact on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Game or U.S Wildlife Service?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

Include aquatic and wetland habitats as part of the sensitive
habitat review. Also evaluate adverse changes to sensitive
habitats that favor the development of mosquitoes and other
biting flies that may pose a threat to public health. Aquatic
and wetland habitats such as those found near Stevens
Creek, Calabazas Creek, Sunnyvale East Chamnel,
Sunnyvale West Channel, E! Camino Channel, Moffett
Channel, Guadalupe Slough and the Baylands are
considered sensitive habitat areas.

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal,
etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native
resident migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites?

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or
ordinance?

i1

111

111

m

11
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Issues and Supporting Information g?;?ft“::ﬁ éf;i?.:g:“ . Is“f;f“;‘c‘:;‘t }i‘l’pact Source
Impact With Tmpact
Mitigation
Incorporated
L iy X
f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 0 8} O m
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan,
other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan?
IV. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
X
a.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 0 0 0 11
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.57
X
b.  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 0 a] 5] 111
archaeological resources pursuant to Section 15064.5?7
X
¢.  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological o) 0 6 11
resource or site or unique geologic feature?
X
d.  Disturb any human remains, including those interred 0 s 6 1l
outside of formal cemeteries?
V. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
X
a.  Physically divide an established community? 0 6 0 R
b.  Conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy or 6 (8] 0 11
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
X
¢c.. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or 9 0 0 17
natural communities conservation plan?
V1. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
19
a.  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 0 ] 6 X
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the state?
19
b.  Resultin the loss of availability of a locally-important 0 8] 5] X

mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?
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Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Issues and Supporting Information g?;’:g:;g g:;g‘:;t Isfgs:i;:ﬂt ;‘gpﬂct Source
: Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated

VIL. NOISE. Would the project result in:

X 16

a.  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in 0 8] 8]
excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?

X 18

b.  Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive 4] 0 4]
groundborne vibration or groundborme noise levels?

16

¢. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noisc levels in 8] 2] 8] X
the project vicinity above levels existing without the
project?

16

d. A substantially temporary or periodic inérease in ambient 2] 8} 8] X
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

VIIL. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either 0 ) X 0 See
directly (for example, by proposing new homes and discu
businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of ssion
roads or other infrastructure)? :

X

b.  Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, s 0 6 ' 1

necessitating the construction of replacement housing
~ elsewhere? N
. : . s e e X 111

c.  Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

IX. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered
government facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public
services: '

X 111

a.  Parks? 6 0 8]

' x 1

b.  Fire protection? 0 8 0

X 111

c.

Schools? _ ) 8 el
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Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Tssues and Supporting Information il ol Foel B
Impact With Impact
Mitigation :
Incorporated
111
d.  Other public facilities? ) 2} 0
X 111
e.  Police protection? o) 9 )
X. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE
X 111
a.  Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 2] 8 s
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal commmunity, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
X 111
b.  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, s 8] 4]
but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection with
the effects of the past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)? y
X 1
¢.  Does the project have environmental effects which will 8] 8] 8]

cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

XI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or

death involving:

(i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Barthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the
area or based on other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.

(il Strong seismic ground shaking?

0

X

UBC,
UPC,
UMC,
NEC

UBC,
UPC,
UMC,
NEC




 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

5 s Potentially Less than Less Than No Source

Issues and Supporting Information Significant | Significant | Significant | Impact

Impact With Irnpact
Mitigation
Incorporated

UBC,

fae . i . . - UPC’

(ii1) ?eismfic tli'elar;ted ground failure, including 0 a 6 h

que action: - NEC

UBC,

. ; UPC,

(iv) Landslides? 8 o] 4] UNG.

NEC

X UBC,

b.  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 0 8] 3] : 8;%

NEC

: X UBC,

c.  Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that 0 A 0. UPC,

A UMC,

would become unstable as a result of the project, and NEC
potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

X UBC,

d.  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-2-B of 6 8] 4] 8151((:3
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial NEC.
risks to life or property?

X UBC,

e.  Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of 0 sl 6 lLJJI\[j!cC::
septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems NEC
where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water?

XII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

20,

a.  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the 0 8] 0 X 11
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

' 20,

b.  Require or result in construction of new water or (8] 8] 6 X M
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

c.  Require or result in the construction of new storm water 9 0 0 X 2?.1
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the !
construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

X

d.  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project 8 0 6 20,

from existing entitlements and resources, or are new ot ' 111

expanded entitlements needed?

i
;
5
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Less Than

alternative transportation (e.g., bus tumouts, bicycle racks)?

u

Issues and Supporting Information g?gt:ft'::iz éf;:itftil::nt Significant IIjT?pact Souree
Impact With Irmpact
Mitigation
Incorporated
7 _ X 20,

e.  Resultin a determination by the wastewater freatment 0 0 5] 11
provider that services or may serve the project determined
that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?

X 22

£ Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 0 0 a
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

X 22

g.  Comply with federal, state, and local statues and 2] 0 8|
regulations related to solid waste?

XITI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a.  Cause an increase in the traffic which is substantial in See
relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street 0 g'::gz
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the 6 6 X
number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

See

b.  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of 0 discu
service standard established by the county congestion 0 8 X ssion
management agency for designated roads or highways? ;

11

¢.  Resultina change in air traffic patterns, including either an , X
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results 0 3] 0
in substantial safety risks? 1

11

d.  Substantially increase hazards to a design feature {(e.g., X
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible 0 0 0
uses (e.g. farm equipment)? y

~ 1

e.  Result in inadequate emergency access? 8] 0 0 X

111
f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? 4] 8] 8] X

12
g.  Conflict with adopted policies or programs supporting 8] 0 X
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Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Issues and Supporiing Information g:’gtﬁ‘l’;‘zﬂ éf;i%‘;‘:m Igf;:!g:::t E‘]’Pact Source
Impact With impact
Mitigation .
Incorporated

XIV. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project?

a.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 0 ) 0 X  UFG,
through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous g\?ﬁ
materials? o

X  UFC,

b.  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment e 4] 6 gi\alﬁi
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident c
conditions involving the likely release of hazardous p
materials into the environment?

X UFC,

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 6 8] a| LSJE%A
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one- c
quarter mile of an exiting or proposed school?

X UFC,

d.  Be located on a site which is included on a list of 0 0 5] gg&
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to c
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result would
it create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

X UG,

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, 6 8] 6 ge%
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles C
of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

_ X UFC,

f. Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with an a] s 6 ggﬁl
adopted emergency response plan or emergency C
evacuation plan?

UFC,

g Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, a! 0 0 X LSJ\B/%A
injury or death involving wildland fires, including where c

wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with wildlands?
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Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

: 3 Potentiall Less than Less Tha Ni So

Issues and S“ppomng Information Siog::}?ﬁ[:m?t Significant Signiﬁcagt In?pact .

himpact With impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
XV. RECREATION
13

a. Would the project increase the use of existing 0 0 sl X
reighborhood or regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated? :

13

b.  Does the project include recreational facilities or require 6 3] 6 X
the constiuction or expansion of recreational facilities '
which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

XVL. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project? :

2,111

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of - @ ] 8] X
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency
to non-agricultural use?

2,111

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 0 0 ] ). 4
Williamson Act contract?

2,111

c. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, .0 8] 0 X
due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use?

XVIL. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project?

24, 87

a.  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 0 6 8] X

requirements?
(i) Is the project tributary to an already impaired water 0 0 0 X 48

body, as listed on the Clean Water Act Section
303(d) list? If so, will it result in an increase in any
pollutant for which the water body is already
impaired?
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Issues and Supporting Information

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

(ii.) Will the proposed project cause or contribute to an
exceedance of applicable surface or groundwater
receiving water quality objectives or degradation of
beneficial uses?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

For example, projects that could increase pollutant
discharges such as mercury, copper, nickel, sediment,
organophospate pesticides, PCBs, or other listed
contaminants will need to address those impacts.
Reneficial uses for Sunnyvale water bodies may include
Cold Freshwater Habitat (e.g., Stevens Creek), Estuarine
Habitat (e.g., Guadalupe Slough, north portions of
Sunnyvale East and West Channels), Groundwater
Recharge (e.g., Calabazas Creek and Stevens Creek),
Preservation of Rare or Endangered Species (e.g., Stevens
Creek, Baylands), Warm Freshwater Habitats and Wildlife
Habitat (e.g., Sunnyvale East and West Channels).

b.  Substantially degrade groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of
the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for
which permits have been granted)?

0

X

24, 87

25
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Issues and Supporting Information

Potentially
Significant

Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the stie
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

Evaluation of a project’s effect on drainage patterns should
refer to the final approved SCVURPPP Hydromodification
Management Plan (HMP) where applicable, to assess the
significance of altering existing drainage patterns and to
develop any mitigation measures. The evaluation of
hydromodification effects should also consider any
potential for streambed or bank erosion downstream from
the project. Areas that may be impacted within Sunnyvale
include the storm water drainage area into Stevens Creek
and the southern reach of Calabazas Creek between
Homestead Road and Lawrence Expressway. Areas that
drain into Sunnyvale Bast and West Channels and El
Camino Channel have been proposed to be exempt from
HMP requirements since they are artificial chanmels and the
northern portions of Sunnyvale East and West Channels are
under tidal influence.

Create or contribute runoff which would exceed the

capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage

systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff? i

(i)  Will the proposed project result in increased
impervious surfaces and associated increased runoff?

(i) If so, does the project meet the NPDES permit’s
Group 1 or Group 2 criteria?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

If applicable, document Best Management Practices in
‘fulfillment of Provision C.3 requirements as CEQA
mitigation measures.

6

24

24

24

24
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Issues and Supporting Information

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less than
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Source

e.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

(i)

(i)

(iti.)

Would the proposed project result in an increase in
pollutant discharges to receiving waters?

Storm Water Runoff Guidance:

Consider water quality parameters such as
temperature, dissolved oxygen, turbidity and other
typical storm water pollutants (e.g., heavy metals,
pathogens, petroleum derivatives, synthetic organics,
sediment, nutrients, oxygen-demanding substances,
and trash).

Does the project have the potential to result in a
significant impact to surface water quality, marine,
fresh, or wetland waters, or to groundwater quality?

Will the project result in avoiding creation of
mosquito larval sources that would subsequently
require chemical treatment to protect human and
animal health?

f  Place housing within a 100-year floodplain, as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map?

g, Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which
would impede or redirect flood flows?

h.  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of the failure of 2 levee or dam?

1. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

0
6

24

24

" 24

24

24

111

56

56




ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST REFERENCE LIST

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS THAT ARE LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT

1 a. & c. Aesthetics The proposed ordinance will not result in any aesthetic impacts to the built environment;
however, subsequent projects that request increased building height in substitute for exceptional sustainable
building design may exceed the applicable zoning standards. Each project will be evaluated individually to
determine impacts to neighboring uses and further environmental review will be undertaken.

8) a. Population and Housing Subscquent projects that request incentives for density bonuses which enable
current density levels under the applicable zoning district to be exceeded, will be evaluated on a case by case
basis. Traffic and parking analysis will be undertaken to determine any possible impacts to the surrounding
environment and possible mitigation measures could be required.

13) a. & b. Transportation and Traffic The new ordinance implements green building requirements, which
include aspects that will reduce impacts to the environment, specifically traffic. The new regulations require
projects include aspects of sustainability, specifically transportation demand management programs that
would reduce traffic impacts. Also, each subsequent project that must adhere to the adopted ordinance or
requests incentives will be evaluated on a case by case basis to determine possible traffic issues that could
result from a particular assembly use. Subsequent traffic analysis and possible traffic demand management
plans may be required to determine possible over-concentration issues that could result.

Completed By: Date: L/é/\oﬁ
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City of Sunnyvale General Plan:

N0 00 Nk

Map

Air Quality Sub-Element

Community Design Sub-Element
Community Participation Sub-Element
Cultural Arts Sub-Element

Executive Summary

Fire Services Sub-Element

Fiscal Sub-Element

Heritage Preservation Sub-Element
Housing & Community Revitalization Sub-
Element

Land Use & Transportation Sub-Element
Law Enforcement Sub-Element
Legislative Management Sub-Element
Library Sub-Element

Noise Sub-Element

Open Space Sub-Element.

Recreation Sub-Element

Safety & Seismic Safety Sub-Element
Sanitary Sewer System Sub-Element
Socio-Economic Sub-Element

~ Solid Waste Management Sub-Element

Support Services Sub-Element
Surface Run-off Sub-Element
‘Water Resources Sub-Element

' City of Sunnyvale Municipal Code:

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.

38.
39.

Chapter 10

Chapter 12.60 Storm Water Management
Chapter 19.18. Residential Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.20. Commercial Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.22. Industrial Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.24. Office Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.26. Combining Zoning Districts
Chapter 19.28. Downtown Specific Plan
Chapter 19.42. Operating Standards

Chapter 19.46. Off-Street Parking & Loading
Chapter 19.56. Solar Access

Chapter 19.66. Affordable Housing

Chapter 19.72. Conversion of Mobile Home
Parks to Other Uses

Chapter 19.94. Tree Preservation

Chapter 19.96. Heritage Preservation

Note: All references are for the most recent version, as of the date the Initial Study was prepared.

Specific Plans:

40. Downtown Specific Plan (SMC 19.28)
41. Fl Camino Real Precise Plan

42. Lockheed Site Master Use Permit

43. Moffett Field Comprehensive Use Plan
44. 101 & Lawrence Site Specific Plan

45. Southem Pacific Corridor Plan

Environmental Impact Reports:

46. Futures Study Environmental Impact Report

47. Lockbeed Site Master Use Permit
Environmental Impact Report

48. Tasman Corridor LRT Environmental Impact
Study (supplemental)

49, Kaiser Permanente Medical Center
Replacement Center Environmental Impact
Report (City of Santa Clara)

50. Downtown Development Program
Environmental Impact Report

51. Caribbean-Moffett Park Environmental

Impact Report

52.  Southem Pacific Corridor Plan Environmental
Impact Report

Maps:

53. Zoning Map

54. City of Sunnyvale Aerial Maps

55. TFlood Insurance Rate Maps (FEMA)
56. Santa Clara County Assessors Parcel
57. Utility Maps (50 scale)

Lists / Inventories:

58. Sunnyvale Cultural Resources Inventory List

59. Heritage Landmark Designation List

60. Santa Clara County Heritage Resource
Inventory

61. Hazardous Waste & Substances Sites List
(State of California)

62. List of Known Contaminants in Sunnyvale

Legislation / Acts / Bills / Codes:
63. Subdivision Map Act
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Note: All references are the most recent version as of the date the initial Study was prepared:
64. Uniform Fire Code, including amendments 86. Storm Drain Master Plan
per SMC adoption 87. Sanitary Sewer Master Plan
65. National Fire Code (National Fire Protection 88. Water Master Plan
Association) 89. Solid Waste Management Plan of Santa Clara
66. Title 19 California Administrative Code County
67. California Assembly Bill 2185/ 2187 (Waters 90. Geotechnical Investigation Reports
Bill) 91. Engineering Division Project Files
68. California Assembly Bill 3777 (La Follette 92. Subdivision and Parcel Map Files
Bill)
69. Superfund Amendments & Reauthorization Miscellaneous:
Act (SARA) Title I1I 93. Field Inspection
94, Environmental Information Form
Transportation: 95. Annual Summary of Containment Excesses
70. California Department of Transportation (BAAQMD)
Highway Design Manual 96. Current Air Quality Data
71. California Department of Transportation 97. Chemical Emergency Preparedness Program
Traffic Manual (EPA) Interim Document in 19857)
72. California Department of Transportation 98. Association of Bay Area Governments
Standard Plan (ABAG) Population Projections
73. California Department of Transportation 99. Bay Area Clean Air Plan
Standard Specification 100. City-wide Design Guidelines
74. Institute of Transportation Englneers - Trip 101. Industrial Design Guidelines
" Generation
75. Imstitute of Transportation Engineers Building Safety:
Transportation and Traffic Engmeermg 102. Uniform Building Code, Volume 1,
Handbook (Including the California Building Code,
76. U.S. Dept. of Transportation Federal Highway Volume 1) '
Admin. Manual on Uniform Traffic Control 103. Uniform Building Code, Volume 2,
Devices for Street and Highways (Including the California Building Code,
77. California Vehicle Code ‘ Volume 2)
78. Traffic Engineering Theory & Practice by L. 104. Uniform Plumbing Code, (Including the
J. Pegnataro California Plumbing Code)
79. Santa Clara County Congestion Management 105. Uniform Mechanical Code, (Including the
Program and Technical Guidelines California Mechanical Code)
80. Santa Clara County Transportation Agency 106. National Electrical Code (Including California
Short Range Transit Plan Electrical Code)
81. Santa Clara County Transportation Plan 107. Title 16 of the Sunnyvale Municipal Code
82. Traffic Volume Studies, City of Sunnyvale
Public works Department of Traffic Additional References:
Engineering Division 108. USFWS / CA Dept. F&G Special Status Lists
83. Santa Clara County Sub-Regional Deficiency 109. Project Traffic Impact Analysis
Plan 110. Project Description
84. Bicycle Plan- 111. Project Development Plans
112. Santa Clara County Airport Land Use Plan
Public Works: 113. Federal Aviation Administration
85. Standard Specifications and Details of the 114. Site Map

Department of Public Works
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RESOLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
SUNNYVALE ENACTING CERTAIN MODIFICATIONS
TO THE MOFFETT PARK SPECIFIC PLAN EFFECTIVE
JANUARY 1, 2010

WHEREAS, on May 18, 2004, the Moffett Park Specific Plan was established by
Ordinance No. 2750-04;

WHEREAS, on April 7, 2009, certain modifications to the Moffett Park Specific Plan
were adopted by Ordinance No. for the purpose of implementing the goals and objectives
of the General Plan through the promotion of green building design, construction and operation
which contribute to the environmental and economic health of residents and businesses
throughout the City.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF SUNNYVALE THAT the modifications to the Moffett Park Specific Plan as set forth in
Ordinance No. _ , adopted on April 7, 2009, as to Sunnyvale Municipal Code Sections
19.29.110 (Major Moffett Park Design Review Permit), 19.29.120 (Major Moffett Park Special
Development Permit), 19.29.130 (MPSP green building development requirement) and
19.29.150 (Deviations from development standards), will take effect on January 1, 2010.

Adopted by the City Council at a regular meeting held on , 2009, by the
following vote:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

ATTEST: APPROVED:

City Clerk Mayor
(SEAL)

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND LEGALITY:

David Kahn, City Attorney

Resolutions\2009\Green Bldg-Enact MPSP Modifications
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2007-0346 Green Building Policies Draft Minutes
March 9, 2009
Page 1 of 4

PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MARCH 9, 2009

2007-0346 - City of Sunnyvale [Applicant]: Amendments to Title 19 to
Implement the Citywide Green Building Policies. These changes implement the
policies adopted by the City Council on August 26, 2008. AM

Andrew Miner, Principal Planner, presented the staff report. Mr. Miner provided
corrections to be included in the Report to Council: to change the recommended
effective date of the ordinance to January 1, 2010; that the valuation of
renovation improvements for single-family and duplex properties is $100,000;
and that a definition of the Green Building Tables be added to the ordinance. He
said the staff recommendation is that the Commission recommend to Council to
adopt the ordinance language, which includes ordinance revisions (including a
new section 19.39 Green Building Regulations — Attachment B), the resolution
adoption the Green Building Tables (Attachment C) as policy, and approved
Budget Supplement with an effective date of January 1, 2010.

Comm. Klein discussed with staff LEED (Leadership in Energy and
Environmental Design) certification, and the training for LEED accredited
professionals. Comm. Klein clarified that the Board of Building Code and Appeals
would consider appeals.

Comm. Hungerford discussed with staff Attachment C, the Draft Green Building
Tables and Attachment B, page 8 and 9 regarding Covered Projects.

Comm. Sulser discussed with staff that the certified accredited professionals
would be hired by the developer as part of the design team and the building plan
check process would include a review of the green building features. Trudi
Ryan, Planning Officer, added that most architects are becoming LEED
accredited professionals.

Comm. McKenna said the document should include more about the purpose of
the citywide goals. She said she would like to see a definition of “sustainable”
included and a checklist that shows what the City would like to accomplish with
sustainability in the long run. She said the issue of transportation is missing from
the document and there should be reference to what development can do to
make communities more walkable, bikeable, and to reduce car use. Staff
concurred with the comments noting this is an ongoing effort.

Chair Rowe opened the public hearing.
Jim Griffith, a Sunnyvale resident, said he is concerned about the use of

valuation rather than square footage which the City Council originally proposed.
He said the Council knew that sustainability would be hard to accomplish and
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2007-0346 Green Building Policies Draft Minutes
March 9, 2009
Page 2 of 4

said we should not be intimidated that this is a difficult task. He said the goal
should be to try to identify things that are punitive or impractical.

Arthur Schwartz, a Sunnyvale resident, discussed insulation, solar systems,
electricity consumption, and the value of green building. He said he would like to
see the incentives removed and the benefits emphasized and asked about the
City Sustainability Coordinator’s involvement in the ordinance.

Chair Rowe closed the public hearing.

Chair Rowe discussed with staff that valuation is not determined by the applicant
and is based on tables maintained by the Building Division. Chair Rowe
discussed the incentives with staff noting that the incentives could go away over
time. Mr. Miner said every 18 months the Council would review these tables,
could remove incentives, and make changes to the Green Building Tables. Chair
Rowe asked if a definition of sustainability could be included in the document.
Staff indicated this could be done.

Comm. Klein discussed with staff that the Sustainability Coordinator was
involved in the preparation of the document, and it is not his responsibility to
implement this requirement.

Comm. Hungerford and staff discussed the relationship of Green Building
Tables and the ordinance. Kathryn Berry, Assistant Senior City Attorney, noted
that amending the Tables is easier if the Tables are part of a Resolution. She
said that the Tables could be made part of the ordinance which would be more
formal and require more time to amend.

Comm. Sulser moved to recommend to City Council Alternative 1 to adopt
the ordinance language, which includes ordinance revisions (including a
new section 19.39 Green Building Regulations — Attachment B), the
resolution adopting the Green Building Tables (Attachment C) as policy
and approved Budget Supplement with an effective date of January 1, 2010.
Vice Chair Chang seconded the motion.

Comm. Sulser said this report is a reasonable way to move forward to start
phasing in green building regulations.

Vice Chair Chang said that we are fortunate to have the Moffett Park Specific
Plan as a foundation to start citywide green building and that he thinks this plan
would be received well by City Council.
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2007-0346 Green Building Policies Draft Minutes
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Comm. Hungerford said he would be supporting the motion, but recommended
very careful legal review whether the Green Building Tables can be
characterized as policy rather than as Code requirements.

Comm. McKenna said she is pleased the City has taken steps in this direction
and wants to continue, knowing that this is the beginning of the process.

Chair Rowe asked if some of the subject matter brought up such as the intent of
the ordinance, the transportation comments, and a checklist, should be included
in the motion or as a recommendation. Staff said that the Commission could
recommend the ordinance and recommend other items.

Comm. Klein said he would be supporting the motion. He said this piece of
sustainability, is a good balance to move builders towards building green, with
the phases eventually removing incentives. He said staff and Council will need to
work out the ordinance versus the suggested phased tables and how those will
be implemented.

ACTION: Comm. Sulser made a motion on 2007-0346 to recommend to City
Council to adopt the ordinance language, which includes ordinance
revisions (including a new section 19.39 Green Building Regulations —
Attachment B), the resolution adopting the Green Building Tables
(Attachment C) as policy and approved Budget Supplement with an
effective date of January 1, 2010. Vice Chair Chang seconded. Motion

carried unanimously, 7-0.

Comm. McKenna moved to recommend that City Council consider
including a more detailed purpose and intent in the ordinance to clarify
what the City is hoping to achieve; to consider providing a definition of
sustainability and a checklist to help better communicate what the City
wants included in development and/or redevelopment; and that
consideration is given to the impact transportation plays in reaching
sustainable goals and what can be done to reduce impacts on the carbon
footprint of the community. Comm. Sulser seconded the motion.

Comm. Sulser said that he thinks it is valuable to add intent to any ordinance
adopted.

Chair Rowe said that she thinks Comm. McKenna’'s comments are a good
recommendation.
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ACTION: Comm. McKenna made a motion on 2007-0346 to recommend that
City Council consider including a more detailed purpose and intent in the
ordinance to clarify what the City is hoping to achieve; to consider
providing a definition of sustainability and a checklist to help better
communicate what the City wants included in development and/or
redevelopment; and that consideration is given to the impact
transportation plays in reaching sustainable goals and what can be done
to reduce impacts on the carbon footprint of the community. Comm. Sulser
seconded. Motion carried unanimously, 7-0.

APPEAL OPTIONS: This recommendation will be forwarded to City Council
for consideration at the March 24, 2009 meeting.
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COUNCIL POLICY MANUAL I i
Page.. t of

L.

Policy 1.1.9 Sustainable Development and Green Bulldmgs

POLICY PURFPOSE

This policy is designed to encourage sustainable development throughout the City of Sunnyvale, fo
provide education and information to the community, and to serve as an acknowledgement by the City
Council of the importance of sustainable development concepts and practices.

POLICY STATEMENT

It is the policy of the City to encourage new and remodeled development within the City to incorporate
sustamable design principles in the foliowing disciplines:

Sustainable Sites

Water Efficiency

Energy and Atmosphere Materials and Resources
Indoor Environmental Quality

. & & &

The City of Sunnyvale adopts the following policy statements in recognition of the importance of
sustainable development:

Public Facilities
1. Remodeled City facilities will incorporate sustainable design practices in the areas noted above

(e.g. carpeting, paint, recycled content materials, recyclable materials, concrete, Certified Wood,
ete.) to the extent practicable.

2. Prior to the planning or design of any new city facility over 10,000 square feet of conditioned
space, LEED certification with the US Green Building Council will be considered by the City
Council.

3 As material specifications and standards for maintenance and remodeling of City facilities are

reviewed, inclusion of sustainable design practices (e.g. carpeting, paint, recycled content
materials, recyclable materials, environmentally-friendly cleaning products, concrete, Certified
Wood, ete.) will be considered by staff.

4, City staff are encouraged to attend green building seminars and workshops to keep current with
industry innovations and products.

Private Development

1. Provide education and outreach to residents, businesses, and development community.

2. New residential construction shall be encouraged to use the Alameda County Waste Management
Authority’s Home Remodeling: Green Building Guidelines for green building design and
construction techniques. :

3. Provide incentives for industrial/office development to incorporate green building design
practices.

(Adopted: RTC 04-064 (2/24/2004))
Lead Department: Community Development

1.1.9 - Page -1




Green Building Program

Budget Supplement Summary

ATTACHMENT. £ __
[ |

\
Page... ... Ofu,,,-l._.:w.ﬂ_m C.

Hours FY 09/10 FY 10/11 and After
Review Land Use Permits 280 497
Review Building Plans 210 385 ]
Construction Inspections 170 325
Provide Permitting Information 170 282
Staff Training 428 232

Total Staff Hours 1258 1721
Estimated Cost of Hours $100,640 $137,680
Expenditures

Training (staff and community} $12,800 $3,100
‘Memberships $650 ~ $650
Publications $3,250 $3,250

Total Expenditures $16,700 $7,000

Total Estimated Budget Supplement $117,340 $144,680




	09-081GreenBldg.doc
	“New large non-residential interiors” means first-time tenant improvements in existing buildings.
	“Residential alterations” means any rehabilitation, repair, remodeling, change, or modification to an existing building, where changes to floor area and the footprint of the building exceeds the specified valuation as shown in the Green Building Tables, where:
	 The valuation of renovation improvements shall be determined by the Building Division based on the valuation per square foot of construction in the annually adopted fee resolution.
	 These valuations shall exclude from such valuation the cost of (a) seismic upgrades, (b) accessibility upgrades, or (c) photovoltaic panels or other solar energy or similar devices exterior to the building.

	Att B 09-081 Ord Regs-REDLINED.doc
	19.12.030. “B”
	(13)  “Build it Green” (BIG) means the Build It Green organization.

	19.12.040. “C”
	 (10)  “Compliance threshold” means the minimum number of points or rating level of a green building rating system that must be attained for a particular covered project, as outlined in the Green Building Tables.
	(1)-(4) [text unchanged]

	19.12.080. “G”
	(6)  “Green Building project checklist” means a checklist or scorecard developed for the purpose of calculating a green building rating. 
	(7)  “Green Building rating system” means the rating system associated with specific Green Building criteria and used to determine compliance thresholds, as outlined in the Standards of Compliance of section 19.39.040. Examples of rating systems include, but are not limited to, the LEED™, GreenPoint Rated systems, and California Green Building Code.
	(9)  “GreenPoint Rated” means a residential Green Building rating system developed by the Build It Green organization. 
	(10)  “GreenPoint Rated Verification” means verification of compliance by a certified GreenPoint Rater, resulting in Green Building certification by Build It Green including green point allocation across all of the resource categories. 

	19.12.140. “M”
	19.12.150. “N”
	(1)  “New large non-residential interiors” means first-time tenant improvements where areas of such construction are over 5,000 gross square feet or more of existing buildings.

	19.12.180. “Q”
	(1)  “Qualified Green Building professional” means a person trained through the USGBC as a LEED™ accredited professional or through Build It Green as a certified Green Building professional, or similar qualifications if acceptable to the director of community development. For projects requiring “self-verification,” the project architect or designer is considered a qualified Green Building professional. 

	19.12.190. “R”
	19.12.200. “S”
	(4)  “Self verification” means verification by the project architect, designer or a qualified green building professional certifying that the project has met the standards and has attained the compliance threshold as indicated for the covered project type as set forth in the Standards for Compliance outlined in section 19.39.040.

	19.12.210. “T”
	(2)  “Temporary structures” means buildings and structures intended for use at one location for not more than one year.

	19.12.220. “U”
	(2)  “Upgrades” means improvements where the majority of work requires only electrical, plumbing and/or mechanical permits.

	19.12.230. “V”
	 The purpose of this chapter is to implement sustainable development with development and construction practices designed to use natural resources in a manner that does not eliminate, degrade or diminish their usefulness for future generations, to enhance the public health and welfare by promoting the environmental and economic health of the city through the design, construction, maintenance, operation and deconstruction of buildings and other site development, and to incorporate green building practices into all development projects.  The green building provisions referred to in this chapter are designed to achieve the following goals: 
	  (1) The types of projects subject to regulation (covered projects); 
	  (2) The Green Building rating system to be applied to the various types of projects; 
	  (3) Minimum thresholds of compliance for various types of projects; and 
	(a) The director of community development shall promulgate any rules and guidelines necessary or appropriate to achieve compliance with the requirements of this chapter and as more fully outlined in the administrative procedures promulgated by the director of community development.
	(b) The procedures for compliance documentation shall include, but not be limited to, the following: 

	(a) Any aggrieved applicant or person may appeal the determination of the director regarding: (1) the granting or denial of an exemption pursuant to the Building Code; or (2) compliance with any other provision of this chapter. 
	(b) Any appeal must be filed in writing with the community development department not later than fifteen (15) days after the date of the determination by the director.  The appeal shall state the alleged error or reason for the appeal. 
	 (c) The appeal shall be processed and considered at a Building Code Board of Appeals hearing in accordance with the Building Code. 
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