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Dear City Council,

I’m writing you about blinding night lights and purchasing.

Lately there have been blinding lights coming from the quarry.

They are a distraction for drivers and shine into some resident homes.
Does the quarry have land-use authority for this use?

Is there a conditional use permit?

Why weren’t residents notified?

It has been a bit of a nuisance.

Regarding Purchasing (Procurement).

Thank you again for investing in the Moss Adams audit.

It turned up many issues in finance as shown in the image below.

I'd like to see some more work done in the area of purchasing agreements and understand that this
has been part of the plan. It would be good to get this done sooner than later.

Attached you will find the relative lean Cupertino purchasing policy as compared with the Los Altos
purchasing policy.

Los Altos has about half as many residents as we do.

Here is information on purchasing in the City of Mountain View:
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Cupertino, CA Municipal Code

CHAPTER 3.22: PURCHASE OF SUPPLIES, MATERIALS, EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES

Section
3.22.010 Purpose of chapter.
3.22.020 Definitions.
3.22.030 Purchasing Officer.
3.22.040 Purchase orders or check requests needed-Use of petty cash funds.
3.22.050 Availability of funds.
3.22.060 Purchasing requirements.
3.22.070 Exemptions.

3.22.010 Purpose of Chapter.

This chapter is enacted to set forth policy to establish efficient procedures for the purchase of supplies, materials,
equipment and services at the lowest possible cost commensurate with quality needed, and to clearly define authority for
the purchasing function of the City.

(Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.22.020 Definitions.

For the purposes of this chapter, the following words and phrases shall have the meanings ascribed to them by this
section.

1. "Bid" means any proposal submitted to the City in competitive bidding for City purchases and contracts for
supplies, materials, equipment, and/or services.

2. "Lowest responsible bidder" means the lowest monetary bidder who has demonstrated the attribute of
trustworthiness as well as quality, fitness, capacity and experience to satisfactorily perform the contract.

3. "Purchases." Purchases of supplies and equipment shall include leases or rentals, as well as transactions by
which the City acquires ownership.

4. "Purchasing Officer" means the City Manager or any other official or officials designated in writing by the City
Manager for administration of this chapter.

5. "Services" means any and all services including, but not limited to, equipment service contracts.

The term does not include services rendered by City officers or employees, or professional or other services which are
by nature unique or for which the procedure for procurement is specifically provided by law.

6. "Supplies," "materials" and "equipment" means any and all articles, things or tangible personal property furnished
to or to be used by the City.

(Ord. 1897, § | (part), 2002; Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.22.030 Purchasing Officer.

A. The Purchasing Officer of the City is vested with the authority for the purchase of supplies, materials, equipment and
services. When the provisions and intent of this chapter may be best served by so doing, the Purchasing Officer may





authorize in writing any department to investigate, solicit bids or to negotiate the purchase or award of contracts for
supplies, materials, equipment or services for that department, provided that such shall be done in conformity with the
procedures prescribed by this chapter or by duly adopted administrative rules and regulations pertaining thereto.

B. The Purchasing Officer shall have the responsibility and authority to:

1. Purchase or contract for materials, supplies, equipment and services to be performed as may be required by any
department of the City in accordance with procedures prescribed by this chapter or by such administrative rules and
regulations as the Purchasing Officer may adopt pursuant thereto;

2. Prepare and adopt administrative rules and regulations not in conflict with the provisions of this chapter for the
purpose of carrying out the requirements and intent of this purchasing system.

(Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.22.040 Purchase Orders or Check Requests Needed-Use of Petty Cash Funds.

A. Purchases of supplies, materials, equipment or services shall be made only by means of purchase orders or check
requests processed and issued pursuant to this chapter. The purchase orders or check requests shall be valid only when
signed by the City Manager, the Purchasing Officer or other persons as may be designated by the Purchasing Officer to
act in his behalf.

B. Nothing herein shall preclude the use of authorized petty cash funds for purposes intended by their establishment.

(Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.22.050 Awvailability of Funds.

The Purchasing Officer shall not issue any purchase order or check request, or award any contract for the acquisition of
supplies, materials, equipment or services, unless there exists an unencumbered appropriation in the funds as approved
by City Council resolution adopting procedures for administration of the annual budget. The appropriate account and
funds shall be encumbered immediately after the issuance of the purchase order or check request or award of contract.

(Ord. 1582, §l (part), 1992)

3.22.060 Purchasing Requirements.

A. Open Market Purchases. The Purchasing Officer may award contracts or issue purchase orders or check requests
for the acquisition of supplies, materials, equipment or services in the open market without observing the competitive
bidding procedure contained in this Chapter when the dollar value will forseeably equal, or be less than, the amount for
public works contracts described in section 22032(a) of the Public Contracts Code.

B. Purchases Approved by City Council-Application of Formal Competitive Bidding Procedures. In instances where the
acquisition of supplies, materials, equipment or services will foreseeably result in the issuance of a purchase order, check
request, or the award of a contract with a dollar value in excess of the required dollar value for public works contracts
described in section 22032(b) of the Public Contracts Code, such will be authorized only by action of the City Council.

Such action shall be taken after the formal competitive bidding procedures described in this section are followed, unless
pursuant to a written recommendation of the City Manager, the City Council finds that the use of the formal competitive
bidding procedure is not practical due to limitations on source of supply, necessary restrictions in specifications,
necessary standardization, quality considerations, or if other valid reasons for waiving the formal competitive bidding
process procedures appear. Upon making such a finding, the Council may direct the Purchasing Officer to dispense with
the formal competitive procedure and make the purchase on the open market or through any other procedure which
meets the City's requirements.

C. Formal Competitive Bidding Procedures. The formal bidding procedures required for purchases described in
Section 3.22.060B are as follows:

1. Notice Inviting Bids.





a. Notice inviting bids shall include:
i. Adistinct description of the supplies, materials, equipment or services to be purchased;
ii. The location where bid blanks, specifications and requests for proposals may be secured;
ii. The time and place for opening bids;

iv. A statement that the City has the authority to reject any and all bids and may waive any minor technicality or
variance found in a bid document.

b. The notice inviting bids shall be published at least fourteen calendar days before the date of opening of bids in a
newspaper of general circulation printed or published in the City. Such notice may also be mailed to any vendor or
provider which the Purchasing Officer has reason to believe may be in a position to provide the subject supplies, material,
equipment or services to the City.

2. Opening of Bids. Bids shall be opened in public by the City Clerk at the time and place stated in the notice inviting
bids. A tabulation of all bids received shall be open for public inspection during regular business hours for a period of not
less than fifteen calendar days after the bid opening. Any bid which is received after the time specified in the notice shall
be returned unopened.

3. Award of Contract. Contracts shall be awarded by the City Council to the lowest responsible bidder except as
otherwise provided in this chapter.

4. Award to Next Lowest Bidder-Failure to Execute Contract. The City Council may, on refusal or failure of the
successful bidder to execute the contract within ten days after the date the notice of award of contract is mailed, unless
the City is responsible for the delay, award it to the next lowest responsible bidder.

5. Award of Contract to the Next Lowest Bidder-Lowest Bidder Irresponsible-Notice and Hearing.

A. The City Council, in its sole discretion, may reject the lowest monetary bid for purchases of supplies, materials,
equipment or services upon a specific finding that the lowest monetary bidder is not responsible. To determine
responsibility, the City Council may consider, among other things, the bidder's financial responsibility, level of experience
and whether the bidder has failed to complete or deliver any supplies, materials, equipment or services in other projects.

B. If the City Council rejects the lowest bid upon its determination that the lowest bidder is not responsible, the City
shall:

i. Give notice of the City Council's decision to the lowest monetary bidder, setting forth the reasons why the bidder
is not considered the lowest responsible bidder;

ii. Give the bidder the opportunity to ask for a pre-award hearing before the City Council on the issue;

iii. If the hearing is requested, agendize the matter before the City Council, giving written notice of such hearing to
all bidders;

iv. After hearing, the City Council shall make a finding, supported by the evidence on the record as to the
nonresponsibility of the lowest monetary bidder.

6. Rejection of Bids-Identical Bids-Absence of Bids. The City Council, in its sole discretion, may:
a. Reject any bids presented and re-advertise for new bids;
b. Reject any bid that fails to meet the requirements of the formal bidding procedure in any respect;
c. [ftwo or more bids are the same and the lowest, the City Council may accept the one it chooses;

d. If no bids are received, the City Council may direct the Purchasing Officer to purchase the supplies, materials,
equipment or services without further adherence to the formal bidding procedure;

e. Waive any minor irregularities or variances in any bid received.

D. Informal Competitive Bidding Procedures. In instances where the purchase of supplies, materials, equipment or
services will forseeably result in the issuance of a purchase order, check request or the award of a contract with a dollar
value of greater than the amount for public works contracts described in section 22032(a) of the public contract code but
equals, or is less than the amount for public works contracts described in section 22032(b) of the public contracts code,
the Purchasing Officer may award contracts or issue purchase orders or check requests for the purchase of supplies,





materials, equipment or services.

Such action shall be taken only after the informal competitive bidding procedure described in subsection E below is
followed unless the City Manager finds in writing that the use of the informal competitive bidding procedure is not practical
due to limitations on source of supply, necessary restrictions in specifications, necessary standardization, quality
considerations, or if other valid reasons for waiving the informal competitive bidding process procedure appear. Upon
making such a finding, the City Manager may direct the Purchasing Officer to dispense with the informal competitive
bidding procedure and make the purchase on the open market or through any other procedure which meets the City's
requirements.

E. Informal Competitive Bidding Procedure for Purchases Described in Subparagraph D. Above.

i. The procedures described in subsections 3.22.060 C | a and C2-C6 of this chapter are applicable except that
the duties described thereunder which are performed by the City Council are performed under these informal procedures
by the Purchasing Officer. Determinations of the Purchasing Officer are subject to appeal pursuant to Chapter 1.16 of the
City's ordinance code.

ii. Publication of notice inviting informal bids is not required.

(Ord. 1897, § 1 (part), 2002; Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.22.070 Exemptions.

Notwithstanding any provision of this chapter to the contrary, the Purchasing Officer, with the written concurrence of the
City Manager, is authorized to issue a purchase order or check request, or award a contract, without adherence to the
other provisions of this chapter under following instance:

A. Emergency Purchases. The immediate requirement of an item necessary for the continued operation of a
department or for the preservation of life or property shall be deemed an emergency. A full report of the circumstances of
emergency purchase in excess of the amount described in subsection 3.22.060B shall be filed with the City Council at its
next regular meeting after the purchase was made.

B. Recurring or Essential Services. Purchase orders or check requests, including payment of claims against the City
where reasonable advanced estimates of costs cannot be determined for essential services of a recurring nature.
Included, but not limited to, this authorization are such items as utility services, approved claims for liability under the City's
insurance program, renewal premium for authorized insurance policies, all expenditures for the City's payroll and
employee benefits and other matters involving unknown estimates of costs.

C. Purchases From Other Public Agencies. Purchases of supplies, materials, equipment or services from any other
public agency created under the laws of the State of California or the United States Government are exempt from the
bidding requirements of this chapter.

D. Professional Services. Professional services including, but not limited to, services of lawyers, architects, engineers,
land surveyors, artists and accountants are exempt from the bidding requirements of this chapter.

(Ord. 1897, § 1 (part), 2002; Ord. 1582, § 1 (part), 1992)

CHAPTER 3.23: PUBLIC WORKS CONTRACT AND BIDDING PROCEDURES
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3.23.070 Award of contract.

3.23.080 Forfeiture of security.

3.23.090 Award of contract to next lowest bidder-Failure to execute contract.
3.23.100 Award of contract to next lowest bidder-Lowest bidder irresponsible-Notice and hearing.
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3.23.010 Purpose.

This chapter is enacted to enhance competition, to prevent corruption and undue influence in the awarding of public
works contracts, and to clarify the City's competitive bidding requirements established pursuant to Part 3 of the California
Public Contract Code, Sections 20100 et seq.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.020 Definitions.

As used in this chapter, the following terms, phrases, words and their derivations shall have the meanings given in this
section:

1. "Bid" means any proposal submitted to the City in competitive bidding for the construction, alteration, repair or
improvement of any structure, building, road or other improvement of any kind.

2. "Lowest responsible bidder" means the lowest monetary bidder who has demonstrated the attribute of
trustworthiness as well as quality, fitness, capacity and experience to satisfactorily perform the public works contract
sought.

3. "Public works contract" means an agreement for the erection, construction, alteration, repair or improvement of
any public structure, building, road or other public improvement of any kind.

4. "Public works project" means:
a. The erection, improvement, painting or repair of public buildings and works;
b. Work to protect against overflow of streams, bays, waterfronts or embankments;
c. Street or sewer work except for maintenance or repair thereof;
d. Furnishing supplies or materials for any such project, including the maintenance or repair of streets or sewers.

(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.030 Competitive Bidding.

Except as otherwise provided for in this chapter, public works projects with an estimated dollar value in excess of the
required dollar value for competitive bidding established by section 22032(a) of the California Public Contracts Code, as
may be amended, shall be contracted for pursuant to the procedures prescribed in this chapter.





(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992; Ord. 16- 2143, § 1, 2016)

3.23.040 Notice Inviting Bids.

The notice inviting bids shall be in the form and published as follows:
A. Notices inviting bids shall include:
1. Adistinct description of the public works project to be performed;
2. The location where bid blanks and specifications may be secured,;
3. The time and place for opening bids;
4. The type and amount of bidder's security required;
5. The class of license required for the public works to be performed; and

6. A statement that the City has the authority to reject any and all bids and may waive any minor technicality or
variance from the bid specifications.

B. The notice inviting bids shall be:

1. Published in a newspaper of general circulation printed and published in the City at least the number of days
specified in Section 22037 of the California Public Contract Code, as may be amended, before the opening of bids; and

2. Provided to all construction and trade journals specified in Section 22036 of the California Public Contract Code, or
as may be amended, at least the number of days and by the methods set forth in Section 22037 of the California Public
Contracts Code, as may be amended.

(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992; Ord. 16-2143, § 2, 2016)

3.23.050 Presentation of Bids-Security Required-Subcontractor Designated in Bid.

A. All bids shall be presented under sealed cover (identified as bids on the envelope), submitted to the City Clerk and
accompanied by one of the following forms of bidder's security:

1. Cash;

2. Acashier's check made payable to the City;

3. Acertified check made payable to the City;

4. Abidder's bond executed by an admitted surety insurer, made payable to the City.

B. The security shall be in an amount equal to at least ten percent of the amount of the bid, or such other sum as may
be authorized by the California Public Contract Code. A bid shall not be considered unless one of the forms of bidder's
security is enclosed with it.

C. Upon award of the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, the security of an unsuccessful bidder shall be returned
in a reasonable period of time, but in no event shall such security be held by the City beyond ninety days from the date the
notice of award of contract is mailed.

D. All bidders on a public works project must designate in their bids the name, address, the portion of the work each
subcontractor will perform, and other information as required by Section 4101(a)(1) of the California Public Contract Code,
as may be amended, of each subcontractor:

1. Who will perform work exceeding one-half of one percent of the prime contractor's total bid, or

2. Who meet or exceed the thresholds for specific types of work as specified in Section 4101(a)(1) of the California
Public Contracts Code, as may be amended.

E. The prime contractor shall list only one subcontractor for each portion of work as is defined by the prime contractor
in their bid.





(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992; Ord. 16-2143, § 3, 2016)

3.23.060 Opening Bids.

Bids shall be opened in public at the time and place stated in the notice inviting bids. A tabulation of all bids received
shall be open for public inspection during regular business hours for a period of not less than fifteen calendar days after
the bid opening. Any bid which is received after the time specified in the notice shall be returned unopened.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.070 Award of Contract.

Contracts shall be awarded by the City Council to the lowest responsible bidder except as otherwise provided in this
chapter.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.080 Forfeiture of Security.

If the successful bidder fails to execute the contract within ten days after the date the notice of award of contract is
mailed, unless the City is responsible for the delay, the amount of the bidder's security shall be forfeited to the City except
as provided in Section 3.23.090.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.090 Award of Contract to next Lowest Bidder-Failure to Execute Contract.

The City Council may, on refusal or failure to the successful bidder to execute the contract within ten days after the date
the notice of award of contract is mailed, unless the City is responsible for the delay, award it to the next lowest
responsible bidder. If the City Council awards the contract to the second lowest bidder, the amount of the lowest bidder's
security shall be applied by the City to the difference between the low bid and the second lowest bid, and the surplus, if
any, shall be returned to the lowest bidder if cash or a check is used, or to the bidder's surety if a bond is used.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.100 Award of Contract to Next Lowest Bidder-Lowest Bidder Irresponsible-Notice and Hearing.

A. The City Council, in its sole discretion, may reject the lowest bid upon specific findings that the lowest bidder is not
responsible. To determine responsibility, the City Council may consider, among other things, the bidder's financial
responsibility, type of license, type of equipment, number of years experience in construction work, other projects bidder
worked on in the last five years, whether bidder has failed to complete any contract and bidder's ability to be bonded.

B. If the City Council rejects the lowest bid upon its determination that the lowest bidder is not responsible, the City
shall do the following:

1. Give notice of the City Council's decision to the lowest bidder, setting forth the reasons why he/she is not
considered the lowest "responsible" bidder;

2. Inthe notice, give bidder an opportunity to ask for a pre-award hearing before the City Council on the issue;
3. If hearing is requested, agenda the matter pursuant to California Government Code hearing requirements;

4. After the hearing, the City Council shall make a finding, supported by the evidence on the record, as to the
nonresponsibility of the lowest bidder.

(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)





3.23.110 Rejection of Bids-ldentical Bids-Absence of Bids.

The City Council, in its sole discretion, may:
Reject any bids presented and readvertise for new bids;
Reject any bid that fails to meet the bidding requirements in any respect;

If two or more bids are the same and the lowest, the City Council may accept the one it chooses;

oo w >

If no bids are received, the City Council may have the project done without further complying with this chapter;
E. Waive minor irregularities in any bid received.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.120 Informal Bidding Procedure for Public Works Projects.

Except as otherwise required by this chapter or under state or federal law, the bidding procedures of this chapter may be
dispensed with for public works projects with an estimated dollar value equal to or less than the required dollar value
specified in Subdivision (b) of Section 22032 of the Public Contract Code, and the following informal bidding procedures
substituted:

A. The City shall maintain a list of qualified contractors, identified according to categories of work. Minimum criteria for
compilation of the contractor list shall be determined by the California Uniform Construction Cost Accounting Commission
("Commission"). All contractors on the list for the category of work being bid and/or all construction trade journals
specified by the Commission shall be mailed a notice inviting informal bids, unless the product or service is proprietary.

B. All mailing of notices to contractors and construction trade journals shall be completed not less than the number of
days specified in Section 22304(c) of the California Public Contract Code, or as may be amended, before the date of
opening the bids.

C. The City Council hereby delegates the authority to award contracts pursuant to informal bidding to the City Manager
or other person designated in writing by the City Manager.

(Ord. 1632, 1993; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992; Ord. 16- 2143, § 4, 2016)

3.23.130 Exempt from Bidding Requirements.

The following are exempt from competitive bidding requirements:

A. Professional Services. Includes, but is not restricted to, services of lawyers, architects, engineers, land surveyors,
artists, and accountants;

B. Maintenance. Includes the maintenance and repair of streets and sewers, but does not include the furnishing of
materials for such maintenance;

C. Emergency Work. If there is a great public calamity, such as an extraordinary fire, flood, storm, epidemic or other
disaster, or if it is necessary to do emergency work to prepare for national or local defense, the City Council may pass a
resolution by a four-fifths vote declaring that the public interest and necessity demand the immediate expenditure of public
money to safeguard life, health or property. Upon adoption of the resolution, the City may expend any sum required in the
emergency without complying with this chapter;

D. Small Contracts. Any contract for public works projects with an estimated dollar value equal to or less than the
required dollar value for competitive bidding established by section 22032(a) of the California Public Contracts Code;

E. Meaningless Bids. Where the nature of the subject of the contract is such that competitive proposals would not
produce an advantage and when the advertisement for competitive bidding would be undesirable, impracticable or
impossible;

F. Performance of Project After Rejection of Bids. After rejection of bids presented, the City Council may pass a
resolution by a four-fifths vote declaring that the project can be performed more economically by day labor or the materials
or supplies furnished at a lower price in the open market. Upon adoption of the resolution, the City is relieved from further





compliance with formal bidding requirements.

(Ord. 1897, § 2 (part), 2002; Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.140 Performance Bond of Successful Bidder.

The City Manager has authority to require a performance bond before entering a contract, in such amount as the City
Manager finds reasonably necessary to protect the best interests of the City or as may be required by law. If the City
requires a performance bond, the form and amount of the bond shall be described in the notice inviting bids.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.150 Deposit of Proceeds.

The cash or proceeds collected pursuant to this chapter shall be deposited in the fund out of which the expenses of
preparation and printing of the plans and specifications, estimates of cost and publication of notice are paid.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)

3.23.160 Additional Work by City Authority.

Notwithstanding the provisions of this chapter, if the Director of Public Works determines that additional or extra work on
any public works project is required to complete the project as originally intended, the Director of Public Works is
authorized to approve contract change orders for additional or extra work on any public works contract without complying
with the bidding requirements established in this chapter, provided that each individual contract change order does not
exceed the required dollar value for bidding established by Section 22032 of the California Public Contract Code; and,
further, that the aggregate total of all such contract change orders for any one public works project does not exceed the
value of the project contingency established for the project at the time the contract is awarded. Under this same authority,
the Director of Public Works is authorized to approve extensions of time to public works contracts up to a maximum of
sixty calendar days.

(Ord. 1900, § 1, 2002)

3.23.170 Deletions of Work by City Authority.

The City reserves the right to delete up to twenty-five percent of the work on a public works contract where such
deletions would advance the project as originally contemplated.

(Ord. 1583, § 1 (part), 1992)





CITY OF CUPERTINO PURCHASING POLICY Effective September 1, 2013

Type Form Category Process Authorization
General Supplies Petty Cash Voucher (up to
(Operating or maintenance | $75); or Up to $45,000 No specific requirements. Form authorized by
supplies and materials, Check Request; or Muni Code Sec 3.22.060A | designated supervisor.
general meeting expenses, | Partial Receipt of Note: Services of
licenses, subscriptions, Purchase Order with or temporary personnel
memberships, mileage without contract authorized by HR Mgr.
reimbursements, tools, $45,001 to Informal competitive Form authorized by
furniture, equipment.) $175,000 bidding process or RFP. department head. Note:

Code Sec 3.22.060D Services of temporary

General Services personnel authorized by
(Operating or maintenance HR Mgr.
services, recurring Greater than Formal competitive bidding | Form authorized by
services, essential or $175,000 or RFP with approval from | department head.

emergency services or
purchases from public
agencies.)

the City Manager. Code
Sec 3.22.060B.

Contract approved by City
Manager/City Council.

Utility Payments

Invoices

Summarized and paid by
Finance; copies sent to PW
Supervisor.

Payment authorized by
PW Supervisor (may be
after payment process).






CITY OF CUPERTINO PURCHASING POLICY Effective September 1, 2013

Type Form Category Process Authorization
Construction Contracts Contract; No bidding required. Code | Contract authorized by
Construction documents | Up to $45,000 Sec 3.23.130D designated supervisor
and specifications $45,001 to Informal competitive Contract authorized by
approved by Dir. of $175,000 bidding process. Code Sec | department head.

Public Works or his
designee

3.23.120

Greater than

Formal competitive bidding
approved by Department

Contract approved by City
Manager/City Council.

$175,000 Head. Formal construction
documents approved by Dir.
of Public Works. Code Sec
3.23.030 through 3.23.120
Professional Services Petty Cash Voucher (up to No bidding required. Code | Form authorized by
(including but not limited | $75); or Up to $45,000 Sec 3.22.070D and designated supervisor.
to lawyers, architects, Check Request; or 3.23.130A
engineers, land surveyors, | Partial Receipt of $45,001 to No bidding required. Code | Form authorized by
artists and accountants) Purchase Order with or $175,000 Sec 3.22.070D and department head.
without contract 3.23.130A
OR from another Public Greater than No bidding required. Code | Form authorized by
Agency created under $175,000 Sec 3.22.070D and department head.
California or US Gov’t 3.23.130A Contract approved by City
laws Manager/City Council.
Expense Reimbursements | Petty Cash VVoucher (up to | Any amount See Administrative Form authorized by
and Advance Payment $75); or Procedure 1-12 and designated supervisor.
Check Request; or Unrepresented Employees’
Reimbursement of Compensation Program
Expenses Policy No. 3
Educational Request for Educational Up to $1,200 per See Administrative Authorized by Human
Reimbursements Reimbursement of year Procedure 11-2; Resources and department

Expenses

Memorandum of
Understandings with CEA
and OE3

head.

G:\Finance\Procedures and Policies\Purchasing Policy Effective 9-1-13.docx
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ETHICAL GUIDELINES

Compliance with legal prohibitions on conflicts of interest, including the Political
Reform Act and Government Code 81090, is required.

Purchasing from or contracting with a business entity wholly or partially owned or
operated by a City employee, or employee’s spouse, is prohibited unless approved in
advance by the City Manager. Any employee with such an ownership interest must
have no official (City) role in contracting process.

Purchasing from or contracting with a business entity wholly or partially owned or
operated by a family member of a City employee must be approved in advance by a
Department Head in writing. To avoid any purchasing conflicts and contract
administration issues, any City employee with a familial relationship to a City
contractor must disclose the relationship to his or her Department Head. Such employee
must _have no official (City) role in contracting process. A familial relationship is
defined as grandparent, grandchild, parent, child, son-in-law, daughter-in-law, parent-
in-law, or sibling relationship.

A City employee may not participate in the contracting process if he or she has a
financial interest with any person, firm, or business entity involved with providing
goods or services to the City.

Departments must make every attempt to ensure open and competitive purchases.

Splitting purchases for the purpose of evading the procedures outlined in this document
is strictly prohibited.

The receipt of any monetary or non-monetary gifts, gratuities, promotional items,
rebates, or kickbacks of any value from a prospective or actual contractor or vendor to
a City employee is prohibited.

OVERVIEW & RESPONSIBILITIES

Implementing a formal policy and process of procuring goods and services, including a purchase
order system, provides several key benefits. It supports clear purchase specifications, avoids
dispute with vendors, builds an audit trail, allows level competition to set prices, controls spending
limits, creates a system of checks and balances, and enhances public trust. The prevailing
principles used in developing this document follow:

e This policy addresses the acquisition of equipment, materials, supplies, maintenance services,
and professional services in accordance with the City’s Municipal Code. It does not address

Updated SeptemberNovember 3027, 2021616 Page 3






the procurement of public work projects as defined by the California Public Contract Code.

The Finance Director is responsible for developing this document. Administrative changes to
this policy shall be approved by the City Manager to clarify instructions and address tactical
operational needs.

The City Attorney does not have any financial authority but is responsible for the legal review
of Purchase Orders (PO), Blanket Purchase Orders (BPO), Purchasing Contract Agreements
(PCA) or Contract Purchase Orders (CPO) and all other Professional Services as defined in
this document.

Purchasing is decentralized, with each department head responsible for coordinating
purchasing efforts in his/her operations. Initiated through a departmental Requisition (REQ),
Finance shall approve and create Purchase Orders (PO), Blanket Purchase Orders (BPO),
Purchasing Contract Agreements (PCA) or Contract Purchase Orders (CPO).

No requisition or BPO, PO, PCA or CPO lacking sufficient appropriation levels as set in the
adopted budget will be undertaken. Purchases shall not be split to avoid required bid levels or
authorizing dollar limits.

BPOs, PCAs, or CPOs should be used for routine and repetitive procurement of materials,
goods and maintenance services.

Competitive bids shall be sought using the scope and dollar limits outlined herein. A minimum
of two quotes are required with three recommended. Requests for Bids should consider the
quality necessary to meet the City’s needs

Service and pricing negotiation is encouraged for the procurement of professional services
bound via the execution of a City-compliant contract approved by the Risk Manager. Vendor
contract must have the approval of the Risk Manager.

The requesting department shall verify the existence of a valid City business license with
Finance in contracting for the delivery of in-city or on-site services. Sales to City for software
products or licensing requiring no onsite visits or service to City by vendor does not require a
business license.

The physical receiving of tangible goods shall be approved by the authorizing department at
the time of delivery. Dual approval is required and retention of packing slips mandatory.

Emergency purchases are allowed under the conditions set forth herein.
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A VARIETY OF WAYS TO MAKE PURCHASES

Purchasing methods vary with the dollar amount and nature of the purchase as follows:

Method of Purchase

Petty Cash

Purchase Type

Small dollar items on a
reimbursement basis

Subject to
Bidding

Supporting
Documents
Approved petty cash
slip - original receipt -
invoice

Conditions

Cannot supplant
existing Purchase
Orders or Contracts

Dollar Limits

$50100 or Under

City Calcard

Small dollar items

Purchase Card
Log/Statement/
receipts/invoice/
delivery packing slip

Cannot supplant
existing Purchase
Orders or Contracts

Under $5,000
Dept set transaction

limits and monthly
max card limits

Direct Vendor Purchases

Small dollar items

Approved
invoice/receipt /check
request

Cannot supplant
existing Purchase
Orders or Contracts

Under $5,000

Purchase Order (PO)

Large dollar purchases
requiring bids

Required

Approved
requisition/PO/invoice|
s/receipts/delivery
packing slips

Not to be used for
professional services

$5,000
and over

Blanket Purchase Orders
(BPO)

Routine repetitive purchases
using pre-established vendor
arrangements. City 1D
required at point of sale.

Required

BPOs ID # - receipt -
invoice - packing slip
if delivered

Not to be used for
professional services

Subject to established
annual limits and dept
approval authority

Contract Purchase Orders
(CPO)

Contracted services - either
maintenance of professional

See PCA or
Professional
Services below

Negotiated and
executed Contract

Contracted annual
limits and dept.
approval authority

City
Council approval
over$75,000100,000

Purchase Contracts
Agreements (PCA)

Routine repetitive purchases
using pre-established vendor
arrangements

Required

Negotiated and
executed Contract and
CPO

Contracted annual
limits and dept.
approval authority

Council approval
At $10075,000 and
over

Professional Service
Contract

Professional services based
on need - pricing competition
encouraged

Recommended

Negotiated and
executed Contract and
CPO

Contracted annual
limits and dept.
approval authority

Council approval at
$10075,000 and over

A more detailed discussion of these purchasing methods follows:

Petty Cash is used for infrequent purchases under $1050 requiring immediate funding. Petty cash
draws must be supported by original receipts and an approved petty cash form denoting a clear
business purpose and budget coding. Conference meeting, mileage, per diem and travel-related
requests paid via Petty Cash must be tallied and documented in the overall final submission of the
City’s travel expense form by the requesting department. Petty cash shall never to be used for
personal change requests and is only accessible to designated department custodians. Department
head or designee approval is always required. Replenishment requests to Finance require full
reconciliation and approval.
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City Calcards accommodate small dollar purchases under $5,000 and are limited to pre-
established monthly maximums. They are issued for use only with department head approval and
the execution of a formal employee agreement. The requirements outlined in the Purchasing Card
Policy (Exhibit 8) must be strictly adhered to. Calcards are issued jointly in the City’s and
employee’s name and shall only be used by the employee they are issued to. Cardholders are
responsible for reconciling monthly statements and completing a fully documented and approved
transaction log prior to payment. The proper use of Calcards along with timely payment submittal
and complete documentation will be strictly enforced with violations promptly resulting in the
revocation of privileges and/or other disciplinary actions.

Direct Vendor Purchases for one-time purchases that fall under $5,000 and can be submitted for
payment using original vendor receipts/invoices. This method should not be used to supplant
existing BPO or PCA arrangements. Original vendor receipts/invoices must be marked with a City
standard approval and budget coding stamp, be submitted on a timely basis with proper approvals
and include a clear/concise description of purpose and budget coding. Packing slips are required
support for all items shipped to City facilities. With increased volume trends, a BPO or PCA can
be established for vendors used repetitively given proper bidding procedures are followed.

Purchase Orders (POs) facilitate purchases of $5,000 and over. They follow the submission of a
purchase requisition (REQ) to Finance, are subject to bidding either at the informal or formal level
(as defined below) and require department head established authorizations and approval levels.

Blanket Purchase Orders (BPOs) are based on pre-bid agreements with specific vendors. They
promote efficiency by simplifingy access to routinely needed goods and maintenance services.

e The establishment of a BPO requires competitive bidding and use of City Attorney-approved
terms and conditions. These terms appear on the actual BPO form and are presented to the
selected vendor.

A BPO has a pre-defined, as coordinated with the requesting department, annual maximum
limit tracked by Finance. Purchases must always be supported by an identifying BPO ID #,
department approvals, original receipts, invoices and packing slips (if shipped) prior to
payment. Budget/account codes and a clear business purpose shall always be noted.

Requests to increase annual BPO limits must be approved by department heads and the
Administrative-Services-DirectorFinance Director. BPO activity will be reviewed annually by
Finance as a basis for justifying continuance of any one vendor. It is the requesting
department’s responsibility to re-bid periodically (no more than three to five years) to ensure
best possible pricing, service and availability.

Department heads may request additional BPO vendors by submitting an email to Finance.
Criteria for establishing a BPO includes frequency of ordering, the dollar amount of each order
and the absence of an established contract.

City employees must always display positive identification, in the form of a current employee

identification card, when making BPO purchases at the point-of-sale. This requirement shall
be communicated to the vendor at the time of establishing a BPO.
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e Regardless of the annual dollar maximum limit, BPO purchases are subject to the signing
authority approvals and transaction limits developed by departments and maintained in
Finance.

Purchase Contract Agreements (PCAs) may be beneficial in establishing firm pricing and an
ongoing source of services and materials. This entails entering into a multi-year contract. Much
like a BPO, these contracts allow departments to access repetitively needed goods and services
with minimal procedural overhead.

e The establishment of a Purchase Contract requires competitive bidding and use of City-
compliant and approved contract. The approvals of the City Manager, City Attorney, Risk
Manager, and Administrative-ServicesBirecterFinance Director are required.

Risk Manager’s approval is required at the initiation of the PCA and annually thereafter if the
scope or cost of the initial agreement is modified.

Departments may request the establishment of a contract for a particular product or service in
coordination with Finance with the submission of a Contract Purchase Order (CPO). Criteria
for establishing contracts include frequency of ordering, the dollar amount of each order and
barriers to contracting such as insurance requirements.

e A contract PO must be authorized by the Deputy City Manager or the Assistant City Manager,
and be submitted to Finance, itand must include the executed agreement as an attachment.

Cooperative Purchasing Agreements, The City Manager, where advantageous to the City, may, by
cooperative purchasing agreements or arrangements, purchase supplies, equipment, and materials
through legal contracts of other governmental jurisdictions or public agencies without further competitive
bidding by the City. The City may act as the cooperating purchasing agent for other public entities.

Professional Service Contracts are discussed in the following sections of this policy and can only
be authorized via an executed formal City-compliant contract approved by the Risk Manager.
Although not required by Ordinance, competitive selection and pricing is highly encouraged.
Departments may request the establishment of a professional service contract in coordination with
Finance through submission of a Contract Purchase Order (CPQO). The approvals of the City
Manager, City Attorney Rlsk Manager and Admmm#a%we%ennees—&#eeterﬁnance Dlrector are
required.

and—melade—tkwe*eeu%ed—agmement—a&aehmen{.

BIDDING & AUTHORIZATION LIMITS

Competitive bidding promotes fair pricing commensurate with the quality required. The City
awards equipment, materials, supplies and maintenance service bids to the lowest priced
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responsible and suitable bidder. This means that the prevailing bidder is the one who best responds
in price, quality, service, fitness or capacity to the particular requirements of the City. The selection
process also considers the ability of the vendor to deliver the needed product, obtain access to
available of parts or service, prior experience and system compatibility.

Bidding limits and approval requirements are as follows and described on Exhibit 1A:

Approval Codes: Approval Levels Approving Documents
DH Department Head
Department Head designee *

Administrative-ServicesFinance REQ, PO, CPO
Department

City Manager
City Council
* See Signature Authority below

Dollar Limits Bidding Requirements Required Approvals

$5,000 to $50,000 Informal bids DH or DE & AS

Over $50,000 under Formal bids DH & AS & CM & CC
$10075,000

$100+5,000 and over Formal published/ advertised bids | DH & AS & CM & CC

* Purchases under $5,000 do not require bids although approvals are required from a
Department Head and/or Designee for all purchases

Purchases from $5,000 to $50,000 require informal bids by the requesting department with quotes
obtained from at least two vendors with three recommended. Telephone quotes are acceptable
although written quotations are preferred. Email quotes are allowed. All quotes must be
documented and submitted, in comparative format, as part of the approved requisition (REQ) prior
to PO, CPO issuance.

Purchases over $50,000 but under $10075,000 require formal bids by the requesting department
and either City Manager or Council approval before award. This entails the preparation of written
specifications, vendor solicitations and sealed bids. The requesting department shall contact as
many vendors as necessary and obtain at least two (2) written quotes with three (3) quotes
recommended. In the event that the minimum number of quotations cannot be obtained, evidence
of the attempt should be documented and kept on file. Services are exceptions.

Purchases of $10075,000 and over require the formal bidding as discussed above but bear the
additional requirement of having bid invitations formally published in a regional periodical and
City web site at least ten (10) days before sealed bid opening.

The communication of specifications helps ensure that required, ordered and received items meet
the desired level of quality, performance or design. Clarity and completeness in writing
specifications avoids a mismatch between vendor compliance and operational needs. It is
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imperative that staff clearly communicate these requirements in the bid process and inform
suppliers, at the time of bid, exactly what it is that the City needs.

Instructions for preparing a Request for Proposal are presented on Exhibit 2.

The splitting of purchases to avoid bid and authorization limits is a clear violation of these
instructions. Furthermore, purchase cost estimates should always include necessary post-
manufacturer add-ons and be included in the Bid specifications.

Bid Cancellations - City Council may cancel an invitation for bids, a request for proposal or other
solicitations and may reject some or all bids or proposals when it is determined that cancellation
or rejection serves the best interest of the City.

Cooperative Purchasing - Where possible, Cooperative Purchasing may be a benefit to the City.
With cooperative purchasing, public entities may mutually make purchases, achieving significant
economies of scale. Although public entities together prepare specifications and receive bids, each
public entity executes its own contract, administers the procurement function and finances the
purchase independently.

BIDDING EXCEPTIONS

Sole Source Procurements

Sole source procurements involve services and/or supplies that can only be practically obtained
from one source. Justification will be based on the following:

e The contractor or supplier is the sole provider of the service or supply.

e The contractor or supplier is the only source permitted to provide the service or supply based
on the manufacturer’s agreement acting as the sole representative in the geographical area.

The person requesting the purchase is to prepare written correspondence justifying and describing
the reason for the sole source purchase. This documentation must be submitted to Finance along
with the requisition for approval.

Emergency purchases
For the purposes of this section, an emergency shall be deemed to exist if:
e A public disaster occurs; or

e Anemergency is declared by the City Council or City Manager
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There is an immediate need to prepare for national or local defense; or

There is a breakdown in machinery or an essential service which requires the immediate
procurement of supplies and equipment to protect the public health, welfare, or safety; or

Public health, welfare, or safety would be greatly hampered, if there was an undue delay in the
procurement of the needed item

Authority - The City is not required to engage in competitive bidding in an emergency situation.
The City Manager or designee holds the authority to waive any procedures in these instructions
that are not statutorily mandated when making emergency purchases of supplies, equipment,
materials or services.

If the purchase equals or exceeds $10075,000 for construction work, supplies, equipment,
materials or services (including professional services), after-the-fact ratification is to be obtained
from Clty Council at the soonest p053|ble publlc meeting foIIowmg the event. Eme#geney

If, at the time of the emergency, neither the City Manager nor designee are available, department
heads may order the needed commodity from the nearest available source. As they become
accessible, the City Manager, designee and Finance should be immediately notified of the
purchase.

Initiating the Purchase - Emergency purchases can be made by staff responsible for the
emergency response. Staff should attempt to determine the best price and quality of product or
services available and advise his/her department head at the earliest possible opportunity. The
Department head is to relay such information to the City Manager promptly.

Finance Notification — Soon after placing the order, Finance is to be notified of: (1) the activation
of an emergency purchase; (2) the nature of the purchase and emergency; (3) the Department head
or authorized designee approval; (4) the name and location of the vendor; and (5) the City
Manager approval pursuant to the procedures outlined above. This information is to be provided
via the Emergency Purchase Documentation form (Exhibit 3).

Emergency Credit Card Limits - In times of emergency, the City Manager and Department
Heads may request a temporary increase in individual credit card transaction limits from Finance
up to a maximum of $75,000.

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) - In all cases, the documentation
requirements of both the local and federal FEMA agencies are to be complied as the City’s
emergency response team is activated. The tracking of work/OT hours by location, positions and
incident, invoices/receipts and photographs will ensure cost recovery when claims are ultimately
submitted.

Council Discretion - In its discretion, Council may reject any and all bids only when an emergency
requires that an order be placed with the nearest available source of supply, when the amount
involved is less than an amount to be set by the council by resolution, or when the commodity can
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be obtained from only one vendor.

BUDGET AUTHORITY LEVELS

Budget Responsibility - The annual budget is an essential element of the financial planning,
control, and evaluation process of the City. It is reviewed each fiscal year by Council and is
designed as a financial blueprint for the City to follow.

Upon adoption, the various amounts approved in the budget are recorded into the City’s financial
system. Monthly reports are provided to department, program or project managers in order to allow
track expenditure activity and compliance with budget limits. It is the responsibility of each
Department to maintain control of their budgets.

Per fiscal policy, Department heads have budget control at the total department appropriation level.

The City Manager’s budget authority is at the Fund and Capital Improvement Project level. This
means no Department head can transfer to/from or utilize the budget of another department —
he/she cannot cross departmental or capital project lines of appropriation. The City Manager may
approve transfers between department/programs but cannot increase the appropriation limit of any-
one fund or any one Capital Improvement project. Any increase in appropriation levels within any
one Fund or adopted Capital Improvement Project must be authorized by City Council. This
authority relationship is as displayed graphically below.
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Level of Budget Authority

City-wide

Departments

It is critical that all expenditures be coded to the proper and most appropriate account
classifications during the year without restriction to itemized line item limits (excluding salary and
benefit items and total capital project appropriations). The accurate reporting of expenditure types
allows for the refinement of budget variances each year.

SIGNATURE AUTHORITY & APPROVALS

Finance maintains a signature list, including individual approval dollar limits and areas of
responsibility, of employees designated by Department heads to approve and sign for purchases.
A sample copy of each authorizing signature facsimile is maintained in Finance for audit
verification. Department Heads may delegate signing authority up to a maximum of $25,000 to a
Division Manager but must submit such authorization in advance via the signed signature list
previously referenced herein. Overall functional signing limits are established as displayed in the
following chart. Purchase requests received by Finance lacking appropriate approvals will be
returned promptly to the issuing department before any purchase order is issued and/or payments
are processed. Any late charges arising from such processing delays will need to be charged against
the requesting department budget.
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Level of Signing Authority

City Manager

Department Head 850,000

Department Managers, s designated by
Supervisors, Department Head Up To A
Coordinators §25,000 Maximum

Change Orders

The submission of change orders to an existing PO, CPO or PCA can alter the level of approvals
required up to, and including, the need for Council action. The determination of authorization
levels should include the sum total of the purchases including the accumulated value of related
change orders.

Information Technology Purchases

All Information Technology (IT) purchases must be approved in advance by the IT Manager and/or
designee to ensure compliance with City hardware and system standards. Similarly, IT is required
to be consulted for any planned purchases of software and hardware arising during the budget
process and in the development of system specifications. IT cannot make purchases on behalf of
an operating department without documented pre-authorized by the department head or designee.
This approval will be documented via the completion of the IT Work-Order form.

Shared Cost Purchases & Payroll Payments

Some shared costs, such as utilities (phone, water, gas, electric, insurance, Software annual
maintenance or subscription payments, etc.), fuel, facilities and payroll/benefits deductions (taxes,
health benefits, PERS, etc.), require broadly defined processing methods as they are operational in
nature and addressed in the budget on a bulk basis. Such payments are held to categorical budget
appropriation limits, are centrally processed by Finance, fall outside individual authorizing dollar
limits, and are handled in bulk form in the monthly accounting process. These items are reviewed
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by Finance for completeness, budget compliance and accuracy as they are processed. The basis for
these shared cost allocations should be developed by Finance in coordination with the impacted
departments and discussed in the annual budget process.

Warehouse Orders, Shared Building Supplies & Fuel

Limited items are available for order through the Maintenance Services warehouse. These mostly
include janitorial supplies, fuel, office paper, kitchen supplies and can simply be requested via
email or phone. They will be charged to the ordering department at month-end based upon
inventory pricing. Supplies delivered to shared cost sites, such as City Hall, will be allocated
among benefitting programs on a reasonable basis. Maintenance services shall document these
purchases on a monthly basis as a basis for financial reporting.

Equipment Purchases Identified in the Budget Process

All new and replacement requests for equipment or vehicles are itemized and submitted to Finance
as part of the annual budget process or at the time of mid-year budget review. At budget adoption,
these specifically identified items will be considered approved. In procuring these items,
departments are to strictly follow the bid and approval procedures set forth herein but may finalize
such purchases without returning to City Council. However, City Council approval must be
obtained if additional appropriations are required above the original adopted budget or if the nature
of the purchase is substantially altered.

FIXED ASSET IDENTIFICATION & TRACKING

Any tangible item with a useful life of at least one year and a purchase cost, including sales tax
and incidentals, of $10,000 or more is considered a fixed asset. These items are to be identified by
a unique identifying number (ID) and tracked during their lifecycle. Items that do not fit within
the dollar threshold for a fixed asset, but are considered valuable, such as cellular phones, cameras
or laptops should also be identified by a City ID. Departments are responsible for ensuring that
unique identifying numbers (serial numbers/VIN #s) are evident in the supporting documentation
provided to Finance and for safeguarding City assets, regardless of the value. Departments should
expect to account for an asset’s condition and location as part of a year-end inventory.

Physical movement of any fixed asset, even within a department, must be approved by Department
heads or designees and coordinated with Finance to ensure that inventories are updated with the
proper location. Similarly, it is imperative that Information Technology (IT) be contacted before
any computer hardware is relocated. The physical disposal of any fixed asset must be approved
by Department heads and designees and coordinated with Finance and Maintenance to ensure that
inventory listings are updated. It is imperative that IT be contacted before any computer hardware
is abandoned.

Periodically, Finance or assigned independent auditors will conduct unscheduled audits to trace
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actual expenditures to physical assets on site. Departments shall accommodate the performance
of these audits of asset purchases upon request.

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

Professional services include those provided by industry specialists such as lawyers, accountants,
actuaries, technology specialist, planning, building,;— and financial consultants. These services,
beyond the realm of public works contracts, are exempt from bidding requirements as their
selection is based on expertise, experience and proficiency rather than price. As a matter of
practice, the City highly encourages competitive bidding for all service contracts and formal
RFPs for contracts with values over $25,000.

Agreements with vendors for services can be for a three year period with up to a two year extension
of the agreement to total no more than five years. At the conclusion of the five years, it is
recommended that the agreement be re-bid to test the price of like services in the market place and
to provide other vendors an opportunity to present a bid for services. Agreements posted on the
Template drive contain the language needed to state the “term” (length of time) of the agreement.
For existing agreements that are ongoing until terminated, consult with Risk Management to
ensure agreements are revised to include a five year term or proper amendment language.

Managers are to review with Risk Management each ongoing software or licensing agreement that
exceed the fivre year term. These agreements are evaluated on a case-by-case basis for the length
of term of the agreement and amendment language.

All contracts entered into by the City require the City Attorney (review), City Manager, Risk
Manager, Department Head and Administrative—Services—BirectorFinance Director approval.
Contracts over the dollar limits listed below require Council approval prior to award. The City
encourages staff to issue a request for proposal (RFP) as a measure of due diligence in
competitively seeking and awarding these services. This avoids the appearance of capricious or
arbitrary awards. It is prudent to receive proposals as the basis for defining the scope of work and
the deliverables to be contracted. This process is presented in table format in Exhibit 1b.

Value of Non Legal Recommended Number of Required Approvals
Professional Services Proposals

$15,000 - $25,000 Department must conduct City Attorney, Department
evaluation of options but does |Head, Administrative-Services
not have to obtain written DirectorFinance Director
proposals.

Over $25,000 Under $50,000 | A Formal RFP and three City-Ceunecil-City Attorney,
written proposals Department Head,
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recommended Administrative-Sepvices
DirectorFinance Director

Over $50,000 Under | A Formal RFP and three City Attorney, Department
$100,000 written proposals Head, Finance Director, City
recommended Manager.

$100,000 and over A Formal RFP and three City Attorney, Department
written proposals Head, Finance Director, City
recommended II\/Ianaqer, City Council

Up to Annual Budgeted | City Attorney to evaluate need |City Attorney, Finance Director,
Appropriation for Legal | based on expertise City Manager
Fees

Above Fund Level Budgeted | City Attorney to evaluate need | City Council
Appropriation based on expertise

* Services under $5,000 do not require bids although approvals are required from a Department
Head and/or Designee for all purchases

The Los Alto Municipal Code establishes that the City Attorney “may retain or employ other
attorneys, assistants or special counsel as may be needed to take charge of any litigation or legal
matters or assist the City Attorney therein provided.

The City Attorney estimates these costs at the preparation of the budget on a gross basis. Such
payments are held to categorical budget appropriation limits, and are centrally processed by
Finance, and therefore fall outside individual authorizing dollar limits, and are approved by the
City Manager. These items are reviewed by Finance for completeness, budget compliance and
accuracy as they are processed.

Changes in the scope of existing contracts may trigger a higher level of required approvals.

Professional services must be initiated and approved via the use of a CPO but can never be
procured solely through that medium. Services of this nature must be entered into contractually
using a City-compliant executed contract and require the approval of the Risk Manager.

Professional Service Travel Costs - Professional service firms often bill clients for their direct
and indirect costs, such as travel, photocopying, proposal preparation, etc. It is advisable that
potential providers are informed of, and make documentation available in support of, the City
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operating travel policies including the following:

e Airfare: The City will not reimburse first class, business class, boarding preferences or other
premium types of transportation.

Hotel: The City will reimburse reasonable hotel accommodations (i.e., single or double rooms,
but no suites) and encourage obtaining a Government rate in a local venue.

Meals: Reimbursement for meals is limited to the current IRS per diem rate for the destination
city.

Car Rental: Rental vehicles shall be mid-sized class or smaller with rates commensurate with
those offered by major rental companies. Use of luxury cars, specialty vehicles, or other non-
standard cars will not be reimbursed. Insurance will be provided under the driver's or
company's own policy. Additional insurance coverage offered by the rental car company is
not reimbursable by the City.

Entertainment/Personal Services: Under no circumstances are expenses related to
entertainment (i.e., theater tickets, sporting events) or personal services (i.e., dry cleaning,
haircuts) reimbursable.

Deliveries/Transmittals: Deliveries for which the City is billed will be transmitted in the most
economical manner reasonable, unless otherwise required by the City.

Proposal Costs: The City will not reimburse the vendor for any costs associated with the
preparation of a proposal.

It is important to make the proposed vendors aware of these restrictions well in advance of
proposal submittal or contract completion.

ADDITIONAL MATTERS

FISCAL YEAR-END CUT OFF

The City’s fiscal year runs from July 1 to June 30. To allow for adequate processing time certain
types of purchases must be completed well before the end of the fiscal year. While exact calendar
dates may vary, the cutoff for submitting purchasing paperwork is generally as follows:

Requisitions & Purchase Orders: 2nd week of June

Blanket Purchase Orders: Orders to be placed by June 30

SUPPLIER CONTACT AND DECORUM
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Staff is obliged to act in a professional and ethical manner at all times when in contact with
suppliers who market their services to the City. To this end, we strive to:

e Give all suppliers full, fair, prompt and courteous consideration
Maintain a level playing field and information transparency
Protect vendor confidentiality when dealing with market-sensitive data
Solicit suggestions in determining clear and adequate specifications and standards
Effectively coordinate with suppliers in an equitable and uniform manner
e Observe truthfulness and highest ethics in all transactions and correspondence

It is important to treat all vendors equally. This includes providing all competing vendors with
the same information needed to respond to a request. It is unfair and unethical to divulge one
vendor’s bid price, terms or conditions to another during the competitive bidding stages and
important to realize that this information is not publicly accessible until all bids have been received
and evaluated. Information marked “Proprietary” or “Confidential” by the vendor is not considered
public and must not be revealed to outside parties. The appearance of impropriety is just as
important as actual impropriety. Displays of favoritism to a particular vendor should be avoided
at all times.

Gratuities - To maintain strict objectivity and the highest ethical standards, the City prohibits
employees accepting vendor gifts or gratuities. Violation of this standard may result in employee
disciplinary action up to, and including, termination.

Insurance - It is the City’s practice to transfer as much risk as possible from the City to the supplier
or contractor. Therefore, insurance is required from any contractor performing work for the City.
This is especially the case for services provided on City property. In these cases, the standards and
insurance requirements set forth by Risk Management must be adhered to. The City’s minimum
insurance standards to be complied with are included as Exhibit 5 to this document.

Taxes - The City pays sales or use tax on most purchases as defined by Santa Clara County. This
amount is added to the taxable subtotal of your order (certain items such as labor or transportation
may or may not be taxable). Use tax, which is equivalent to the sales tax rate, is collected on many
out-of-state purchases where the state originating the sale does not collect California State sales
tax on behalf of the State. It is important to identify the applicability of Use Tax in bid costing to
avoid an unintentional budget overrun. The City is exempt from paying Federal Excise Tax.

Shipping and Installation Costs: In developing, accepting and evaluating good and material bids,
it is incumbent on City staff to ensure that costs include any related shipping and/or installation
costs and request such information from the subject vendors. In all cases, developing the full costs
of purchase is critical to the budget process.

Payments Terms & Frequency - The City’s payment terms are net 30 days from billing/invoice
date. Vendor agreements should be established using this standard and clearly communicated to
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them. Exhibit 6 8-6 displays the City’s sample accounts payable calendar, a document that should
be shared with existing and new vendors to establish payment expectations. A vendor’s inability
to adapt to the City’s payment terms may make them ineligible for use. As a general rule, the City
will not pay late fees.

Conflict of Interest/Third Party Transactions - In order to maintain public trust and confidence
in the integrity of purchasing transactions, no City employee who has a real or apparent conflict
of interest should participate in the transaction.

Establishing New Vendors - One element of fiduciary responsibility is maintaining strict control
over the open accounts established under the City’s name. Therefore, the City has instituted a
practice whereby Finance has control over creation of all new vendor accounts and the submission
and completion of credit applications for open accounts. W-9s are required for all new vendors
without exception.

Grant Funding - Federal or other grant programs may require special conditions which are more
stringent than City procedures. It is the responsibility of the department accepting the grant to
ensure that all grant provisions are complied with. All grants shall be awarded with City Council
approval.

Surplus Property Management - Maintenance Services is responsible for the disposal of all City
surplus property via auction. Information Technology should be contacted if you desire to
disconnect or dispose of computers and related hardware.

The City maintains a small inventory of serviceable surplus property items that may be acceptable
for use upon request by a department. City staff or family members are not eligible to purchase
City surplus property. Staff may, however, attend any third party public auction and bid as a
member of the public.

Public Safety handles property room disposals directly through a safety-specific auction process
and coordinates associated revenue collections with Finance.

Independent Contractors - The Internal Revenues Service (IRS) and the California Employment
Development Department (EDD) require independent contractors to provide a W-9 form to the
City including the business type (sole proprietor, corporation or partnership) and documenting a
taxpayer identification number (Social Security or federal identification number). Finance must
receive the W-9 when a requisition or invoice is processed for a new vendor. Failure to provide
this form will result in non-payment of an invoice or delaying processing of a requisition.

Other Jurisdiction BPO or Purchase Contract Agreements (PCA) - Staff may use BPOs or
PCAs issued by other jurisdictions entered into competitively if it is shown that the selection
criteria are essentially the same as would be used by the City. Examples include: Santa Clara
County BPA for furnishings or awarded unit price schedules for slurry seal or sidewalk repairs.

Prohibited Practices

No City employee shall use or misrepresent the City’s purchasing process to obtain property or
services for personal use, benefit or personal price discounts. Volume or incentive discounts made
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available in making City purchases can only be applied to the City’s benefit and never personal
gain.

No City employee shall draft or cause to be drafted any specifications for bids in such a way as to
intentionally limit the bidding directly or indirectly to any one bidder except for the sole source
procurements.

PUBLIC WORKS PROJECTS

Public Projects are defined by the State of California Public Contract Code, Section 20161 as a
project for the erection, improvement, painting, or repair of public buildings and works; work in
or about streams, bays, waterfronts embankments, or other work for the protection against
overflow; street or sewer work except maintenance or repair; furnishing supplies or materials for
any such project, including maintenance or repair of streets or sewers. These purchases are
controlled directly by the related Public Contract Code sections and fall outside the operational
purchasing cycle addressed in this policy.

The responsibility for specifying, bidding and managing public projects rests with the Public
Works Department and that Department head responsible for the management of the project.

Should the City Council decide to adopt The California Uniform Public Construction Cost
Accounting Act (CUCCA). The City would follow the cost accounting procedures set forth in the
Cost Accounting Policies and Procedures Manual of California Uniform Public Construction Cost
Accounting Commission

Engineering shall always be consulted in the development of Public Works Bids to ensure
compliance in this highly complex area.

GLOSSARY

Bid: A proposal to provide goods and services submitted in accordance with the request for bid
documents.

Bidder: A person or entity who submits a bid.

Blanket Purchase Order (BPO): A method by which departments may purchase materials from
a specific vendor continuously throughout a specified time period. Orders for materials not
available from BPO vendors can be purchased by petty cash, credit card, purchase contract, or
through the purchase requisition/purchase order process as described within this document.

Change Order: An amendment to an original purchase order authorizing a change in the scope of
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work; adjustment in the contract sum or contract time; or cancellation of parts or all of a purchase
order.

Check Request: The form used to request that Finance process payment to a vendor or contractor.
The form accommodates several uses, including Direct Payments, Blanket Purchase Order
payments as well as partial payments against existing purchase orders and contracts.

Contract: An agreement between two or more parties to do something which is set forth in writing
and is enforceable by law.

Contract Purchase Order (CPO): The document used by departments to document the request
professional services and supported by a formal executed city compliant contract approved by the
Risk Manager. A CPO, on its own, does not support authorization to purchase. A CPO shall always
be accompanied by an executed formal contract and is authorized by the Assistant City Manager.

Cooperative Purchasing: The purchase of goods, materials, or services which is entered into by
one or more local government entities. The expected impact is to increase volume and/or
competition which will result in greater savings.

Informal Bid: A proposal to provide materials, supplies and/or maintenance services in amounts
under $75,000 in estimated value. Responses are generated from City requests and bids should
obtained by written quotes although phone quotes may be acceptable for certain items.

Formal Bid: A proposal to provide materials, supplies and/or maintenance services equal to or

exceeding $75,000 in estimated value. A sealed formal bid is submitted in response to the City’s
Request via a Request for Proposal and may require advertised publication based upon defined
dollar limits.

Packing List: A list of supplies requested which includes stock number, item description, quantity
requested, and number of items delivered.

Petty Cash: Small dollar reimbursements ($100 or less) made out of cash boxes held within
departments.

Professional Service: A specialized type of service typically provided by those requiring
extensive educational, certification, and experience standards. Examples of professional services
contracts include, but are not limited to, those of accountants, actuaries, appraisers, architects,
attorneys, brokerage firms, business consultants, business development managers, copywriters,
dentists, distributors, engineers, law firms, physicians, public relations professionals, recruiters,
researchers, real estate brokers, translators, software engineers, value-added resellers and web
designers. While not limited to those holding professional licenses, the services are considered
"professional” and the contract may run to partnerships, firms, or corporations as well as to
individuals.

Purchase Contracts: Contracts for routine and repetitive maintenance services typically for the
maintenance of landscaping, office machines, office supplies, janitorial services, building
maintenance, and street sweeping.
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Purchase Order (PO): The document that obligates the purchase of goods or maintenance
services that are not available from a BPO; an existing purchase contract; and is above the limit
for procurement as a direct vendor payment.

Purchase Requisition: The document used by departments to request goods or maintenance
services that are: not available through a BPO; not available on an existing purchase contract; and
is above the limit for procurement as a direct vendor payment.

Quiality: The extent to which the actual minimum needs of the end users are satisfied.

Request for Proposal (RFP): Used to request information and pricing from contractors or
suppliers. Typically, RFPs are utilized for non-commodity type items where the expertise of the
contractor is vital criteria in the selection process. While price/cost is an important component of
the selection process, it is not the only factor in the selection process.

Service Contract: A service contract means a contract that directly engages the time and effort of
a contractor whose primary purpose is to perform an identifiable task rather than to solely furnish
an end item of supply. A service contract may cover services performed by either professional or
non-professional personnel whether on an individual or organizational basis.

Specifications: A complete and accurate statement or set of statements covering the physical,
functional, or technical characteristics of goods or services needed, description of any
requirements for inspecting or testing and performance standards for items sought. It may also
include provisions which govern various aspects of parties to the contract and any special
conditions or pre-conditions that exist relative to any goods or services being solicited.

Maintenance Services: Services typically dealing with operational maintenance, supplies, and
equipment support, rather than specialized professional services described above.

Vendor: A person or company who provides goods or services. A vendor can also be referred to
as a supplier.

EXHIBIT 1A

PURCHASING BID AND AUTHORIZATION CHART

|

MATERIALS - GOODS - MAINTENANCE SERVICES

[ ORDER TYPE ] [ COST POINT ] [ FEATURES
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Materials, Goods,
Maintenance
Service

supplies, equipment,
operating or
maintenance services
and projects.
Excludes “Public
Works Projects” and
"Professional
Services"

KI'hese include \

Less Than $5,000
(No Bids Required)

Prudent judgment should be used along with
obtaining comparative pricing whenever
practical. Orders require department head or
designee approval.

/$5,000 to $50,000
(Informal Bid)

o

/At least 2 quotes required but 3 \
recommended. Written bids/quotes are
preferred but may be verbal with
documentation. City Manager and
Department head-approved Purchase Order
(PO) required. City Attorney approval, Risk

Manager approval, and CPO required for

V‘.nnfmntc

[
Over $50,000 (Sealed
Formal Bid)

\_

-
$10075,000 or more
(Published Advertised

Sealed Bid)

\_

/
<

/Obtain at least 2 formal quotes - 3
recommended with bid publication for
purchases of $1075,000 or over. City
Manager and Department Head approved
Purchase Order (PO) required. City
Attorney approval, Risk Manager approval,
and CPO required for contracts.

City Council approval is required before

J

award.
/

Materials, Goods and Maintenance Service contract costs of any dollar value
must adhere to pre-defined signature approval limits. All Information
Technology (IT) purchases require approval of the IT Manager for network
compliance. Any IT Purchase for a service department must be authorized via
an IT Work Order authorized by a department head or designee.

EXHIBIT 1B

PURCHASING BID AND AUTHORIZATION CHART

|

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES

[ ORDER TYPE

] [ COST POINT

] [ FEATURES
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Professional Services /$0 to $25,000 ﬁudent judgment should be exercised\

(RFP Highly and obtaining comparative pricing if
Recommended) practical. Orders require department
head or designee approval.

Price proposals not required but three
/These services include \ are recommended and must include a
those of a highly City Manager, City Attorney,
technical nature Department Head and
requiring extended FinanceAdministrative-Services
training and Director approved CPO and service

certification. Qntract. /
Include legal, \

accountancy, technology /
and specialty consulting Over $25,000 GFP required with three bids are \
SETVICES. (RFP Required) encouraged and must include a City
These are general I\H/I:;;ger, City Attorney, D_epar;mzrr:tce
guidelines. The Director and City Council-approved

evaluation and selection (Over $100,000), or City Council

of consultant services authorized, CPO and service contract.
may vary on a case-by-

case basis.

o )

EXHIBIT 2

PREPARING A REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL

Requesting departments are responsible for preparing Requests for Proposal (RFP) to satisfy a
need for specialized services. Since each RFP is different, with distinct requirements, it is
necessary to carefully analyze the information needed to successfully issue an RFP and select the
proper contractor.

This guide is furnished to assist you in preparing a Request for Proposal (RFP). It covers the basic
elements of an RFP and suggests topics that you may want to address when preparing one. The
items listed are simply a guide. Feel free to include others that may suit your specific need.
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A Request for Proposal is used to acquire goods or services including:

Tasks requiring specially-trained personnel

Items that are non-standard

Complex services
The following is a list of elements to consider and/or include when assembling an RFP.
Statement of Work

This is also known as "Scope of Work." This is the section in which the services you are requesting
and the conditions upon which they will be delivered are identified and defined. It often includes
the following items:

e Tasks: It may be appropriate to list the tasks you expect the contractor to perform, and the
time-line in which you need the items performed.

Submission Requirements: If you have specific data requirements list them. Checklist form
may be the most appropriate so the bidder can check off the items as they are completed. It
may be necessary to limit the proposals to a certain length for efficiency and practicality.

Inclusions/Exclusions: List those items that are to be included or excluded in the proposals.
Example: Any costs associated with the preparation of the proposal are to be borne by the
contractor.

Due Dates and Timelines

Set a deadline for receipt of proposals. Unlike formal bids, which are opened and read aloud at a
given time, proposals can be opened as they are received. However, to be fair, proposals are not to
be received after the deadline stated. Deadlines can be extended prior to the stated closing if
necessary. A deadline of 5:00 PM (close of business) is the easiest to deal with since it coincides
with the closing of City Hall. Date and time stamps should be used to document such key events.

Location for submitting RFPs: As with the date and time, make it clear where the proposals are to
be submitted. They can be submitted to the responsible Department or to the City Clerk’s office
(coordinate with the City Clerk if the proposals are going to be submitted to the City Clerk's office).
Include the address and the Department name, as well as the person who will be receiving the
proposals.

Request For Proposal Schedule

A tentative schedule should be printed in the RFP. This will give the proposing vendors an idea
of how long the process is expected to take. An example follows:

RFP issued - Mo/Day/Year
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Pre-proposal Conference - Time - Mo/Day/Year
Deadline for questions - Mo/Day/Year

Responses to questions Issued - Mo/Day/Year
Proposals due date - time - Mo/Day/Year

City Review of proposals completed - Mo/Day/Y ear
City Council review/approval - Mo/Day/Year
Contract signing - Mo/Day/Year

Pre-Proposal Conference

Depending on the complexity of the service requested, you may want to schedule a meeting with
the potential vendors to discuss and clarify the City's needs. If you will be conducting such a
meeting, attendance should be strongly encouraged for the proposing vendors. If appropriate you
may make the Pre-proposal conference mandatory. Make it clear that they will be responsible for
the items discussed. If important issues arise, take notes and issue an addendum to the RFP
clarifying those issues. Have a sign-in sheet listing the names of the people attending, company
names, signatures, telephone and fax numbers

Questions/Responses

Set a deadline for the submission of questions by proposing vendors. It is important that all
involved are working from the same information. Ask that the questions be submitted in writing
by a certain date and time. Then respond to the questions in writing. State the questions asked
and the City's response and fax/email it to all in attendance at the pre-proposal conference.

Insurance

Consult with Risk Management to determine what types and levels of insurance are necessary.
Include a section on the City’s insurance requirements. Stress to the proposing vendors that they
should review the City's requirements with their insurance carriers prior to submitting a proposal.
Include a discussion on insurance at the pre-proposal conference as well.

Contractor/Vendor Qualifications

Ask the proposing vendors to provide resumes and qualifications of the people that will be working
on the contract if awarded. Ask for the hourly rate of the individual and the expected numbers of
hours that person will be contributing to the project.

Evaluation Criteria

You will be reviewing and evaluating each proposal based on certain established standards. It is
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necessary to list those standards in the RFP. However, you may not want to identify the weight
you are giving each of the criteria, otherwise, the proposing vendor may "stack the deck™ in those
areas.

Typical criteria can include:

Contractor experience with similar projects (size and scope)
Contractor references

Approach to completing project

Experience of staff

Customer service orientation

Responsiveness to RFP

Understanding of the project

Proximity of base of operations (if important)
Availability during project

Cost of the service

This is not a complete list and not all of the items listed are appropriate for all RFPs. Basically,
you need to list all of the items of importance on which you will be judging the proposals. You
cannot rate a proposal on criteria not listed in the RFP.

Evaluation Panel

Once the proposals have been received, an evaluation will take place. It is best to have a team
independently read and score the proposals for maximum objectivity. To be as completely
objective as possible, a score sheet should be used to tabulate the individual suppliers. Anyone
included as a selection panel member should be completely briefed on the importance of
maintaining information confidentiality, objectivity, and requirements of the RFP.

Notification of Rejection

Usually, there is only one contractor selected to fulfill the requirement. The other contractors
submitting proposals need to be notified of the outcome. When advising the rejected contractors,
be prepared to discuss why the City selected the contractor it did, as well as areas in the contractor's
proposal that did not adequately address the issues, or other shortcomings it may have had. Always
be courteous and considerate when explaining the rejection.
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Contract Approval Limits

Contract limits are as defined in the City Purchasing Policy.

EXHIBIT 3
EMERGENCY PURCHASE FORM

Emergency Date
Cost
Department/Division

Vendor
Address
Telephone

Emergency Description
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JUSTIFICATION

EMERGENCY DEFINITION
To preserve or protect life, health or property; or
To provide assistance during a natural disaster; or
To prevent the cessation of essential public services.

Describe emergency:
Since emergency purchases do not normally provide the City an opportunity to obtain competitive quotes,
it is important to keep these types of purchases to those absolutely necessary.

The following procedures shall be followed after the emergency:
e Complete a requisition and obtain a purchase order within three days of the emergency.
Notify City Manager and Finance of emergency costs greater than $5,000.
Notify City Council at next regularly scheduled meeting of emergency costs greater than $75,000,
If Emergency purchases causing line item budget shortfalls, the responsible department shall:
Obtain City Council approval for additional appropriation; or request that the City Manager
transfer appropriations from other programs, within the same Fund, to cover the purchase.

REQUESTING STAFF DEPARTMENT HEAD

Date

ABMINSTRATVESERVICESEFINANCE CITY MANAGER
DIRECTOR

Date Date

EXHIBIT 4
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY WORK ORDER

DATE

IT Initiated*

Requesting Department/Division

Requesting employee:

Updated SeptemberNovember 3027, 2021616






Description of need

Description of equipment needed

Identified vendor

Required delivery date

REQUESTING EMPLOYEE DEPARTMENT HEAD

Date Date

IT MANAGER ADMINISTRATNVE-SERVCES
BPIRECTOREINANCE DIRECTOR

Date Date

* All IT-initiated purchase request must be authorized by the benefitting Department head or designee

EXHIBIT 5§
MINIMUM INSURANCE REQUIREMENTS

Minimum Scope of Insurance as related to the provision of service to the City

CONSULTANT shall provide his insurance broker(s)/agent(s) with a copy of these requirements
and request that they provide Certificates of Insurance complete with copies of all required
endorsements to: Project Manager, City of Los Altos, 1 N. San Antonio Rd., Los Altos,

CA 94022

Minimum Scope of Insurance Coverage shall be at least as broad as:
1. Commercial General Liability (CGL): Insurance Services Office Form CG 0001 covering

CGL on an “occurrence” basis, including products-completed operations, personal &
advertising injury, with limits no less than $1,000,000 (or $2,000,000) per occurrence. If a

Updated SeptemberNovember 3027, 2021616 Page 30






general aggregate limit applies, either the general aggregate limit shall apply separately to
this project/location or the general aggregate limit shall be twice the required occurrence
limit.

2. Automobile Liability: Insurance Services Office Form Number CA 0001 covering, Code
1 (any auto), or if Consultant has no owned autos, Code 8 (hired) and 9 (non-owned), with
limit no less than $1,000,000 per accident for bodily injury and property damage.

. Workers’ Compensation insurance as required by the State of California, with Statutory
Limits, and Employer’s Liability Insurance with limit of no less than $1,000,000 per
accident for bodily injury or disease.

. Professional Liability (Errors and Omissions) Insurance appropriate to the Consultant’s
profession, with limit no less than $1,000,000 per occurrence or claim, $2,000,000
aggregate.

Other Insurance Provisions. The insurance policies are to contain, or be endorsed to contain, the
following provisions:

Additional Insured Status. The City, its officers, officials, employees, and volunteers are
to be covered as additional insureds on the CGL policy, with endorsements under CG 20
26, with respect to liability arising out of work or operations performed by or on behalf of
the Consultant including materials, parts or equipment furnished in connection with such
work or operations.

Primary Coverage. For any claims related to this contract, the Consultant’s insurance
coverage shall be primary insurance as respects the City, its officers, officials, employees,
and volunteers. Any insurance or self-insurance maintained by the City, its officers,
officials, employees, or volunteers shall be excess of the Consultant’s insurance and shall
not contribute with it.

Notice of Cancellation. Each insurance policy required above shall be endorsed to state
that coverage shall not be canceled except after thirty (30) days’ prior written notice (10
days for non-payment) has been given to the City.

Waiver of Subrogation. Consultant hereby grants to City a waiver of any right to
subrogation which any insurer of said Consultant may acquire against the City by virtue
of the payment of any loss under such insurance. Consultant agrees to obtain any
endorsement that may be necessary to effect this waiver of subrogation, but this provision
applies regardless of whether or not the City has received a waiver of subrogation
endorsement from the insurer.

Deductibles and Self-Insured Retentions. Any deductibles or self-insured retentions must
be declared to and approved by the City. The City may require the Consultant to provide
proof of ability to pay losses and related investigations, claim administration, and defense
expenses within the retention.

Acceptability of Insurers. Insurance is to be placed with insurers with a current A.M.
Best’s rating of no less than A:VII, unless otherwise acceptable to the City.
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Claims Made Policies. If any of the required policies provide claims-made coverage:

5. The Retroactive Date must be shown and must be before the date of the contract or the
beginning of contract work.

6. Insurance must be maintained, and evidence of insurance must be provided for at least
three (3) (or five (5)) years after completion of the contract work.

7. If coverage is canceled or non-renewed, and not replaced with another claims-made
policy form with a Retroactive Date prior to the contract effective date, the Consultant
must purchase “extended reporting” coverage for a minimum of three (3) years after
completion of contract work.

Verification of Coverage. Consultant shall furnish the City with original certificates and
amendatory endorsements effecting coverage required by this clause. All certificates and
endorsements are to be received and approved by the City before work commences. However,
failure to obtain the required documents prior to the work beginning shall not waive the
Consultant’s obligation to provide them. The City reserves the right to require complete,
certified copies of all required insurance policies, including endorsements required by these
specifications, at any time.

Special Risks or Circumstances. City reserves the right to modify these requirements, including
limits, based on the nature of the risk, prior experience, insurer, coverage, or other special
circumstances.

PLEASE NOTE: See the City Template General Service and Contract Agreements posted in
the Templates Folder online. Check for periodic updates and other provision requirements.
Assistance is available from the Risk Manager.

Requesting departments are responsible for verifying insurance coverage requirements with Risk
Management as these parameters may be modified periodically. It is equally important to
reference the TEMPLATE General Service and Contract Agreements posted on the Templates
folder online and supplied by Risk management in the course of preparing RFPs and finalizing
agreements. Departments must attain insurance documents from the vendor prior to execution of
the agreements/contracts.

EXHIBIT 6
SAMPLE PAYMENT CALENDAR
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2012 ACCOUNTS PAYABLE CALENDAR
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2021 Accounts Payable Calendar & Information

Invoice Cutoff - By Noon

Check Print Date

Invoice Cutoff - By Noon

Check Print Date

Thursday, December 31, 2020
Thursday, January 7, 2021
Friday, January 15, 2021
Thursday, January 21, 2021
Friday, January 29, 2021
Thursday, February 4, 2021
Friday, February 12, 2021
Thursday, February 18, 2021
Friday, February 26, 2021
Thursday, March 4, 2021
Friday, March 12, 2021
Thursday, March 18, 2021
Friday, March 26, 2021
Thursday, April 1, 2021
Friday, April 9, 2021
Thursday, April 15, 2021
Friday, April 23, 2021
Thursday, April 29, 2021
Friday, May 7, 2021
Thursday, May 13, 2021
Friday, May 21, 2021
Thursday, May 27, 2021
Friday, June 4, 2021
Thursday, June 10, 2021
Friday, June 18, 2021
Thursday, June 24, 2021

Thursday, January 7, 2021
Thursday, January 14, 2021
Thursday, January 21, 2021
Thursday, January 28, 2021
Thursday, February 4, 2021

Thursday, February 11, 2021
Thursday, February 18, 2021
Thursday, February 25, 2021

Thursday, March 4, 2021

Thursday, March 11, 2021

Thursday, March 18, 2021

Thursday, March 25, 2021

Thursday, April 1, 2021
Thursday, April 8, 2021
Thursday, April 15, 2021
Thursday, April 22, 2021
Thursday, April 29, 2021
Thursday, May 6, 2021
Thursday, May 13, 2021
Thursday, May 20, 2021
Thursday, May 27, 2021
Thursday, June 3, 2021
Thursday, June 10, 2021
Thursday, June 17, 2021
Thursday, June 24, 2021
Thursday, July 1, 2021

Friday, July 2, 2021

Thursday, July 8, 2021

Friday, July 16, 2021
Thursday, July 22, 2021
Friday, July 30, 2021
Thursday, August 5, 2021
Friday, August 13, 2021
Thursday, August 19, 2021
Friday, August 27, 2021
Thursday, September 2, 2021
Friday, September 10, 2021
Thursday, September 16, 2021
Friday, September 24, 2021
Thursday, September 30, 2021
Friday, October 8, 2021
Thursday, October 14, 2021
Friday, October 22, 2021
Thursday, October 28, 2021
Thursday, November 4, 2021
Friday, November 12, 2021
Thursday, November 18, 2021
Thursday, November 25, 2021
Friday, December 3, 2021
Thursday, December 9, 2021
Thursday, December 16, 2021
Thursday, December 23, 2021

Thursday, July 8, 2021
Thursday, July 15, 2021
Thursday, July 22, 2021
Thursday, July 29, 2021

Thursday, August 5, 2021
Thursday, August 12, 2021
Thursday, August 19, 2021
Thursday, August 26, 2021

Thursday, September 2, 2021
Thursday, September 9, 2021
Thursday, September 16, 2021
Thursday, September 23, 2021
Thursday, September 30, 2021
Thursday, October 7, 2021
Thursday, October 14, 2021
Thursday, October 21, 2021
Thursday, October 28, 2021
Thursday, November 4, 2021
Wednesday, November 10, 2021
Thursday, November 18, 2021
Tuesday, November 23, 2021
Thursday, December 2, 2021
Thursday, December 9, 2021
Thursday, December 16, 2021
Wednesday, December 22, 2021
Thursday, December 30, 2021

NOTES:

Checks are mailed the same day they are printed

FY20/21 Invoice Payment Cutoff

Short AP Week - only priority checks

Please allow sufficient time for required departmental authorizations and proper coding
when submitting invoices and avoid bulk delivery on the final invoice cut-off day.

Please inform vendors that payment terms are generally on a standard 30 day basis.

Customer Refunds, Recreation Instructor Payments, Travel Advances, Employee Reimbursements,
and Petty Cash payments will be processed on a 10 business day priority basis.

Please inform Finance of any need for unavoidable must-have or emergency payments.

Requests for direct hand delivery of vendor checks will be handled on an exception basis only.

Please encourage vendors to utilize electronic invoicing with your departmental AP accounts.

REMINDERS:

Adobe sign - drawn signatures
and internal use only
Docusign - font signature and
external use OK
Check vendor and purchase
order information in Finance
Enterprise before submitting to
Finance for payment.

EXHIBIT 7
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EXHIBIT 8

PURCHASE CARD POLICY

City of Los Altos

Purchase Card Policy
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OVERVIEW

The City has implemented Purchase Cards (Calcards) based on the State-wide “Calcard” program. The
program is designed to establish a more efficient and cost-effective method of purchasing and paying
for small dollar City purchases. This program should minimize the need for voluminous blanket/open
purchase orders and petty cash requests.

This document puts forth the practices and procedures required of those using Calcards and those
who manage their use. The topics addressed in this policy follow:

Responsibility
Requesting Calcards
Calcard Basics
Cardholder Responsibilities
Unauthorized Purchases
Purchase Documentation
Emergency Purchases
Reconciling Statements
Disputed Charges
Returning ltems

Lost or Stolen Calcards
Declined Purchase
Review & Audits

Invoices & Receipts

Compliance with Policies and Procedures

Important Telephone Numbers
Purchase Card Process Chart (Exhibit 1)
Purchase Card Employee Agreement (Exhibit 2)

Purchase Card Log (Exhibit 3)
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RESPONSIBILITY

Department heads: Responsible for authorizing individuals within the Department to receive
Calcards and designated approvers. Department heads must approve individual requests for
Calcards and any changes to them. Department heads are ultimately responsible for ensuring the
cards proper use in conformance with City practices and procedures.

Designated approvers: Designated approvers are selected and authorized by Department heads,
responsible for reviewing monthly statements and submitting them to Finance in complete form.
These approvers are responsible for ensuring that cardholders track and report any
disputed/unauthorized charges to "Calcard” and to Finance. Individual Department Head Calcard
statements and transaction logs will be reviewed by the Administrative-Services-DireetorFinance
Director and City Manager.

Cardholder: Responsible for ensuring that the use of Calcards conforms to the instructions herein,
that they are used exclusively for City business, that monthly reconciled statements (including a
complete Purchase Card Log (Exhibit 3) and supporting invoices/receipts) are approved and
submitted to Finance on a timely basis, and that Calcards are used securely.

Finance: Responsible for administering the program, activating and terminating Calcards, and
maintaining a record of individuals authorized to conduct purchase card transactions. Finance is
also responsible for processing monthly payments.

REQUESTING CALCARDS

To apply for a Calcard, the Department head should send an email request to Finance and
ultimately submit an approved Purchase Card Employee Agreement (Exhibit 2) specifying an
individual purchase limit as well as a total monthly limit.

CALCARD BASICS

Calcards are to be used exclusively for City business. They are Visa credit cards that work just like
a personal credit card except that monthly charges are paid directly by the City.

Calcard purchases are held to individual transactional limits set by Department heads and to the
small dollar purchase limit of less than $5,000 established by City purchasing policy. Department
heads also set a total monthly dollar limit for each individual cardholder. Each time the card is
used, an electronic process verifies that the purchase is within these limits. If the purchase violates
these limits, the supplier will not accept the order.

Calcards will be issued in an employee’s name, bear a “City of Los Altos” imprint and display a
unique color scheme to distinguish them from personal credit cards. Cardholders are directly
responsible for the proper use of their cards and department heads for the management and review
of those they have authorized.

Monthly statements will be sent to cardholders for verification of charges against invoices/receipts,
coding of appropriate budget accounts, and approval by an immediate supervisor and department
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head or designee. Finance will also receive a full set of statements.

Monthly statements for cards held by Department heads are to be reviewed and approved by the
City Manager and/or his/her designee.

The effectiveness of the Calcard program is dependent on the timely review, processing and
submission of approved monthly transactions. Providing timely, accurate and complete purchase
documentation is critical. Use of such cards is a privilege that provides a valuable alternative

purchasing mechanism and requires strict adherence to established practices. Non-compliance with
the City Purchasing Policy will result in card revocation and/or disciplinary action.

CARDHOLDER RESPONSIBILITIES

To read and be fully aware of the requirements of this document and the City’s Purchasing
Policy

To read and execute an approved Purchase Card Employee Agreement. (Exhibit 2)

To maintain secure possession of the Calcard and keep the account number confidential.
To ensure that all purchases strictly comply with City instructions.

To obtain the best possible value for the City with Calcard purchases.

To never give a Calcard to anyone for use.

To always retain and maintain original records of receipts.

To promptly reconcile monthly statements and provide a complete Purchase Card Log
(Exhibit 3) including supervisor/department head review and approval. This documentation
must be submitted to Finance, along with all supporting original invoices/receipts and packing
slips (if shipped), within ten business days after the statement is received. See Purchase Card
Process Chart (Exhibit 1).

Purchases made on behalf of another department, although uncommon, must be authorized by
an authorized signer from the department being charged prior to submission to Finance.

To promptly resolve disputed items since only authorized charges will be paid. Disputed items
may be suspended pending resolution by the responsible department. Failure to pay charges on
a timely basis will result in card suspension. Any late fees that result from such delays will be
charged to the department budget.

To immediately call “Calcard” if a card is lost or stolen and notify Department supervisors and
Finance.

To resolve all incorrect charges and product returns as quickly as possible.
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e To return Calcards to Finance upon the request of a supervisor, suspension of rights, or
termination of employment.

UNAUTHORIZED PURCHASES

Purchases made shall be strictly for City of Los Altos business. Calcards shall not be used for:
Personal use
Cash advances or refunds
Per diem and mileage advances

Any transaction above the Department head set limit and no more than $5,000 - the level at
which a purchase requisition and purchase order is required.

Professional services, except for industry-wide training services (such as seminars).
Purchases prohibited by the City’s Purchasing Policy

Computer hardware and software not pre-approved by the IT Manager (Only the IT manager
or designee can authorize hardware and software purchases).

PURCHASE DOCUMENTATION
Always get an original invoice/receipt from the supplier.

If paying for a conference or seminar, the original registration form and/or certification of
completion must be provided.

For non-conference business meals, the itemized restaurant receipt indicating purchased items
should be provided.

For subscriptions, keep a copy of the renewal notice or initial subscription request.

In the case of internet purchases, provide a copy of the E-commerce receipt.

In all cases, items being shipped or picked up at point-of-sale must be supported by a delivery
packing slip with dual department approval.

If placing an order by phone, mail, or fax, or on the internet:
e Instruct the supplier to include your name, department, and address on the shipping label

e Instruct the supplier to include a receipt and delivery packing slip (charge slip, invoice, or cash
register receipt) with the package.
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o Verify the order is correct upon delivery, sign the packing slip and have another member of
the receiving Department inspect and sign the packing slip as well.

¢ Retain the original invoice/receipt/packing slips for reconciliation and substantiation.

The splitting of purchases to avoid purchase card and authorizing limits will result in the revocation
of card privileges and may include disciplinary actions, up to and including termination.

EMERGENCY PURCHASES

Finance management can approve a temporary increase in Calcard transaction and monthly limits
in event of an emergency as defined in the City’s purchasing instructions. Such increase requests
can be directed to Finance by Department heads and/or the City Manager. Emergency purchases
will still require the retention of supporting invoices/receipts/packing slips as a basis for payment
and grant assistance recovery.

RECONCILING STATEMENTS

Calcard statements are mailed directly to Departments. Immediately upon receipt, the cardholder
is to verify the accuracy of the statement by comparing charges to supporting invoices/receipts and
complete the Purchase Card Log. Things to check for include:

e Statement charge amounts that exceed or differ from receipt amounts.

e Items on the statement that were not purchased, received or supported by a packing slip.

The cardholder is to provide a completed Purchase Card Log, reconciled Calcard statement, and
original invoice/receipts (in the order they appear on your statement) to the designated approver
for review and signature. Cardholders should sign the card log along with the approver’s signature
and include budget/expense account codes.

Department heads are responsible for ensuring that reconciled and approved statements for all
card-holding employees, including invoices/receipts, are submitted to Finance within ten business
days of mail delivery. Finance will send out email reminders.

DISPUTED CHARGES
If an item on the monthly statement is incorrect, the cardholder should call the supplier immediately
to resolve the problem and inform his/her designated approver. Calcard should also be contacted to

file the proper file dispute form if necessary. Additionally, Finance should be notified of these
disputes as statements are submitted.

RETURNING ITEMS
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For an over-the-counter purchase, return the item directly to the supplier and obtain a credit receipt.
Requesting a cash refund is not allowed.

If the purchase was made by internet, phone, mail, or fax:
e Contact the supplier for return instructions.
e Get a return reference number from the supplier or credit number.

Be sure to check subsequent statements to verify credit received for the returned items.

LOST OR STOLEN CALCARDS

If a Calcard is lost or stolen, call “Calcard” immediately and inform your designated approver and
Finance. Calcard representatives are available 24 hours a day seven days per week.

DECLINED PURCHASE
If a supplier purchase is declined, contact Calcard, your designated approver, or-aad Finance to inquire

of the reason for the declination. This may be an indication of an exceeded transaction limit, monthly
limit, an unauthorized purchase category, or simply a processing error.

REVIEW & AUDITS

All accounts are to be reviewed regularly at the Department level and audited regularly as part of
the annual interim and year-end audit process. Finance will conduct unscheduled audits of credit
card transactions and request specific identification of tangible goods purchased.

INVOICES & RECEIPTS

Supporting original invoices/receipts/packing slips are required without exception before payment can
be made. If the supplier does not provide an invoice/receipt/packing slip at the time of transaction or
delivery you must contact the supplier and request replacement documentation. Absence of such

documentation will result in non-payment and incurred late fees and penalties charged to the benefitting
Department.

COMPLIANCE WITH POLICIES AND PROCEDURES

Failure to follow established City purchasing instructions or the improper use of a Calcard will result in
one or more of the following consequences:

e Suspension of card privileges

e Disciplinary actions up to and including termination of employment
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There are also criminal and civil consequences related to misuse of public funds and potential action
by the bonding company who provides the City’s blanket employee bond.

Your account can be canceled for:
Failure to exercise care in safeguarding the Calcard from loss or use by another person.
Failure to obtain supporting invoices/receipts/packing slips
Missing statement reconciliation deadlines
Not obtaining proper departmental approvals
Purchasing unauthorized items
Failure to report a lost or stolen Calcard
Determination by the Department head that there is no longer a business purpose

Your account will be cancelled immediately upon separation from the City, if the card is
intentionally used for personal purposes or shared with other users

IMPORTANT TELEPHONE NUMBERS
Reporting Lost or Stolen Calcards (24 hours/7 days a week) (See reverse side of your card):

1-800-344-5696

Questions regarding the card account:

Finance Department: Accounts Payable

650-947-2616
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PURCHASING CARD POLICY - EXHIBIT1
PURCHASE CARD PROCESS CHART

[ MATERIALS, GOODS & MAINTENANCE SERVICES

\

ORDER TYPE

N\

[ COST POINT ]

PROCESS

\,

\.

-
Small Dollar,

Materials, Goods,
Non-Professional

services
J

/Includes materials, \

-

supplies,
equipment,
operating or non-
professional
services excluding
“Public Works
Projects” and
"Professional
Services"

(Less than \

department head set
single purchase
limits - must be
under $5,000

(No Bids Required)

- J
g )

Also within the
monthly total dollar
volume limit
established by the
department head

\_ J
/Cannot be used \

for:

Personal Use
Cash Advances
Cash Refunds
Professional
Services

o
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Calcards can only be issued to City employees

authorized by Department heads.
.

;
Calcards can only be used for City business

and never personal use
.

>
Calcards must be used directly by the
employee named on the card and never by

other individual
_

-
The employee must execute a formal approved

"Purchase Card Employee Agreement” and

comply with its requirements

.

Y

Monthly statements are received directly by

the employee and must be reconciled and sent

to Finance within 10 days mail delivery

.

Monthly statement packets sent to Finance

must include a required "Purchase Card Log,"

or Allocations made on the banks Calcard

site. original invoices/receipts, and
Department head monthly purchase logs are to
be approved by the City Manager and
Administrative-ServicesFinance Director prior

\_ : J

Finance will process payments within the
required due date. Late fees caused by
untimely or incomplete submission will be

charged to the subject department )

-
Hardware and software IT purchases must be
approved by the IT manager before an order is

placed
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PURCHASING CARD POLICY - EXHIBIT2

PURCHASE CARD EMPLOYEE AGREEMENT
You are being entrusted with a City of Los Altos purchasing card. The card is provided to you based on
your need to purchase supplies, equipment and materials for the City of Los Altos. The City may revoke
this card at any time without your consent, and the issuance of this card to you does not grant you any
entitlement based on your title or position with the City or otherwise. Your signature below indicates that
you have read this Agreement and will comply with its terms.

I understand that | will be making financial commitments on behalf of the City of Los Altos and will
obtain the best value for The City.

I have read, understood and agree to follow the policies and procedures described in the Card Holder User
Manual and the City’s Purchasing Instructions. | agree that under no circumstances will | use the
purchasing card to make personal purchases, either for myself or for others.

I understand that the purchasing card will be issued in my name and the “City of Los Altos.” I agree that
if 1 use the purchasing card for personal use or gain, or allow any other person to use the card, | will
reimburse the City of Los Altos for all incurred charges and any fees related to the collection of those
charges.

The purchasing card is City property. As such, I understand that | may be periodically required to comply
with internal control procedures designed to protect the assets of the City of Los Altos. This may include
being asked to produce the card to validate its existence and account number. If the card is lost or stolen,
I will immediately notify Calcard and the Department of Finance.

I will receive a monthly statement, which will report all purchasing activity during the statement period.
I am responsible for all charges on the card, will reconcile the statement and resolve any discrepancies
within ten days of receipt, and provide the approved statement to Finance with a complete set of original
invoices/receipts.

I agree to surrender the purchasing card immediately upon request by the Program Administrator or upon
termination of employment with the City of Los Altos, regardless of the reason.

I understand that failure to comply with the requirements of the Purchase Card Instructions may result in
the revocation of card privileges and other disciplinary actions including employment termination.

Employee Signature Card Account Number Date

Print Employee Name

Single Purchase Limit  $ Total Monthly Limit  $

Dept. Head Signature Print Name
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https://www.mountainview.gov/depts/fasd/purchasing/default.as

And it would be great for our City to have a centralized purchasing dept as well like other cities of
our size (as reported in the Moss Adams report.

Thanks Much,
Rhoda Fry

Ansociated Recommanded

Policy Area Type of Gap Risk Prioeity Laval

Accounding and Flnancial Reporting High

Aooounts Payablo Full Gagp High 1
Bugetng . injar Gaps 1
Coptal Aktely I Magor Gapa 1
Cash Managsmaoni . Uajor Gaps 1
Pmyol and Timoliseping . Full Gap 1
Protunemant Major Gapa 1
Revisniua and Adcounls Retanvabla Full Gagp 1
Dbt ManagemenlToax Bond Complance . Wnjor Gaps 2
Ceifin mnad Dloeuntions . Wnpor Gaps I
Grarn Manageman I Fiall Gap 2
Inv estrant Sansgemen| . nor Gapa 2
GCrodit Cards . Mg Gapa 3

I 3

Invenrdary Full Gag

Tewved ard Expenso Roembisssment inor Gaps
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From: Nicholas Egan

To: City Clerk
Subject: Dear Council, please fix our Housing Element Process
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 3:28:28 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,
Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am a resident who has lived in Seven Springs for about 25 years. | am extremely concerned
with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is extremely behind in the
process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the required timeline, our city is
projected to finish the housing element process after the January 31st, 2023 deadline. |
recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control due to the builder’s
remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it. Why? In its place, the City has done a poor job of meaningfully engaging
and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants, unhoused people,
service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been outreach
programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and it is
unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon.

Even | currently live in a single-family home, and | know that our housing strategy shouldn't
bend just for us - | never asked you to! | want to see more options and more opportunities for
other families and people to come into Cupertino that DON'T just look like mine. Make more
types of housing! Please!

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Why are we
focusing on an area that won't actually get built? Meanwhile, several Heart of the City locations
had expressed owner interest but were not included. Please communicate them, and work with
enthusiastic folks that are already in our city and want to be in our process. Otherwise, we're
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just giving away the city to developers - the exact same thing the current council keeps
claiming they aren't doing.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

Please do not stall this process any longer - these feel like standard governing procedures that
you were elected for, and obstruction only hurts all of us.

Nicholas Egan
nsmegan@gmail.com
11735 Rldge Creek Ct.
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Shuge Luo

To: City Clerk
Subject: Cupertino needs to be more accountable in the Housing Element Process
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 3:10:07 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Shuge Luo
shuge.luo@gmail.com

1730 La Loma Avenue
Berkeley, CA, California 94709



From: Julie Moncton

To: City Clerk
Subject: Make the Housing Element a priority
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 2:48:54 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am deeply disappointed at the failure of the City Council with regard to the Housing Element
Process. We are last in the county and it is evident that you will not complete this by the due
date. This means that we will be subjected to the Builder's Remedy. | am tired of the City
Council not representing the city, but only executing on their own selfish desire to stall any type
of development in Cupertino.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Julie Moncton
jwumoncton@gmail.com
10376 Avenida Lane
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Michael Mar

To: City Clerk
Subject: I am worried about our Housing Element
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 2:01:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am a Cupertino resident who is concerned about the upcoming Housing Element deadline. |
am aware of the costs that our city will face if we do not meet the January 31st deadline, and |
do not feel that the city is taking these consequences seriously.

| attended several of the community outreach meetings, and | found them extremely unhelpful.
99% of the meetings just consisted of the two city council members hemming and hawing, and
basically no community input was heard. | understand that these are difficult decisions that
make few people happy, but | think the council needs to step as leaders of our community and
make the hard choices that need to be made.

Regarding the public outreach, | do wish that the community stakeholder group could have had
some more input on the process. If the council dislikes the Cupertino4All group, that's fine, but
we should have at least heard from some more diverse voices. Personally, | felt like there was
zero opportunity for me to provide feedback to city other than the site map, which was one of
the least user friendly ways | could imagine for feedback.

On the actually housing element, | would like to see the plan be less reliant on The Rise and
The Hamptons. It feels a bit like putting all our eggs in to just two baskets. Both of those
developers have been reluctant to start construction so our plan should reflect that. There are
other developers interested in building in Cupertino (several in Heart of the City), and our plan
Housing Element should support those eager to build housing. The housing crisis is real, and
we should do our part to help build more homes.

Michael Mar
megamar88@gmail.com

19503 Stevens Creek Blvd #226
Cupertino, California 95014



mailto:megamar88@gmail.com
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org

From: Yuzhang Chen

To: City Clerk
Subject: Regarding the Housing Element Process
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 1:34:46 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| have recently read about how the City of Cupertino is delayed in the housing element
process. Originally, | didn't think it was an issue that the process would be completed after the
January 31st, 2023 deadline, but when | heard that Cupertino may lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy (which | honestly had to look up), | felt like | had to act.

| have lived across the street (literally) from this wonderful city for all of my adolescent years.
Being in the school district, | attended Lawson Middle School and Cupertino High School. |
have had much fond memories of spending my teenage years in Cupertino, and a lot of my
formative experiences occurred within the city.

| do understand that we have a housing crisis in the area. | am also aware of our desire to
maintain high property values for those who already own property here. However, | do think
that we can make cheaper housing available for workers who are just starting their careers
(even in tech some of my friends share rooms, this is truly unacceptable!). | also believe that
we should perhaps demolish some of the older construction in favor of creating more
earthquake ready, more community focused environments in the heart of our city. Let's not
relegate people to areas of the city where you don't want to live in.

To that end, we should do the following

1. Community outreach with members of the community who are perhaps not your most ardent
supporters or your best friends...those who may not like you...because Cupertino is a city for
them as well as you.

2. Site Inventory: We should actually build homes in places that we want to live in. Let's
consider changing 'already developed' areas in the center of our town. | would like to see us
become a more populated place where there's more stuff to do after sunset, and more cultural
events. And please, we have all seen what a disaster pipeline projects like the 'Vallco Mall' is.
Let's actually build things and see where it goes.

I'd hate to see our town become dictated by outside interests. But if this is what the city council
wants, then I'll just let it be. But if not, we should act with urgency to fulfill our responsibility and
to ensure that Cupertino remains the city that we want it to be.

Yuzhang Chen
chenyz55@gmail.com
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798 Doyle Road
San Jose, California 95129



From: Rebecca Smith

To: City Clerk
Subject: Speed up the Housing Element Process
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 1:08:26 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

I encourage City Council to move forward with the housing element process in a timely
manner. My understanding is that if we are late with our housing element proposal, we might
lose local planning control due to the builder's remedy.

This situation is reminiscent of what happened with the original project proposal at Vallco. After
months of meetings and forums where the City solicited input from residents as to what
elements we wanted at the new Vallco development, a subgroup of Cupertino residents
decided that we should resist any and every plan for Vallco. They put Measure C on the ballot.
It lost. The developer put Measure D on the ballot. It also lost, but garnered about 5% more
votes than measure C.

At the time, candidates promised to hold a referendum on Vallco to hear directly from the
electorate, but when they won their election, they decided not to hold the promised referendum.
Instead, they continued in opposition to the plans for Vallco.

Now we have lost many community benefits and lost local control over the Rise. | fear we will,
similarly, lose local control over other developments in Cupertino due to the builder’s remedy. It
is November. We have 3 months to complete our housing element. We need to move forward
quickly with a plan that meets the needs of our community for affordable housing for families,
seniors, teachers, and young people, who will be the future of our city - if they can afford to live
here.

Becky Smith
35-year resident of Cupertino

Rebecca Smith
beckys100@hotmail.com

10339 Byrne Ave

Cupertino, California 95014-2811
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From: Kamyab Mashian

To: City Clerk
Subject: Please Comply with State Housing Law
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 11:44:15 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am reaching out to express my concern with Cupertino's Housing Element process. Given
that we are less than three months from the deadline, it seems increasingly unlikely that we will
have a compliant Housing Element by then. If this comes to pass, the city will be subject to the
builder's remedy and lose local land use control.

The Housing Element process exists to ensure that local governments provide the housing that
is necessary to keep up with regional needs. | am extremely worried that this City Council is
trying to dodge this responsibility. The Council must take the need for housing and the
consequences of noncompliance seriously.

| have been following the Housing Element process closely, and have been disappointed in the
actions of the Council at a number of levels. The required community outreach for the Housing
Element has been repeatedly botched. This City Council correctly assembled a diverse
stakeholder group and then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City
has done a poor job of meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students,
renters, immigrants, unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process.
While there has been outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing
element process, and it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the
outreach feedback, as required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in
terms of which feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

Furthermore, the proposed site inventory is unlikely to be adequate. It relies heavily on pipeline
projects which are not guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our
RHNA, most of which are from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved
for years, but have no indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons
would displace hundreds of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also
decided to concentrate planned housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest
to build housing. Meanwhile, several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest
but were not included. We should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8
years. Failing to do this (in addition to exacerbating the housing crisis) will likely get the
Housing Element rejected by the state.

| strongly urge the City Council to take the necessary steps to bring our Housing Element back
on track. The Council should revive the stakeholder group, reduce reliance on pipeline projects,
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and make a good-faith effort to comply with state regulations generally.The Council must take
the Housing Element seriously, both to avoid the builders remedy and just because we need
more housing, period. The Council's current attitude will hurt the city.

Kamyab Mashian
kamyab.mashian@gmail.com
240 2nd Street, Apt #2

Davis, California 95616



From: Eric Crouch

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 11:08:15 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Eric Crouch
crouch.eric@gmail.com
10221 Phar Lap Drive,
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Sydney Ji

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 9:08:46 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Sydney Ji
sydney.y.ji@gmail.com
10056 Mann Drive
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Eric Sun

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 12:40:06 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Eric Sun

ercsun801@gmail.com

2290 HARRISON ST

SANTA CLARA, California 95050



From: Gauri Chawla

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 12:18:11 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Gauri Chawla
gauribchawla@gmail.com

20488 Stevens Creek Blvd #2214
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Sean Hughes

To: City Clerk
Subject: Lack of Ambition & Urgency in the Housing Element
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 11:55:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

The lack of urgency, seriousness, and ambition in Cupertino’s Housing Element process has
been extremely disappointing. | urge the Council and City to take the responsibility to plan for
our future seriously, moving forward with a more likely compliant HE update with robust
policies.

Cupertino is last jurisdiction in our county, and based on publically available info, has not even
started to comment period for the EIR phase of the update. The current timeline puts Cupertino
on track to finish the housing element process after the January 31st, 2023 deadline.

I am concerned that this City Council, along with its appointed commissioners, are not taking
the Housing Element process seriously to proactively address the housing crisis. Repeatedly,
throughout city-run (commission meetings, council debate, comment periods) and public (in-
person, social media platforms) forums, members of the council and commissions (particularly
the planning commission) have disregarded the seriousness of the process (suggesting that
they intend to submit a non-compliant element), interfered with required community outreach
(disbanding and creating their own “stakeholder” meetings), and spreading misinformation
around the process (ranging from a re-categorization of what counts as transit, no recognition
of establish IPCC-backed guidance around the sustainability impacts of land use decisions and
denser building, ignorance and purposeful misuse of the jobs-to-housing metric, re-tellings of
historical events to cast past actions in a better light, dismissing resident concerns around the
feasibility of sites and similarities to other HE’s heavily reliant on pipeline sites, and finally,
consistently fear-mongering and spreading misguided information about state housing laws,
like SB 9 and 10.

We started this process, | provided comment that said this process could be fun, and could be
a hopeful one, as there is no better way to address Cupertino’s largest problems as a city:
exclusivity (affordability and the lack or housing opportunities across all income levels), and
unsustainable design (both in terms of community and climate adaptation). Both could be
addressed by a more ambitious housing element focused on transit oriented development, re-
zoning, removal of parking minimums, streamlining the permitting process and removing
idiosyncratic processes that have negligible value adds (like our duplicative density bonus
update, and portions or proposed SB 9 ordinances)- and so much more.

But instead, | am more cynical and dismayed than ever. It seems that this council and its
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appointees seem content to do the bare minimum, pay for op-eds and do press conferences to
do PR damage control. Ironically, they also like to complain about state govt overreach, yet
their actions are all but guaranteeing state intervention and further loss of local control.

In summary, a new housing element should be focused on actually creating housing, rather
than avoiding it. In an ideal world, I'd like to see:

1. Actual Community outreach: This City Council assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons.

In its place, the City has done a poor job of meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse
stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants, unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the
housing element process. The outreach programming, has been purely informative, often with
more moderators than actual residents participating. In particular, the representation of renters
has been dismal, with few participating or even responding to surveys.

Moreover, it is unclear how this outreach is coordinated with the housing element process, and
how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies based on the outreach feedback, as
required by the State.

It often appears that this Council and appointees have been selective in which feedback they
act upon-having a strong preference for their own political base, or supporters of a non or
minimal development status quo.

2. Insufficient and Unambitious Site Inventory: As commented previously and in similarity to
SF, the current site inventory relies heavily on pipeline projects which are not guaranteed to be
built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are from The Rise and
The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no indication they will be
built out within the next 8-years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds of renters and was
even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned housing on Bubb
Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing, and the lack of transit options
within this neighborhood.

Meanwhile, several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not
included. What's more, planning commissioners hand-waved away the idea of incorporating an
update to the Heart of the City general plan, despite the obvious synergy it would have in
encouraging and concentrating development in our areas of highest opportunity, and most
transit service. Based on misguided readings of AFFH guidance in other cities, and in
particular, an insistence by the planning chair that the sites be “spread out” - the commission
opted out of updating that plan until after the HE process. We should recognize the uncertainty
in development, because we are dependent on the market for projects, and plan appropriately.
Moreover, we shouldn’t just defer to the subjective takes of one planning commissioner when
deciding the Cupertino’s future plan for development.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.

1. Revive the stakeholder group. Even though we are behind, this outreach can be down in
tandem with other actions as long as it is complete before policy development. Incorporate



diverse perspectives beyond homeowners: renters, youth, seniors, commuters into the city,
students coming into De Anza. This stakeholder group should have actual involvement and
meaningful impact on the resulting programs and policies (as required by law).

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

I hope this process will be taken more seriously, even if not for me, at least for future
generations.

Sean Hughes
jxseanhughes@gmail.com
7752 Huntridge Lane
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Shaohong Guo

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 11:12:46 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

I’'m Shaohong Guo, a long time resident in Cupertino since 1994. | strongly believe that we
must follow the state requirement for the housing project. Both my boys went to Eaton
Elementary School, Lawson Middle School and Cupertino High School. They have enjoyed
their lives from the apartment to single family house in Cupertino. We all love Cupertino as our
hometown and hope that we can still enjoy the rest of our lives freely here.

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:



mailto:snow_guo@hotmail.com
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renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Shaohong Guo
snow_guo@hotmail.com
10411 lansdale Ave.
Cupertino , California 95014



From: John Zhao

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 10:13:40 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am the former Chair of the Housing Commission and a longtime Cupertino resident. | am
extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
requirements of the process such as public comment period and EIR review, our city is
projected to finish the housing element process after the January 31st, 2023 deadline, which
will trigger the Builder's Remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While | appreciate
West Valley Community Services and their programming, | don't see how it will be helpful for
developing policies and programs for our housing element. It ssemed more like educational
panels that tokenized people with marginalized backgrounds. This Council has also been
extremely selective in terms of which feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for
their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons redevelopment would
displace hundreds of renters and was even recently renovated! | understand that there is a
plan in place to relocate tenants, but there are much better options out there where we don't
have to displace residents. The Council also decided to concentrate planned housing on Bubb
Road, a 1-lane road with limited capacity, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build
housing. Meanwhile, several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were
not included. We should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years, and
plan for it smartly along transit and commercial corridors like Stevens Creek Blvd and De Anza
Blvd. There is a reason why these areas were selected for the Heart of the City plan, and we
should honor it.
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I urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

John Zhao
jzhao098@gmail.com
10411 Lansdale Ave
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Kevin Zhao

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 10:03:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Kevin Zhao
kzhao682@gmail.com
10411 Lansdale Ave
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Margaret Butko

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 8:54:51 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am a Cupertino resident and home-owner of 9 years, and we have two children in CUSD
schools. | am concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element progress. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and may not complete the process until well after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | think it is unacceptable that we cannot meet this deadline and | think it is
socially unacceptable that our community has not come up with solutions to meet the clear
housing need to ensure that all residents are given their basic human right to housing.

From my perspective, it appears like the City Council is not taking the Housing Element
process seriously. Our leaders should be proactively working together to debate ideas and find
solutions, but all | keep hearing is about tactics to delay and block to keep additional housing
out of Cupertino. The new housing element should be focused on actually creating housing,
rather than avoiding it. | appreciate that this is a challenging task, but | hope that the leaders
that represent my city and my community are up for the challenge or should consider stepping
down to make room for people that are ready to address this challenge.

| appreciate that you conducted community outreach. | eagerly filled out all the surveys,
including the very time-consuming Sites Inventory. | was not able to attend community
engagement meetings because they were always at times that a young, working parent could
not attend. | hope my feedback from the surveys was considered.

We find that many families in our childrens’ classes at school only stay in Cupertino for a few
years due to high rent prices and limited housing options within their price range (and these are
biotech and tech workers with high salaries). We are losing incredible families that would add
so much vibrancy to our community and schools because of our poor response to the housing
crisis. In addition, one thing | love about Cupertino is its cultural diversity, and | think we are
losing a key socioeconomic diversity in our school district by not having adequate housing for
people that serve our community in a variety of different professions. Did you know that my
children do not know any kids in the area whose parents are police, firefighters, or teachers in
the community? What a missed opportunity for our Cupertino children not to know members of
our community that serve in our community!

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
Please make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations and ensure that our housing
element will affirmatively further fair housing and include projects that will realistically be built.
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We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Margaret Butko
mmbutko@gmail.com
10281 Lockwood Dr.
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Marilyn Beck

To: City Council

Cc: City Clerk

Subject: housing element update

Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 8:52:31 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi, I live in Cupertino and I'm concerned about the lack of progress being made on the
housing element.

As I understand it, early next year, if we don't have a certified housing element, Cupertino will
lose local land use control under the builder's remedy. This would be an unwelcome
development for the city. I don't want the city to spend lawsuits with the state - you, the city
council, must take the housing element seriously.

I also think it's important that there be a stakeholder group involved that represents the
community, including de Anza students and lower income workers. Not everyone in Cupertino
is fortunate enough to own their residence.

This is a really important issue for the future of the city. The deadline is coming up soon. Does
the city council have a real plan to meet the deadline?

Thank you,
Marilyn Beck
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From: Derek Hu

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 8:23:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Derek Hu
derekhu1996@gmail.com
20635 Kirwin Lane
Cupertino, California 95014



From: John Geis

To: City Clerk
Subject: The Housing Element Process Needs Catch-up!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 7:32:23 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am very concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy - which would be truly terrible.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than stalling.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency please!

John Geis
jgeis4401@gmail.com
10714 Deep Cliffe Dr
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Neil Park-McClintick

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 2:11:00 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Neil Park-McClintick
cupertinoforall@gmail.com
801 Miller Avenue
CUPERTINO, California 95014



From: Donald Williamson

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 12:38:16 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Donald Williamson
gmfordw@gmail.com

1088 Milky Way

Cupertino, California 95014



From: Connie Cunningham

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 12:14:19 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am writing for myself as a resident, not as a Housing Commissioner. Based on the required
timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January 31st, 2023
deadline. This will result in Cupertino losing local land use control. What a very, very, very
scary thought.

| have spoken out before about not using the Hamptons or other properties that will displace
residents. Hamptons alone will displace hundreds of families. Once a family leaves the area,
even if it is planned to be temporary, the move will cut the person's ties with Cupertino. After
the years required for construction, the family may not be able to return at all.

I am concerned that there have been no proactive statements from the Council about the kinds
of policy changes that will be made to allow multi-family buildings.

Site Inventory: Separately from the issue of family displacement, the State law has specific
rules about pipeline projects. The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects
which are not guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most
of which are from The Rise and The Hamptons. These two projects have been approved for
years, but have not yet been built with no signs that they will be built in the future.

| have urged before that we build in Heart of the City locations. Several owners have expressed
interest but were not included in our current Housing Element. These locations have
transportation access, as well as access to schools, stores and other places residents need or
want, like restaurants.

In summary, | urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element
back on track. As required by law:

1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives: renters, youth, seniors, etc.
This stakeholder group should have meaningful involvement and input over programs and
policies.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.
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The City cannot afford to stall this process longer. | urge the Council to act now!

Connie Cunningham
cunninghamconniel@gmail.com
1119 Milky Way

Cupertino, California 95014



From: Debra Timmers

To: City Clerk
Subject: Let"s get the Housing Element done
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 10:36:07 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

Many residents and | have spent hours in Community Engagement Process Meetings on the
Housing Element and on the surveys, including the sites inventory survey, which, for me took
around 6 hours to complete. | thought we were well on our way to complete the process, but
now | am extremely concerned. Cupertino is way behind our surrounding neighbors. | just don't
see how our city is projected to finish the housing element process by the January 31st, 2023
deadline. And | certainly don't want to lose local land use control due to the builder’s remedy
starting on Feb. 1, which is active until we reach compliance.

It almost seems like the process is being slow-walked and we're trying to avoid taking
responsibility of meeting our housing obligations. This puts us at odds with our surrounding
neighbors who would be forced to take on our housing responsibilities. It also puts us at risk of
the already-mentioned builder's remedy, and well as fines and even lawsuits.

| appreciate the work of the City Staff and the contractor, as | believe they are doing the best
they can.

I urge the City Council to bring our Housing Element back on track. Please make a good faith
effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element will Affirmatively
Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Debra Timmers
datimmers@gmail.com
22701 Medina Lane
Cupertino, California 95014
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From: Brian Strom

To: City Clerk
Subject: Lead a credible Housing Element Process
Date: Sunday, October 30, 2022 8:48:29 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously. It
could be a well-intentioned process to benefit the wider community. Instead, by fighting it and
delaying action we lose flexibility and agency to chart our future.

Ever since the Vallco redevelopment plan was up-ended, we've seen the council waste time
and money saying no, and offering no alternative.

I’'m tired of it.

Please make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing
element will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

Brian Strom
brian.strom@me.com

7744 Robindell Way

Cupertino, California 95014-5013
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From: Sarat Khilnani

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Sunday, October 30, 2022 8:47:33 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino
is extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the
January 31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land
use control due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on
actually creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group
and then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor
job of meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters,
immigrants, unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While
there has been outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing
element process, and it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the
outreach feedback, as required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective
in terms of which feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political
base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are
not guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of
which are from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years,
but have no indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would
displace hundreds of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to
concentrate planned housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build
housing. Meanwhile, several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but
were not included. We should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8
years.

I urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on
track.

1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful
involvement and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,



mailto:skhilnan@yahoo.com
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org

especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Sarat Khilnani
skhilnan@yahoo.com

1149 Derbyshire Drive
Cupertino , California 95014



From: Marieann Shovlin

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Sunday, October 30, 2022 2:21:04 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Marieann Shovlin
m.shovlin@comcast.net

10277 Vista Knoll Blvd.
Cupertino, California 95014-1033



From: Yvonne Thorstenson

To: City Clerk
Subject: We need a valid housing plan now!
Date: Sunday, October 30, 2022 12:02:45 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

Developing a housing plan is a critical role for every city government. | am extremely worried
about the mismanagement of the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. The delays are
compromising the future of our city. The housing crisis is real and if we don’t make a plan the
state will take over via the builders remedy.

| urge you to take the HE process seriously. Here are the steps we need right now to get back
on track.

1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Yvonne Thorstenson
yrthor@gmail.com

7744 Robindell Way

Cupertino CA, California 95014
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From: Peter Rovegno

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 8:13:39 AM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

As a lifelong Cupertino resident (aside from when | was off at college (Reed, ‘04) and graduate
school (UCSC, “13)), | am one of the many non-homeowners living in the city. | work as a full-
time academic tutor with AJ Tutoring, helping to provide what many parents feel is an essential
service for their students, and the only reason I'm still able to live in the area is because I'm
able to rent an extra room in my parents’ house. Those of us not making software-engineer,
lawyer, or doctor levels of income are the ones most impacted by our affordable-housing
shortage, and | have watched for years as the city council has done everything in its power to
make sure that the day never comes where I'll be able to get a place of my own in the area.

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
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should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.

3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Peter Rovegno
peter.rovegno@gmail.com
10497 Chace Dr
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Connie Cunningham

To: City Clerk; City Council

Subject: City Council Meeting, November 1, 2022, Oral Communications
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 8:23:50 PM

Attachments: 2022-11-1 CC Housing Element Oral Communications.docx

Housing Commission Chair Memo 090822.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

From: Connie Cunningham <cunninghamconniel@gmail.com>

Date: November 1, 2022 at 4:06:59 PM PDT

To: Cunningham Connie <CunninghamConnieL(@gmail.com>

Subject: City Council Meeting, November 1, 2022, Oral Communications
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Good evening, Mayor Paul and Councilmembers,

My name is Connie Cunningham.  I am a Housing Commissioner, speaking for myself only.  

  

As a Harvard woman myself, I think I can tell this joke and get away with it!  It goes like this -- “You can tell a Harvard man, but you cannot tell him much.”  



Since I came on the Housing Commission four years ago, I have seen enough to know that this Housing Element will likely not solve any of the housing problems of our vulnerable residents, including seniors, students, families, teachers, and workers.  It follows on eight years of little housing production, especially affordable housing, and it is not a strong plan. I have 2 concerns. 

I. I am concerned that I have not heard any discussion yet by Planning Commission or City Council about the willingness to change existing policies.  

Part of the production challenge for housing is having the right mix of policies to encourage home builders to work here.  



A. On May 19, I attended the Environmental Review Committee, to encourage Councilmember Moore and Planning Commissioner Chair Scharf, to talk to applicants about building larger projects.  One applicant at those meetings, later did suggest building more units, but I have read that on Sep 13, the Planning Commission (Chair Scharf) approved the original 6 units rather than a larger multi-family apartment building. October 18, the City Council unanimously approved that smaller project.



B. On September 8, our Housing Commission (signed unanimously) sent a letter to the City Council asking to be included in a variety of activities to provide advice to the Council.  In addition to the production of housing, we asked to be involved in activities for the preservation of existing affordable housing and activities for creating renter protections for existing residents with the goal of no displacement.  



a. I have given my opinion in many meetings that the Hamptons should not be part of the Housing Element because hundreds of families would be displaced.



II. Secondly, I am concerned because Cupertino will be the last city in our county to release its draft Housing Element.



We have heard so much about retaining local control, but by being late, Cupertino is subject to the “Builder’s Remedy on February 1.



Projects built under that Remedy will require affordable housing, which is good, but they will not be required to follow other local rules.



It is scary to see the Specter of losing local control.  I urge you to do these 3 things to meet the Law:



1. Revive the Stakeholder Group that was disbanded.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects and increase the buffer.

3. Add more sites in the Heart of the City. This area has major corridors, bike-ped lanes, stores, schools, and transit.  

Thank you for this time to comment.
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Memorandum

To: Cupertino City Council
From: Housing Commission

Subject: Housing Commission has identified opportunities for the Housing Commission to contribute to
the Housing Element Update such as discussing affordable housing strategies, funding sources and
discussing and planning potential joint meetings with other legislative bodies, and to continue this item
to a future Housing Commission meeting.”

Housing Commission attended 2 joint sessions with Planning Commission to discuss the selection of
Sites for Tier 1 & Tier 2 for City Council.

In addition, the Housing Commission discussed its responsibility as per Cupertino Muni Code 2.86.100
itemA

A. To assist the Planning Commission and the City Council in developing housing
policies and strategies for implementation of general plan housing element goals;

B. To recommend policies for implementation and monitoring of affordable
housing projects;

C. To facilitate innovative approaches to affordable housing development and to
generate ideas and interest in pursuing a variety of housing options;

D. When requested by the Director of Community Development or the City
Council, to make recommendations to the Planning Commission and the City
Council regarding affordable housing proposals in connection with applications for
development including, but not limited to, recommendations for possible fee
waivers, other incentives, the number and type of affordable units and the target
groups to be served. Any referral to the Housing Commission shall be limited to
consideration of affordable housing proposals which exceed normal housing
requirements under the applicable provisions of the City’s general plan or
ordinances related thereto;

The Housing Commission will consider inviting Non-Profit Groups to present to the Housing
Commission their goals, process and suggestions in order for the Housing Commission to
propose policies and strategies to City Council and Planning commission related to

i) actively providing funding assistance for affordable housing,

ii) actively working on renter protection for current residents with the goal of no
displacement with verification of vacancies so there are no displacements and no
unauthorized increase in rent,

iii) actively working on preservation of existing affordable housing for lower-and
middle-income residents.





In order to support City Council in the HE process, we will add to our agenda the discussion of policies
and ideas for items B. & C. to further support and promote affordable housing projects.

Tessa Parish

Housing Commission Chair






From: Joshua Citajaya

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 8:07:30 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Joshua Citajaya
josh.citajaya@gmail.com
20917 Fargo Drive
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Stanley Young
To: Kirsten Squarcia; Kathy Tran
Cc: City Clerk; Cupertino City Manager"s Office
Subject: RE: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:34:38 PM
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Good evening Kirsten,
| have resubmitted the letter to you on a separate email now that it is the oral communication
period.

Kind regards,

Stanley Young
Representative/Organizer

IFPTE Local 21,South Bay Office
4 North Second St, #595

San Jose,CA 95113

Phone 408.291.2200

Fax 408.291.2203
syoung@ifpte21.or
https://ifpte21.org/endorsements/ = contact me directly to help us win elections for these
endorsed candidates

Homepage - [FPTE local 21 (ifpte?1.or

From: Kirsten Squarcia <KirstenS@cupertino.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 6:06 PM

To: Kathy Tran <ktran@ifpte21.org>

Cc: Stanley Young <syoung@ifpte21.org>; City Clerk <CityClerk@cupertino.org>; Cupertino City
Manager's Office <citymanager@cupertino.org>

Subject: RE: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting

Good evening Kathy (Council moved to Bcc), your comments have been received by the City Clerk's
Office and will be posted with the written comments for Oral Communications, which is reserved for
matters not on the agenda. To be read aloud during the meeting, please submit your comments
when the Mayor announces and opens the public comment period for Oral Communications.
Comments must be received before the first public commenter is done speaking.
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FW: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting

		From

		Stanley Young

		To

		Kirsten Squarcia

		Recipients

		KirstenS@cupertino.org



Good evening Kirsten,



Please read our letter into the record during oral communication.  



 



Thank you. 



 



Stanley Young



Representative/Organizer



IFPTE Local 21,South Bay Office



4 North Second St, #595



San Jose,CA 95113



Phone 408.291.2200



Fax 408.291.2203



syoung@ifpte21.org



https://ifpte21.org/endorsements/ = contact me directly to help us win elections for these endorsed candidates 



Homepage - IFPTE Local 21 (ifpte21.org)



 



From: Kathy Tran <ktran@ifpte21.org>
Date: November 1, 2022 at 5:17:39 PM PDT
To: citycouncil@cupertino.org, cityclerk@cupertino.org, kirstens@cupertino.org, CityManager@cupertino.org
Cc: Stanley Young <syoung@ifpte21.org>
Subject: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting



﻿ 



Dear Cupertino City Council,



 



I am writing on behalf of IFPTE Local 21/CEA. Please see attached a letter that we request to be submitted as public comment at today’s city council meeting. We also request for this letter to be read as part of the written record. Thank you. 



 



Best,



 



Kathy



 



 



Kathy Tran (She/her/hers)



Communications and Political Specialist 



ktran@ifpte21.org



 



IFPTE Local 21, South Bay Office



4 North 2nd St Ste 595, San Jose CA 95113



www.ifpte21.org



 





IFPTE Local 21 Letter Re Kitty Moore Comments to Members.pdf
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PROFESSIONAL & TECHNICAL ENGINEERS, LOCAL 21, AFL-CIO
An Organization of Professional, Technical, and Adminisirative Employees

TO: Cupertino City Council
RE: Kitty Moore comments
Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am writing on behalf of the International Federation of Professional and Technical
Engineers Local 21/Cupertino Employees Association (IFPTE Local 21/CEA) in the City
of Cupertino. Our union members have worked diligently and tirelessly throughout the
course of the global pandemic providing essential services to the residents. We are
proud to represent public employees who serve the public.

|IFPTE Local 21/CEA is concerned by the recent negative comments and accusations

made by Councilmember Kitty Moore on Twitter and Next Door towards our
membership. The comments are unprofessional, unacceptable, and inaccurate.
Councilmember Moore has accused IFPTE Local 21/CEA of buying politicians. Our
union members are engaging in our democracy by volunteering for our endorsed
candidates in their spare time after work hours. | was shocked and disappointed that an
elected official would share such hurtful statements to the employees that help make the
City of Cupertino run. In our opinion, the rhetoric she used is false, alarming, and a form
of union busting to intimidate our members and their union from participating in the
political process.

Our members have first amendment rights and the freedom to express themselves
politically. | am happy to speak with any of you about this matter, but | would highly
encourage you to denounce and take objection to the negative comments made by
Councilmember Moore towards the city employees that make up our membership

Sincerely,

Stanley A. Young

&'ﬂéﬁ/ - %
Representative Orgarfizer
IFPTE Local 21

San Jose Office

CC: City Manager Pamela Wu, City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia, CEA members

Main Office: 1167 Mission Street, 2% Floor San Francisco, CA 94103 T:415 864-2100 F: 415 864-2166
South Bay Office: 4 North Second Street, Suite 595 San Jose, CA 95113 1: 408 291-2200 F: 408 291-2203
Oakland Office: 1440 Broadway, Suite 610 Oakland, CA 94612 T:510 451-4982
Martinez Office: 649 Main Street #226 Martinez, CA 94553 1:925 313-9102 r: 925 313-0190
www.ifpte21.org









Twitter Kitty Moore.png

IFPTE Local 21 & @IFPTE21 - Oct 19
&7/ The election is only 3 weeks away! & Yesterday, we made calls to voters in
Cupertino to get out the #vote for JR Fruen & Sheila Mohan for City
Councill @RfromCupertino

‘Cupertino Ciy Counci

&

Q1 Qs

@ Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter

Kitty Moore
@thekittymoore

Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertino who
belong to IFPTE21 are calling voters to support
candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What’s your goal? How do you treat all of City
Council as staff? Fairly?

7:566 PM - Oct 22, 2022 - Twitter for iPhone






Twitter Kitty Moore 2.png

@ Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter

Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertino who belong to IFPTE21 are
calling voters to support candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What's your goal? How do you treat all of City Council as staff?
Fairly?

Q2 n (v &

Replying to @thekittymoore @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino
Do they cease to have First Amendment rights, Councilmember? Thanks for
showing us that authoritarianism wears many faces.

[elN] o [VIRT) &
', Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @JRfromCupertino @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino

Thanks for letting us know you shillfor the planners.
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Regards, Kirsten

Kirsten Squarcia
City Clerk

City Manager's Office
KirstenS@cupertino.or

(408) 777-3225

curerrine | O OO0C0OD

From: Kathy Tran <ktran@ifpte21.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:18 PM

To: City Council <CityCouncil@cupertino.org>; City Clerk <CityClerk@cupertino.org>; Kirsten
Squarcia <KirstenS@cupertino.org>; Cupertino City Manager's Office <citymanager@cupertino.org>
Cc: S Young <syoung@ifpte21.org>

Subject: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am writing on behalf of IFPTE Local 21/CEA. Please see attached a letter that we request to be
submitted as public comment at today’s city council meeting. We also request for this letter to be
read as part of the written record. Thank you.

Best,

Kathy

Kathy Tran (She/her/hers)
Communications and Political Specialist
ktran@ifpte21.or

IFPTE Local 21, South Bay Office
4 North 2"d St Ste 595, San Jose CA 95113
www.ifpte21.org
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PROFESSIONAL & TECHNICAL ENGINEERS, LOCAL 21, AFL-CIO
An Organization of Professional, Technical, and Adminisirative Employees

TO: Cupertino City Council
RE: Kitty Moore comments
Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am writing on behalf of the International Federation of Professional and Technical
Engineers Local 21/Cupertino Employees Association (IFPTE Local 21/CEA) in the City
of Cupertino. Our union members have worked diligently and tirelessly throughout the
course of the global pandemic providing essential services to the residents. We are
proud to represent public employees who serve the public.

|IFPTE Local 21/CEA is concerned by the recent negative comments and accusations

made by Councilmember Kitty Moore on Twitter and Next Door towards our
membership. The comments are unprofessional, unacceptable, and inaccurate.
Councilmember Moore has accused IFPTE Local 21/CEA of buying politicians. Our
union members are engaging in our democracy by volunteering for our endorsed
candidates in their spare time after work hours. | was shocked and disappointed that an
elected official would share such hurtful statements to the employees that help make the
City of Cupertino run. In our opinion, the rhetoric she used is false, alarming, and a form
of union busting to intimidate our members and their union from participating in the
political process.

Our members have first amendment rights and the freedom to express themselves
politically. | am happy to speak with any of you about this matter, but | would highly
encourage you to denounce and take objection to the negative comments made by
Councilmember Moore towards the city employees that make up our membership

Sincerely,

Stanley A. Young

&'ﬂéﬁ/ - %
Representative Orgarfizer
IFPTE Local 21

San Jose Office

CC: City Manager Pamela Wu, City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia, CEA members

Main Office: 1167 Mission Street, 2% Floor San Francisco, CA 94103 T:415 864-2100 F: 415 864-2166
South Bay Office: 4 North Second Street, Suite 595 San Jose, CA 95113 1: 408 291-2200 F: 408 291-2203
Oakland Office: 1440 Broadway, Suite 610 Oakland, CA 94612 T:510 451-4982
Martinez Office: 649 Main Street #226 Martinez, CA 94553 1:925 313-9102 r: 925 313-0190
www.ifpte21.org



IFPTE Local 21 £ @IFPTE21 - Oct 19

Gaits The election is only 3 weeks away! ;. Yesterday, we made calls to voters in
Cupertino to get out the #vote for JR Fruen & Sheila Mohan for City
Councill @JRfromCupertino
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¥ Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter

. Kitty Moore
' @thekittymoore

Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertino who
belong to IFPTE21 are calling voters to support
candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What’s your goal? How do you treat all of City
Council as staff? Fairly?

7:66 PM - Oct 22, 2022 . Twitter for iPhone
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Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter
Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertine who belong to IFPTE21 are
calling voters to support candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What’s your goal? How do you treat all of City Council as staff?
Fairly?
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J.R. Fruen for Cupertino City Council 2... @JRfromCupert... - Oct 22
Replying to @thekittymoore @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino

Do they cease to have First Amendment rights, Councilmember? Thanks for
showing us that authoritarianism wears many faces.
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Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @JRfromCupertino @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino
Thanks for letting us know you shill for the planners.

Q 4 (A v L



From: Caitlin Huang

To: City Clerk
Subject: Oral Communications to Read
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:24:24 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Honorable Mayor, Vice-Mayor and City

Council Members:

This election has caused me to get many very

bad and untrue mailers delivered to my house.

I was very upset to see a big collection of lies
being said by several former Cupertino
Mayors, including Richard Lowenthal and
Rod Sinks.

In talking to people that came to my house to
talk to me and my husband, I learned that
Rod Sinks was one former mayor that caused
the City to waste about half million dollars by
firing the City Attorney Hom who sued the
City.

I also received a letter from the County Voter
Registrar explaining that three candidates,
Claudio Bono, Sheila Mohan, and Joseph


mailto:caitlin.huang88@gmail.com
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org

Fruen refused to sign the campaign spending
limit agreement and then I saw on Nextdoor
that they have collected huge contributions
from many special interest groups that want to
elect City Council members that will do them
special favors so they can make more money

and hurt our City more.

I also learned that Joseph Fruen was one of
the people responsible for closing Regnart
Elementary. Even though my children went to
Sedgwick Elementary, I feel bad for the
parents who now have to drive their children
to Lincoln Elementary or send them to private
schools. Joseph Fruen was also the cause of
former City Manager Deb Feng leaving after
only two years and he also contributed to the

City Attorney Hom being fired.

I wish that the City Council could issue a
statement that explains the lies that the former
mayors are telling people so voters understand
that they are lying just to try to get back
control for the companies that are hurting

Cupertino.

Thank You



Caitlin Huang



From: Kylie Clark

To: City Clerk

Subject: WVCS Public Comment: Cupertino Housing Element
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:23:48 PM
Attachments: Cupertino Housing Element.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello!

Attached is a public comment letter from West Valley Community Services regarding the
Cupertino Housing Element. Please don't hesitate to reach out with any questions.

Thank you so much,

Kylie
(Pronouns: she, her, hers)

Yes, We Live on Ohlone Land. But What Does That Mean?

Kylie Clark
Assistant Manager of Advocacy & Public Policy

West Valley Community Services, Inc.

10104 Vista Drive, Cupertino, CA 95014
Email: kyliec@wvcommunityservices.org, Direct: 408.471.6122 | Main: 408.255.8033 | Fax: 408.366.6090

Please support us in uniting the community to fight hunger and homelessness
by donating now!

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram | YouTube | LinkedIn | WVCS Blog
Chefs of Compassion | WVCS in The News
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West Valley Community Services

November 1, 2022

Cupertino City Council
10300 Torre Avenue
Cupertino, CA 95014-3202

Delayed Cupertino Housing Element

Honorable Cupertino Mayor, Vice Mayor, and Council,

On behalf of West Valley Community Services (WVCS) clients, board and staff, we are writing in deep concern over
the scheduled timeline of the Cupertino Housing Element.

It is critical that Cupertino revise and quicken its timeline for the implementation of the Cupertino Housing Element. In
Santa Monica, CA, failure to complete a cohesive Housing Element plan resulted in a total loss of control in city
planning, through a process known as the builders’ remedy. Similar to Cupertino, Santa Monica delayed completion
of a thorough Housing Element in 2021, and as a result, lost planning control of the state-mandated 4,000 housing
units that must be built in the city. The City of Santa Monica had no power in approving or rejecting housing projects
in the city, and housing developers were able to submit development plans without needing approval from the Santa
Monica city government. We are concerned a similar situation will occur in Cupertino.

Cupertino must account for 4,588 new housing units in its Housing Element. It is critical that the Housing Element
addresses key planning components: Fair Housing Analysis; Housing Needs Assessment; Environmental Impact
Review; Scoping Process; Policies and Programs. Additionally, to meet state Housing Element requirements, either
20% or more of Cupertino’s planned housing units must be committed as units affordable to lower income
households, or 100% of the units must be committed as affordable to moderate income households.

Failure to produce a comprehensive plan that meets the state Housing Element requirements will block the
Cupertino city government from having any say over housing development plans. As an organization that works to
ensure individuals have essential housing, food, and health resources, we believe it is critical that the City works to
create a Housing Element with housing plans to help better the lives of members of our community. Without the
power to approve development plans, the city is forfeiting their seat at the planning table, and giving up the ability to
ensure new housing units are developed in the best interest of our community.

We strongly urge you to revise and hasten plans to produce and approve the Cupertino Housing Element, and help
ensure future housing plans will be developed with the approval of the Cupertino City Council. Members of West
Valley Community Services regularly struggle with accessing affordable housing and the necessary resources to
support their daily lives, andit is critical that the City Council work to have a say in planning new housing units that
best serve the members of our community.

In community,

g S - ﬁ,‘
Josh Selo Kylie Clark
Executive Director Public Policy Coordinator

West Valley Community Services West Valley Community Services






From: jiw

To: City Clerk; City Clerk

Subject: Fw: how can we be heard? residential place

Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:23:23 PM

Attachments: Petta Declaration re Fees and Costs for Special Motion to Strike.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: j w <jzw97@yahoo.com>

To: "citycouncil@cupertino.org" <citycouncil@cupertino.org>; "citycouncil@cupertino.org"
<citycouncil@cupertino.org>

Sent: Tuesday, November 1, 2022, 07:18:39 PM PDT

Subject: Fw: how can we be heard? residential place

Dear Council,

Here is the summary of our effort to reach the City,

We'd like to have neutral person we can talk to or if not, the person, we know or retired one, we both
agree to. We have tried to reach you and left msgs while back and more last few weeks to legal dept.,
city mgr office, etc. several times. Sadly, as long term residents, who often involve in community
service lot more before, now barely could sleep due to the tragedy under the hands of pulic servant--
city's mission is to serve the city residents, who we 'feed'. Few self serving ones again try to 'shoot' us
more maliciously after we told them the whole sequence of events as they say they didn't know. Please
feel free to reply or call us back. Thx. H resident

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: j w <jzw97@yahoo.com>

To: "citycouncil@cupertino.org" <citycouncil@cupertino.org>
Sent: Wednesday, October 12, 2022, 02:38:45 AM PDT
Subject: how can we be heard? residential place

Dear Council,

We asked to have ombudsman for the residents a while back (some city called it public /community
relation personnel) as the legal firm and few city legal dept personals Araceli Alejandre, Chris Jensen ,
etc. have behaved egregiously, at no time listening to us/acting as residents/citizen servant, doing
whatever they want. Now, they drafted their own judgment everywhere, having received the the green
light,to include frivolous sanctions with no restraint; having got notice they filed with the Court again
after default (total lack of communication) to 'sanction punitive fines' on us after the property twice
gone; taken away, including belongings with no notice. After endless pleas, notice not heard, but with
more retaliation. Still have leaking roof, hundreds thousands dollars lost, unable to support very young,
elder. Please help us to stop this malicious persecution, retaliation, etc. Thx. long term Resident
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mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org

O 0 3 O »n B~ W N =

N N NN N N N N N R b e e e e e e
O I AN »nm kA W= DO VO NN WD = O

JOSEPH D. PETTA (State Bar No. 286665) [Exempt From Filing Fee
PEARL KAN (State Bar No. 294563) Government Code § 6103]
MARLENE DEHLINGER (State Bar No. 292282)

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER LLP

396 Hayes Street

San Francisco, California 94102

Telephone: (415) 552-7272

Facsimile:  (415) 552-5816

petta@smwlaw.com

pkan@smwlaw.com

dehlinger@smwlaw.com

Attorneys for Defendants

CITY OF CUPERTINO, Laura D. Beaton,
Matthew D. Zinn, Albert Salvador, Ben Fu,
Paul O’Sullivan, Monica Diaz, Jeffrey Trybus,
and Chris Jensen

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SANTA CLARA
HUANG FAMILY, J. HUANG, and Case No. 20CV369469
DOES 1-10,
DECLARATION OF JOSEPH D.
Plaintiffs, PETTA RE ATTORNEYS’ FEES ON
SPECIAL MOTION TO STRIKE
V.

CITY OF CUPERTINO, Laura D. Beaton,
Matthew D. Zinn, Albert Salvador, Ben Fu, | Assigned for All Purposes to:
Paul O’Sullivan, Monica Diaz, Jeffrey Hon. Peter H. Kirwan

Trybus, and Chris Jensen,

Action Filed: December 8, 2021
Defendants. Trial Date: Not Set
I, Joseph D. Petta, declare as follows:
1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in the State of California and a partner at

Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP (“SMW” or “Firm”), attorneys for Defendants City of
Cupertino, Laura D. Beaton, Matthew D. Zinn, Albert Salvador, Ben Fu, Paul O’Sullivan,
Monica Diaz, Jeffrey Trybus, and Chris Jensen (“Defendants™). I make this declaration in
support of Defendants’ recovery of attorneys’ fees incurred in preparing the special motion to
strike and supporting reply brief filed in the above captioned matter. I have personal knowledge

of the facts set forth herein, except as to those stated on information and belief, and as to those, I
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am informed and believe them to be true. If called as a witness, I could and would competently
testify to the matters stated herein.

2. In its September 6, 2022 Order Re: Special Motion to Strike; Demurrer; Motion
for Sanctions, this Court held that, having prevailed on their special motion to strike,
“Defendants are entitled to recover their attorney fees and costs incurred solely in bringing the
special motion to strike itself.” Order at 13. It directed Defendants to submit within 30 days “a
declaration to the Court describing the fees and costs incurred solely in bringing the special
motion to strike.” /d.

3. The Firm was founded in 1980 and practices exclusively in the areas of land use,
environmental, real property, and government law. It is one of a handful of law firms in the State
which specialize in these particular areas and has a reputation as one of the leading
environmental and public agency law firms in the State. The Firm represents public agencies,
land trusts, community groups, and environmental groups in litigation and in connection with
regulatory processes throughout California. The Firm has extensive experience in matters
involving land use, planning, conservation, and zoning law; local government law; real property
and eminent domain law; the California Environmental Quality Act; and clean energy law.

4. I am a partner at SMW and have practiced in the fields of land use, municipal,
land use, environmental, and renewable energy law since joining the Firm in 2012. My practice
involves litigation and advising on behalf of municipal clients on CEQA, real estate, and land
use matters, including previously serving as deputy city attorney for the City of Cupertino.
Representative matters include Crawley v. Alameda County Waste Management Authority
(2015) 243 Cal.App.4th 396 (upholding solid waste agency’s imposition of fee for household
hazardous waste collection); Lebolt v. City and County of San Francisco, 2022 WL 167504
(holding second lawsuit alleging title to real property under “after acquired title” doctrine was
barred by prior judgment establishing title); Alameda County Waste Management Authority v.
Waste Connections, Inc. (2021) 67 Cal.App.5th 1162 (upholding agency’s right to request and
copy landfill records pursuant to statewide solid waste disposal reporting statutory scheme).

5. I supervised the Firm’s work on this matter generally, including work on the

2
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special motion to strike, after Pearl Kan took parental leave in May 2022. [ am familiar with the
work done and time spent on this matter by the Firm’s other attorneys. I drafted the reply for the
special motion to strike, and reviewed the opening brief and Plaintiff’s opposition.

6. Pearl Kan joined SMW in 2022 and is Of Counsel at the Firm. Ms. Kan practices
in the fields of land use planning, municipal, and environmental law. She was previously a
partner at Wittwer Parkin LLP, a land use and environmental law firm in Santa Cruz, California.
She represented environmental petitioners in a successful challenge against the approval of a
development without first conducting environmental review (Friends, Artists and Neighbors of
Elkhorn Slough et al., v. California Coastal Commission (2021) 72 Cal.App.5th 666), and has
advised public agencies on land use and other matters, including the Santa Clara Valley Open
Space Authority. Ms. Kan drafted the special motion to strike and supervised work on this
matter before taking leave in May 2022.

7. Marlene Dehlinger joined SMW in 2016 and is an associate with the Firm. Ms.
Dehlinger practices in the fields of land use, municipal and environmental law. Prior to joining
the Firm, she was an Impact Litigation and Social Justice fellow with the Santa Clara County
Counsel’s Office where she advised County agencies, developed ordinances to protect
environmental and public health, and assisted with consumer protection litigation. Ms.
Dehlinger graduated from U.C. Berkeley School of Law and received a B.A. from Brown
University, magna cum laude. She was a member of prevailing litigation teams in Cleveland
National Forest Foundation v. County of San Diego (2019) 37 Cal.App.5th 1021, 1030
(Subdivision Map Act barred residential development on land subject to Williamson Act
agricultural-use contract) and Sonoma Land Trust v. Thompson (2021) 63 Cal. App.5th 978
(upholding $2.96 million fee and cost award for enforcement of a conservation easement against
intentional removal of historic oak trees and destruction of habitat). Ms. Dehlinger reviewed and
edited the special motion to strike and the reply in support of the special motion to strike.

8. Katrina Tomas was an Associate at the Firm at the time she assisted with this
matter. She is currently an associate attorney with the San Francisco office of Earthjustice. She

holds a J.D. from the University of Miami School of Law and a B.A. from the University of
3
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Pennsylvania. Ms. Tomas conducted research in support of the special motion to strike.

9. Each lawyer at the Firm keeps records of all time spent each day on matters for
Firm clients. During the course of the day, I and others in the Firm keep a record of the time
expended in tenths of hours. For each day and each client, a written entry is recorded that notes
the time spent and the nature of the work performed. This time log serves as the basis for the
billings sent to the Firm’s clients and for summaries submitted to the court in cases involving
statutory fee awards.

10.  Secretaries and other members of the Firm’s clerical staff do not keep such time
records, as their time is absorbed within the Firm’s overhead. No fees are sought for such
clerical staff.

11.  Set forth below are the actual total attorneys’ fees (number of hours actually spent
multiplied by the Firm’s hourly rate for the client) claimed for the Firm’s work exclusively on
the special motion to strike. The hours below reflect the deductions/write-downs discussed in

Paragraph 13, infra.

TIMEKEEPER RATE | HOURS AMOUNT
Joseph Petta (Partner) $389 8.1 $3,150.90
Pearl Kan (Of Counsel) $358 459 $16,432.20
Marlene Dehlinger (Senior Associate) $358 39 $1,396.20
Katrina Tomas (Associate) $343 15.1 $5,179.30
Total Hours and Fees for SM'W $26,158.60

12.  Attached to this declaration as Exhibit A are true and correct copies of the daily
summaries of the time spent by members of the Firm solely on preparing the special motion to
strike and supporting reply brief, for which Defendants are requesting fees. The summaries are
prepared on the basis of the contemporaneous time logs maintained by attorneys Pearl Kan,
Marlene Dehlinger, Katrina Tomas and myself.

13. I have reviewed all of the time records of the Firm on this case. In order to
accurately reflect only the time for which Defendants are clearly entitled to compensation, to

eliminate potential duplications or inefficiencies, and to minimize the likelihood of extended
4
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litigation on the question of reasonable hours and fees, [ have exercised billing judgment. For
example, [ have eliminated all time spent by attorneys who worked only peripherally on this
motion as well as time reflecting duplicative labor.

14.  Defendants filed their special motion to strike and supporting reply brief at the
same time that they filed their demurrer and its supporting reply brief. As a result, some tasks
simultaneously supported both work on the demurrer and the special motion to strike. I have
eliminated all such “blended” tasks, such as strategy meetings on both the demurrer and special
motion to strike, time spent drafting Defendants’ requests for judicial notice in support of the
demurrer and special motion to strike, and time spent coordinating the filing of briefs and
supporting documents and service of those materials.

15.  The billing rates requested here are those that the Firm charged Defendants in this
matter.

16.  In my opinion, the Firm’s rates in this matter are reasonable in relation to those of
attorneys of similar experience and ability in the San Francisco Bay Area. According to the
National Law Journal (“NLJ”) annual billing rate survey as of January 2016 (which is the most
recent NLJ survey available to me, and a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit B), partners in law firms with Bay Area offices bill at rates ranging from $305 to $1,000
or more per hour. For example, according to that survey, six years ago, partners at Akin Gump
charge hourly rates of $1,050 to $1,175; partners at Quinn Emmanuel charge hourly rates from
$1,005 to $1,103; and partners at Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton charge hourly rates of
$760. According to the same survey, six years ago, hourly rates for associates at the above firms
range from approximately $345 to $690 per hour, depending on the years of experience. Courts
have often relied upon the NLJ billing rate survey as instructive in determining appropriate
hourly rates. See Berberena v. Coler (7th Cir. 1985) 753 F.2d 629, 633 (relying on NLJ annual
survey); Schwarz v. Secretary of Health & Human Servs. (9th Cir. 1995) 73 F.3d 895, 908;
Center for Biological Diversity v. County of San Bernardino (2010) 185 Cal. App.4th 866, 900
(relying on 2007 National Law Journal annual survey showing San Francisco partner rates

between $495 and $775 per hour in concluding that rates awarded to plaintiffs were “below
5
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market rates in the San Francisco area™).

17.  Defendants incurred no costs solely in bringing their special motion to strike, and
therefore do not seek recovery of costs fees associated with the special motion to strike.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on this 6th day of October, 2022, at San Francisco, California.

/ !/C—UWL@\___

JOSEPH D. PETTA

1570466.3
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SMW Attorneys' Billing Records for Special Motion to Strike
Huang Family et al. v. City of Cupertino et al.

Case No. 20CV369469

DATE TIMEKEEPER RATE | HOURS AMOUNTDESCRIPTION

03/23/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 3.9/ 1396.2|Conduct legal research on special motion to strike, review service documents from City

03/24/2022 \Pearl Kan 358 3.5 1253|Legal research regarding special motion to strike, develop litigation strategy re special motion to strike, call
with City Attorney and A. Alejandre

04/04/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 5.1 1825.8 Conduct legal research and draft special motion to strike - anti-SLAPP

04/05/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 2.5 895|Conduct research regarding special motion to strike

04/13/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 4.6 1646.8 Draft special motion to strike, legal research

04/13/2022 |Katrina A. Tomas 343 2.6 891.8 Research for special motion to strike.

04/14/2022 |Katrina A. Tomas 343 5 1715|/Conduct research re anti-slapp law; draft summary re same; discuss research with P. Kan.

04/14/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 0.3 107.4 Confer with K. Tomas and review research for special motion to strike

04/15/2022 |Katrina A. Tomas 343 2.3 788.9 Draft anti-slapp law summary; conduct research re anti-slapp activities.

04/18/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 0.2 71.6 Review summary of law for petitioning activity and applicability to defendants

04/18/2022 |Katrina A. Tomas 343 5.2| 1783.6/Conduct research for special motion to strike; draft section of special motion to strike

04/19/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 0.3 107.4 Review research re special motion to strike and confer with M. Dehlinger

04/21/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 3.6/ 1288.8 Draft special motion to strike and confer with M. Dehlinger, email City regarding coordinating supporting
declarations for City employees

04/22/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 2.1 751.8|Draft special motion to strike and confer with M. Zinn

04/25/2022 Pearl Kan 358 25 895 Draft special motion to strike

05/02/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 6.5 2327 Draft special motion to strike and other filings; coordinate with A. Alejandre re City employee declarations
for special motion to strike.

05/03/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 4.8 1718.4 Review edits for memorandum of points and authorities for motion to strike; confer with A. Alejandre re
City employee declarations re motion to strike.

05/04/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 1.2 429.6| Edit special motion to strike.

05/04/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 3 1074 Review MPA in support of motion to strike.

05/05/2022 |Pearl Kan 358 3 1074 |Finalize MPA in support of motion to strike.

07/07/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.2 71.6 Review plaintiff's opposition to special motion to strike.

07/12/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.2 71.6 Strategize re plaintiff's opposition to special motion to strike.

08/10/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.7 250.6 Review opposition to special motion to strike; strategize re preparing reply to same; research for reply in
support of special motion to strike.

08/10/2022 Joseph D. Petta 389 0.6 233.4 Strategize with M. Dehlinger re replies to plaintiff's opposition to special motion to strike and draft special
motion to strike.

08/12/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.2 71.6 | Strategize re preparing reply in support of special motion to strike.

08/12/2022 |Joseph D. Petta 389 0.3 116.7 Telephone call with M. Dehlinger to strategize re reply on special motion to strike.

08/18/2022 |Joseph D. Petta 389 0.6 233.4|Review reply on special motion to strike and strategize with M. Dehlinger re same.

08/18/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.2 71.6 Strategize re drafting reply brief in support of special motion to strike.

08/19/2022 |Joseph D. Petta 389 0.5 194.5 Legal research re anti-SLAPP motion and statute.

08/23/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.3 107.4 Research for reply in support of special motion to strike and strategize re same.

08/24/2022 |Joseph D. Petta 389 0.9 350.1 Draft reply in support of special motion to strike and strategize re same.

08/25/2022 Joseph D. Petta 389 1.7 661.3 Draft reply in support of special motion to strike.

08/26/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.6 214.8 Review and edit reply in support of special motion to strike, and strategize re same.

08/26/2022 Joseph D. Petta 389 3 1167 | Draft reply in support of special motion to strike.

08/28/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.1 35.8 Review City comments re reply in support of special motion to strike.

08/29/2022 Marlene M. Dehlinger 358 0.2 71.6 Finalize reply in support of special motion to strike.

08/29/2022 Joseph D. Petta 389 0.5 194.5 Review and finalize reply on special motion to strike.
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2016 |A. M. Sacculio Legal Bear DE $385 $385
2016 |Abbasi Law Corporalion Beverly Hills CA §325

2016 |Ackerman Fox East Meadow _ [NY $475 350 $425
2016 |Adam Law (Sroup Jacksonville FL $350 350

2018 |Adams Law Group New York NY $250 $350 300

20186 |Ac ger & Kleven Fort Wayne IN $300

2016 |AFD Palatka FL $375

2016 |Aguinaga & Associales Houston TX $325

2016 _|Aiken Schenk Hawkins and Ricciardi Phoenix AZ 200 $250 $225

2016 |AJ Gallo Associates Commack NY 250 375 313

2016 |Akerman Miami FL 76 $345 $595 $510 275 295 285 $480
2018 |Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld | Washington DC 38 $1,050 $1,325 $1.175 $455 690 523 $770 $825 $798
2016 |Alan R. Smith Reno NV $225

2016 _|Allan D. Newdelman Phoenix AZ $315 $395 355

2016 _|Allegiant Law Virginia Beach  |VA 350

2016 [Allegrucci Law Office Buckeye AZ 300

2016 _|Allen Bames & Jones Phoenix AZ $295 §325 $148 $225 $285 3285

2016 _|Allen D. Butler Tempe AZ $350

2016 |Alien Maguire & Barnes Phoenix AZ $295 $395 $360

2016 _|Allen Turnage Tallahassee FL $300

2016 |[Allred Bacon Halfhill & Young Fairfax VA $325 $275 $300

2016 |Almeida & Davila San Juan PR $200 $200 $200 $175 $200 5188

2016 |Alston & Bird Atlanta GA 50 $815
2018 |Alvarez & Marsal Fort Worth X $750

2016 |Amigone, Sanchez & Mattrey Buffalo NY $275 §175

2016 |Andante Law Group Scottsdale AZ $565 $565 $565 8375 3375 $375

2016 |Andersen C. Firm Westlake Village | CA $250

2016 |Andersen Law Firm Las Vegas NV $295

2016 |Andreozzi Bluestein Weber Brown Clarence NY $400 §210 $250 $230

2016 |Andrew M. Ellis Law Phoenix AZ 285

2016 |Andrew P. Altholz Santa Monica  |CA 425

2016 |Andrews Kurth Houston IR 129 $715 $895 $813 $360 $550 360

2016 |Angela M. Ball Perry FL 300

2016 |Angie Lee Matteson IL 200

2016 |Anyarna Law Firm Cerritos CA $150 $150 150

2016 _|Arboleda Brechner Phoenix AZ $400 $400 400

2016 |Arent Fox Washington DC 124 540 $625 582 $295

2016 |Arnstein & Lehr Chicago IL 275 $340 $590 493 250

2016 |Arvelo & Vazquez San Juan PR $125 $150 138

2016 |Ashby & Gieddes Wilmington DE $360 §710 $495 $300 5495 353

2016 |Ashford - Schael Westfield NJ 400

2016 [Avanesian Law Firm Glendale CA 375

2016 |Ayres, Shetten, Williams Shreveport LA $325 $225 §325 275

2016 |B. Weldon Ponder Jr. Austin X 5325

2016 |Bach Law Offices Northbrook IL 3425 §425 425

2016 |Backenroth Frankel & Krinsky New York NY $505 $485 $550 518

2016 |Bailey & Busey Yakima WA 250 5230

2016 |Bailey & Ehrenberg Washington DC 3570

2016 |Baker & Associates Houston X 450 $300 $350 8325 §450
2016 |Baker Botts Houston TX 54 $675 $1,050 $788 $350 $650 $550 650
2016 |Baker, Braverman & Barbadero Quincy MA 3300
2016 |Baker, Danelson, Bearman, Caldwell & Ber{Nashville TN 60 $265 8575 $395 $320 $265 $305 5275

Copyright 2016 ALM Media properties, LLC, All rights reserved.
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2016 |Baldi Berg Chicage IL $325 $450 $388 $275

2016 _| Bankruptcy Legal Group San Diego CA §295

2016_|Barkley & Kennedy Rockville MD $395. $450 $423

2016 _|Barnett Bolt Kirkwood Long Koche Tam EE 5385 $495 $440

2016_|Bamett Woolums St Petersburg  [FL $300

2016 _|Barrett Johnston & Parslay Nashville ™ $375

2016 _{Barron and Barron Nederiand X $350

2016 | Barron and Newburger Austin X $450 450

2016 |Bamry S. Miller Hillside NJ 3350

2016 _|Bartell Powell Champaign IL 5250

2016 _[BarthCalderon Qrange CA 3350

2016 _|Bauch & Michaels Chicago L $240 $338

2016 |Bayard Wilmington DE $450 $950 $692 §$305 $675 $477

2016 |Besll and Burkhard! Santa Barbara |CA $400 $425 $408 3300
2016 [Beard & Savory Memphis N 8275

2016 |Behar, Gutt & Glazer Fort Lauderdale fFL $400 $335

2016 |Belvedere Legal San Mateo CA $395

2016 |Benjamin & Brand Chicago IL $425 §395

2016 _|Berger Singerman Miami FL Tier Il $465 $695 $625

2016 |Berger, Fischoff & Shumer Syosset NY $385

2016 _|Bernstein-Burkley Pitisburgh PA $310 §495 385/ $225 $350 §249

2016 |Berrios & Longo Law Office San Juan PR 350 $275

2016 _|Bielli & Kiauder Philadelphia PA $350 $350 350 $205 $325 $285 3325
2016 _|Bigas & Bigas Ponce PR $250

2016 _|Binder & Malter Santa Clara CA §395 $495 440 $225 $375 $300

2016_|Bingham Greenebaum Doll Indignapolis IN 210 $300 $325 313 $215

2016 |BlackBriar Advisors Dallas X §345 $395 378

2016 |Blackman & Melville New York NY §300

2016 |Blake J. Lindemann Beverly Hills CA $375 $350
2016 |Blanchard Law Largo FL $250 $225

2016 _|Blonsley Law Arroyo Grande  [CA 5350

2016 |Bolognese & Associates Philadelphia DE 675 $675

2016 _|Bond, Schoeneck & King Syracuse NY 186 $365 $410 383 $140 $275 $196

2016 _|Bononi & Comny Greansburg PA $195

2016 |Borges & Associates Syosset NY 8575

2016 |Bosley Till Neue & Talerico Newport Beach [CA $495 $595 3535 $395 $595 §4395
2016 |Boudreaux Law Firm Augusta GA $300

2016 _|Bracewell Houston [TX 108 $835 §840 $779 $425 $685 $523 $605
2016 |Bradford Law Offices Carny NC $150 $350 $258

2016 |Bradley A. Freidman Miami FL $200

2016 |Bradley Arant Boult Cummings Birmingham AL 96 $540 $330

2016 |Brady & Brady Boca Raton EE $350

2016 _|Brannen Law Group Morrow GA $350

2016 _|Brian J. Smith & Associates Willow Grove PA $350 $350 350

2016 _|Brian K. McMahon West Palm Beac FL £400

2016 |Brian McCaffrey Jamaica NY $375

2016 |Broege. Neumann, Fischer & Shaver Manasquan NJ 8375 §500 §438 $375 §535 5438

2016 |Bronson Law Offices Harrison NY $375 $275
2016 _|Bruce W. Radowitz Union NJ 5275

2016 |Bryan Cave St. Louis MO 33 $525 $560 $543 $255 $445 $350 $785
2016 _|Buckley King St dal AZ $225 $480 358

2016 |Buddy D. Ford Tampa FL 325

2016 _|Burr & Forman Birmingham AL 162 $545 $545 $545 310 $545
2016 [Butler Snow Memphis TN 147 $250 §375 313 195

2016 _|C. Alex Naegele Professional Law Carp.  |San Jose CA $250

2016 |C. Conde & Associales San Juan PR §275 $300 $288 $235

2016 _|C. Daniel Roberts & Associates Austin > $425
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2016 |Cahill Gordon & Reindel New York NY 137 $800

2016 |Cairncress & Hempelmann Seatile WA $550 $325
2016 _| Calaiaro Valencik Pittsburgh PA $300 $350 $325

2016 _|Calvin L. Jackson Warner Robins _|GA $250

2016_|Campbell & Coombs Mesa AZ $500 $500 $500

2016 |Campero & Associates Laredo X $300

2016 _|Cancip Law Offices San Juan PR 200

2016 |Canterbury Law Group Scottsdale AZ £400 3140

2016 |Cardenas and Stephen McAllen X 3750

2016 _|Carlos Alberto Ruiz Law Cffice Caguas PR $200

2016 _|Carmichael & Powell Phoenix AZ $350

2016 _|Carroll & Ferguson Walkersville MD 3300

2016 _[Castro-Cintron Law Office San Juan PR 150

2016 |Cavada Law Office San Antonio TX $150 $450 $300

2016 |CBG Law Group Bellevue WA 320

2016 |CGA Law Firm York PA $250 $325 288 $160 $230 $195

2016 |Chambliss, Bahner & Stophel Chattanooga TN $275 $325 300 8240

2016 |Charles A Curpill Law Office San Juan PR 350 $350

2016 |Charles B. Gotham San Antonio TX $350

2016 |Charles M. Wynn Law Offices Marianna FL $200 $325 §258

2016 _|Chesser & Barr Crestview FL $250

2016_|ChildersLaw Gainesville FL $375

2016 _|Christopher Charles Gautschi Santa Barbara  |[CA §400

2016 |Chuhak & Tecson Chicago IL $305 345 $327

2016 |Chung & Press MclLean VA 425 425 $425

2016 |Ciardi, Ciardi & Astin Philadelphia PA $485 595 540 5300 $450 $495 §473
2016 |Clark & Asscciales Phoenix AZ $250

2016_|Coan Lewendon Gulliver & Mittenberger  |New Haven cT §320
2016 |Coals Rose Yale Ryman & Lee Houston X Tier Il $475 $650 $550 $325

2016 _|Cohen & Bordeaux Los Angeles CA 350 500 3408

2016 |Cohen & Grigsby Pittsburgh PA 289 390 $490 $425 8255

2016 _|Cohen Baldinger and Greenfeld Alexandria MD §425 $450 438

2016 _|Cole, Schotz, Meisel, Forman & Leonard  |Ballimore MD 302 $310 $675 §510 $290 $600 320

2016 |Collazo Sanchez Law Office Coamo PR 225

2016 |Colligan Law Buffalo NY $250
2016 |Callins. Vella & Casello Manasquan NJ $400

2016 |Congeni Law Firm New Orleans LA 3250

2016 |Cooley Palo Alto CA 43 $995 $425 $800 $563

2016 |Cooper & Scully Houston TX §425 $300

2016 |Cornerstone Law Corporation Cerritos CA $325

2016 _|Corral Tran Singh Houston X $250 $285 §268 300

2016 |Correa Business Consulting Group San Juan PR $100 $150 $125

2016 |Cozen O'Connor Philadelphia PA 78 5425 $550 488

2016 _|Craig A. Diehl Camp Hill PA 250

2016 |Crane Heyman Simon Weich Chicago IL 5420 $495 458 $300 $495 $430

2016 _|Creim Macias Koenig & Frey Los Angeles CA 595 $350 $595
2016 |Crowley, Liberatore, Ryan & Brogan Norfolk VA 350 $350

2016 |Culbert & Schmitt Leesburg VA $375
2016 | Cunningham and Chernicoff Harrisburg PA $350

2016 |Curtis Castillo Dallas TX $415 $£425 $420 3175 $425 $350

2016 |Dahiya Law Offices New York NY $500

2016 |Dal Lage Law Naples FL $360 $200

2016 |Dale Bohannon Cookeville TN 3300

2016 |Dana M. Douglas Granada Hills CA $200

2016 |Daniel J. Herman Largo FL §400

2016 |Daniel Y. Gielchinsky Boca Raton FL $400

2016 | Danoff and King Towson MD 5350
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2016 |Danowitz & Associates Atlanta GA $325

2016 |Darvy Mack Cohan La Jolla CA $400

2016 |David Charles M Arlington VA $400

2016 |David E. Lynn Rockville MD $435
2016 |David F. Cannon Nashville TN $200 $300 $250

2016 |David P. Lloyd LaGrange IL $350

2016 |David R. Softness Miami FL $550

2016 |David T. Cain San Antonio X $300

2016 |David W Steen Tampa FL $450 3450

2016 |Davis Law Center Jersey City NJ $300

2016 _|Davis Miles McGuire Gardner Tempe AZ $380 $235 $240 $238

2016 _|Davis Polk & Wardwell New York NY 36 $955
2016 |Davis, Ermis & Roberts Arlington TX $350

2016 |Day Pitney Parsippany NY 261 $530 §660 $585 $360 $390 $375 $525
2016 _|Dean G. Sutton Sparia NJ 5400

2016 |Dean W. O'Connor Phoenix AZ 250

2016 |Dean William Greer San Antonio TX 300

2016 |DeCaro & Howell Upper Marlboro |MD $425 380

2016 |Dechert New York NY 37 5865 $995 $930 $440 $755 3570

2016 _|Deiches & Ferschmann Haddonfield NJ 3425

2016 _|Delgado Miranda Law Offices San Juan PR $200

2016 | DeMarco-Mitchell Plano 1R $300 $350 9338

2016_|Dennis M. Mahoney ‘Woodbridge NJ $250

2016 |Dennis Spyra & Associates Pittsburgh PA $300

2016 |Dentons Atlanta GA $565 880 690 $490 $585 5538

2016 |Derbes Law Firm Metairie LA 250 350 325 $165 $200 $165

2016 |Desmond, Nolan, Livaich & Cunningham _[Sacramento CA $300 3425 325 $200 $250 5225 $275 $450 $400
2016 |DeT Law Firm New Orleans LA 205

2016 _|Dickinson Wright Troy MI 114 600 $245 $425
2016 |DiConza Traurig Kadish New York NY 3605

2016 |Diep Law Firm Hialeah FL $350

2016 |Dilworth Paxson Philadelphia PA Tier !l §375 $505 8505

2016 |Dishbak Law Firm Tarzana CA 350

2016 |DLA Piper New York NY 2 $760 $995 5958 $555 $845 633

2016 |Donald Bonomo Hackensack NJ 375

2016 |Doran & Doran Wilkes-Barre PA $285 $300 293

2016 |Dragich Law Grosse Pointe W{MI $350 $250

2016 [Drescher & Assaciates Baltimore MD $350

2016 |DuBosar Sheres Boca Raton FL 3350 3500 8425 $290

2016 |Dunn Law Miami FL $250

2016 |Dunn Neal & Gerger Houston TX 5375 8375 8375

2016 |Dunn Schouten & Snoap Wyoming MI $250

2016 |Durand & Associates Lewisville X $300

2016 |Duric Law Offices Park Ridge L §250

2016 |Dykema Cox Smith San Antonio X 106 $395 $625 8565 $245 $335 $290

2016 |E. Rhett Buck Houston TX $300

2016 |Earnest E. Fiveash Memphis TN $200

2016 |Eason & Tambornini Sacramento CA $250 $400 $325

2016 |Edmiston Foster Knoxville TN $250

2016 |Edwin M. Shorty Jr. & Associates New Orleans LA $250 $250
2016 |Egdardo Mangual Gonzalez San Juan PR §200

2016 |Ehrenstein Charbonneau Calderin Miami FL $455 $455 8455

2016 |Ehrhard & Associates Worcester MA $300 3275

2016 |Elizabeth A Haas New City NY $400

2016 |Ellenberg. Ogier. Rothschild and Rosenfeld|Atlanta GA $325 §345 $335

2016 |Ellett Law Offices Phoenix AZ 3495

2016 |Eric A. Liepins Dallas TX $275
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2016 _|Eric Slocum Sparks Tucson AZ $375

2016 |Eric Terry Law San Antonio TX $425

2016 |Eron Law Office Wichita KS $300 $300
2016 _|Estrella San Juan PR $200

2016 |Estudio Legal 1611 San Juan PR $225

2016 _|Evans & Mullinix Shawnee KS $250 8300 $300

2016 |FactorLaw Chicago IL $350 $250 $275 $275

2016 _|Farella Braun and Martel San Francisco  |CA 350 $661

2016 _|Farinash & Hayduk Chattanooga N $300 $350 $325

2016 |Faucher & Associates Westiake Village |CA $400 $400

2016 |Felderstein Fitzgerald Willoughby and Scuz| Sacramento CA $405 $595 $495 $350 §395
2016 _|Financial Relief Law Center Irvine CA 3300 $300
2016 _|Financial Relief Legal Advocates Orange CA $350

2016 _|Fisher & Sauls St Petersburg  IFL $300

2016 |Fisher Law Offices Austin X $250

2016 |Flaster Greenberg Cherry Hill NJ $490 $490

2016 _|Foley & Lardner Milwaukee MN 40 $525 960 $680 $325 $490 $425 $630 §710 5670
2016 |Foley Hoag Boston MA 175 $607 792 $702 §$508

2016 [Forman Holt Eliades & Youngman Paramus NJ $495 600 3495 $200 $300 $200 $450
2016 |Forrester & Worth Phoenix AZ $400 5450
2016 |Forshey & Prostok Fi. Worth TX 575

2016 |Foster Pepper Seattle WA 321 550

2016 |Fowler White Burnett Mlami FL Tier Il 450 $275

2016 _|FFox Rothschild Philadelphia PA 67 3475 $725 548 $290 $375 $340

2016 _|Francis E. Corbett Pittsburgh PA $250

2016 |Francis J. O'Reilly Carmel NY $350 $350 $350

2016 |Francisco J. Ramos & Asociados San Juan PR $100 $200 150

2018 |Frank B. Lyon Austin TX $395 305

2016 _|Frankiin Hayward Dallas TX $375 $400 §318 260 300 280

2016 |Fred E. Walker Austin TX 295 395 $295

2016 |Fredman Knupfer Lieberman Los Angeles CA 435 515 3475

2016_|Fredman Lieberman Pearl Los Angeles CA $485 $515 3485

2016 |Fuentes Law Offices San Juan PR $250

2016 |Fuqua & Associates Houston > $225 §500 $250

2016 |Furgang & Adwar New York NY $600
2016 |Furr & Cohen Boca Raton =8 $500 $650 550 §350 $425 $388

2016 _|Gallagher & Kennedy Phoenix AZ $385 $595 305

2016 _|Gallant and Parlow Bensalem PA 325

2016 |Gandia-Fabian Law Office San Juan PR $275

2016 |Garcia Arregui & Fullana San Juan PR 250

2016 |Gardere Wynne Sewell Dallas TX 190 $330 $635 590 $330 $825 $578

2016 |Garrity Traina Coconut Creek |FL $250 5300 250 $200

2016 |Garvey Tirelli & Cushner White Plains NY $500 $500 500

2016 |Gellert Scali Busenkell & Brown Wilmington DE $350 $450 450

2016 |Genesis Law Group Los Angeles CA 400 $400
2016 |Genova Burns Giantomasi Webster Newark NJ $600 275 $500
2016 |Genovese Joblove & Battista Miami FL $440 625

2016 |George M. Geeslin Atlanta GA $325 350

2016 |Gerald K. Smith & John C. Smith Law Officg Tucson AZ $350 $450 $400 350

2016 |Gerald L. Decker Clinton Tewnship|MI 275

2016 |Gerdes Law Firm Hammond LA 210

2016 |Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher New York NY 17 $855
2016 _|Gilman & Gillman Edison NJ $350

2016 |Giordano Halleran & Ciesla Red Bank NJ $425

2016 |Gipson Heffman & Pancione Los Angeles CA $435 $500 $468

2016 _|Glankler Brown Memphis TN $375

2016 |Gleichenhaus Marchese & Weishaar Buffalo NY -§250 $300 $250
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| 2016 |Godreau & Gonzalez Law |San Juan 'PR
2016 |Goe & Forsythe [Irvine ‘CA
2016 |Golan & Christie Chicago L
2016 |Goldberg Weoprin Finkel Goldstein New York NY
2016 |Goldstein & McClintock Chicago L
2016 |Gonzalez Cordero Law Offices Guaynabo PR
2016 |Gordon Rees Scully Mansukhani San Diego 'CA
2016 |Gorski & Knowiton Hamilton 'NJ
2016 |Gouveia & Associates Merrillville IN
2016 |Gray Reed & McGraw Houston X
2016 |Green & Sklarz New Haven ICT
2016 _|Greenberg & Bass Encino ICA
2016 Greenberg Traurig New York NY
2016 Greene Infuso Las Vegas NV
2016 Greenspoon Marder Fort Lauderdale FL
2016 Gregory K. Stern Chicago IL
2016  Griffith, Jay & Michel ___FortWorth ~ TX
2016 Gruber Hurst Elrod Johansen Hail Shank  Dallas X
2016 Haberbush & Associates Long Beach CA
2016 Hall Law Group Statesboro GA
2016 Hall, Estill, Hardwick, Gable, Golden & Nels{Tulsa iRS
2016 Harrell & Associates Memphis TN
2016 Harris Shelton Hanover Walsh Memphis N
2016 Harter Secrest & Emery Rochester NY

2016 Hartman & Hartman Reno NV
2016  Hatch. Little & Bunn Raleigh NC
2016 Hauf Law Office Phoenix  AZ
2016 Haynes and Boone Dallas TX
2016 |Hayward Parker O'Leary & Pinsky Middletown NY

_2016_|Hefner. Stark & Marois Sacramento CA
2016 |Heller, Draper, Patrick & Hom New Orleans LA
2016 |Heller, Draper, Patrick, Horn & Dabney New Orleans LA

2016 |[Herbert C. Broadfoot Il Atlanta ‘GA
2016 |Hentage Pacific Law Group Murrieta ICA
2016 |Herman F. Valentin & Associates Bayamon IPR
2016 _|Hernick, Feinstein New York INY
2016 |Hirschler. Fleischer Richmond VA
2016 [Hodges, Doughty & Carson Knoxville TN
2016 [Hoddson Russ Albany NY
2016 |Hoffman & Hoffman Keyport NJ
2016 |Hofiman & Sawens Houston TX
2016 |Hoffman. Larin and Agnetti Miami FL
2016 |Hogan Lovells Washington DC

2016 |Hotder Law Group Irving X
2016 |Holland & Knight Washington |oC
2016 |Hollister & Brace Santa Barbara |CA

2016 |Homel Antonio Mercado Justiniano Mayaguez PR
2016 |Hook & Fatovich Wayne NJ
2016 |Hoover Penrod Hamisonburg VA
2016 |Hoover Slovacek Houston >
2016 |Hubbell DuVall Southfield M!
2016 _|Huber Barney Gilbert AL
2016 |Hughes Watters Askanase Houston X
2016 |Huribett & Olmstead Santa Barbara_ |CA
2016 |Husch Blackwell ISt Louis MO

Los Angeles CA
St Petersburg  |FL

2016 _|lrell & Manella
2016 |lunlio and Associates
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2016 |ivey, McClellan, Gatton, & Siegmund Greensboro NC $325 $350 5338

2016 _|J. Bennett White Tyler TX $350 $250
2016 |J.M. Cook Raleigh NC $300
2016 |Jackson Walker Dallas TX 126 $515 $675 $595 $415

2016 |Jacqueline Hernandez Sanfiago San Juan PR $250
2016 |Jaime Redriguez Law Office [Bayamon PR 5200 $250 $225
2016 |James & Haugland El Paso TX $300 $300 $300 $225
2016 |James B. Jameson Houston X $325
2016 |James H Stokes Jr. Sugar Land X $250

2016 |James H. Henderson Charlotte NC $450
2016 |James M. Joyce Lancaster NY $250
2016 |James Portman Webster Law Office Mesa AZ

2016 |James 5. Yan Pasadena CA $300]

2016 |James W. Shafer Seatile WA $290
2016 |Jarrett C. Perkins Beliaire TX 200

2016 |Jason L. Pettie Decatur GA 300

2016 |Jeffer Mangels Butler and Marmaro Los Angeles CA 319 $650 §765 695 $335 $385 $360
2016 | Jefferson & Brewer Indianapolis IN 375 250 $490
2016 _|Jeffrey A. Chimovitz Grand Blanc MI 200
2016 | Jeffrey M. Rosenblum Great Neck NY $395 $425 410
2016 | Jeffrey M. Sirody and Associates Baltimore MD $295 $295 295
2016 | Jeffrey Strange & Asscciales Wilmette iL $450 395
2016 |Jennings, Strouss and Salmon Phoenix AZ $375 $495 5435

2016 |Jimenez Vazquez & Associates Toa Baja PR $145

2016 |Jochens Law Office Kansas City MO 5385

2016 |Joel M Aresty Tierra Verde FL $400
2016 _|John C. Gordon Severna Park _ [MD 8375
2016 |John Carter Mirgan Jr., Warrenton VA $275 $425 $350
2016 |John E. Venn Jr. Pensacola FL $400
2016 |John G. Downing San Jose CA $300
2016 |John Lehr New Hyde Park [NY $300

2016 |John R. K. Solt Allentown PA $275
2016 |John W. Sywilok Hackensack NJ $400
2016 |Johnson & Gubler Las Vegas NV $375
2016 _|Johnson Pope Bokor Rupgel & Burns Tampa FL $325 $550 $350 $200 $395 3298
2016 |Johnston & Street FRANKLIN N 300
2016 |Johnston Law Fort Myers FL 3860
2016 _|Jonathan B. Vivona Alexandria VA $200
2016 |Jones & Garrett Law Firm Memphis N $300
2016 |Jones Obenchain South Bend IN $275

2016 |Jordan Hyden Wemble Culbteth & Holzer |Corpus Christi [TX $250 $500 $300
2016 |Jose R Gonzalez Hernandez Law Office | San Juan PR $200
2016 |Joseph A. McCormick Jr. Haddonfield NJ $295 $375 $335
2016 |Joseph J. D'Agostino Jr. Wallingford CT 350
2016 |Joseph L. Grima & Associates Grosse Pointe FaMI 305
2016 |Joyce W. Lindauer Dallas TX $195 $350 $195
2016 |Juan C. Bigas Law Office Ponce PR 250
2016 [Justiniano's Law Office Mavaguez PR 200
2016 |K.C. Cohen Indianapolis IN 350
2016 |Kamenear Kadison Shapiro & Craig Chicago IL $425 $435 $430

2016 [Kasen & Kasen Cherry Hill NJ $350 $500 $425 §350
2016 |Kasey C. Nye Tucson AZ $275
2016 |Kasuri Byck Edison NJ £425 $450 $438

2016 |Katz, Flalau. Popson and Boyer Macon GA

2016 |Keele & Associales Bellville ™ 5250
2016 |Kell C. Mercer Austin X $400
2016 |Keller & Benvenutti San Francisco |CA $600 $800 $800 5400 $600
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2016 |Kelley, Lovett, & Blakey Valdosta GA $225 $325 $238
2016 _|Kelly & Brennan Spring Lake NJ §$175 $400 $275
2016 _|Kemet Hunt Law Group Beltsville MD 325

2016 |Kennedy Law Dailas TX 350

2016 _[Kent P. Woods Henderson NV 250

2016 _|Kilmer Crosby & Walker Dallas X $300 §395 325

2016 _|King & Spalding Atlanta GA 30 $810 $1.250 $925 $400 $680 $530
2016 _|Kinkead Law Offices Amarillo TX $300
2016 _|Kish Law Firm Boca Raton FL $300
2016 |Klee Tuchin Bogdanoff & Stern Los Angeles CA $550 $1.,150 $650 §435 $550 $493
2016 |Klehr Harrison Harvey Branzburg Philadelphia PA Tier Il 3490
2016 _|Klein & Associates Annapolis MD $275

2016 |Klenda Austerman Wichita K8 $250
2016 _|Klenda Austerman Wichita KS $325

2016 |Klestadt & Winters New York NY 8550 $650 600

2016 _|Klosinski Overstreet Augusta GA 375

2016 |Kogan Law Firm Los Angeles CA $550
2016 |Kornfield, Nyberg, Bendes and Kuhner Oakland CA 5375 $425 $388
2016 |Kos & Associates Fort Wayne IN $300 3176
2016 |Kovac & Jones Bellevue WA $320

2016 |Kraft Law Office Lisle IL $300
2016 _|Krigel & Krigel Kansas Gity MO §$275 $225 $350 $225
2016 _|Kroger Gardis and Regas Indianapolis IN $275 $475 $375

2016 _|Kutak Rock Omaha NE 94 $335 $500 $450

2016 |Lajara Radinson & Alicea San Juan PR $200 $200 $200
2016 |Lakelaw Chicago IL $650 $375 $450 $375
2016 |Lamberth, Cifelli, Ellis & Nason Atlanta GA $395 $495 $445

2016 _|Lamberth, Cifelli, Stokes, Ellis & Nason Macon GA $360 $495 $450 §250 $350 $300
2016 |Landau Gottfried & Berger Los Angeles CA 565 $325 8510 $418
2016 |Landrau Rivera & Associates San Juan PR $175 §175 $175 $175
2016 _|Langley & Banack San Antonio TX $350 $400 $350 $350
2016 |Lansing Roy Jacksonville FL 300 $250 8350
2016 _|Larry K. Hercules Plano TX $325
2016 |Latham Shuker Eden & Beaudine Orlando FL $550
2016 |Law Care, David A. Colecchia & Associates| Greensburg PA $295 £325 $310
2016 |Law Firm of Brian W. Hofmeister Lawrencevilie NJ $425
2016 |Law Firm of Diaz & Associates Mt. Laurel NJ $350

2016 |Law Firm of E, P. Bud Kirk El Paso TX 300
2016 _|Law Office of Alice Bower Fort Worth TX 300
2016 |[lLaw Office of Barry C. Richmond 'Woburn MA $300 $300 300
2016 |{lLaw Office of Bill Parks Vista CA 450
2016 |lLaw office of Bobbie Vardan Great Falls VA 400
2016_|Law Office of Bruce R. Babcock San Diego CA 200
2016 |Law Office of Christopher P. Walker Anaheim Hills__ |CA 300
2016 |Law Office of Clinton W. Cook Lubbock X 250
2016 |Law Office of Craig E. Dwyer San Diego CA 350
2016 |Law Office of Craig K. Weich Petaluma CA 400
2016 |Law Office of Daren M. Schlecter Los Angeles CA $350 §150
2016 |Law Office of David A. Sgholl Philadelphia PA $300 $300 3300
2016 |Law Office of David Carl Hill Port Orchard WA $330 $275
2016 |Law Office of David |. Brownstein Irvine CA $425

2016 |Law Office of Deborah Kanner Ebner Chicago IL 5375
2016 |Law Office of Dino S. Mantzas Marlton NJ 300
2016 |Law Office of Emily D. Davila Rivera San Juan PR $200 8200 200
2016 |Law Office of Frank B. Lyon Austin X 285
2016 |Law Office of Frederick E. Walker Austin TX $125 $275 3200
2016 |Law Office of Gary W. Cruickshank Boston MA $400
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2016 |Law Office of George E. Jacobs & Associat{Flint MI $325

2016 _|Law Office of Gina M Corena Las Vegas NV $400
2016 |Law Office of Gregg Saxe Houston X §295

2016 _|Law Office of Gregory Bound Brook NJ $350 $525 $438
2016 |Law Office of H. Anthony Hervol San Antonio TX $2B5
2016 _|Law Office of Harvey |. Marcus Saddle Brook _ [NJ $350
2016 |Law Office of Hector Eduardo Pedrosa San Juan PR $150
2016 [Law Office of |an J. Musselman Richboro PA $250
2016 |Law Office of J. Michael Levengood Lawrenceville GA 395
2016 |Law Office of James 8. Cronon Winterville GA 5200
2016 |Law Office of John E. Dunlap Memphis TN 5200
2016 |Law Office of John Gitlin Dallas TX $300
2016 |Law Office of John P. Lewis Jr. Dallas TX $300
2016 |Law Office of Jonathan H. Stanwood Philadelphia PA 300
2016 _|lLaw Office of Jules L. Rossi Asbury Park NJ 350
2018 _|[Law Office of Leonard J Robison || Dallas X 300
2016 |Law Office of Lewis R. Landau Calabasas CA 495
2016 |Law Office of Margaret il MeClure _|Houston X 400
2016 |Law Office of Mark J. Giunta Phoenix AZ 425
2016 |Law Office of Mark J. Markus San Marino CA $450

2016 |Law Office of Mark S. Roher Fort Lauderdale |FL 275
20186 |Law Cffice of Martin Seidler San Antonio > 400
2016 _|Law Office of Michael Baumer Austin TX $250 $400 325
2016 _|Law Office of Nelson M. Jones |ll Houston TX 300
2016 |Law Office of Rober L. Reda Suffern NY $325

2016 |Law Office of Robert M. Aronson Los Angeles CA $400 $400
2016 |Law office of Ronald S. Goldman [Rochester NY $350
2016 |Law Office of Rowena N. Nelson Largo MD $350

2016 |Law Office Of Scott A. Steinberg Mineola NY $425
2016 |Law Office of Stanley D. Bowman Redondo Beach [CA 300
2016 |Law Offica of Thomas W. Lynch Hickory Hills 1L 300
2016 |Law Office Of Timothy G. Niarhos Nashville TN $250 $350 5300
2016 |Law Office of Toni Campbell Parker Memphis TN 300!
2016 |Law Office of W. Thomas Bible Chattanooga TN $250 $250 250
2016 |Law Office of Wiliam B Kingman San Antonio TX $326

2016 |Law Office of Wiliam G Harris Sugar Land X $300
2016 |Law Office of Wiliam T. Peckham Austin TX $250

2016 _|Law Offices of Alan F. Broidy Los Angeles CA 540 8450
2016 |Law Offices Of Alan R. Smith Reno NV $150 $500 250
2016 [Law Offices Of Alexandra Bigas Valedon |Ponce PR 5200
2016 |Law Offices of Andrew H. Griffin Ill El Cajon CA 350
2016 |Law Offices of Anthony O. Eabase & Assoc|Los Angeles CA $150 $350 3225
2016 |Law Offices Of Bradley H. Foreman Chicago 1L $325
2016 [Law Offices of Buddy D. Ford Tampa FL $375

2016 [Law Offices Of C. Conde & Associales San Juan PR 300
2016 |Law Offices Of C.R. Hyde Tucson AZ 295
2016 |Law Offices Of Carolyn M. Afari Beverly Hills CA 350
2016 [Law Offices of Charles B, Greene San Jose CA 450
2016 |Law Offices of Dayid A. Boone San Jose CA $350 $425 375
2016 |Law Offices of David |. Goldstein Ann Arbor M $250

2016 |Law Offices of David J. Sadeah Humble X $200
2016 |Law Offices of David N. Chandler Santa Rosa CA §420 $520 $470
2016 |Law Offices of Donald L. Wyatt Jr. The Woodlands [TX §600

2016 |Law Offices of Drew Henwood San Jose CA $250
2016 |Law Offices of Gabriel Del Virginia New York NY $500 $600 §550

2016 |Law Offices of Geoffrev E, Marr San Diego CA $250
2016 _|Law Offices Of Janel A Lawson Ventura CA $50 $350 $200
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2016 _|Law Offices of Joan M. Chipser Millbrae CA $250

2016 _|Law Offices Of Joel Schechter Chicago L $450
2016 _|Law Offices of John F. Sommerstein Boston MA $375
2016 _|Law Offices of Jon G. Brooks San Jose CA $375 $375 8375
2016 [Law Offices of Joselyn M. Ramirez San Juan PR $150
2016 |Law Offices of Kim Parker Baltimore MD 250

2016 _|Law Offices of Kenstanting Sparagis Chicago IL 300

2016 |Law Offices of Langley & Chang Riverside CA 5425 $425
2016 |Law Offices of Larry A. Vick Houston TX $375
2016 |Law Offices of Leonard K. Welsh Bakersfield CA 200
2016 _|Law Offices Of Louis J. Esbin Stevenson Rancl{CA 500
2016 |Law Offices of Luke Lirot Clearwater FL 425
2016 |Law Offices of Marc Voisenat Oakland CA 400
2016 |Law Offices of Mark E. Goodfriend Encino CA 5350 $350
2016 _|Law Offices of Mark J. Conway Dunmore PA 5300
2016 |Law Offices of Mark K. Smith Lawrenceville  [NJ $300
2016 _|{Law Drffices Of Michael D. Kwasigroch Simi Valley CA $400
2016 _|Law Offices of Michael E. Gazetle Tyler TX $300 $325 $313

2016 |Law Offices of Michael G. Spector Santa Ana CA $410 $380
2016 |Law Offices of Michael Jay Berger Beverly Hills CA $450 $250 $450 $345
2016 _|Law Offices of Michael K. Mehr Santa Cruz CA $400
2016 |Law Offices of Michael Wiss & Associates |Dallas TX $375
2016 |Law Cffices of Morgan Fisher Annapolis MD $350
2016 |Law Offices of Mufthiha Si 1am Los Angeles CA $280 $360 5320
2016 _|Law Offices of Nathan D. Borris Hayward CA 250
2016 _|Law Offices of Oscar Cantu San Antonio TX 225
2016 |Law Offices of Paul E. Manasian Emeryville CA 435
2016 |Law Offices of Paul J. Winterhalter Philadelphia PA 375
2016 |Law Offices of Perry lan Tischler Bayside NY 350
2016 |Law Offices of Peter C. Bronson Sacramento CA 425
2016 _|Law Offices Of Peter Johnson Houston TX 450
2016 _|Law Offices of R. Kenneth Bauer Walnut Creek _ |CA 500
2016 |Law Offices of Rachel §. Ruttenberg Encino CA 275
2016 _|Law Offices of Radmila A. Fulton San Diego CA 425
2016 |Law Offices of Ray Battaglia San Antonio TX $425

2016 [Law Offices of Raymond H. Aver Los Angeles CA $495 $275 $325 300
2016 |Law Offices of Richard M. McGill Upper Marlboro |MD 325
2016 |Law Offices of Robert L. Goldstein San Francisco  [CA $450 $550 500
2016 _|Law Offices of Robert 0. Lampl Pittsburgh PA $250
2016 |Law Offices of Robert S. Altagen Monterey Park |CA $400
2016 |Law Offices of Scott J. Sagara San Jose CA $500

2016 |Law Offices of Selwyn D. Whitehead Oakland CA 350
2016 |Law Offices of Shenf Fathy 'Rancho Cucamo{CA 250
2016 _|Law Offices Of Skip Jennings Savannah GA 250
2016 |Law Offices of Stanley A. Zlotoff San Jose CA 300
2016 |Law Offices of Stephen J. Kleeman Towson MD $350
2016 |Law Offices of Stephen R. Wade Claremont CA $125 $415 $250
2016 _|Law Offices of Steven A. Schwaber San Marino CA $495

2016 |Law Offices of Steven C. Hathaway Bellingham WA $350
2016 |Law Offices of T. M. Pankopf Reno NV 5400
2016 |Law Cffices of Thomas Armstrong Fresno CA $350
2016 |Law Offices of Todd B. Becker Long Beach CA $400

2016 |Law Cffices of Ullian & Assoc. Braintree MA 200
2016 _|Law Offices of W. Steven Shumway Rosevile CA $300
2016 |LeClairRyan Newark NJ 120 $340 250
2016 |Lee High Reno NV $325 425
2016 |Lemery Greisler Albany NY §325
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2016 |l.eo Fox $450 $275

2016 _|Leon A. Wiliamson Jr. Tampa FL §350

2016 |Leonard W, Stitz Orange CA $400

2016 _|lLeslie Cohen Law Santa Monica__ [CA $575 $290 $380 $335

2016 _|Levene Neale Bender Yoo & Brill Los Angeles CA $515 $595 $575 $335 $425 §380 $515 $575 $545
2016 |Linda Leali Miami FL 400 $400
2016 |Locke Lord Dallas TX 39 $360 $810 630 §325 $505 $415 $625
2016 |Lozada Law Office San Juan PR $200 $200

2016 |Lube & Soto Law Offices San Juan PR $250 $250 250

2016 |Lugo Mender Group Guayanbo PR 300

2016 |Luis D Flores Gonzalez Law Office San Juan PR 200

2016 |Lusky & Associates Dallas TX 350

2016 _|Lyssete Morales Law Office Caguas PR §275 $275 275

2016 |M. Cabrera & Associales Nanuet NY $375

2016 |Macdonald Fernandez San Francisco  |CA §475 $530 $533

2016 _|Macey, Wilensky & Hennings Atlanta GA $350 $240
2016 _|Macey. Wilensky, Kessler, Howick and WegAtlanta GA $425 5450 $438

2016 |Maciag Law Princeton NJ $425

2016 |Magee Goldstein Lasky & Sayers Roanoke VA $350 $375 3350

2016 |Maida Law Firm Beaumont X $300 $400 $350

2016 |Malaise Law Firm San Antonio X $275 275

2016 |Mancuso Law Boca Raton FL 350

2016 |Maney Damsker Jones Kuhiman, Tampa FL $400

2016 |Manuel A. Cardenas and Associates Chicago IL 3185 $250 225

2016 |Manuel A. Segarra-Vazquez Law Office San Juan PR 225

2016 |Marcos D. Oliva McAllen X 250

2016 _|Mark Gertner South Orange Vil|NJ 400

2016 |Mark J. Hannon Stockton CA $345

2016 |Mark J. Lazzo Wichita KS §240

2016 _|Marquis Aurbach Coffing Las Vegas NV $210

2016 |Marshack Hays Irvine CA $550 $275 $590 $360 $395 $435 $415
2016 |Marshall Socarras Grant Boca Raton FL §400

2016 |Martin & Drought San Antonio TX $450
2016 _|Martin Hable Lapeer MI $275

2016 _|Maschmeyer Karalis Philadelphia PA $530

2016 _|Mauro, Savo. Camerino, Grant & Schalk  |Somerville NJ $350
2016 |Mayoral Law San Juan PR $175

2016 |Mazurkraemer Business Law Pittsburgh PA 275

2016 |McAuliffe & Associates Newton MA 5300 $250 $250 $250

2016 |McCallar Law Firm Savannah GA 5400 5290

2016 |McCullough Eisenberg Warminster PA $350 $350 350

2016 |McDonald Carano Wilson Las Vegas NV 425 300

2016 |McDonald Hopkins Cleveland OH 309 $425 $695 565 250 $345 330

2016 |McDowell Posternock Apell & Detrick Maple Shade NJ 375 275 400 $338

2016 |[McKoa! Smith Dallas TX 224 $750 415 §575 $495

2016 _|McLoughlin O'Hara New York NY $300

2016 |McMiflan Law Group San Diego CA $375

2016 |McNally & Busche Newton NJ $350

2016_|McNamee, Hosea, Jernigan. Kim, Greenan|Greenbelt MD $375 $500 $375 $325 $325 §325

2016 |Medina Law Firm New York NY S§375 $425 $400 $425
2016 |Meiseiman, Salzer, Inman & Kaminow Rockville MD $300

2016 |Meland Russin & Budwick Miami FL $480 $625 $500 $250

2016 |Mercaoo & Conaway Law Office San Juan PR $225

2016 |Merrill & Stone Swainsboro GA $285 $285 $285 $285

2016 |Mesch Clark & Rothschild Tucson AZ $350 $575 5463 $275

2016 |Mestone & Associates North Andover  [MA $300 $300 §300 $300

2016 |Metle, Evans & Woodside Harrisburg PA $300
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2016 |Meyers Law Group San Francisco [CA $620

2016 _|Michael F.X. Gillin and Associates Media PA $300
2016 |Michael J. Harker Law Offices Las Vegas NV 8325

2016 _|Michael P. Corcoran Traverse City MI $220

2016 |Michael Schwartzberg Bloomfield NJ 300

2016 |Middlebrooks Shapiro Springfield NJ $400 $250 3350 $300
2016 |Milam Howard Nicandr Dees & Gillam Jacksonville FL $300 $350 $325

2016 _|Miles and Stockbridge Baltimore MD 184 $485 3320
2016 _|Millan Law Offices San Juan PR $200
2016 |Miller and Miller Westminster MD $275
2016 |Miranda & Maldonado El Paso X $200 $300 $200
2016 | Mirick, O'Connell, DeMallie & Lougee Westborough MA $410 $425 $410 $270 $290 $280
2016 |Moher Law Group San Francisco  [CA $350
2016 |Moon Wright & Houston Charlotte NC 8425 §675 $500 $230 $290 260
2016 |Moore & Van Allen Charlotte NC 135 $470 $675 $573 260
2016 |Moreno & Soltero Law Office Trujillo Alto PR 180/
2016 [Morgan, Lewis & Bockius Washington DC 8 $700
2016 _|Morris Palerm Rockville MD 350
2016 |Morris Polich & Purdy Las Vegas NV $575 350
2016 _|Morrison Cohen New York NY Tier Il $500 $495 $618 $350 3475 5475
2016 _|Morrison Tenenbaum New York NY $495

2016 |MRO Attorneys at Law San Juan PR $200
2016 |Munding Spokane WA $350
2016 |Munsch Hardt Kopf & Harr Dallas X Tier |l $425 §750 $588 $320 $325 $323
2016 |Nardella & Nardella Orlando FL $285

2016 |Nathan Horowitz White Plains NY $450 135
2016 _|Nathan Sommers Jacobs Houston X $315 $525 5420
2016 |Nelson Robles Diaz Law Offices San Juan PR 5250
2016 |NewPoint Law Group Roseville CA 5300 $400 $350
2016 |Nichani Law Firm Sunnyvale CA $300

2016 _|Nikolaus & Hohenadel Lancaster PA $295

2016 |Nogi Appleton Weinberger and Wren Scranton PA $250
2016 |Norgaard Q'Boyle Englewood NJ $350

2016 |Northen Blue Chapel Hil NC $500
2016 |Norton Rose Fulbright Houston TX 3 $675 $875 $825 $325 3385 8355 $575 $745 $660
2016 |Novinsky & Associates Brockton MA 8375

2016 |O'Byrne, Stanko, Kepley & Jefferson Champaign IL 5225
2016 |Ogier Rothschild & Rosenfeld Atlanta GA $450 125
2016 |Olshan Frome Wolosky New York NY Tier Il $680 $710 $700 290 $540
2016 |Oppenhuizen Law Firm Grand Rapids __ |[MI $275
2016 |Orantes Law Firm Los Angeles CA $500

2016 |Orr Law Effingham IL 3245
2016 |QOrrock Popka Fortino Tucker & Dolen Redlands CA 300
2016 |Osipov Bigelman Southfield M $295 $325 325
2016 |Osipov Bigelman Southfield M1 325
2016 |Pachulski Stang Ziehl & Jones Houston TX $675 51,050 $938 $305 $975 600
2016 |Parker & DuFresne Jacksonville FL 300
2016 |Parker Schwartz Phoenix AZ $450 $300 $450 375
2016 |Paul D, Bradford Cary NC 350
2016 |Paul L. Orshan Miami FL $475

2016 |Paul Reece Marr Atlanta GA 325
2016 |Paul, Weiss, Rifkind, Wharton & Garrison |New York NY 27 $1.150 $1.330 $1,240 620 $805 713
2016 |Pena & Soma Pasadena CA $300 5350 325
2016 |Penachio Malara White Plains NY 325 $395 325
2016 |Pendergraft & Sitnon Houston X £500 $200 $500 3450
2016 |[Peter A Orville Binghamton NY $225 $300 §263

2016 |Peter Petrou Parsippany NJ §400
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2016 _|Philip Daoeer Law Corporation Westlake Village [CA $400

2016 | Philip W. Stock Stroudsburg PA $250

2016 |Phillip K. Wallace Mandeville LA $250

2016 |Philips & Thomas Prairie Village  |KS §300 $350 $325

2016 _|Pinks Arbeit & Nemeth Hauppauge NY $350 $500 $413

2016 _|Platzer Swergold Karlin Levine Goldberg & |MNew York NY $575 $605 $590 $405 $505 $455

2016 |Polenberg Cooper Fort Lauderdale |FL $450 $425
2016 |Polis & Associates Irvine CA $450

2016 _|Porer Law Network Chicago IL $425

2016_|Porter Rogers Dahlman & Gordon Corpus Christi |TX $190 $240 5190

2016 | Porzio, Bromberg & Newman Morristown NJ $585 5765 3675 $410 $410 $410 8475
2016 |Prevas and Prevas Baltimore MD $300

2016 _|Puilman & Comley Bridgeport CT $375 $495 $495

2016 _|Pulman Cappuccio Pulien & Benson San Antonio TX $350 $425 $350

2016_|Quinn Emanual Urquhart & Sullivan New York NY 57 $1,005 $1.200 $1,103 $600 $635 $618

2016 [Rabinowitz, Lubetkin & Tully Livingston NJ §325 5498 $412 195

2016 |Ralph A, Ferra Jr. Law Offices Little Falls NJ $300

2016 |Randall S. D. Jacobs New York NY $550

2016 [Rapport Osborne and Rapport Boca Raton FL §550 $595 §573 $400

2016 |Rapport Osborne Rapport & Kiem Boca Raton FL $500

2016 |Raven Clancy & Mcdonagh Tucson AZ $250

2016 [Ravin Greenberg Roseland NJ §375 $395
2016 |Rayman & Knight Kalamazoo MI $250 §310 $280

2018 |Rebekah Parker Los Angeles CA $465

2016 |Red Hill Law Group Irvine CA $390 5300 $360
2016 |Reed Smith New York NY 14 3665 $870 $800 $385 $690 575 $635
2016 |Reganyan Law Firm Glendale CA 250

2016 _|Rex D. Rainach Baton Rouge LA $275

2016 _|Reynolds Law Corporation Davis CA $300

2016 |Reynolds Law Corporation Davis CA $350

2016 |Richard Banks & Associates Cleveland TN $300

2016 |Richard D. Srkman & Assoc. Angier NC 3400

2016 |Richard G. Hall Annandale VA $350

2016 |Richard L. Hirsh Lisle IL $400

2016 |Richard M. Colbert Gulf Breeze FL $250

2016 |Richard W. Ward Plano TX §400

2016 |Richards, Layton & Finger Wilmington DE 265 §650 $850 3763 $235 $510 $360 $510
2016 |Richardson & Richardson Mesa AZ 375

2016 |Richoux Law Firm Lafayette LA 300

2016 |Riley & Dever Lynnfield MA $350

2016 |Ringstad & Sanders Irvine CA 5625 $300 $450 §375 $625
2016 |Rivera-Velez & Santiago San Juan PR $150 $150
2016_|Robert B. Easteriing |Frederickburg_|VA 5325

2016 [Robert C. Bruner Tallahassee FL $300

2016 |Robert C. Nisenson East Brunswick |NJ $250

2016 _|Robert J. Adams & Associates Chicago IL $300

2018 |Robert M. Kline Philadelphia PA $350

2016 |Robert N.Bassel Clinton Mi $300
2016 |Robert O. Lampl Law Office Pittsburgh PA §$350 $400 375

2016 |Robert W. Koehler Pittsburgh PA 350

2016 |Rodgers, Kee & Card Olympia WA 275

2016 |RoganMillerZimmerman Leesburg VA 395

2016 |Rogers Law Offices Atlanta GA $325 §275

2016 |Rogin Nassau Hartford CT 495 $405
2016 |Ronald Cutler Daytona Beach |FL 350

2016 |Ronald J. Bertrand Lake Charles LA $300

2016 |Ronald M. Mapel San Angelo X §375
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2016 |Rosenberg Mussc & Weiner Bound Brook NJ $625

2016 _|Rounds & Sutter Ventura CA $350 $350 $350

2016_|Roussos Lassiter Glanzer & Barnhart Ashbum VA $390 $225 $350 $325
2016 |Rubén Gonzalez Marmero & Associates Bayamon PR $275
2016 |Rubin & Levin Indianapolis IN $325 $425 $375
2016 _|Rudolph E. DeMeo Baltimore MD 200
2016 |Ruff & Cohen Gainesville FL $300
2016 |Russack Associates Annapolis MD 345
2016 |Russell & Heffner Frederick MD $325

2016 _|Saparia Law San Jose CA $450

2016 |Salazar Jackson Coral Gables FL $500 $500 $500 $330 $385 $358
2016 _|Sandground, West, Silek & Raminpour Vienna VA $350

2016 |Sands Anderson Richmond VA $315 $415 $365

2016 |Santiago & Gonzalez Yauco PR $200 $250 $225

2016 _|Santiago Malavet And Santiago Law Office | San Juan PR $125 $250 $175
2016 |Santiago Puig Law Offices San Juan PR $200
2016 _|Santillan Law Firm Beaver PA $250
2016 _|Santos-Berios Law Offices Humacao PR $200
2016 |Sasscon and Cymrot Boston MA §225 $450 $338
2016 _|Saul Ewing Philadelphia PA 171 §525 335
2016 |SBAustin Law Austin X $225 $350 $288
2016 | Scarborough & Fulton Chattanocoga TN 5375
2016 _|Schafer and Weiner Bloomfield Hills _[MI $300 5465 $376 $265 $295 265
2016 _|Schnader Harrison Segal & Lewis San Francisco  [CA 281 $610 $660 $640 $660
2016 _|Schreeder, Wheeler & Flint Atlanta GA $450 $225 $335. 280
2016 | Scott H. Marcus & Assaciates Turnersville NJ $375 5240
2016 | Scott R. Schneider Hicksville NY 245
2016 |Searcy & Searcy Longview TX $400 $200! $275 5238
2016 |Shacketliord, Melton & MeKinley Dallas T $395

2016 _|Shafferman & Feldman New York NY 400
2016 | Shapiro Croland Reiser Apfel & Di lorio Hackensack NJ $350 $395 $373 $200 $500 275
2016 |Shaw Fishman Glantz & Towbin Chicago IL $390 $475 $425 $210
2016 _|Shenson Law Group Los Angeles CA $395 $695 $545
2016 |Sheppard. Mullin, Richter & Hampton Los Angeles CA 70 $760 $345 $630 $488
2016 |Shevitz Law Firm Los Angeles CA $375
2016 [Shin & Jung Fort Lee NJ $250
2016 | Shipkevich New York NY $350 $485 $418
2016 | Shipman & Goodwin Hartford CT 233 3675

2016 |Shraiberg Ferrara & Landau Boca Raton EE $500

2016 |Shulman Hodges & Bastian Irvine CA 395/ $550 550 $275 $425 $295 3475 §575 $550
2016 [Shulman Regers Gandal Pordy & Ecker  |Potomac MD Tier Il 440 $540 $490 320
2016 |Sidley Austin Chicago L 11 B850 $1.325 $925 $695 780 5738
2016 |Simen, Figura & Parker Flint MI $175 200 5188
2016 |Simon Resnik Hayes Sherman Oaks |CA $385 $485 $425 $275 425 365
2016 _|Singer & Levick Addison 1S $385 $385 $385

2016 |Slomka Law Firm Atlanta GA $300
2016 |Smiley Wang-Ekvall Costa Mesa CA $460 $610 $535

2016 _|Smith, Gilliam, Williams and Miles Gainesville GA $290 $265
2016 |Snell & Wilmer Phoenix AZ 107 $385 $695 $540

2016 |Sodoma Law Charlotte NC 250
2016 _{Southwell and O'Rourke Spokane WA $300] $375 £338
2016 _|Speckman & Associales San Diego CA $425 295
2016 | Spector & Johnson Dallas TX $300 $395 $325

2016 _|Spencer Fane Britt & Browne Kansas City MO 248 $300 $550 $450 $235 $300 $268
2016 |Spigner & Associates Plano X $200 $450 $325
2016 |Springer Brown Wheaton IL $350 8315
2016 _|St James Law San Francisco  |CA $595
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2016 |Stan L. Riskin Plantation FL $375

2016 |[Stanley A. Kirshenbaum Pittsburgh PA 3250

2016_|Stearns Weaver Miller Weissler Alhadeff & {Miami FL 332 $540

2016 |Steffes Vingiello Baton Rouge LA $350 $375 $350 $275 $275 $275

2016 | Steidl & Steinberg Pittsburgh PA $300 $300 $300

2016 |[Steinberg Nutter & Brent Calabasas CA $650

2016 |Steinberg Shapiro & Clark Southfield MI 8275 $350 $285

2016 |Steven J. Brody & Associates Crystal Lake IL $395

2016 {Stevenson & Bullock Southfield MI $350 $375 363 $95 $300 §275

2016 |Stewart Robbins & Brown New Orleans LA 275 $360 350

2016 _|Stichter, Riedel, Blain & Postler Tampa FL $350 $495 475 $210

2016 |Stinson Leonard Street Minneapolis MN 105 $210 $490 $350

2016 |Stone & Baxter Macon GA §210 $495 $210

2016 |Stradley Ronon Stevens & Young Philadelphia PA 191 $350
2016 | Strasburger & Price Dallas T 200 $470 $535 $503

2016 | Strawn & Edwards Dyersburg TN $275

2016_|Strobl & Sharp Bloomfield Hills M| £365

2016 |STS Tax Law Columbia MD $250

2016 | Stubbs & Schubart Tucson AZ $420

2016 |Stumbo Hanson Topeka KS $250 $250 $250

2016 _|Subranni Zauber Atlantic City NJ 250 $350 300 $250 3350 5250
2016 |Subranni, Ostrove & Zauber Atlantic City NJ $250 450 $350 250 $250 250 $300
2016 |Sugar Felsenthal Grais & Hammer Chicago IL 5450 550 500 350 $400 360

2016 _|Sulaiman Law Group Oak Brook 1L 425 425 425

2016 _|Sullivan Hazeltine Allinson Wilmington DE $350 425 375

2016 |SulmeyerKupetz Los Angeles CA $550 800 585 $175 $535 $454 $525 §525 $525
2016 |Suzy Tate Tampa FL $300

2016 | Swafford, Peters, Priest & Hall ‘Winchester TN 5200

2016 |Tam Law Advocates Tampa FL 300

2016 [Tarbox Law Lubbock TX 5300

2016 |Tarpy. Cox, Fleishman & Leveille Knoxville N $150 $300 3225

2016 |Tavenner & Beran Richmond VA $405 5415 $410

2016 _|Taylor, Porter, Brooks & Phillips Baton Rouge  [LA $355 $375 $375 §225

2016 |Terrace Gardens El Paso X $300

2016 |Terry A, Dake Phoenix AZ 8350

2016 |Testa Heck Scrocca & Testa Vineland NJ $300

2016 | Tetzlaff Law Offices Chicago IL $575 $150 $350 $250

2016 _|Thames Markey and Heekin Jacksonville FL $445 $445 $445]

2016 | The Bach Law Firm Las Vegas NV $350

2016 |The Balistaedt Law Firm Las Vegas NV §295

2016 _[The Barrett Law Office Riverside CA $350

2016 | The Batista Law Group San Juan PR $225 $225 $225

2016 | The Bensamochan Law Firm Woodland Park |CO §375

2016 | The Burns Law Firm Greenbelt MD 495

2016 |The Callins Law Firm Atlanta GA $175 §175

2016 |The Cariebach Law Group New York NY 450 $485
2016 |The Chillas Law Firm San Diego CA $350

2016 |The Cook Law Firm Los Angeles CA £600 3400
2016 |The Delorenzo Law Firm Schenectady NY 350
2016 | The Eidson Law Firm Jacksonville EL $365 100 5365 5233 5290
2016 |The Fuller Law Firm San Jose CA $445 $485 5465 395 500 $448

2016 |The Golding Law Offices Chicago IL 350 450 $400

2016 |The Gorski Firm Bakersfield CA $350

2016 |The Grant Law Firm San Diego CA $550 $250 $425 $338

2016 |The Henderson Law Firm Charlotte NC $340

2016 |The Iweanoges' Firm Washington MD $350

2016 |The Janvier Law Firm Raleigh NC $435 $260 $285 $273
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2016 |The Law Firm Of Ann Shaw Salisbury MD $295
2016 |The Law Office of Attorney John Fisher Pittston PA $200
2016 _| The Law Office of Bennett A. Brown Fairfax VA 475
2016 | The Law Office of Donald L. Bell Greenbelt MD 5300
2016 _|The Law Office of Evan M. Altman Atlanta GA 325
2016 |The Law Office of Gilbert A. Lazarus Forest Hills NY 350
2016 | The Law Cffice of Gordon Mosley Tyler T 300
2016 _|The Law Office of Jonathan A. Backman _|Blcomingion IL $175
2016 |The Law Office of Marc S. Stern Seattle A 400
2016 |The Law Office of Mark A. Weisbart Dallas X $400 $450 425
2016 |The Law Office of William J. Factor Northbrook IL $325 $375 $350 275
2016 |The Law Offices of Batya G. Wernick Bloomfield NJ 350
2016 |The Law Offices of D ius J. Parish | Philadelphia PA 3300 $275
2016 |The Law Offices of Everett Cook ‘Whitehall PA $250
2016 |The Law Offices of Guy T. Conti Ann Arbor MI $300

2016 _|The Law Offices of Jasen A. Burgess Jacksonville FL $295 $185 $195 195
2016 |The Law Offices of Jeffrey L. Weinstein New York NY $450
2016 _|The Law Offices of Richard B. Rosenblatt [Rockville MD $295 $350 $323
2016 | The Menna Law Firm Red Bank NJ $250
2016 | The Milledge Law Firm Houston X $350
2016 | The Mitchell Law Firm Dallas TX $325

2016 _|The Moore Law Firm Paris TX $450
2016 | The Pless Law Firm St. Petersburg  |FL $215

2016 |The Polnick Law Firm Houston TX 3275

2016 |The Pope Law Firm Houston X $300 $350 $325

2016 | The Rothbloom Law Firm Marietta GA $275 $350 3313
2016 |The Sader Law Firm Kansas City MO $305 3330 5318
2016 |The Schofield Law Firm Brunswick GA 225
2016 |The Shinbrot Firm Beverly Hills CA 425
2016 |The Smeberg Law Firm San Antonio X $170 $275 223
2016 |The Spears & Robl Law Firm Tucker GA 325
2016 |The Toomey Law Firm Glens Fails NY $250
2016 |The Turoci Fim Riverside CA §175 $500 213
2016 |The Vida Law Firm Bedford TX $350

2018 |The Wallace Law Group Eoynton Beach |FL $250

2016 |The Wesbrooks Law Firm Peonia AZ $325
2016 _[The Whittle Law Firm Corpus Christi__ |TX 300
2016 _|Thomas B, Woodward Tallahassee FL 400
2016 |Thomas E. Crowe Las Vegas NV 425
2016 |Thomas G, Luikens Phoenix AZ $360

2016 |Thomas W. Lynch & Associates Hickory Hills 1L 5300
2016 |Thompsen & Knight Dallas TX 159 $420 5750 613
2016 |Thompson Burton FRANKLIN TN $375 $390 §375 200
2016 |Tiemstra Law Group Oakland CA $495 300
2016 |Timothy J. McGary Vienna VA $250 $350
2016 |Trenk DiPasquale Della Fera & Sodono West Orange NJ $400 $560 $460 $240 $240 $240
2016 _|Trenk, DiPasquale, Webster, Della Fera an{West Orange NJ $610

2016 |Trinh Law San Jose CA 300
2016 _|Tripp Scatt [Fort Lauderdale |FL §255 $475 3375
2016 |Tucker Hester Baker & Krebs Indianapolis IN $275 $350 313
2016 |Tucker, Everitt. Long. Brewton & Lanier Augusta GA 5400
2016 |Tullv Rinckey Albany NY $350

2016 | Tyler. Barll. Ramsdell & Counts Alexandria VA $350

2016 |Urban & Burt Oak Forest IL $350 $350 $350
2016 _|Ure Law Firm LLos Angeles CA 395

2016 |Van Dam Law Newton MA 300 $350
2016 _|Van Hom Law Group Ft. Lauderdale |FL 350
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2016 |Vandeventer Black Scottsdale AZ $300

2016 |Vidrine & Vidrine Lafayette LA §250

2016 _|Vilarino & Associates San Juan PR $225 $235 $230

2016 |Villa & White San Antonio TX $300

2016 _|Villeda Law Group McAlien X $250 $375 $313

2016 _|Vincent D. Commisa West Orange  |NJ $350

2016 |Vogel Bach & Homn New York NY $225

2016_|Vortman and Feinstein Seattle WA $425

2016 {Walker & Patterson Houston TX $400 $300

2016 | Waller Lansden Dortch & Davis Nashville N 199 $460 $495 $478 $235 $285 $250

2016 |Walsh, Becker, Wood & Rice Bowie MD $300

2016 |'Wanda |. Luna-Martinez Law Offices San Juan PR 200

2016 |'Warnock, Mackinlay & Carman Mesa AZ 250

2016 ['Wasserman Jurista & Stolz Basking Ridge  [NJ $425 $550 $550 5350 $400 375 $500 $500 $500
2016 _|'Wauson Probus Sugar Land TX $200 $450 350

2016 |Wayne Greenwald New York NY 600

2016 |Weber Law Firm Houston ™ 250

2016 |Weinberg Zareh & Geyerhahn New York NY $550 8550 550

2016 |Weinstein Bacal, Miller & Vega San Juan PR $200 $450 200

2016 |Weintraub & Selth Los Angeles CA $375 $550 5463 5250 3550 $495 $485
2016 |Weissberg & Associates Chicago IL $450 $325 $375 $350

2016 |Westiake Legal Group Potomac Falls |VA $265 $265 $500 $275

2016 |White & Case New York NY i 5830
2016 |Whiteford, Taylor & Preston Wilmington DE 261 $500 $530 $330
2016 |Whitehurst. Blackburn, Warren and Kelley |Thomasville GA $300

2016 |William E. Jamison Jr. Chicago IL 325

2016 | William E. Maddox Jr. Knoxville TN 200

2016 |Wiliam H. Brownstein & Associates Los Angeles CA $495 325

2016 |Wiliam H, Oliver Jr. Neptune NJ 475

2016 |Wiliam Vidal Carvajal Law Office San Juan PR 300

2016 | Willis & Wilkins San Antonio TX 375

2016 |Willkie Farr & Gallagher New York NY 74 $1,350 $1,350 $1,350 $750 $950 800 $915 §915 $915
2016 |Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale & Dorr Washinglon DC 34 $835 $1,005 $920

2016 |Winthrop Couchot Newport Beach [CA $595 3750 $673 $375 $395 $385 $750 750 8750
2016 |Wiss & Freemyer Dalias TX §350

2016 |Wist Holland & Kehlhof Houston TX $225

2016 |Wong Law Offices San Juan PR $200

2016 |Woolf & Nachimson Sherman Oaks [CA $350 $350 $350

2016 |Yi & Madrosen Los Angeles CA $300

2016 |Yochim Skiba & Nash Erie PA $185 $275 $230

2016 | Young Conaway Stargatt & Taylor Wilmington DE Tier |l $540 $850 5678 5290 $505 $403 8530
2016 _|Younker & Oliverio Decatur GA $250

2016 |Yumkas, Vidmar & Sweeney Columbia MD 5420

2016 |Zack A Clement Houston X $600

2016 |Zalkin Reveil Santa Rosa BeagFL $300 $265 5300 $300

2016 |Zebley Mehalov & White Uniontown PA $300

2016 |Zirinsky Law Partners New York NY $750 $1,000

2016 |Zousmer Law Group Bloomfield Hills  |MI| $395
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PROOF OF SERVICE

Huang Family, et al v. City of Cupertino, et al.
Case No. 20CV369469
Santa Clara County Superior Court

At the time of service, I was over 18 years of age and not a party to this action. [ am
employed in the County of San Francisco, State of California. My business address is 396
Hayes Street, San Francisco, CA 94102.

On October 6, 2022, I served true copies of the following document(s) described as:

DECLARATION OF JOSEPH D. PETTA RE ATTORNEYS’ FEES ON
SPECIAL MOTION TO STRIKE

on the parties in this action as follows:

Huang Family, J. Huang
6146 Bollinger Road, #472
San Jose, CA 95129
1zw96(@hotmail.com

Plaintiffs /n Pro Per

BY EXPRESS MAIL: I enclosed said document(s) in an envelope or package provided
by the United States Postal Service and addressed to the persons at the addresses listed above. I
placed the envelope or package for collection and overnight delivery at an office or a regularly
utilized drop box of the United States Postal Service.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the
foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on October 6, 2022, at San Francisco, California.

Tnta bl

Tuloa Sanchez
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DECLARATION OF JOSEPH D. PETTA RE ATTORNEYS' FEES ON SPECIAL MOTION TO STRIKE
Case No. 20CV369469






		Declaration of Joseph D. Petta

		Exhibit A - Daily Summaries - Attorney Biling Records

		Exhibit B - 2016 National Law Journal annual billing rate survey








In Him.

Dear mgr,

We had unbearable tragedy, trauma, etc. in the hand of few self serving city personal, legal dept,
and/or outside law firms, etc., who uses their 'skills' to do so much harm. Took newer property twice
and belonging, we don't even get notice, which didn't have any addition, adu or development, etc. ever
They are still doing more, or harm, We'd like to have talk with you, Thx. Huang resident

>>

background We wanted to present the case where we were informed that a permit would not be
necessary. Told not needed, we did as told, had no neighbor issue first torn down as well (even then
was ok not ok back forth) and wall well removed away from anyone, far away from anyone and only
might affected one got no issue. For the approximately 90sf 12ft height play structure shed with non-
commercial use, we got a 'symbolic' permit, but the City took all the buildup plus personal belongings
too under them now they want to do even more harm

There is no addition or adu to the place, no other accessory building on it, We need all your help.



From: Cupertino ForAll

To: City Council; Cupertino City Manager"s Office; City Clerk
Subject: Oral Communications - 11.01.22

Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:09:27 PM
Attachments: Oral Communications 2022-11-01.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello,

Please review the attached file, representing oral communications from our organization, for
the November 1st, 2022 City Council meeting.

Thank you,
Steering Committee, Cupertino for All


mailto:cupertinoforall@gmail.com
mailto:CityCouncil@cupertino.org
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=8902acb190874b69a3f431aefdaf484d-Cupertino C
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org

City Council

City of Cupertino

Re: Council Meeting of November 1, 2022
Public Comment - Oral Communications

Cupertino
for All

Mayor Paul and Members of the City Council:

We write to you this evening on behalf of Cupertino for All, which seeks to create a more inclusive, sustainable,
and vibrant Cupertino now and into the future. Key to our mission is education and advocacy in relation to how
the city uses the land in its jurisdiction.

We are deeply concerned about the state of Cupertino’s draft Housing Element. Per the review timeline under
the Department of Housing and Community Development’s (HCD) guidelines, we must adopt a substantially
compliant Housing Element for the 2023 - 2031 6th Cycle RHNA planning period by January 31, 2023. Those
same guidelines establish that a first draft must be made available for public comment for thirty (30) days
before submission, and that the city must take an additional ten (10) days to incorporate public feedback
provided. Upon submission of the draft, HCD will then review the document for ninety (90) days. Provided that
the city can satisfy noticing requirements and that our first draft is legally sufficient, the shortest time possible
between draft publication and adoption is 130 days—a date in late September, 2022. That date is behind us.

As such, it is not possible for Cupertino to adopt a Housing Element update with HCD feedback prior to the
regulatory deadline. This fact will have repercussions for Cupertino’s access to affordable housing and
infrastructure funds that are contingent on the city having a state-certified Housing Element. More urgently, it
will leave Cupertino vulnerable to the “builder’s remedy” of the Housing Accountability Act. Under this
provision, a property owner or its agent may bring forward a residential development project (as defined) of
any residential density on any parcel of land in Cupertino zoned for commercial and/or residential use,
provided that such project offers 20% deed-restricted low-income housing units or 100% deed restricted
moderate-income housing units, and the city’s ability to regulate or deny such projects would be severely
curtailed. Put simply, the city would lose much of its land use authority over almost all of the city. See, e.g.,
HCD Letter of Technical Assistance Re 3030 Nebraska Avenue to the City of Santa Monica, dated October 5,
2022 (noting that builder’s remedy project rights vest upon application while city Housing Element remains
out of compliance).

This degree of loss of control dramatically diminishes our ability to channel development into areas of the city
with the best infrastructure to accommodate them and to build in a thoughtful, environmentally and socially
sustainable way. Cities that have failed to take the builder’s remedy seriously in Southern California have seen
numerous projects for thousands of unplanned, sometimes poorly located, units come forward. Santa Monica is
perhaps the best example. After eight months of exposure to the builder’s remedy, and with clarifying guidance

from HCD, that city must now contend with 16 builder’s remedy projects totalling over 4000 new and

unplanned homes. Santa Monica features similar land use economics to Cupertino. We should reasonably
expect builder’s remedy applications starting February 1, 2023.

In order to restore our own land use authority so that we can extract the best possible benefits from future
development, we urge you to act with all deliberate haste to produce a substantially compliant Housing
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Element that HCD will accept. Much remains to be done. Now that Palo Alto has signaled that it will submit its
first draft to the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) next Monday, Cupertino will
become the last city in Santa Clara County to submit a draft. Cupertino, however, remains very far from being
in a position to submit any draft. Thus far, we have assembled a site inventory, and have conducted a number
of outreach sessions. However, we have conducted no housing needs assessment that would be acceptable to
HCD. We have conducted no constraints analysis. We have no draft policies for a Housing Element update. No
environmental impact report has been commissioned or scoped. All of these are steps that must occur prior to
finalization of any draft for submission. With the separation of EMC Planning, we now lack a planning
consultant to aid our completion. Our own Planning Department is short over a third of its staff.

Given the impending consequences, we ask that you focus your efforts, staff’s efforts, and the efforts of an
eventual consultant on completing a draft Housing Element and to leave other distractions aside. We also urge
you to reexamine the work already done for its sufficiency. As recently as the last council meeting, discussion
between Mayor Paul and the City Attorney revealed that the justification to be offered for why large pipeline
projects in our site inventory should count every unit is that, as approved projects, they are more likely to be
built than potential projects that owners have expressed interest in building. If that were truly sufficient as
substantial evidence, then there would be no need for substantial evidence for pipeline projects at all. Yet, HCD
guidance explicitly requires it for pipeline projects. The argument to be offered is a legal tautology, not
evidence. It swallows the rule whole in violation of basic interpretive principles like the rule against
surplussage. If we are already going to miss the January 31, 2023 deadline, then we should at least make sure
that HCD accepts our first draft in order to limit our exposure. It can be done if we focus our energies on this
task and are unafraid to make difficult compromises. Thus far, both Emeryville and Alameda have managed to
achieve compliant Housing Elements on the first draft. They did so by being intentional, ambitious, and careful
at each stage of the process. We should look to these success stories so that we can minimize our risk. We stand
ready to help as a community.

Sincerely,

Steering Committee
Cupertino for All






From: Howard Ji

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 7:06:23 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Howard Ji
hji168@gmail.com

930 Gomes Ln

Milpitas, California 95035



From: Yane An

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:59:11 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Yane An
ahnyane@gmail.com

1313 Niagara Drive

San Jose, California 95130



From: Lee Moncton

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:43:09 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

I moved to Cupertino 43 years ago and have lived or worked here since then. There have been
many changes in Cupertino in that time. We love our cities' growth, even through managed,
controlled changes. One of the things that wasn't successfully managed was the evolution of
Valco. The playbook that was used cost the city millions and led to the loss of control. Now we
are no longer managing change, but being controlled by others. It appears that the same
playbook is being used all over again with the Housing Plan requirements. Please do not again
act like you can lawyer up and win against the state requirements. This smells like a play from
the MAGA playbook. If you were the quarterback for the 49ers you would be benched and
traded because you didn't learn from your past mistakes. Please focus on the work required to
complete the plan. This is Cupertino, a proud, capable, changing city. Don't fail us again. Don't
lose control.

Lee Moncton
Ismoncton@comcast.net
10376 Avenida Ln
Cupertino, California 95014
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From: Jennifer Shearin

To: City Clerk
Subject: Our Housing Element Process has gone off the rails...and I"m asking for the Council to fix it.
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:41:18 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

Now is the time to act to fix our Housing Element. | ask today that you add a larger buffer to
offset the pipeline projects, add more housing sites within the Heart of the Clty, and allow
greater density in the chosen locations. Further, the Housing Element needs more attention to
get it on track and on time. Doing this will help us to comply with state regulations and avoid a
potential "free for all" by developers on February 1.

From the time that the City Council rejected the recommendations from their consultant for a
stakeholders group and replaced it with a "Strategy Team" comprised of hand-picked
Councilmembers and Planning Commissioners--appointed by those same Councilmembers--
I've been concerned about our Housing Element being inclusive of all stakeholder voices.

My initial concerns were regarding input from key stakeholders, especially those that need the
housing that we will build (renters, students, service workers, teachers, unhoused people, and
many more). The community outreach special informational sessions gave them a voice to
speak to the community, but there were no signs that those voices were included in the
process itself. The housing sites, density and heights were chosen during meetings where the
Strategy Team and general community members--both overwhelmingly comprised of single-
family homeowners--had the greatest amount and most decisive input.

The input into the process, therefore, was largely one local political point of view, and did not
represent the full community. Renters in particular are 30-40% of Cupertino residents, and did
not have even close to a proportional voice. Sites in the Heart of the City--close to shops and
transportation and showing interest from property owners--were rejected, while sites in the last
remaining light industrial area in Cupertino with no property owner interest were included.

Further concerns were that meeting our goals uses "pipeline" projects, which may never be
built. One of these, The Hamptons, has been able to build for six years but there has been no
progress. It would require them to displace hundreds of their current residents, a major
disincentive. The State takes a dim view of using these types of projects to fulfill the required
number of new homes, and has rejected other California cities' plans when they tried to include
them.

Lastly, the process output is now incredibly late. We are extremely likely to not make the
mandated January 31 deadline, allowing for what is called a "Builder's Remedy", or the ability
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for developers to build whatever they want with few restrictions. | can't imagine that anyone
would prefer a loss of local control over development in our city. We need to have more
attention placed on this incredibly important issue that affects everyone in our city.

It is unlikely that we have time to include input from residents and community members that
should have been in the process, but there is still time to fix the issues with the project list.
Adding a larger buffer to offset the pipeline projects, and adding more housing sites within the
Heart of the Clty zone would be a step in the right direction. Allowing greater density in areas
would also help, such as the Furniture Store location at E. Estates and Stevens Creek
Boulevard. These two items would help all of us as a City to make a good faith effort to comply
with state regulations.

Thank you for your time and consideration of these issues. | hope that our city can meet its
obligations on time and in full.

Jennifer Shearin
shearin.jen@gmail.com
19511 Howard Ct
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Derek Chen

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:22:48 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Derek Chen
derekpkchen@gmail.com
20071 Pacifica Dr
Cupertino, California 95014



From: Kathy Tran

To: City Council; City Clerk; Kirsten Squarcia; Cupertino City Manager"s Office
Cc: S Young

Subject: IFPTE Local 21 Letter - 11/1 Cupertino Council Meeting

Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:17:59 PM

Attachments: IFPTE Local 21 Letter Re Kitty Moore Comments to Members.pdf

Twitter Kitty Moore.png
Twitter Kitty Moore 2.png

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am writing on behalf of IFPTE Local 21/CEA. Please see attached a letter that we request to be
submitted as public comment at today’s city council meeting. We also request for this letter to be
read as part of the written record. Thank you.

Best,

Kathy

Kathy Tran (She/her/hers)
Communications and Political Specialist
ktran@ifpte21.or

IFPTE Local 21, South Bay Office
4 North 2" St Ste 595, San Jose CA 95113
www.ifpte21.org
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PROFESSIONAL & TECHNICAL ENGINEERS, LOCAL 21, AFL-CIO
An Organization of Professional, Technical, and Adminisirative Employees

TO: Cupertino City Council
RE: Kitty Moore comments
Dear Cupertino City Council,

| am writing on behalf of the International Federation of Professional and Technical
Engineers Local 21/Cupertino Employees Association (IFPTE Local 21/CEA) in the City
of Cupertino. Our union members have worked diligently and tirelessly throughout the
course of the global pandemic providing essential services to the residents. We are
proud to represent public employees who serve the public.

|IFPTE Local 21/CEA is concerned by the recent negative comments and accusations

made by Councilmember Kitty Moore on Twitter and Next Door towards our
membership. The comments are unprofessional, unacceptable, and inaccurate.
Councilmember Moore has accused IFPTE Local 21/CEA of buying politicians. Our
union members are engaging in our democracy by volunteering for our endorsed
candidates in their spare time after work hours. | was shocked and disappointed that an
elected official would share such hurtful statements to the employees that help make the
City of Cupertino run. In our opinion, the rhetoric she used is false, alarming, and a form
of union busting to intimidate our members and their union from participating in the
political process.

Our members have first amendment rights and the freedom to express themselves
politically. | am happy to speak with any of you about this matter, but | would highly
encourage you to denounce and take objection to the negative comments made by
Councilmember Moore towards the city employees that make up our membership

Sincerely,

Stanley A. Young

&'ﬂéﬁ/ - %
Representative Orgarfizer
IFPTE Local 21

San Jose Office

CC: City Manager Pamela Wu, City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia, CEA members

Main Office: 1167 Mission Street, 2% Floor San Francisco, CA 94103 T:415 864-2100 F: 415 864-2166
South Bay Office: 4 North Second Street, Suite 595 San Jose, CA 95113 1: 408 291-2200 F: 408 291-2203
Oakland Office: 1440 Broadway, Suite 610 Oakland, CA 94612 T:510 451-4982
Martinez Office: 649 Main Street #226 Martinez, CA 94553 1:925 313-9102 r: 925 313-0190
www.ifpte21.org






IFPTE Local 21 & @IFPTE21 - Oct 19
&7/ The election is only 3 weeks away! & Yesterday, we made calls to voters in
Cupertino to get out the #vote for JR Fruen & Sheila Mohan for City
Councill @RfromCupertino
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@ Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter

Kitty Moore
@thekittymoore

Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertino who
belong to IFPTE21 are calling voters to support
candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What’s your goal? How do you treat all of City
Council as staff? Fairly?

7:566 PM - Oct 22, 2022 - Twitter for iPhone




@ Some of your mutual follows often like this Tweeter

Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @IFPTE21 and @JRfromCupertino

@CityofCupertino So the planners of Cupertino who belong to IFPTE21 are
calling voters to support candidates which you hope will what? Give you big
raises? What's your goal? How do you treat all of City Council as staff?
Fairly?

Q2 n (v &

Replying to @thekittymoore @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino
Do they cease to have First Amendment rights, Councilmember? Thanks for
showing us that authoritarianism wears many faces.

[elN] o [VIRT) &
', Kitty Moore @thekittymoore - Oct 22
Replying to @JRfromCupertino @IFPTE21 and @CityofCupertino

Thanks for letting us know you shillfor the planners.
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From: Noel Eberhardt

To: City Clerk
Subject: Fix the Housing Element Process!
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 5:17:47 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia,

| am extremely concerned with the City of Cupertino's Housing Element process. Cupertino is
extremely behind in the process and is the slowest jurisdiction in our county. Based on the
required timeline, our city is projected to finish the housing element process after the January
31st, 2023 deadline. | recently learned that Cupertino is projected to lose local land use control
due to the builder’s remedy.

I am concerned that this City Council is not taking the Housing Element process seriously to
proactively address the housing crisis. The new housing element should be focused on actually
creating housing, rather than avoiding it.

1. Community outreach: This City Council correctly assembled a diverse stakeholder group and
then disbanded it for seemingly political reasons. In its place, the City has done a poor job of
meaningfully engaging and empowering diverse stakeholders (students, renters, immigrants,
unhoused people, service workers, etc.) in the housing element process. While there has been
outreach programming, it has not been well coordinated with the housing element process, and
it is unclear how Cupertino will ground its programs and policies in the outreach feedback, as
required by the State. This Council has also been extremely selective in terms of which
feedback they act upon—having a strong preference for their own political base.

2. Site Inventory: The current site inventory relies too heavily on pipeline projects which are not
guaranteed to be built. The pipeline projects account for 77% of our RHNA, most of which are
from The Rise and The Hamptons, projects that have been approved for years, but have no
indication they will be built out within the next 8 years. The Hamptons would displace hundreds
of renters and was even recently renovated! The Council also decided to concentrate planned
housing on Bubb Road, despite a strong lack of owner interest to build housing. Meanwhile,
several Heart of the City locations had expressed owner interest but were not included. We
should plan for housing that will actually get built within the next 8 years.

| urge the City Council to make dramatic changes to bring our Housing Element back on track.
1. Revive the stakeholder group. Incorporate diverse perspectives beyond homeowners:
renters, youth, seniors, etc. This stakeholder group should have actual meaningful involvement
and input over programs and policies as required by law.

2. Reduce reliance on pipeline projects. Add a larger buffer and include more housing sites,
especially within the Heart of the City, an already designated special area that has major
corridors, bike-ped infrastructure, community amenities, and transit lines.
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3. Make a good faith effort to comply with state regulations. Ensure that our housing element
will Affirmatively Further Fair Housing and include projects that will realistically be built.

We cannot afford to stall this process longer. We must act with urgency.

Noel Eberhardt
neberhardt@sbcglobal.net
21407 Krzich Place
Cupertino, California 95014
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City of Cupertino

Re: Council Meeting of November 1, 2022
Public Comment - Oral Communications

Cupertino ¢
far All

Mayor Paul and Members of the City Council:

We write to you this evening on behalf of Cupertino for All, which seeks to create a more inclusive, sustainable,
and vibrant Cupertino now and into the future. Key to our mission is education and advocacy in relation to how
the city uses the land in its jurisdiction.

We are deeply concerned about the state of Cupertino’s draft Housing Element. Per the review timeline under
the Department of Housing and Community Development’s (HCD) guidelines, we must adopt a substantially
compliant Housing Element for the 2023 - 2031 6th Cycle RHNA planning period by January 31, 2023. Those
same guidelines establish that a first draft must be made available for public comment for thirty (30) days
before submission, and that the city must take an additional ten (10) days to incorporate public feedback
provided. Upon submission of the draft, HCD will then review the document for ninety (90) days. Provided that
the city can satisfy noticing requirements and that our first draft is legally sufficient, the shortest time possible
between draft publication and adoption is 130 days—a date in late September, 2022. That date is behind us.

As such, it is not possible for Cupertino to adopt a Housing Element update with HCD feedback prior to the
regulatory deadline. This fact will have repercussions for Cupertino’s access to affordable housing and
infrastructure funds that are contingent on the city having a state-certified Housing Element. More urgently, it
will leave Cupertino vulnerable to the “builder’s remedy” of the Housing Accountability Act. Under this
provision, a property owner or its agent may bring forward a residential development project (as defined) of
any residential density on any parcel of land in Cupertino zoned for commercial and/or residential use,
provided that such project offers 20% deed-restricted low-income housing units or 100% deed restricted
moderate-income housing units, and the city’s ability to regulate or deny such projects would be severely
curtailed. Put simply, the city would lose much of its land use authority over almost all of the city. See, e.g.,
HCD Letter of Technical Assistance Re 3030 Nebraska Avenue to the City of Santa Monica, dated October 5,
2022 (noting that builder’s remedy project rights vest upon application while city Housing Element remains
out of compliance).

This degree of loss of control dramatically diminishes our ability to channel development into areas of the city |
with the best infrastructure to accommodate them and to build in a thoughtful, environmentally and socially l
sustainable way. Cities that have failed to take the builder’s remedy seriously in Southern California have seen
numerous projects for thousands of unplanned, sometimes poorly located, units come forward. Santa Monica is 3
perhaps the best example. After eight months of exposure to the builder’s remedy, and with clarifying guidance
from HCD, that citv must now contend with 16 builder’s remedy projects totalling over 4000 new and ‘
unplanned homes. Santa Monica features similar land use economies to Cupertino. We should reasonably
expect builder’s remedy applications starting February 1, 2023.

In order to restore our own land use authority so that we can extract the best possible benefits from future
development, we urge you to act with all deliberate haste to produce a substantially compliant Housing



Element that HCD will accept. Much remains to be done. Now that Palo Alto has signaled that it will submit its
first draft to the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) next Monday, Cupertino will
become the last city in Santa Clara County to submit a draft. Cupertino, however, remains very far from being
in a position to submit any draft. Thus far, we have assembled a site inventory, and have conducted a number
of outreach sessions. However, we have conducted no housing needs assessment that would be aceeptable to
HCD. We have conducted no constraints analysis. We have no draft policies for a Housing Element update. No
environmental impact report has been commissioned or scoped. All of these are steps that must occur prior to
finalization of any draft for submission. With the separation of EMC Planning, we now lack a planning
consultant to aid our completion. Our own Planning Department is short over a third of its staff.

Given the impending consequences, we ask that you focus your efforts, staff’s efforts, and the efforts of an
eventual consultant on completing a draft Housing Element and to leave other distractions aside. We also urge
you to reexamine the work already done for its sufficiency. As recently as the last council meeting, discussion
between Mayor Paul and the City Attorney revealed that the justification to be offered for why large pipeline
projects in our site inventory should count every unit is that, as approved projects, they are more likely to be
built than potential projects that owners have expressed interest in building. If that were truly sufficient as
substantial evidence, then there would be no need for substantial evidence for pipeline projects at all. Yet, HCD
guidance explicitly requires it for pipeline projects. The argument to be offered is a legal tautology, not
evidence. It swallows the rule whole in violation of basic interpretive prineciples like the rule against
surplussage. If we are already going to miss the January 31, 2023 deadline, then we should at least make sure
that HCD accepts our first draft in order to limit cur exposure. It can be done if we focus our energies on this
task and are unafraid to make difficult compromises. Thus far, both Emeryville and Alameda have managed to
achieve compliant Housing Elements on the first draft. They did so by being intentional, ambitious, and careful
at each stage of the process. We should look to these success stories so that we can minimize our risk. We stand
ready to help as a community.

Sincerely,

Steering Committee
Cupertino for All
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ce 11/ (22 [Ha #3

CITY COUNCIL Remarks

John Swensson from De Anza College, so I've worked in
Cupertino for 34 years

And Dennis Whittaker. We are both Veterans of Viet Nam,
and Dennis is a Cupertino Resident

Invite you and your friends, constituents, colleagues to our
Veterans Ceiebration on 11 Nov at The Cupertino Veterans
Memorial in Memorial Park. Sadly, Sandy James , our
President, is leaving , so Dennis and | are trying to fill in. The
theme this year is Gold Star Families (Like the Axelsons) and
we will hear on that subject from Maj Gen Mike Myatt, USMC,
Ret. Also speaking , a former Navy Seal who will speak on

We have the full support of Cupertino City government
headed by the City Manager, Pamela Wu and the Parks and
Rec Department headed by Rashell Sanders and Sonya Lee
Looking forward to great support from Randolph Viajar of
Parks and Rec.

The Mayor, Mr. Paul, and Pres Lloyd Holmes from De Anza will
issue greetings

The West Valley Community Band and a choir from Miller
Middle School will also attend and perform. Dennis will play
his tuba, | mean saxophone.
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City Council Remarks 11-01-2022

| am a proud resident of Cupertino of 48 years.

| served in the US Army at Fort Ord, Fort Benning, and in | Corps,
(northern part) South Vietnam from February 28, 1969 to November
18, 1971—only 33 months.. Lt. Col. John Swensson served in the US
Army for more than 25 years. He is a West Point gradu8arte and seved
two tours in Vietnam.

As a reference to Veterans, since 1776, only 1% of all Americans were
in the military service, AND only 1% of that number served in combat.

| would like to read a well-known definition of a Veteran:

“ A Veteran is someone who, at one point in their life, wrote a blank
check made payable to the United States of America for an amount of
up to and including their life. Thatis an honor.”

Veterans are gratefully acknowledged by our Country 3 days in the
year: Memorial Day, Veterans Day and Wreaths Across America Day.

| invite our citizens and others to our Veterans Day celebration on
November 11 at the Cupertino Veterans Memorial at Memorial Park,
and please also consider joining us for our Wreaths Across America
celebration at the Gate of Heaven Cemetery on December 17",
Donations to both our Cupertino Veterans Memorial and/or to our
American Legion Post 642’s Wreaths Across America event would
always be welcomed.

We greatly appreciate our relationship with our City and our
partnership with the Cupertino Chamber of Commerce.

Most important, we wish to thank Sandra James for her listening to
constituents while Mayor, envisioning what could become a wonderful
Memorial, planning, organizing, seeking funding and for overseeing



the Cupertino Veterans Memorial to completion. Moreover, Sandy has
organized, planned, presided over successful annual events for nearly
two decades. Sandy put her heart and soul into this project, and we
Veterans are extremely grateful for her going ‘over, above, and
beyond the call of duty.” Sandy has also MC'd our Wreaths Across
America Event for 6 years, and she is our MC for this year as well.

| would like to request our City Council publicly acknowledge and
support both Veterans Day and Wreaths Across America Day, and
please consider thanking Sandy for her giving to her community.

Thank you.
Dennis Whittaker
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American Legion Stevens Creek Post 642

(a 501C19 non profit organization)

P.O. Box 302 Cupertino, CA 95015
TAX ID 510186536 °°°
is Sponsoring ... WREATHS

across

POST 642 ,
L  Wreaths Across America AMERICA

Sat. Dec. 17, 2022 S

A NATIONWIDE CELEBRATION

Our Ceremony is at 10:00 AM

Location: GATE OF HEAVEN CEMETERY
22555 Cristo Rey Dr.
Los Altos, CA 94024

Purpose:  TO LAY WREATHS ON EACH VETERANS GRAVE.
Freedom is not free. It was paid for by our country’s
veterans many of whom have passed on to a higher mission.

$15 per wreath payable to American Legion Post 642.

All proceeds from this event will go towards supporting veteran programs.

Guest Speakers
Francis J. Harvey MG Eldon Regua
19t Secretary of U.S. Army Reserve
US. Army

Mail to: American Legion Post 642
c/o Dennis Whittaker |
P.O. Box 302
Cupertino, CA 95015

For more information on or to purchase a Wreath from American Legion Post 642 Please visit:

www.americanlegionpost642.com/waa

For more information about Wreaths Across America Please visit:

WWW.WreathsAcrossAmerica.org
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From: Rhoda Fry

To: City Clerk; City Council; Cupertino City Manager"s Office
Subject: Public Comment 11/1/2022 Agenda Item #11 EV Parking
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 4:28:01 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear City Council,

| have 2 general comments on this item.
1. Procurement
2. Locations

1. Procurement

| think that the City needs to be completely transparent in its business dealings.

| was surprised to see that the City is proposing that this project not go out for bid.

If the City were to award this project to Chargepoint it could appear that there was some sort of
favoritism going on because former Mayor Lowenthal is a co-founder of the company. Conversely, if
it didn’t go to Chargepoint, it could appear that there had been discrimination.

There are easily 15 to 20 different EV companies.

We should be putting projects out to bid whenever possible.

And — even consider getting paid to place these stations : )

2. Locations

Given that the City Hall is about to be remodeled and we have yet to understand the details, | think
that it is premature to place an EV where it could interfere with construction. I’'m also puzzled by the
Blackberry Farm location. So | phoned the Parks & Rec department and they were unaware of this
proposal. | think that Public Works needs to consult with Parks & Rec (and vice versa) so they can
share best practices. Contrary to the report, the Blackberry Farm parking lot is not open 24x7 (the
gate broke years ago). Like other parks, it officially closes 1 hour after sunset. In the off-season,
there are very few cars. Our former public works director, Ralph Qualls, described the access area as
a choke point and safety issue. My recollection of the 2006 MND was that there should not be
lighting there at night in order to protect wildlife (so that would include vehicles driving through).
You might recall that just a few years ago, a mountain lion ate a goat at McClellan Ranch, so we do
know that they frequent the area. If there is a desire to have an EV station on this side of town, the
Monta Vista Rec Center, where there is year-round programming and is more accessible, would be a
superior location.

Regards,
Rhoda Fry


mailto:fryhouse@earthlink.net
mailto:CityClerk@cupertino.org
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From: Clint Uyeh

To: City Clerk
Subject: Item 11
Date: Tuesday, November 1, 2022 10:32:06 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Hello Council members.

Question on the charging station. From my understanding the purpose of the charging station
is for promoting EV. I do not see how these few charging stations would motivate adoption
of EV and I do not believe city govt should not be in the business of promoting EV.

Also, it seems like RFP is front loading the savings by offloading the initial design. This may
create

a blind spot in terms of transparency, overall cost and liability. Is there a minimum number of
vendors required for an RFP proposal? Seems there should be a minimum number otherwise
it should be shelved.

Clinton Uyehara
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The State defines objective standards as:

Standards that involve no personal or subjective judgment
by a public official and are uniformly verifiable by
reference to an external and uniform benchmark or
criterion available and knowable by both the development
applicant or proponent and the public official prior to
submittal.

Is there an external and uniform benchmark or criterion
available to justify the following four limitations of the
proposed the SB9 Ordinance?

What purposes do these limitations serve?
1) Disallowance of second story decks and balconies

2) The larger unit in a duplex development may be no more
than 200 square feet larger than the smaller unit

3) No units developed under the provisions of SB 9 shall
exceed 2,000 square feet of living space

4) Disallowance of basements

On September 28, 2022, Planning Staff hosted a
community meeting to offer general information related to
SB 9 to the public and to receive feedback related to the
proposed regular ordinance. Of the 101 attendees, 86
attended via Zoom while 15 attended in person. Polls were
conducted on the attendees’ thoughts on proposed
standards. #1, #3, and #4 received majority votes against

the recommended restrictive standards, while there was no
poll for #2.



1) Disallowance of Second-story decks and balconies
(Page#324-325)

At the September 28th community meeting, approximately
64% of respondents indicated that they thought the City
should allow balconies on development proposed pursuant
to SB 9 with the majority of indicating that these features
should be allowed without further restriction.

What are the reasons to disallow balconies, in perpetuity,
on any units developed pursuant to the provisions of SB9 in
both R1 and RHS zones as recommended by the Planning
Commission? What purpose does this limitation serve?
Why did the Planning Commission not listen to resident
input from the Community Meeting?

For example: A very large lot designing a duplex under
SB9 should be allowed the flexibility of second story decks
or balconies if the decks/balconies overlook into its own
backyard and there are no privacy issues. This one-size-
fits-all disallowance is not a reasonable standard. The City
already has privacy objective standards in place for second
story decks and balconies that will be applied to SB9
projects.



2) The larger unit in a duplex development may be no more
than 200 square feet larger than the smaller unit (Page#329)

This 200 square feet limitation does not allow residents
to build a duplex to fit a family of 4 and a smaller unit
to accommodate a parent/in-law. For example:

A 5000 square feet lot (which is a common lot size) with
45% Floor Area Ration can accommodate 2,250 square
feet building space including garage. Taking 400
square feet off for a 2-car garage, this leaves 1,850
square feet of living space.

The resident needs a 3-bedroom/2-bath home for a
family of 4 and a smaller unit for a parent/in-law. With
this 200 square feet limitation, the resident is limited to
one 1,025 square feet unit and one 825 square feet unit,
with neither unit large enough to accommodate a 3-
bedroom/2-bath home for the family of 4.

Without this 200 square feet limit, the resident can
design a 1,250 square feet unit with 3 bedrooms/2 baths
for the family of 4 and a 600 square feet one-bedroom
unit for a parent/in-law.

This provision that limits “the larger unit in a duplex
development may be no more than 200 square feet
larger than the smaller unit” is not a reasonable
standard based on the expected development under
SB9. What purpose does this limitation serve? Why
isn’t it enough that there simply two units?



3) No units developed under the provisions of SB 9 shall
exceed 2,000 square feet of living space (Page#329)

**%% At the September 28th community meeting,



approximately 61% of respondents indicated that they
thought the city should either increase the maximum
allowable square footage or remove the limit entirely.

*#**Research indicates that this limitation impacts
approximately 100 of the close to 17,000 R1-zoned
lots in Cupertino, which is about 0.5% of the total lots

Why did the Planning Commission and City Council not
listen to resident input from the Community Meeting?

Since this limitation only impacts less than 0.5% of the
total lots, why add this arbitrary limitation of 2000
square feet of living space to such a small % of lots?

For example: A 17,000 square feet lot with 45% Floor Area
Ratio can accommodate 7,650 square feet building space
including garage. Taking 800 square feet off for two 2-car
garages, this leaves 6,850 square feet of living space. The

resident wants to build two units or a duplex on this lot via
SBO.

With the 2,000 square feet limitation on each unit, the
resident can only build two 2,000 square feet units, which
adds up to 4,000 square feet, which 1s 2,850 square feet
short of the standard 45% Floor Area Ratio allowed per
standard City code.

Therefore, in order to build up to the standard 45% Floor
Area Ratio allowance, the resident will be forced to split
the lot into 2 lots and build two duplexes (4 units).



However, the resident does not want to do a lot split for
two duplexes (4 units). S/he would like to build two units
with ample living space to accommodate two families
(perhaps siblings living side by side), each with ample
space for family entertainment.

Why not allow this resident to build two units or a duplex
up to 3,425 square feet per unit on a lot of 17,000 square
feet? Why force the resident to go for a lot split in order to
have the standard 45% Floor Area Ratio allowance?

The argument that the 2,000 square feet limitation will
“ensure homes remain affordable” does not apply to homes
in Cupertino with large lots such as the above example.
Also, since this limitation impacts less than 0.5% of the
total lots, the rest 95.50% lots are more likely to ensure
homes remain affordable.

The argument that properties impacted by the 2,000 square
feet unit size limitation may continue to develop homes
under the City’s other development pathways may be
considered as a chilling effect to deter residents from SB9?

This provision that limits “2,000 square feet of living
space per unit” is not a reasonable standard based on
the expected development under SB9

4) Disallows basements in SB 9 development in both R1
and RHS zones per Planning Commission’s
recommendation (Page #331)

*#4% At the September 28th community meeting,



approximately 73% of respondents indicated that they
thought the City should allow basements in development
proposed pursuant to SB 9, with the majority of indicating
that the basement should be allowed without further
restriction.

Why did the Planning Commission not listen to resident
input from the Community Meeting?

The argument that construction of basement will
significantly increase cost thus affect home affordability
does not really apply because the basement construction
cost constitutes a very small percentage of home values in
Cupertino. If a resident wants to design a basement for
esthetic or neighborhood style conforming consideration
and can afford to do so, why not allow such design to
happen?

This provision that disallows basements in all SB9 projects
1s not a reasonable standard based on the expected
development under SBO.

Restricting basements just limits the configuration of
new homes and encourages taller, wider buildings.
How does this further any goal the City has? Why limit
this flexibility?
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From: Tracy Hsu

To: City Council

Cc: Emi Sugiyama; Piu Ghosh (she/her)

Subject: SB-9 - concern on the ratio of 2nd floor to 1st floor
Date: Monday, October 31, 2022 3:54:50 PM

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear city council members,

In 2020, Cupertino adapted the statewide ADU rule to allow ADU up to 800sf. When
counting the ratio of second story to first story, the ADU living space has been
counted towards to the first story space since 2020. Last week, city planner
mentioned ADU won't be counted towards first floor living space when validating the
ratio of second story to first story for a SB-9 property. The result of this new rule
would set the maximum living space on the second floor to 750SF which can only
accommodate 2 bedrooms and 2 baths. Most of family has 2 kids or more, a three
bedrooms on the second floor would be highly desired.

City already put the strict rules like maximum 2000SF living space, and two daylight
planes on SB9. It's unclear why city is making the ratio of second story to first story
more strict now. | would like to ask city council members to allow ADU living space to
be counted towards to the first story living space when validating the ratio of second
story to first story for both R-1 and SB-9 R-1 properties.

Thanks,
-Tracy
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