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Cyrah Caburian

From: Rick Kitson <rick@cupertino-chamber.org>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 6:22 PM
To: City Clerk
Subject: 2/2/21 Oral Communication
Attachments: Education Fair 2021 V3.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. 

 



Explore and make summer
plans for your children!

Featuring programs for students from pre-K - 12

February 6

Participating Education Businesses

2021
S u m m e r
Camp Fair

Zoom Virtual Event
10:00 am to 4:00 pm

SPONSORED BY

CUPERTINO
CHAMBER OF COMMERCE

Meet and speak to these participating businesses
at our virtual Zoom event from the comfort of your home.
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 7:06 PM
To: City Council
Cc: grenna5000@yahoo.com
Subject: Ranked Choice Voting Not Working

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: 
 
I don't think ranked choice voting works too well in San Francisco or 
Oakland.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 7:41 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Bus Stop in the Middle of Bubb Road

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: 
 
I am a bit concerned about the intent to have a bus stop in the middle  
of Bubb Road. It is very busy. I think we need to study this before we 
implement this. San Jose has been trying to do this on Stevens Creek Blvd. 
and that takes away lanes from Stevens Creek Blvd. 
 
I do not think it is good to try to put in a bus stop in the middle of Bubb 
Road without having any public input. We have not seen this before and 
we need to have public commentary.  
 
Please do not implement this until we have a chance to discuss this. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 7:45 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Bike Lane Should Have Gone to the Planning Commission

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: 
 
I think this bus land in the middle of Bubb should have gone to 
the Planning Commission. 
 
Thank You , 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 7:51 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Bike Lane Problem on Bubb Road

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: 
 
I am very worried that designs like the bus being in the middle of Bubb Road 
is not being run by the public. Why is the Bike and Ped Commission getting 
to make the comments about changing the way a roadway is set up? 
 
I have some very grave concerns that The Planning Commission is being passed 
by on the review of these types of new designs on the roadways. The public 
should have a chance to comment on redesigns of roadways and not just 
the Bike and Pedestrian Committee.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Myron Crawford <Mcrawford@bergvc.com>
Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2021 4:53 PM
To: Darcy Paul; Liang Chao; Jon Robert Willey; Hung Wei; Kitty Moore
Cc: Erick Serrano
Subject: City Council 2-2-21 Item 15 Procedures For Processing General Plan Amendments
Attachments: CCUP Mayor 32 GPA Procedures 1-12-21.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. 

 

BERG & BERG DEVELOPERS, INC. 
10050 Bandley Drive 

Cupertino, CA 95014-2188 
Ph (408) 725-0700  Fax 408-703-2035 

mcrawford@bergvc.com 
 
1/28/21 
 
Mayor and City Council  
City of Cupertino 
10300 Toree Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 
Email: dpaul@cupertino.org; liangchao@cupertino.org; jwilley@cupertino.org; hwei@cupertino.org; 
kmoore@cupertino.org  
 
Subject:      City Council 2-2-21 Item 15 
                   Procedures For Processing General Plan Amendments 
 
Objections:  

1) Timing & Processing. State law allows 4 times per year, the minimum 
allowed should be twice a year. Once you have decided to move forward 
on a project, time is money, hearings should not be arbitrarily withheld.  

 
2) Project Evaluation. Your current process includes ample evaluation 

factors to determine if the Planning Commission and Council desire to 
support the project. Why add on additional expense for the proponent to 
have to provide “Traffic Impact Studies and Expected Student 
Generation” only to have the project denied by the PC or CC. Traffic 
impacts will have to be addressed if the project is approved and the 
school districts are capable of assessing and commenting on student 
generation. Why add additional costs for the proponent before needed.  
 

3) Resubmission. By definition these are projects with minor amendments so 
why is it necessary to add the time and expense of another Planning 
Commission hearing for no good reason.  Municipalities need to reduce 
costs as much as possible for project proponents and not arbitrarily add 
costs.  
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Thank you for your consideration, 
 
 
Myron Crawford 
 
Cc: Erick Serrano  
Project Planner  
City of Cupertino 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 
Tel: 408-777-3308; Fax: 408-777-3333 

Email:  ericks@cupertino.org 
 



BERG & BERG DEVELOPERS, INC. 
10050 Bandley Drive 

Cupertino, CA 95014-2188 
Ph (408) 725-0700  Fax 408-703-2035 

mcrawford@bergvc.com 
 
1/28/21 
 
Mayor and City Council  
City of Cupertino 
10300 Toree Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 
Email: dpaul@cupertino.org; liangchao@cupertino.org; jwilley@cupertino.org; hwei@cupertino.org; 
kmoore@cupertino.org   
 
Subject:  City Council 2-2-21 Item 15 
 Procedures For Processing General Plan Amendments 
 
Objections:  

1) Timing & Processing. State law allows 4 times per year, the minimum allowed 
should be twice a year. Once you have decided to move forward on a project, 
time is money, hearings should not be arbitrarily withheld.  

 
2) Project Evaluation. Your current process includes ample evaluation factors to 

determine if the Planning Commission and Council desire to support the 
project. Why add on additional expense for the proponent to have to provide 
“Traffic Impact Studies and Expected Student Generation” only to have the 
project denied by the PC or CC. Traffic impacts will have to be addressed if the 
project is approved and the school districts are capable of assessing and 
commenting on student generation. Why add additional costs for the proponent 
before needed.  
 

3) Resubmission. By definition these are projects with minor amendments so why 
is it necessary to add the time and expense of another Planning Commission 
hearing for no good reason.  Municipalities need to reduce costs as much as 
possible for project proponents and not arbitrarily add costs.  
 
 

Thank you for your consideration, 
 
 
Myron Crawford 
 
Cc: Erick Serrano  
Project Planner  
City of Cupertino 
10300 Torre Avenue 
Cupertino, CA 95014 
Tel: 408-777-3308; Fax: 408-777-3333 

Email:  ericks@cupertino.org 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 3:11 PM
To: City Council
Cc: City Clerk; Deborah L. Feng
Subject: 2021-02-02 CC Meeting - Agenda Item #15 - Processing GPA Applications Procedures

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. 

 
Please include this email in Written Communications for the Feb. 2, 2021 City Council Meeting  
Agenda Item #15 Public Hearing on the Procedures for Processing GPA Applications. 
 
 
Dear Mayor Paul, Vice Mayor Chao and Council Members, 
 
Prior to writing this email, I’ve gone back and listened to both of these meetings regarding this topic and read the 
materials: 

‐ 2020‐07‐07 CC Study Session 
‐ 2021‐02‐12 PC Meeting Agenda Item 3 

 
I strongly request that you do the 4 items in BOLD below.   
At the bare minimum, you MUST KEEP the GPA Application Process! 

1. KEEP the GPA Application Process because 
a. Before we had this process, projects would be TOTALLY negotiated behind the scenes by the staff and 

maybe 1 or 2 desirable City Council members. 
b. No input from the public! 
c. No input from the City Council majority or the Planning Commission! 
d. By the time it came to the public’s attention at the Planning Commission review, it was a DONE DEAL!   

Very little could be changed.  An enormous amount of staff time and developer money had already gone 
into this “deal” and nobody felt like they could say “NO”‐regardless of the public input.   

e. It gives future developers a way to see what the Council and public are looking for in acceptable 
projects. 

2. Postcard to the public needs BOTH the PC and CC exact review dates (not just 45 days after) 
a. Text change…In the “Procedure” document (Attachment B Redline) Part 2.e, add text saying the exact 

dates of both PC and CC meetings will be on the postcard. 
b. My concern is that the City Council has the ultimate decision regardless of what the PC recommends.  

The public needs to be informed that the ultimate final decision rests with the City Council so they need 
to show up for THAT meeting! 

3. Add definitions to add clarity and remove ambiguity  
a. Define “substantial compliance” with the project authorized… 

(reference “Procedure” document, Attachment B Redline Part 2.h) 
i. Key items like height, setbacks, density, development agreement should be exactly as approved. 
ii. Any other item that was key to allowing the project to move forward should not be changed.  

This should be noted on the approval document if there is an item(s). 
b. Define “minor amendments” regarding the 1‐time resubmittal within 6 months 

(reference “Procedure” document, Attachment B Redline Part 2.i 
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i. During the PC meeting, they mentioned any changes that reduced the height or setback was 
considered minor.  Also, adding a foot to the height would be considered minor but adding a 
floor would not.  This should be defined exactly.  What about setbacks, etc.? 

4. KEEP the twice a year review dates BUT 
a. Enforce a hard cut‐off date requiring applications to be complete by this cut‐off date. 

i. i.e. ALL necessary documents for a complete application to be submitted by that date 
ii. have a check list with sign off that can be given to applicants long before the deadline 

b. Twice a year helps everyone, the City Staff, the Council and the public by potentially distributing the 
amount of material that needs to be reviewed across 2 meetings.  If it’s a big project, even one packet is 
a lot to review in detail. 

c. I disagree with the argument that reducing it to once a year discourages applications.  What it may do is 
encourage alternate means to their end by using recently passed state laws.  

d. What discourages applications is to REJECT those that do not benefit the city substantially enough to 
justify giving the project a general plan amendment! 

5. Voluntary Community Amenities 
a. This needs work…maybe as a separate review in the future but keep it in for now. 
b. It’s just another word for “community benefits” which I do not believe in. 
c. A project should stand on its own as a community benefit. 
d. It’s also not fair across developments.  The outcome is based on how skilled or pushy a developer or the 

City is in negotiating the “amenities”. 
e. Sometimes, the amenity offered is not needed or wanted by the majority of residents.  So, is it still an 

amenity if it’s of no use or will cost the City enormously to maintain it? 
f. It’s not objective.   

 
Sincerely,  
Peggy Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 8:11 PM
To: Kirsten Squarcia; City Clerk
Subject: RE: CC Agenda Item 15 - Peggys slide CORRECTION SLIDE
Attachments: Agenda Item 15-Peggy Griffin Slide.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. 

 
Here is a correction to what I just sent you, if possible. 
Thanks, 
Peggy 
 

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 8:07 PM 
To: Kirsten Squarcia <KirstenS@cupertino.org>; 'City Clerk' <CityClerk@cupertino.org> 
Subject: CC Agenda Item 15 ‐ Peggys slide 
 
Hi Kirsten, 
 
I plan to speak on CC Agenda Item 15 in a few minutes. 
Q:  Would you please put this attachment up when I speak on Agenda Item 15? 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Griffin 



GPA Application Process 
 
1) KEEP the GPA Application Process 
 
2) Postcard to the public needs BOTH PC and CC exact review dates 
 
3) Add definitions for: 

a) “substantial compliance” for authorized projects 
b) “minor amendments” regarding the 1-time re-submittal within 6 

months 
 

4) Timing  
a) Keep the 2 times/year 

 
5) Approval expiration – add one! 
 
 



CC 02-02-21 

#16 
Municipal Code 

Amendment, 
Regulation of 

Lobbying Activities 

Desk Item 



City of Santa Clara 
Registered Lobbyists - 3/19/2020 

Link to Registered Lobbyist List: https://www.santaclaraca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument?id=63338 
LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION TYPE OF LOBBYIST 

Barry Jude Catapult Strategies Contract 

Berg Jessica Berg Davis Public Affairs Expenditure 

Biehl Frank Santa Clara & San Benito Counties Building & Construction Trades Council Business/Organization 

Bini David Santa Clara & San Benito Counties Building & Construction Trades Council Business/Organization 

Borland Scott Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Breeze Elaine SummerHill Homes LLC Business/Organization 

Breeze Elaine SummerHill Apartment Communities Business/Organization 

Camille William J. William J. Camille Contract 

Cantore Vince Core Affordable Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Carrillo Pete Silicon Valley Advisors Contract 

Cedeno Daniel Pacific Gas and Electric Company Business/Organization 

Chandhok Rahul Forty Niners Football Company LLC Contract 

Corneli Bill Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Cunneen Jim Jim Cunneen Contract 

Davis Evette Berg Davis Public Affairs Expenditure 

Eimer Stephen F. Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Field Ben South Bay AFL-CIO Labor Council Business/Organization 

Gaines Dashiell Hunter Storm LLC Business/Organization 

Gomez Victor Pinnacle Strategy LLC Contract 

Gordon Hannah Forty Niners Football Company LLC Business/Organization 

Guido Al Forty Niners Football Company LLC Business/Organization 

Halbrook Claire Pacific Gas and Electric Company Business/Organization 

Hashimoto Raymond HMH Engineers Contract 

Hayden Erik Erik Hayden Business/Organization 

Head Joe SummerHill Homes LLC Business/Organization 

Head Joe SummerHill Apartment Communities Business/Organization 

Himmel Kenneth A. Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Hudacek Andrew Sares Regis Group of Northern California Business/Organization 

Hunter Derek K. Hunter Storm LLC Business/Organization 

Hyjer John Equity Residential Business/Organization 

James Cynthia Noble James, LLC Contract 

Kali-rai Sharanjit "Sean" Jackson and Main, LLC Contract 

Kamangar Katia SummerHill Homes LLC Business/Organization 

Kamangar Katia SummerHill Apartment Communities Business/Organization 

Karvasek Bradley Equity Residential Business/Organization 

Kaspar Nicholas Silicon Valley Central Chamber of Commerce Business/Organization 

Kaune Jason Pacific Gas and Electric Company Business/Organization 

Keipper Matthew Tasman East Urban Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Martin Dennis The Sausedo Company Contract 

Matchniff Carlene The Irvine Company Business/Organization 

McRobie Scott Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Mezzetti Robert Mezzetti Law Firm, Inc. Contract 

Miller Russell Forty Niners Football Company LLC Contract 

Moore Kevin Kevin Moore Contract 

Morley Sean Morley Bros LLC Contract 

Morley Eric Morley Bros LLC Contract 

Neale David Core Affordable Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Neale Chris Core Affordable Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Nielsen Vigo The Irvine Company Business/Organization 

Pirayou Ash Rutan & Tucker, LLP Contract 

Ring Paul Core Affordable Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Rodriguez Brenda South Bay AFL-CIO Labor Council Business/Organization 

CC 2-2-21 Item #16
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Registered Lobbyists in Other Cities

https://www.santaclaraca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument?id=63338


Ross Stephen M. Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Rupert Joshua Hunter Storm LLC Business/Organization 

Ryan Kevin Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Sabatino Scott Forty Niners Football Company LLC Business/Organization 

Sausedo Patricia The Sausedo Company Contract and Business/Organization 

Smith Jeff Sares Regis Group of Northern California Business/Organization 

Storm Edward D. Hunter Storm LLC Business/Organization 

Sullins Drew Equity Residential Business/Organization 

Truempler Rich Core Affordable Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Urhausen David South Bay AFL-CIO Labor Council Business/Organization 

Vanderboom Nicholas Tasman East Urban Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Widen Barry Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Witte Nicholas Tasman East Urban Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Witte William A. Tasman East Urban Housing LLC Business/Organization 

Young Joshua Related Santa Clara LLC Business/Organization 

Zamora Dianna South Bay AFL-CIO Labor Council Business/Organization 

Lobbyist Ordinance Exemption Form Listing 

LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION TYPE OF LOBBYIST 

Curran Jeff Pinn Bros. Development Filed Exemption, 10/7/2016 

Janson Chris Raintree Investment Corporation Filed Exemption, 10/20/2016 

Pinn Greg Pinn Bros. Development Filed Exemption, 10/3/2016 

Tersini Mark KT Urban Filed Exemption, 10/31/2016 

Dines Paul Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Siecinski Joseph Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Lal Ravinder Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Ross Roger Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Tobkin David D. Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Chandhok Rahul Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Coleman Sherri Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Ding Diana WeiPing Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Head Joe Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Kabert Sam Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Mariani, Jr. Lou Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Nand Sashi Lata Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Ratcliffe Barbara Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Boyd Christopher Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Barber Miles Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Pellecchia Christian Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Jagait Palvinder Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Nordmo Jan Eric Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 3/22/2017 

Beauchman Leon AT&T Filed Exemption, 9/24/2017 

Mendelsohn Bob Republic Urban Properties Filed Exemption, 10/3/2017 

Secoquian Joan Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 11/1/2017 

Kim Ken Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 11/1/2017 

Masoom Elnaz Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 11/1/2017 

Newborn Jamal Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 11/1/2017 

Porter Mark Santa Clara Chamber of Commerce Filed Exemption, 11/1/2017 

Gomez Victor Pinnacle Strategy Filed Exemption, 1/12/2018 

Lobbyist Referrals received by the City Clerk's Office 

LAST NAME FIRST NAME ORGANIZATION Status 

Carrillo Pete Silicon Valley Advisors Registered, 7/25/2016 

ATTACHMENT C
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McGuen Jeff Northern California Outfront Media Indicated was not required 

Smith Collin West for Outfront Media Indicated was not required 

Loscotoff Trudi Unknown community organization Indicated was not required 

Deibel Daniel Greystar Real Estate Partners Registered, 4/4/2017 

Thibodeaux Kathleen KM Thibodeaux Consultanting LLC Registered, 9/6/2016 

Curran Jeff Pinn Bros. Development Filed Exemption, 10/7/2016 

Stoner Michael Lake Street Ventures Indicated was not required 

Choksi Sureel Vantage Data Centers Indicated was not required 

Thomas Justin Vantage Data Centers Indicated was not required 

Mahan Patricia Law Offices of Patricia Mahan Letter sent, handled by CAO 

Janson Chris Raintree Investment Corporation Filed Exemption, 10/20/2016 

Pinn Greg Pinn Bros. Development Filed Exemption, 10/3/2016 

Moss Jonathan Prometheus Real Estate Group Inc Registered, 1/5/2017 

Milligan Shawn Shawn Milligan Land Company Registered, 1/5/2017 

Tuttle Nathan Prometheus Real Estate Group Inc Registered, 1/5/2017 

Tersini Mark KT Urban Filed Exemption, 10/31/2016 

Scharfberg Josh Allvision Indicated was not required 

Pirayou Ash Rutan & Tucker LLP Registered, 2/28/2017 

Hashimoto Raymond HMH Engineers Registered, 6/13/2017 

Hudacek Andrew Sares Regis Group of Northern California Registered, 6/22/2017 

Smith Jeffrey Sares Regis Group of Northern California Registered, 6/22/2017 

McDermott Sarah Unite Here Local 19 Registered, 8/28/2017 

Fernandez Enrique Unite Here Local 19 Indicated was not required 

Beauchman Leon AT&T 

Referred to CAO, 9/22/2017; Filed 

Exemption 9/24/2017 

Mendelsohn Bob Republic Urban Properties Filed Exemption 10/3/2017 

Gomez Victor Pinnacle Strategy Registered 12/4/2017 

Mezzetti Robert Mezzetti Law Firm Registered, 12/20/2017 

ATTACHMENT C
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Link to the Lobbyist Registration List: https://eservices.sccgov.org/loissearch 
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Link to Registered Lobbyist List: https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument?id=68902 

ATTACHMENT C
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https://www.sanjoseca.gov/home/showpublisheddocument?id=68902
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jenny Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2021 10:40 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Wording on legislative committee

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: 
 
I think we should proceed cautiously when we are changing the wording on the legislative Committee. Excessive job 
growth has caused tremendous problems. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jennifer griffin 
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