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Cyrah Caburian

From: Pratima Shah <pratima@bellomoarchitects.com>
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 4:25 PM
To: City Council
Cc: Homestead Homes; Jo Bellomo; Gian Martire
Subject: 6/15/2021 Hearing :19820 Homestead Road Responses to Council's Comments
Attachments: 1-19820 Homestead Road Responses to Council's Comments 06112021.pdf; 19820 Homestead Road 

05062021 Rev 1 Optimized.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. 

 
Respected Council Members,   
 
This is regarding General Plan Amendment Initiation request at 19820 Homestead Road. 
 
Thank you for your review and discussion of our project on April 6th.  
 
We appreciate your comments and guidance. We have submitted a revised design proposal and our project is on agenda 
for April 15th’s City Council meeting. 
 
I am enclosing a summary of responses to your comments in this email. 
 
Please lets know if you have any questions or concerns regarding the project. 
 
We would appreciate your support for this project. 
 
Thank You 
 
Pratima Shah 
 
Architect 
Joseph Bellomo Architects 
102 University Avenue, 3 C 
Palo Alto, CA 94301 
650 326 0374 ext 1 
 
www.bellomoarchitects.com 
www.bikearc.com 
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Project Name: 19820 Homestead Road, Cupertino, CA 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

Date: June 10 th, 2021 

To:     The Council Members, City of Cupertino 

Attn:  Gian Martire, Senior Planner   

Subject:  Responses to the City Council’s Comments 

City Council Hearing:  Date April 6th 2021 

Final Motion: 

Paul moved and Moore seconded a substitute motion for the applicant to come back 
within 30 days and in consideration of Council’s comments, with a revised proposal 
emphasizing the Below Mark Rate (BMR) aspect and community benefits relating to the 
BMR housing impact. 

Council’s comments: 
· require the homes adjacent to the single�family residents have a 12’ setback on
the second floor and a 9’ setback on the east border
· require a shadow study
· staff to look into reasonably noticing the neighbors
· include buffering and landscaping

The motion carried unanimously. 

Response to the City Council’s Comments: 

Comment 1: Require the homes adjacent to the single family residents have a 12’ 
setback on the second floor and a 9’ setback on the east border. 

Response:  The design proposal includes the following setbacks on the East Side 
1. On Ground Floor: 9 feet
2. Second Floor: 12 feet
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Comment 2: Require a shadow study 

Response: Please see sheet number A 21. 
A detailed shadow study has been performed for different days and times of the year. 
Shadow Study performed on June 21st (Summer Solstice) has been included in the 
submittal. The diagrams show the roof plan and a 3D view with shadows cast at 10 am, 
12 noon, 2 pm, 3 pm, and 4 pm. The study clearly shows that the shadows are not cast 
on neighboring residential buildings and will not shade the solar panels on the roof of the 
neighboring residence. 

Comment 3: Buffering and landscaping 

Response: This comment is regarding Privacy Protection Standards for Single Family 
Residential district to mitigate privacy impacts due to Second Story openings. 

On the East side of the property, which is abutting a Single-family Residential Zone, there 
are proposed 5 operable windows and two obscure (white) glass walls.  

Mitigation methods proposed: 
1. Planting of trees
2. Three windows with a sill level more than 5 feet above the finished second floor.
3. Two obscured, non-operable windows.

Proposed Landscape: There are three existing trees on the east side of the property, 
which will be retained. There is a mature Mulberry tree with a 30-inch trunk diameter on 
the neighboring property. Three additional trees have been proposed on the east side at 
locations, which will screen the second-story openings.  

The additional setback of 9 feet on the First floor and 12 feet on the Second Floor with 
landscape and trees will create a buffer between neighboring residential properties. 

Comment 4: Emphasizing the Below Mark Rate (BMR) aspect and community benefits 
relating to the BMR housing impact. 

Response: We studied the Below Market Rate Housing Mitigation Manuel. Our design 
proposal is aligned to the Goals of the City of Cupertino’s General Plan Housing Element. 

1: Goal HE-1: An Adequate Supply of Residential Units for All Economic 
Segments. 
• Goal HE-2: Housing is Affordable for a Diversity of Cupertino
Households.

The design proposal includes housing units of diverse sizes for diverse income groups. 
There are houses with 4 different sizes ranging from approximately 3,500 sq ft to 2,300 sq 
ft. It also includes two Accessory Dwelling units of 650 sq ft.  
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Accessory Dwelling Units are a valuable form of dwelling units and an essential 
component of the housing supply. ADUs provide housing for family members, students, 
the elderly, and others at lower prices in the neighborhood as well as provide additional 
rental stock in the City.  
 
2: Policy HE-4: Housing Mitigation: Ensure that all new developments - 
including market-rate residential developments-help mitigate project-related 
impact on affordable housing needs. 
 
 
As per the Staff Report dated April 6, 2021, City Council Hearing: 
 
Provision of affordable housing  
§ The Below Market Rate (BMR) Mitigation Program Procedural Manual requires that any 
residential development between one to six units either pay the Affordable Housing 
Mitigation Fee or provide one BMR unit. The applicant is proposing to pay the Mitigation fee 
(For reference, the current fee is equal to $20.88 a square foot.)  
§ The applicant will receive a credit for the existing unit on the site. Therefore, the 
calculation will be based on the three (3) net new units minus the garage and ADU square 
footages. At approximately 8,105 square feet, the estimated fee would be $169,232.40.  
 
As per the Staff Report published on June 10, 2021, 
 
The current fee is equal to $18.98 a square foot.  
At approximately 8,105 square feet, the estimated fee would be $153,832.30. 
 
The applicant proposes to pay an in-lieu fee of $ 30.00 a square foot. The estimated fee 
would be $ 243,150.00, which is $89,312.00 more than required by Below Market Rate 
Program Procedural Manual. 
 
 
 
Net Fiscal Impact: 
 
The proposed residential development shares the City of Cupertino’s Community Vision 
of maintaining and enhancing the quality of life. This vibrant improvement will revitalize 
this underutilized property, enhance the neighborhood and provide the most desirable 
housing in the City of Cupertino without causing any negative or Net Fiscal impact, on the 
contrary, generating revenue of $9,300 annually to the General Fund. 
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Community Benefit: 
 
In addition to the proposed housing, the development has a Land Dedication of around 
3000 square feet along Homestead Road. This is the Prime Real Estate that is dedicated 
to the “Future Easement” for Pedestrian and Vehicular circulation. 
 
There is no existing sidewalk along with the property. The applicant proposes to develop 
a sidewalk, a landscape strip, street trees, street lighting, benches, and Storm Water 
Management of the sidewalk way. The proposed street trees, the landscape along the 
sidewalk will enhance the streetscape and pedestrian experience.  
 
 

END 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



19820 Homestead Road, Cupertino
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19820 Homestead Road,Cupertino, CA

APPLICANT: HOMESTEAD HOMES
19620 STEVENSCREEK BLVD STE 280, 
CA 95070

CONTACT: ELLA SUN AND WILLIAM PAN
WPAN@WPANRE.COM
ELLASUN.HOUSE@GMAIL.COM

ARCHITECT: JOSEPH BELLOMO ARCHITECTS
102 UNIVERSITY AVENUE
PALO ALTO, CA 94301
(650) 326 0374

PROJECT ARCHITECT:
PRATIMA SHAH
PRATIMA@BELLOMOARCHITECTS.COM

CIVIL ENGINEER:

SURVEYOR: SANDIS
1700 S. WINCHESTER BLVD,
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

CONTACT: STEVE YAZALINA
SYAZ@SANDIS.NET

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:   GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT INITIATION

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 19820 HOMESTEAD ROAD, CUPERTINO, CA

APN: 316-04-064

OWNER: HOMESTEAD HOMES

EXISTING LOT ZONING: A1-43

OCCUPANCY: RESIDENTIAL

FIRE SPRINKLER: FULLY SPRINKLERED

TRASH / RECYCLING: ON SITE

INTEFACE ENGINEERING,INC
135 MAIN STREET, SUITE 400
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94105

CONTACT: JOEL CRUZ
JOELC@INTERFACEENG.COM LOT SIZE: 21,780 SQ FT

ROMIG ENGINEERS
1390 EL CAMINO REAL,
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

CONTACT: PAYUM VOSSOUGHI
PAYUM@ROMIGENGINEERS.COM

GEOTECHNICAL
ENGINEER:

A14 EAST AND WEST ELEVATIONS
A15 NORTH AND SOUTH ELEVATIONS
A16 ELEVATION FROM DRIVEWAY
A17 AERIAL VIEW
A18 STREET VIEW FROM HOMESTEAD

ROAD
A19 CONTEXT PICTURES
A21 SHADOW STUDY
C0 SITE SURVEY
C1 GRADING PLAN
L2 EXISTING TREE SURVEY
L4 LANDSCAPE CONSTRUCTION DETAILS
L5 PLANT PICTURES

A2 VICINITY MAP
A3 PARCEL MAP
A4 LAND USE PLAN
A5 CITY OF SUNNYVALE GENENRAL PLAN
A6 ZONING MAP
A7 ZONING CODE COMPLIANCE
A8 SITE PLAN
A9 SECOND FLOOR PLAN
A10 ROOF PLAN
A11 AREA CALCULATIONS
A12 PROPOSED SUBDIVISION
A13 GRAPHIC REPRESENTATION OF

CHANGE IN DENSITY

MECHANICAL, 
ELECTRICAL 
AND PLUMBING 
ENGINEERS:

SANDIS
1700 S. WINCHESTER BLVD,
CAMPBELL, CA 95008

CONTACT: STEVE YAZALINA
SYAZ@SANDIS.NET

A VIEW OF THE EXISTING BUILDING FROM  HOMESTEAD ROAD

PROPOSED ZONING 
AMENDMENT:

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT 

ARBORIST: DAVE DOCKTER

CONTACT: 
DAVEDOCKTER@COMCAST.NET

ANYI LANDSCAPE STUDIO

CONTACT: ANYI HUANG
ANYIHUANG@GMAIL.COM

LANDSCAPE 
ARCHITECT:

EXISTING LAND USE: LOW DENSITY (1-5DU/Ac.)

PROPOSED LAND USE: LOW MEDIUM DENSITY (5-10 DU/Ac.)

Rev 1
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19820 Homestead Road
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19820 HOMESTEAD ROAD

EXISTING GENERAL PLAN LAND USE : LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1-5 DU/Ac)

ADJOING PROPERTIES: 

NORTH : HOMESTEAD ROAD

EAST: SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE IN CITY OF SUNNYVALE
( ZONE: RO , GENERAL PLAN DEIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

SOUTH:SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE CITY OF SUNNYVALE
( ZONE: RO , GENERAL PLAN DEIGNATION: LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL)

WEST: PG&E PROPERTY (QUASI PUBLIC/INSTITUTIONAL)

Rev 1
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CITY OF SUNNYVALE GENERAL PLAN

19820 
HOMESTEAD 
ROAD, 
CUPERTINO

LOW DENSITY

LOW MEDIUM DENSITY LOW MEDIUM DENSITY Rev 1
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19820 Homestead Road

Rev 1
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GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT:

EXISTING LAND USE DESIGNATION:  LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (1-5 DU/Ac)

ONE RESIDENTIAL UNIT ON  18,900 SQ FT

RESIDENTIAL DENSITY IS: 2.3 DU/Ac

PROPOSED LAND USE DEISGNATION: LOW MEDIUM DENSITY (5-10 DU/Ac)

FOUR RESIDENTIAL UNITS ON  18,900 SQ FT

RESIDENTIAL DENSITY IS: 9.2 DU/Ac  

Rev 1
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INTERIOR LANDSCAPE TREE: LAGERSTROEMIA 'MUSKOGEE' -CRAPE MYRTLE 

SPRING 

INTERIOR LANDSCAPE TREE: CERCIS 

OCCIDENTALIS -WESTERN REDBUD 

PROPOSED PLANT PALETTE 

19820 HOMESTEAD RD. 

CUPERTINO, CA 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 10:06 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Homestead Road Project

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 was not able speak about the Homestead Project. Why was this 
project not considered as a Planned Development project? 
 
I am also concerned about what the neighbors said about  the 
project? 
 
I echo what Vice Mayor is saying. 
 
Thank you, 
Jennifer 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 10:09 PM
To: City Council
Subject: Homestead Road Project

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 concerned about the passage of SB 9 which means 
that any or these lots could be subdivided up to nine homes per  
lot. 
 
If SB 9 passes in the next few months can they put more houses 
on the lots? 
 
Thanks. 
 
Jennifer Griffin 



CC 06-15-21 
 
 

Oral 
Communications 

 
 
 

Written Comments 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jenny Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 7:33 AM
To: City Clerk
Subject: Fwd: SB 9 Gives Our Coastal Land Away to Development

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. 

 

Fyi. Please add to public record. Thank you. 

 
 
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ Original Message ‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Subject: SB 9 Gives Our Coastal Land Away to Development 
From: Jenny Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021, 7:29 AM 
To: "CityCouncil@Cupertino org" <CityCouncil@Cupertino.org> 
CC: "grenna5000@yahoo com" <grenna5000@yahoo.com> 
 
 
Dear City Council: 
 
Who are we giving our coastal lands away to? SB 9 is seeking to eliminate the California Coastal 
Commission? And we, as Californians, don't get a say on it? Some senators and some groups with 
Lots of money get to take away California's coastline just by throwing money at our "elected" 
State senators and assemblymembers? People accuse the robber barons of playing fast and loose 
With California in the past, but this is the past revisited! And trying to get rid of and eliminate CEQA? 
 
How stupid do these people or groups think the rest of California is? Is California their private 
Playground to take away from the rest of the people of the state? An autocrat trying to grab  
California by themselves for themselves? How do you run a state as an autocrat in the middle 
Of a nation of other democratic states? Do you take them over too? Have you seriously thought 
This out? How does any of this work? Someone was bound to notice something bizarre was 
Going on. 
 
Eliminate the California Coastal Commission and CEQA all at once, with one bill like SB 9 or 
Seven or eight or nine other bad bills? Democracy does not work like that. You are treating 
The state like a medieval monarchy of unlearned vassals who have no skills or altitudes of 
Their own. You cannot take the state over by manipulating politicians. It does not work 
Like that.  
 
Again, what planet are these autocrats or autocrat from? California is not a feudal domain to 
Be taken from her public without someone noticing. You don't get the beaches as yours or CEQA eliminated 
With one bill or nine in a stacked deck of subterfuge and big money. It does not work that way. 
California is a democratic state and it will remain one.  
 
You want our beaches and you want to eliminate CEQA? You have an educated public. California 
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Is not for the taking by an autocrat or autocrats of any kind. There goes the state, there goes the 
Nation. You can't have any of the beaches or eliminate CEQA anywhere without a say from the 
Public. It talks about tyrants in the constitution. California and Federal. This is a democracy, 
Not an autocracy from sea to shining sea. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 13, 2021 5:39 AM
To: City Clerk
Subject: Fw: Parking Problems on Santa Cruz Streets from ADUs

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. 

 
FYI. Please add to public record. Thank you. 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com> 
To: CityCouncil@Cupertino.org <citycouncil@cupertino.org> 
Cc: grenna5000@yahoo.com <grenna5000@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Sunday, June 13, 2021, 05:37:31 AM PDT 
Subject: Parking Problems on Santa Cruz Streets from ADUs 
 
Dear City Council: 
 
Santa Cruz and Santa Cruz County have begun to have parking problems 
on city and county streets because ADUs do not require on-site parking. 
 
ADUs allow many people to live on a property site and the site does not need 
to have adequate parking for all the vehicles from the additional ADU construction. 
This is a particular problem in the coastal areas as many of the homes are already  
on tiny lots and have limited on-site parking for the residences there already. 
Adding one or two ADUs to the lots cause problems because the two or 
three cars from the ADUs wind up on the adjacent residential streets and  
often, ADU residents will park their cars around the block or on other streets 
to have parking spaces, impacting the street parking for residents on those 
streets. 
 
This has been a growing problem for Portland, Oregon as neighborhoods built 
in the 1920s are winding up with clogged residential streets from newly constructed  
ADUs that do not require on-site parking on their originating lots, which are  
often only 5,000 square feet or less. One street has had five ADUs constructed 
in the last six months and people who live in homes and their families cannot  
even park in the neighborhood anymore. 
 
Santa Cruz and Santa Cruz County are especially impacted because of 
the proximity to the beach areas. There is already a demand for beach 
parking. The Coastal Commission has an overlay for communities near the 
beach areas.  
 
Excessive parking is especially problematic in these areas and an excess of 
ADUs with no on-site parking requirements will further burden the beach  
areas with excessive demands for parking.of these ADU cars. The fact that 
SB 9 is also trying to eliminate the Coastal Commission and CEQA is 
especially troubling. 
 
Why are we trying to get rid of the Coastal Commission and CEQA when it 
is obvious that excess parking from ADUs on already crowded residential  
streets in Santa Cruz and Santa Cruz County is already causing problems? 
Is there a connection, between this push to get rid of the Coastal Commission  
and CEQA and not requiring ADUs to have on-site parking? It sure seems 
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so.  
 
SB 9 is seeking to allow more building in coastal areas too. This is as much  
a problem for Santa Crux as well as San Diego and other coastal areas 
in California. Sb 9 is supposed to affect the whole state if enacted.  
 
It sure seems like California will have lots more problems from SB 9 
and also from the over-flowing of city streets from parking of extra ADU 
cars that cannot be parked on their primary housing sites. Santa Cruz 
and Portland, Oregon are already living the ADU parking drama. 
Get rid of the Coastal Commission and CEQA and I can predict there will  
be even more drama from excessive building and parking even more  
cars on unstable hillsides and coastal beaches. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: J Shearin <shearin.jen@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 4:35 PM
To: City Clerk
Cc: Cupertino City Manager's Office
Subject: Resignation of Deb Feng, City Manager

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 Kirsten: 
I have already emailed this to the City Council.  As I have a conflict for the Council meeting on Tuesday, can you 
add this to Written Communication, and also read it out for me during Oral Communication? 
 

Thank you very much! 
 

Jennifer Shearin 
 

-------------------- 
 

Dear Mayor Paul, and City Council members, 
 

I write to you to day to express my dismay that we have lost a great City Manager for Cupertino, Deb Feng. It is 
a true loss for our city and wider community. Surprisingly, there does not seem to have been any recognition 
planned by the City Council for her accomplishments on this, her last Council meeting. It’s a puzzling oversight 
by the Council and we, as residents, expect more from our Council.   
 

During her tenure of two years, Deb has accomplished quite a bit, including guiding our city through the 
extreme circumstances with the pandemic, helping our unhoused residents gain shelter, supporting the grant 
process for small local businesses, and dramatically improving the city’s public outreach through Coffee Talks, 
Community Forums, and more.  
 

Deb has the ability to listen to your concerns, dialogue with you to fully understand your issue, and then work 
with you and others to gain a resolution on that issue. During her time in Cupertino this didn’t mean that Deb 
would blindly advance the cause of whatever a resident would ask for; she was comfortable telling you what 
she wouldn’t do, including whether what you were asking for wasn’t good for the city or wasn’t likely to 
happen. This is true leadership, something that we residents would wish that all our elected and city staff will 
do.  
 

It’s a major accomplishment of hers that on many issues both large and small, she was able to “bring the 
temperature down” and get resolution or keep a project moving forward. This is a great skill of Deb’s, and will 
especially be missed by our city.  
 

It will be a huge task to find someone to replace Deb as City Manager who has the same skills, and it is sad that 
she will be sharing her expertise with another business or locality instead of ours. I wish to thank Deb for all her 



2

excellent and hard work on behalf of Cupertino during the past two years; I hope as a Council you will do the 
same and give her the proper recognition she deserves. 
 

Best Wishes, 
Jennifer Shearin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Connie Cunningham <cunninghamconniel@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 4:07 PM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Cc: Cunningham Connie
Subject: Oral Communications, June 15 Council Meeting:  Appreciation for City Manager Deb Feng!

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. 

 
Oral Communications, June 15 City Council Meeting:  Appreciation for City Manager Deb Feng! 
 
Dear Mayor, Vice-Mayor, and City Councilmembers: 
 
It seems not too long ago that I was shaking our new City Manager, Deb Feng’s, hand and greeting her in the lobby 
of City Hall.   Deb Feng has done a fantastic job as City Manager during an incredibly difficult time.  Handling the 
Covid emergency was an extraordinary job—ensuring essential city operations with a dispersed 
staff.   Communications, which are never easy, were made far more difficult by the need to work over Zoom, phone, 
email and other social media.    
 
As excellent managers do, she, gave credit to her staff for their very fine work keeping the City running.  One 
example is Bill Mitchell, Chief Technology Officer, who had developed an emergency plan for earthquakes, that 
worked well for the pandemic emergency.   
 
Other area leaders and voices have recognized Deb Feng.  She was recently named one of the 2021 Women of 
Influence by the Silicon Valley Business Journal! 
 
I particularly remember the extra special effort it took to arrange a new place for the people living in the Homeless 
Encampment at 280 last October.  Providing a pathway to housing for those unhoused residents took creativity and 
heart.  I thank her again tonight, for taking the time, and paying attention to the necessary details, to make it 
happen in partnership with Santa Clara County.  
 
I, also, remember well the Bird-safe Design and Dark Skies Ordinance process.  I very much appreciated her 
willingness to meet with various stakeholders, including Dr. Shani Kleinhaus, Santa Clara County Audubon Society 
Environmental Advocate, to ensure that all voices were heard. 
 
Many other activities have happened under her leadership: from immediate financial needs like rental assistance and 
grants for small businesses to the future oriented goals like the expansion of the Cupertino Library and the Lawrence 
Mitty park project.  She held many coffee talks and community forums to reach out to the community.  Small but 
important details like recreation, such as the virtual Big Bunny 5K, were not overlooked.   
 
I wish Deb Feng a long future of health and happiness. She will be successful wherever she chooses to go, and 
whatever she chooses to do.  Our city is better for her having been on our team.  Cupertino has been in excellent 
hands under her leadership.  
 
Very best wishes, 
Connie Cunningham 
Housing Commission Chair, self only 
Audubon Member 
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Resident for 34 years  
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Cyrah Caburian

From: City of Cupertino Written Correspondence
Subject: FW: Resignation of Deb Feng, City Manager

From: J Shearin <shearin.jen@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 7:11 PM 
To: City Clerk <CityClerk@cupertino.org> 
Subject: Fwd: Resignation of Deb Feng, City Manager 
 

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 Kirsten,  
Here it is again! 
 
Thanks, 
Jennifer 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 

From: J Shearin <shearin.jen@gmail.com>  
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 4:35 PM 
To: City Clerk <CityClerk@cupertino.org> 
Cc: Cupertino City Manager's Office <manager@cupertino.org> 
Subject: Resignation of Deb Feng, City Manager 
  

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 Kirsten: 
I have already emailed this to the City Council.  As I have a conflict for the Council meeting on Tuesday, can you 
add this to Written Communication, and also read it out for me during Oral Communication? 
  

Thank you very much! 
  

Jennifer Shearin 
  

-------------------- 
  

Dear Mayor Paul, and City Council members, 
  

I write to you to day to express my dismay that we have lost a great City Manager for Cupertino, Deb Feng. It is 
a true loss for our city and wider community. Surprisingly, there does not seem to have been any recognition 
planned by the City Council for her accomplishments on this, her last Council meeting. It’s a puzzling oversight 
by the Council and we, as residents, expect more from our Council.   
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During her tenure of two years, Deb has accomplished quite a bit, including guiding our city through the 
extreme circumstances with the pandemic, helping our unhoused residents gain shelter, supporting the grant 
process for small local businesses, and dramatically improving the city’s public outreach through Coffee Talks, 
Community Forums, and more.  
  

Deb has the ability to listen to your concerns, dialogue with you to fully understand your issue, and then work 
with you and others to gain a resolution on that issue. During her time in Cupertino this didn’t mean that Deb 
would blindly advance the cause of whatever a resident would ask for; she was comfortable telling you what 
she wouldn’t do, including whether what you were asking for wasn’t good for the city or wasn’t likely to 
happen. This is true leadership, something that we residents would wish that all our elected and city staff will 
do.  
  

It’s a major accomplishment of hers that on many issues both large and small, she was able to “bring the 
temperature down” and get resolution or keep a project moving forward. This is a great skill of Deb’s, and will 
especially be missed by our city.  
  

It will be a huge task to find someone to replace Deb as City Manager who has the same skills, and it is sad that 
she will be sharing her expertise with another business or locality instead of ours. I wish to thank Deb for all her 
excellent and hard work on behalf of Cupertino during the past two years; I hope as a Council you will do the 
same and give her the proper recognition she deserves. 
  

Best Wishes, 
Jennifer Shearin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 8:12 PM
To: City Clerk
Cc: grenna5000@yahoo.com
Subject: Fw: Hybrid Meetings

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. 

 
FYI. 
 
----- Forwarded Message ----- 
From: Jennifer Griffin <grenna5000@yahoo.com> 
To: CityCouncil@Cupertino.org <citycouncil@cupertino.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021, 08:10:28 PM PDT 
Subject: Hybrid Meetings 
 
Dear City Council: 
 
Cpuld you all discuss what hybrid city meetings will be? 
Does that mean zoom and in person? 
 
Thank you, 
 
Jennifer Griffin 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Jean Bedord <Jean@bedord.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 10:42 PM
To: City Clerk
Subject: Oral Communications for June 15, 2021
Attachments: Bedord-2021-06-15 Deb.docx

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 add my comments to Written Communications for this meeting.  
Thanks much! 
 
 
Warm regards,   
Jean Bedord 
 



June 15, 2021 

Good evening, Mayor Paul, honorable council members, and staff, 

My name is Jean Bedord and I am a resident of Cupertino.  I am here to 

express appreciation to Deb Feng and the excellent job she has done as 

city manager for the last two years in our city. 

 Deb did not sign up to guide the city through a pandemic, but I was 

impressed by her decisiveness in taking action, everything from sending 

employees home and closing facilities, as well as having to furlough 

those who couldn’t do their jobs under shelter‐in‐place.  Deb took 

actions to minimize the financial impact on the city budget, so the city 

remains fiscally strong.  With minimal hiccups, the city continued to 

operate remotely, through Zoom and technology. 

Deb also didn’t sign up for the challenges of the camps at Vallco, yet 

she forged partnerships with other agencies and West Valley 

Community Services to find housing for unhoused residents. 

Deb did more outreach than any other mayor in my over 20 years here 

in Cupertino, through her NASA talks, Coffee Talks, and community 

forums, including those in response to the Black Lives Matter protests. 

Deb, we will miss your warmth and leadership.  Thank you and best 

wishes for your next engagement with an organization that has a 

greater appreciation for your talents and leadership. 

So let’s not have this be farewell… but instead until we meet again. 

Thank you for your service. 

Jean Bedord 
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City Council  Minutes   June 1, 2021 

Seema Lindskog opposed  increasing  the budget  and  supported  funding  alternatives. 

(Submitted written comments).  

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.  

Wei moved and Willey seconded to:  

1. Authorize  the  City Manager  to  Award  a  Construction  Contract with  California

Commercial Fence Company in an Amount not to exceed $1,504,069, and Authorize the

Director  of  Public  Works  to  Execute  any  Necessary  Change  Orders,  up  to  the

Construction Contingency Amount of $300,814, for a Total Authorized Contract Amount

of $1,804,883, for the Regnart Creek Fencing Project;

2. Approve  Budget Modification  #2021‐143  increasing  appropriations  in  the Capital

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420‐99‐036) by $1,159,883 for the Regnart

Creek Trail Fencing Project;

3. Approve  Budget Modification  #2021‐143  increasing  appropriations  in  the Capital

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420‐99‐036) by $175,000 for Regnart Creek

Trail Project Contingency;

4. Approve  Budget Modification  #2021‐143  increasing  appropriations  in  the Capital

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420‐99‐036) by $25,000 for Regnart Creek

Trail and $30,000 for Regnart Creek Trail Fencing Project for additional design services;

and

5. Authorize the City Manager to Execute a First Amendment to Agreement 2021‐11, a

Master Agreement between the City of Cupertino and CSG Consultants, Incorporated,

to increase agreement amount from $500,000 to $538,045.

Chao made a substitute motion to continue this item to June 15 for the City Attorney and 

staff to conduct research on the suggestion of the members of public to create a private 

fund for the fencing cost. There was no second and the substitute motion died.  

Wei modified her motion to add a privacy fence reimbursement amount of $100 per foot. 

(Moore accepted the friendly amendment).   

Wei made a friendly amendment to modify the privacy fence reimbursement amount to 

$77 per foot. (Moore declined the friendly amendment, and it was not considered). 

Wei’s main motion as modified carried unanimously.  

CC 06-15-2021 Item No. 9
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Cyrah Caburian

From: benaifer dastoor <bddastoor@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 12:04 AM
To: Darcy Paul; Liang Chao; Jon Robert Willey; Hung Wei; Kitty Moore; Deborah L. Feng; Dianne 

Thompson
Subject: Motion made in council meeting of June 1st -  request correction of error in motion language
Attachments: A - Draft Minutes June 1st.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. 

 

Honorable Mayor Paul, City Council members, City Manager Deborah Feng, 

First, I would like to thank the council members for considering the privacy fence reimbursement issue in last 
council meeting of June 1st along with staff request and approving to cap the reimbursement cost for residents 
opting for precast concrete fence to $100.  Mayor Paul, your empathy for the impacted residents is very much 
appreciated. 

Reading the draft minutes of June 1st meeting to be approved in the upcoming June 15 meeting, I want to 
bring to your attention two errors in the motion which need correction/clarification: 

The city council in its meeting of 06/01/2021 approved staff request on proposed action agenda item 18 along 
with an amendment to reduce the reimbursement sought from the residents opting for precast concrete fence. 
The draft minutes to be approved in the upcoming June 15 council meeting includes the approved 
motion.  Point 6.  as written in the motion does not accurately reflect motion amendment made by Council 
Member Hung Wei to the motion and seconded by Council member Kitty Moore.   

6. Add a privacy fence reimbursement amount of $100 per foot. The motion carried unanimously  

The amendment in the motion was to reduce the reimbursement sought by the city from the residents opting for 
pre- cast concrete fence from $170 to $100.   The amendment was not to "Add a privacy fence reimbursement 
amount of $100 per foot" as mentioned in the written motion but to ‘reduce privacy reimbursement amount 
to $100 per linear foot for residents opting for precast concrete fence.’ OR ‘seek reimbursement of $100 
per linear foot from residents opting for precast concrete fence.’ 

Reference - Video recording of agenda item 18 amendment discussion starting at hour 5:11:00.  

I am requesting that motion/resolution wordings be corrected to accurately reflect the city council action during 
the city council meeting of 6/01/2021. It is important that public record documents reflect what the Council 
intended by adopting this resolution.    

Another minor error in the motion is the name of the person seconding the motion. The video shows motion 
proposed by council member Wei and seconded by council member Moore, while the written motion mentions 
council member Wiley as having seconded the motion. It may be a minor point because the motion was passed 
unanimously.  

A response is kindly requested. 
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Regards, 
Benaifer Dastoor 
 
PS: Attached for reference- draft minutes posted under agenda for June 15 meeting (approved motion on pg 15 
of the minutes) 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

DRAFT MINUTES 

CUPERTINO CITY COUNCIL 

Tuesday, June 1, 2021 

 

SPECIAL MEETING 

 

At 5:15 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Special City Council meeting to order. This was a 

teleconference meeting with no physical location. 

 

ROLL CALL  

 

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung 

Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the 

meeting. 

 

CLOSED SESSION 

 

Council went into closed session at 5:15 p.m. and reconvened in open session at 6:00 p.m. This 

was a teleconference meeting with no physical location. 

 

1. Subject: Conference with Real Property Negotiators (Government Code Section 54956.8). 

Property: Cupertino Municipal Water System. Agency Negotiator: Roger Lee. 

Negotiating Parties: City of Cupertino and San Jose Water Company. Under Negotiation: 

Terms for City Leased Asset. 

 

In open session after Postponements and Orders of the Day, Mayor Paul reported on the 

closed session held at 5:15 p.m.  

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

RECESS 

 

OPEN SESSION 

  

At 6:01 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul reconvened the Special City Council meeting in open session. 

This was a teleconference meeting with no physical location. 
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ROLL CALL 

 

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung 

Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the meeting. 

 

STUDY SESSION 

 

2. Subject: Recommendation from the Parks and Recreation Commission to approve funds 

in the amount of $92,900 for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-22 Community Funding Grant 

Program; annual funding for the Cupertino Historical Society in the amount of 

$20,000; and approval of final funding amounts for the Community Funding Program, 

to be included in the Recommended Budget for FY 2021-22. (Continued from May 18). 

Recommended Action: Consider the recommendation from the Parks and Recreation 

Commission to approve funds in the amount of $92,900 for the FY 2021-22 Community 

Funding Grant Program and consider annual funding for the Cupertino Historical 

Society in the amount of $20,000. Determine and approve final funding amounts for the 

Community Funding Program, to be included in the Recommended Budget for FY 

2021-22; and provide direction to staff. 

 

Assistant Director of Parks and Recreation Rachelle Sander gave a presentation. 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.  

 

Kiran Varshneya-Rohra, Seetha Lakshmi, and Shailendra Jain, on behalf of the Cupertino 

Library Foundation, supported funding for the Cupertino Library Foundation. 

(Submitted written comments). 

 

Sharon Blaine, Jennifer Furlong, and Neeraj Mathur, on behalf of the Cupertino 

Historical Society, supported funding for the Cupertino Historical Society. (Submitted 

written comments). 

 

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.  

 

Paul moved to continue this item to the Regular Meeting agenda at a time to be 

determined under Postponements and Orders of the Day. 

 

Moore made a friendly amendment to continue the item to the upcoming Special 

Meeting (Budget Study Session). (Paul accepted the friendly amendment).  
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Paul moved and Moore seconded to continue the item to the June 4 Special Meeting 

(Budget Study Session) at 6:00 p.m.  

 

Chao made a friendly amendment to complete the public comments and close the public 

hearing. (Paul and Moore accepted the friendly amendment).  

 

Paul modified his motion to reflect a 6:15 p.m. meeting start time on June 4. (Moore 

accepted the modification).  

 

Final Motion: 

Paul modified his motion to continue the public hearing to the Regular Meeting, for the 

purposes of concluding the public commentary, at a time to be determined under 

Postponements and Orders of the Day; and continue the remainder of the meeting to the 

June 4 Special Meeting (Budget Study Session) at 6:15 p.m., for the purposes of Council 

deliberation and decisions. (Paul and Moore accepted the friendly amendment). The 

motion as modified carried unanimously.  

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

REGULAR MEETING 

 

At 6:45 p.m. Mayor Darcy Paul called the Regular City Council meeting to order. This was a 

teleconference meeting with no physical location. 

 

ROLL CALL  

 

Present: Mayor Darcy Paul, Vice Mayor Liang Chao, and Councilmembers Kitty Moore, Hung 

Wei, and Jon Robert Willey. Absent: None. All Councilmembers teleconferenced for the meeting. 

 

CEREMONIAL MATTERS AND PRESENTATIONS 

 

1. Subject: Proclamation recognizing June as Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender, and 

Queer (LGBTQ) Pride Month 

Recommended Action: Present proclamation recognizing June as LGBTQ Pride Month 

 

Written materials for this item included a presentation.  

 

Ken Yeager, on behalf of BAYMEC Community Foundation, received the proclamation and 

gave a presentation.  
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Mayor Paul presented the proclamation recognizing June as LGBTQ Pride Month. 

 

2. Subject: Proclamation recognizing June as Men's Health Month 

Recommended Action: Present proclamation recognizing June as Men's Health Month 

 

Brittney Le, on behalf of Men’s Health Network (MHN), received the proclamation.  

 

Mayor Paul presented the proclamation recognizing June as Men's Health Month. 

 

3. Subject: Presentation from Women of Silicon Valley (WomenSV) 

Recommended Action: Receive presentation from Founder and Executive Director 

Ruth Darlene on the work and mission of domestic violence non-profit WomenSV 

 

Written materials for this item included a presentation.  

 

Council received the presentation from Founder and Executive Director Ruth Darlene 

on the work and mission of domestic violence non-profit WomenSV. 

 

POSTPONEMENTS AND ORDERS OF THE DAY  

 

Paul moved and Wei seconded to:  

 Provide the closed session meeting reports for June 1, May 24, and May 28 after 

Postponements and Orders of the Day; 

 Reorder the agenda to hear Reports by Council and Staff items 4 and 5 after the closed 

session meeting reports; and  

 Continue the remainder of the public commentary for the Special Meeting Study Session 

item 2 to the Regular Meeting.  

The motion carried unanimously.  

 

In open session, Mayor Paul reported on the Special Closed Session Meetings held at 5:15 p.m. (as 

noted under Closed Session) and on Monday, May 24 and Friday, May 28. 

 

For the Special Closed Session Meeting held on May 24, 2021: 

 

1. Pursuant to Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(1), conference with Legal Counsel 

regarding the following existing litigation:  

a. David Wessel and Karen Platt v. City of Cupertino et al., Santa Clara County 

Superior Court Case No. 20CV369211 

b. City of Arcata et al. v. Pacific Gas & Electric Co., San Francisco County Superior 

Court Case No. CGC-20-585483  
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c. Huang Family v. City of Cupertino, Santa Clara County Superior Court Case No. 

19CV347316.  

 

Council discussed with legal counsel these pending cases for which discussion in open 

session would prejudice the City in the litigation.   

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

2. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation. Initiation of litigation pursuant to 

Government Code Section 54956.9(d)(4) (two potential cases) 

 

Council discussed with legal counsel the potential initiation of litigation for two matters 

for which discussion in open session would prejudice the City in the potential litigation.   

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

For the Special Closed Session Meeting held on May 28, 2021: 

 

1. Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation. Significant exposure to litigation 

pursuant to Government Code section 54956.9(d)(2) (one potential case) 

 

Council discussed with legal counsel a threat of litigation for which discussion in open 

session would prejudice the City in the potential litigation.   

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

2. Conference with Legal Counsel - Anticipated Litigation. Initiation of litigation pursuant to 

Government Code section 54956.9(d)(4) (one potential case)  

 

Council discussed with legal counsel the potential initiation of litigation for one matter for 

which discussion in open session would prejudice the City in the potential litigation.   

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

3. Public Employee Appointment/Public Employment (Government Code section 

54957(b)(1)); Title: (City Manager) 

 

No reportable action was taken. 

 

City Manager Deborah Feng addressed her recent retirement announcement. Councilmembers 

recognized City Manager Feng for her service to the City.    
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SPECIAL MEETING STUDY SESSION – CONTINUED  

 

Council continued the Special Meeting Study Session item 2 for the purposes of hearing public 

comment. 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.  

 

Bruce Parsons supported maintaining the Historical Society funding as a budget line item and 

supported a community-wide plan for the Snyder-Hammond House.  

 

Lisa Warren was concerned about enforcement of the maintenance and security provisions in the 

lease for the Snyder-Hammond House and supported further investigation for funding. 

 

Orrin Mahoney talked about supporting upcoming Cupertino Rotary events.  

 

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.  

 

 ORAL COMMUNICATIONS 

 

Ankita Goyal supported the Dog Off-Leash Area (DOLA) at Jollyman Park and adding a future 

City Council agenda item to approve a permanent DOLA.  

 

Ruchika Varanasi supported the DOLA at Jollyman Park, prioritizing making the trial permanent, 

and talked about the benefits for the community. 

 

Mary Ellen Chell supported City efforts to address homelessness, the DOLA at Jollyman Park, and 

adding a future City Council agenda item to approve a permanent DOLA. 

 

Lauren Jacobs, on behalf of Silicon Valley Gun Violence Prevention Organization, supported 

agendizing and adopting the Santa Clara County Safe Storage of Firearms Ordinance. 

 

Louise Saadati, on behalf of the DOLA Leadership Group, supported the DOLA and adding a 

future City Council agenda item for approval of a permanent status. 

 

Jean Bedord read an email on behalf of Connie Cunningham supporting gun safety and the 

adoption of a safe storage of firearms ordinance. 

 

Steve Jacobs supported Council adoption of a safe storage of firearms ordinance to help prevent 

unintentional deaths of children and teen suicides. 
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Manajaya Hegde supported the DOLA at Jollyman Park and adding an item for approval of 

permanent status on a future Council agenda.  

 

Kelly Traver, on behalf of Cupertino Moms Demand Action, supported reducing gun violence, 

improving gun safety, and adopting a safe storage of firearms ordinance. 

 

Deepa Mahendraker supported the DOLA at Jollyman Park and adding a Council agenda item for 

the approval of a permanent status. 

 

John Selling supported Council adoption of a safe storage of firearms ordinance like many 

surrounding cities and educating children on the dangers of firearms. 

 

Rhoda Fry was concerned about the adequacy of Lehigh Cement’s bond to fund reclaiming the 

land for a secondary use and supported signage for the Quarry expansion proposals. 

 

Viggi34 talked about a restraining order issued against Charlene Lee and her police report. 

 

Danessa Techmanski was concerned about the maintenance of the Snyder-Hammond House and 

the departure of the former property caretaker/tenant.  

 

Charlene Lee was concerned about a restraining order issued against her and her police report. 

 

H Family was concerned about current litigation with the City regarding an illegal structure in her 

backyard. 

 

Council recessed from 8:17 p.m. to 8:23 p.m. 

 

REPORTS BY COUNCIL AND STAFF (10 minutes) 

 

4. Subject: Brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements 

Recommended Action: Receive brief reports on councilmember activities and brief 

announcements 

 

 Council received brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements. 

 

5. Subject: City Manager update on emergency response efforts 

Recommended Action: Receive City Manager update on emergency response efforts 

 

City Manager Deborah Feng reported on California’s Blueprint for a Safer Economy tier 

assignments, COVID-19 vaccination and testing information, and case rates. 
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Council received the City Manager update on emergency response efforts. 

 

Councilmember Willey re-joined the meeting after the Council recess.  

 

6. Subject: Report on Committee assignments 

Recommended Action: Report on Committee assignments 

 

Mayor Paul reopened Brief reports on councilmember activities and brief announcements and 

Councilmember Willey spoke. Mayor Paul closed Brief reports on councilmember activities and 

brief announcements. 

 

Councilmembers highlighted the activities of their various committees. 

 

7. Subject: The 2021 Annual Pavement Report 

Recommended Action: Receive the Annual Pavement Report 

 

Written communications for this item included a staff presentation.  

 

Public Works Project Manager Jo Anne Johnson gave a presentation. 

 

Council received the Annual Pavement Report. 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR (Items 8-14) 

 

Moore moved and Chao seconded to approve the items on the Consent Calendar except for Item 

Nos. 11 and 12 which were pulled for discussion. Ayes: Paul, Chao, Moore, Wei, and Willey. Noes: 

None. Abstain: None. Absent: None. 

 

8. Subject: Approve the May 4 City Council minutes 

Recommended Action: Approve the May 4 City Council minutes  

 

9. Subject: Approve the May 5 City Council minutes 

Recommended Action: Approve the May 5 City Council minutes  

 

10. Subject: Approve the May 11 Joint City Council, Planning Commission, and Housing 

Commission minutes 

Recommended Action: Approve the May 11 Joint City Council, Planning Commission, 

and Housing Commission minutes 
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11. Subject: Approve the May 18 City Council minutes 

Recommended Action: Approve the May 18 City Council minutes  

 

Written Communications for this item included Amended Attachment A – Draft Minutes 

(redline). 

 

Paul moved and Wei seconded for the City Clerk to make the correction as noted in the 

Amended Attachment A – Draft Minutes (redline) and bring back a clean version for 

Council approval at the June 15 meeting. The motion carried unanimously.  

 

12. Subject: Consider for Approval Mayor’s requested changes to Council Agenda-Review 

schedule. 

Recommended Action: Approve Mayor’s requested changes to Council’s Agenda 

Review schedule. 

 

Mayor Paul reviewed the requested changes to Council Agenda-Review schedule. 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.  

 

Peggy Griffin supported the requested changes to Council Agenda-Review schedule. 

 

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period. 

 

Moore moved and Wei seconded to approve the Mayor’s requested changes to Council’s 

Agenda Review schedule with an amendment to request staff work to accommodate 

Councilmember’s requesting agenda review meetings on Thursday’s. The motion 

carried unanimously. 

 

13. Subject: Consideration of Award of Construction Contract for the 2021 Pavement 

Maintenance Phase 1 - Project No. 2021-105 

Recommended Action: Award a Construction Contract for 2021 Pavement Maintenance 

Phase 1 Project, Authorize the City Manager to Execute a Contract in the Amount of 

$1,824,276.55 with O'Grady Paving, Inc. and Authorize the Director of Public Works to 

Execute any Necessary Change Orders, up to the Construction Contingency Amount of 

$182,428, for a Total Authorized Contract Amount of 

$2,006,704.55. 
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14. Subject: City of Cupertino's participation in the Santa Clara County Abandoned Vehicle 

Abatement Service Authority (AVASA) 

Recommended Action: Adopt Resolution No. 21-039 extending the City of Cupertino's 

participation in the Santa Clara County Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Service 

Authority (AVASA) 

 

SECOND READING OF ORDINANCES 

 

15. Subject: Consider and act on Ordinance No. 21-2227: “An Ordinance of the City Council 

of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter 10.90 of Title 10 (Public Peace, 

Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit housing and certain outdoor 

areas,” with multi-unit housing/residence defined for the purposes of this Ordinance to 

include attached single family homes and other property containing two or more 

attached units. 

Recommended Action: Conduct the second reading and enact Ordinance No. 21-2227: 

“An Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter 

10.90 of Title 10 (Public Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit 

housing and certain outdoor areas,” which includes a finding that the Ordinance is 

exempt from CEQA 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.  

 

Carol Baker, on behalf of Tobacco-Free Coalition of Santa Clara County and American 

Cancer Society Cancer Action Network, supported adoption of the Ordinance. 

 

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.  

 

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments. 

 

City Clerk Kirsten Squarcia read the title of Ordinance No. Ordinance No. 21-2227: “An 

Ordinance of the City Council of the City of Cupertino amending City Code Chapter 

10.90 of Title 10 (Public Peace, Safety, and Morals) to prohibit smoking in multi-unit 

housing and certain outdoor areas,” which includes a finding that the Ordinance is 

exempt from CEQA 

 

Chao moved and Wei seconded to read Ordinance No. 21-2227 by title only, and that the 

City Clerk’s reading constitutes the second reading thereof; and to enact the Ordinance. 

Ayes: Moore, Wei, Willey, Chao, and Paul. Noes: None. Abstain: None. Absent: None. 

 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
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16. Subject: Consider Approval of the Renewal with no Increase of the 1992 Storm Drain Fee 

and the 2019 Clean Water and Storm Protection Fee and an Increase in the Allowable 

Rebate Amount for Installation of Pervious Pavement Projects at Single-Family 

Residences and Duplexes. 

Recommended Action: Consider Adoption and Approval of: 

1. Resolution No. 21-040 (Attachment A) Approving the Renewal and Collection of the 

1992 Storm Drain Fee with no Increase in Rates for Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-2022; 

2. Resolution No. 21-041 (Attachment B) Approving the Renewal and Collection of the 

2019 Clean Water and Storm Protection Fee with No Increase in Rates for FY 2021-2022; 

and 

3. The Increase to an Allowable Rebate Amount for Installation of Pervious Pavement 

Projects at Single-Family Residences and Duplexes from $3 Per Square Foot with a $900 

Maximum to $3 Per Square Foot with a Maximum of $1,800. 

 

Written communications for this item included a staff presentation.  

 

Director of Public Works Roger Lee introduced the item and Environmental Programs 

Manager Ursula Syrova gave a presentation. 

 

Councilmembers asked questions and made comments. 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public hearing and, seeing no speakers, closed the public 

hearing. 

 

Wei moved and Moore seconded to:  

1. Resolution No. 21-040 (Attachment A) Approving the Renewal and Collection of the 

1992 Storm Drain Fee with no Increase in Rates for Fiscal Year (FY) 2021-2022; 

2. Resolution No. 21-041 (Attachment B) Approving the Renewal and Collection of the 

2019 Clean Water and Storm Protection Fee with No Increase in Rates for FY 2021-2022; 

and 

3. The Increase to an Allowable Rebate Amount for Installation of Pervious Pavement 

Projects at Single-Family Residences and Duplexes from $3 Per Square Foot with a $900 

Maximum to $3 Per Square Foot with a Maximum of $1,800. 

The motion carried unanimously. 

 

ORDINANCES AND ACTION ITEMS 
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17. Subject: Consider adopting a position on Senate Bill 612 (Portantino) Electrical 

Corporations and Other Load-Serving Entities: Allocation of Legacy Resources, Senate 

Bill 792 (Glazer) Sales and Use Tax: Retailers: Reporting, and Senate Bill 780 (Cortese) 

Local Finance: Public Investment Authorities 

Recommended Action: 1) Adopt a support position on SB 612, 

2) Adopt an oppose position on SB 792, 

3) Adopt a support position on SB 780, and 

4) Authorize the Mayor to send position letters to the state legislature. 

 

Written communications for this item included a consultant presentation.  

 

Assistant to the City Manager Katy Nomura introduced Legislative Consultant Casey 

Elliot with Townsend Public Affairs, who gave a presentation. 

 

Bena Chang yielded her time to Melicia Charles.  

 

Jennifer Griffin was concerned that Senate Bill 612 would trivialize decisions made by 

the PUC (Public Utilities Commission) and was undecided on Senate Bill 792. 

 

DaVina Flemings, on behalf of PGE, opposed Senate Bill 612 (Portantino). 

 

Melicia Charles, on behalf of Silicon Valley Clean Energy, supported Senate Bill 612 

(Portantino). (Submitted written comments). 

 

Moore moved and Wei seconded to:  

1) Adopt a support position on SB 612, 

2) Adopt an oppose position on SB 792, 

3) Adopt a support position on SB 780, and 

4) Authorize the Mayor to send position letters to the state legislature. 

 

Chao made a friendly amendment to vote on items 1 through 4 separately. (Moore and 

Wei accepted the friendly amendment).  

 

Final Motions: 

Moore moved and Wei seconded to:  

1) Adopt a support position on SB 612, 

The motion for Item 1 carried with Chao abstaining; 

 

2) Adopt an oppose position on SB 792, 

The motion for Item 2 carried with Chao abstaining; 
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3) Adopt a support position on SB 780, and 

The motion for Item 3 carried unanimously; 

 

4) Authorize the Mayor to send position letters to the state legislature. 

The motion for Item 4 carried unanimously. 

 

18. Subject: Consideration of 1) Authorization of Award of Construction Contract for 

Privacy Fencing; 2) Request to Increase Regnart Creek Trail Privacy Fencing Project 

Budget Allocation; 3) Request to Increase Budget Allocation for Regnart Creek Trail 

Project Contingency; 4) Request to Increase Budget Allocation for Regnart Creek Trail 

and Regnart Creek Fencing Design Services; and 5) Request to Execute a First 

Amendment to the Master Agreement Between the City and CSG Consultants, 

Incorporated to Increase Agreement Amount. 

Recommended Action: Recommend that the City Council: 

1. Authorize the City Manager to Award a Construction Contract with California 

Commercial Fence Company in an Amount not to exceed $1,504,069, and Authorize the 

Director of Public Works to Execute any Necessary Change Orders, up to the 

Construction Contingency Amount of $300,814, for a Total Authorized Contract Amount 

of $1,804,883, for the Regnart Creek Fencing Project; 

2. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $1,159,883 for the Regnart 

Creek Trail Fencing Project; 

3. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $175,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail Project Contingency; 

4. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $25,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail and $30,000 for Regnart Creek Trail Fencing Project for additional design services; 

and 

5. Authorize the City Manager to Execute a First Amendment to Agreement 2021-11, a 

Master Agreement between the City of Cupertino and CSG Consultants, Incorporated, 

to increase agreement amount from $500,000 to $538,045. 

 

Mayor Paul opened the public comment period and the following people spoke.  

 

Rhoda Fry supported waiting for lumber prices to drop. 

 

Jennifer Shearin opposed increasing the budget and supported funding alternatives. 

(Submitted written comments). 
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Seema Lindskog opposed increasing the budget and supported funding alternatives. 

(Submitted written comments).  

 

Mayor Paul closed the public comment period.  

 

Wei moved and Willey seconded to:  

1. Authorize the City Manager to Award a Construction Contract with California 

Commercial Fence Company in an Amount not to exceed $1,504,069, and Authorize the 

Director of Public Works to Execute any Necessary Change Orders, up to the 

Construction Contingency Amount of $300,814, for a Total Authorized Contract Amount 

of $1,804,883, for the Regnart Creek Fencing Project; 

2. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $1,159,883 for the Regnart 

Creek Trail Fencing Project; 

3. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $175,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail Project Contingency; 

4. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $25,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail and $30,000 for Regnart Creek Trail Fencing Project for additional design services; 

and 

5. Authorize the City Manager to Execute a First Amendment to Agreement 2021-11, a 

Master Agreement between the City of Cupertino and CSG Consultants, Incorporated, 

to increase agreement amount from $500,000 to $538,045. 

 

Chao made a substitute motion to continue this item to June 15 for the City Attorney and 

staff to conduct research on the suggestion of the members of public to create a private 

fund for the fencing cost. There was no second and the substitute motion died.  

 

Wei modified her motion to add a privacy fence reimbursement amount of $100 per foot. 

(Moore accepted the friendly amendment).   

 

Wei made a friendly amendment to modify the privacy fence reimbursement amount to 

$77 per foot. (Moore declined the friendly amendment, and it was not considered). 

 

Wei’s main motion as modified carried unanimously.  
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Final Motion: 

Wei moved and Willey seconded to:  

1. Authorize the City Manager to Award a Construction Contract with California 

Commercial Fence Company in an Amount not to exceed $1,504,069, and Authorize the 

Director of Public Works to Execute any Necessary Change Orders, up to the 

Construction Contingency Amount of $300,814, for a Total Authorized Contract Amount 

of $1,804,883, for the Regnart Creek Fencing Project; 

2. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $1,159,883 for the Regnart 

Creek Trail Fencing Project; 

3. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $175,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail Project Contingency; 

4. Approve Budget Modification #2021-143 increasing appropriations in the Capital 

Improvement Program Capital Projects Fund (420-99-036) by $25,000 for Regnart Creek 

Trail and $30,000 for Regnart Creek Trail Fencing Project for additional design services; 

and 

5. Authorize the City Manager to Execute a First Amendment to Agreement 2021-11, a 

Master Agreement between the City of Cupertino and CSG Consultants, Incorporated, 

to increase agreement amount from $500,000 to $538,045. 

6. Add a privacy fence reimbursement amount of $100 per foot.  

The motion carried unanimously. 

 

ORAL COMMUNICATIONS - CONTINUED (As necessary) 

 

COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMENTS AND FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS  

 

- Added an agenda item for an update on the Dog Off-Leash Area Trial - DOLA (Chao/Wei) 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

At 11:44 p.m., Mayor Paul adjourned the meeting.  

 

 

____________________________________ 

Kirsten Squarcia, City Clerk   



CC 06-01-21 
 

#11 
 

Proposed Recission 
of Emergency Order 

No. 20-01 (Face 
Coverings) 

 
 
 

Written Comments 



1

Cyrah Caburian

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 6:47 PM
To: City Clerk; City Council
Subject: 2021-06-15 CC Meeting - PLEASE PULL Consent Calendar Item #11

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 and City Clerk, 
 
Please PULL Consent Calendar Item #11 regarding the proposal to rescind the Emergency Order requiring face covering. 
 
Thank you! 
 
Sincerely, 
Peggy Griffin 



CC 06-01-21 
 

#22 
 

Accounts Payable 
Period Ending 
May 11, 2021 

 
Written Comments 



1

Cyrah Caburian

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 1:40 PM
To: City Council; City Clerk
Subject: 2021-06-15 CC Meeting:  Agenda Item 22 (CONSENT CALENDAR) PULL Item 22 May 11, 2020 Accts 

Payable

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 and City Clerk, 
 
I am requesting you PULL ITEM #22 from tomorrow nights’ Consent Calendar.  It’s Accounts Payable for the period 
ending May 11, 2020!!! 
 
I’m asking that the following questions be answered during the discussion of this item: 

1. This is over a year old!  Slipping it in just after May 3, 2021 makes it “appear” as if it’s the following week…until 
you look again and notice the year! 

a. Q1:  What happened?   
b. Q2:  Why is this coming up now?   

2. The checks have already been written and sent. 
a. Q3:  What does it mean for the City Council to “approve” these Accounts Payable? 
b. Q4:  What happens if they don’t approve it? 

3. Accounts Payable are closed at the end of each week. 
a. Q5:  Why doesn’t the Council receive the statements for approval every 2 weeks? 
b. Q6:  What’s causing this constipation and diarrhea? 

 
Flooding the Council and the public with these massive number of Accounts Payable statements is a way making the 
City’s expenditures less transparent because it’s difficult to review 10 statements all at once!   
 
IMPORTANT REQUEST:  Can the Council require the Accounts Payable statements to be presented for approval every 2‐
weeks as they become closed? 
 
Sincerely, 
Peggy Griffin 



1

Cyrah Caburian

From: Anne Ezzat <aezzat95014@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 11:29 AM
To: Darcy Paul; Liang Chao; Jon Robert Willey; Kitty Moore
Subject: Consent Calendar Item #22

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 Mayor Paul, Vice Mayor Chao, Council Member Wiley and Council Member Moore,  
 
I am writing to request that #22 be pulled from the consent calendar.  I am curious as to why this was submitted over a 
year late.  Is it a typo?  Does the city allow itself to be billed a year after a service is completed? 
 
It seems that there should be a deadline for submitting a request for payment.  It is unfair to staff to have to go through 
a collection of bills in short order, i.e, disrupts work flow.  It also does not give the processing staff time to examine the 
bills in case there maybe some questions regarding the bill. 
 
Thanks for your time and attention. 
 
Best regards,, 
 
Brooke Ezzat 



1

Cyrah Caburian

From: Peggy Griffin <griffin@compuserve.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 7:02 PM
To: Kirsten Squarcia
Cc: City Clerk
Subject: 2021-06-15 CC Mtg:  Item 22 Peggy's Slide
Attachments: Item 22-Peggys 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. 

 
Hi Kirsten, 
 
Please show this slide when I am allowed to speak on Item #22. 
 
Thank you, 
Peggy Griffin 



Item 22 – PULL Accounts Payable for period ending May 11, 2020! 
 

Please answer these questions: 

1. This is over a year old! 
a. Q1:  What happened?   
b. Q2:  Why is this coming up now?   

2. The checks have already been written and sent. 
a. Q3:  What does it mean for the City Council to “approve” these 

Accounts Payable? 
b. Q4:  What happens if they don’t approve it? 

3. Accounts Payable are closed at the end of each week. 
a. Q5:  Why doesn’t the Council receive the statements for approval every 

2 weeks? 
b. Q6:  What’s causing this constipation and diarrhea? 

 

IMPORTANT REQUEST:   

Require Accounts Payable statements to be presented for approval  

every 2-weeks as they become closed? 
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Budget Adoption 
Public Hearing,  

FY 2021-22 
 
 

Written Comments 
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Cyrah Caburian

From: Rhoda Fry <fryhouse@earthlink.net>
Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2021 5:26 PM
To: City Council; City Clerk; Cupertino City Manager's Office
Subject: 3 items regarding the budget

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 City Council, 
 
3 items regarding the budget 
 

A. The justification for building a basketball court is that the City has none of its own. I don’t think that is a 
reasonable justification. We have basketball courts throughout the City. The City does not need to have one of 
each of its own. If there is a deficit of basketball courts, then it should be considered. It worries me that the 
budget doesn’t even consider where this court would be, which is an indicator that this is an amenity that has 
not been well thought out. 

 
B. Why $750K for fixing up the pools at Blackberry Farm. How much have the pools been used by residents? 

Perhaps 1 pool should be fixed up and City should wait and see? If you average it out over the years, it just 
seems like an awful lot of money and is the City throwing good money after an amenity that isn’t used much by 
residents? There have been multiple upgrades of the pools. If I recall correctly, some were within the first 
budget of the corridor and then later. 

 
C. Other remnants left to be done from the corridor project are: 
1. Replacing the dead trees in the parking lot (most are gone now) 
2. Restoring the naturalized bird habitat at the ponds 
3. Redoing the water for the golf course. The City has water rights and used to use on site water to water the golf 

course. Now it is watered with San Jose water. The watering system was old a long time ago and it is even older 
and less efficient now and we’re running deep in to a drought season. Watering  needs to be more efficient and 
ideally with onsite water. A big cost of running the golf course (and many of our parks) is watering with potable 
water. Since COVID, there is a renewed interest in golf for young and old alike and I have to wonder how that 
pencils out as compared with the pools, for example. Maybe I’ve missed seeing numbers on that. Anyway, I do 
think that an investment in the watering system at various levels (re‐do some piping / get onsite working again) 
would save water (eco‐friendly) and save money. 

 
Thanks! 
Rhoda Fry 
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