






































































































































EXHIBIT B
n ,I’f .

RUGGERI-JENSEN-AZAR ENGINEERS ® PLANNERS ® SURVEYORS

Job No. 971047
August 4, 2015

Mr. Brian Dolan

Assistant City Manager [‘? E C E g \/E D

City of Pleasanton
123 Main Street AUG 05 2015
Pleasanton, CA 94566 ‘

CITY OF PLEASANTON
Re:  Lund Ranch IT PLANNING DIVISION

Dear Brian,

Enclosed are 4 copies of the following documents that you asked us to prepare related to the
Sunset Creek Lane extension:

=  Option A — Alternative without Walls (7/29/15)

= QOption B - Alternative with Walls (7/29/15)

= 24’ Road Alternative (7/29/15)

= Option A — Section A

= Option A — Section B

=  Option B — Section A

*  Option B — Section B

= Comparison of Sunset Creek Lane Extension Options

Please circulate copies to those listed below.

Very truly yours,

Ruggeri-Jensen-Azar /)

/i

ek Gerry Beaudin
Adam Weinstein
Steve Kirkpatrick

G:\Admin\Jobs-97\971047\dolan.101.doc
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August 3, 2015
Job No. 971047

Comparison of Sunset Creek Lane Extension Options

. Option B ) ;
Alternaii)vl:zt::i?htﬁlt walls Altsmative gi-tailliv;;"s A linlteel 21W§gggt Saﬂlt;m
Street Length 1175 1175’ 1175
Land Coverage' 2.7 Acres 1.5 Acres 2.3 Acres
e e tog
Road/Grading in + 25% Slope Area 1.7 Acres 0.8 Acres 1.6 Acres
Linear Feet of Fill in the Creek 110’ 110° 102’
Heritage Trees to be removed 21 12 20
Earfwark Cut: 11,100 CY Cut: 12,000 CY Cut: 7,300 CY
Fill: 10,900 CY Fill: 6,900 CY Fil. 8,600 CY
Maximum Depth of Cut 12’ 12’ 9’
Maximum Depth of Fill 18 18 18’
g“g;i;ﬂg){“d‘ Loads 1,234 1,334 812
Maximum Height of Walls® 10’ (at culvert) 12’ 8’ (at culvert)
Linear Feet of Walls 220’ 1,185’ 187
Average Wall Height 6.6™ 6.4’ 6.1

Street & associated grading
For visual reference only
Exposed portion of wall

At culvert only

HPON =

G:\Admin\Jobs-97\971047\Options of Sunset Creek Lane Extension .docx




EXHIBIT C

Adam Weinstein

From:

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2015 10:17 AM
To: Adam Weinstein

Subject: Planning commission meeting.
Dear Adam,

I live in Ventana Hills on Hopkins Way and attended the first hour and a half of last nights meeting.
I wanted to get up and speak, but didn't feel comfortable doing so. I thought Andy Albritten did a
wonderful job speaking for our development and what I had to say was becoming too heartfelt.
With no prepared speech I risked being an emotional mess.

When I moved to Pleasanton the road to Middleton had not yet opened. It opened about 3-6
months after my family settled in. Of course the big difference is the traffic that started going past
my house...mostly it is at commuter times like; early morning, school ending, and of course after
the work hour. I have made some friends from that development, one in fact has become like a
sister to me. I would hate to have to circle around to drive to her house or vise versa.....but life
would go on if T had to.

My point last night if I spoke was going to be the drive- by traffic. I think that is really the only
issue that the Bridle Creek development is really worried about but is banking on "environmental
issue" to hold more water. It is a concern but one that could be addressed and address some
realistic fears.

When you drive down a hill, you pick up speed and many of the occupants from Middleton
neighborhood have zoomed through at one time or another and I must also say that they mostly do
not stop at the STOP sign at corner of Hopkins and Independence. They slow down but stopping
is not something that is happening much the time.

Let me also add that many of them have slowed down after some of our residents have gone up to
speak with them. Sometimes you can't slow the kids down but they go to college and then the threat
of them running something or someone over is no longer there.

I think that this fast driving issue needs to be taken in consideration when building the new roads.
People don't get tickets in our neighborhood for speeding through even though as a person living
here I see it is very dangerous. Like others in my neighborhood I have a small backyard and when
my kids were young they played a lot up front. Many of the houses in Ventana Hills are not that far
from the street, especially on Independence. I do not think that the people who speed through are
aware of the dangers they are imposing on the people whose homes they are driving by. We have
dogs and cats and children.....and no one wants anyone to get hurt, Not the people living there and
not the people driving. I have a few suggestions that might help out like speed bumps going down
hill, a sign that tells you when we are exceeding the speed limit and certainly at least a sign with the
speed limit posted would be helpful. I saw a sign in a neighborhood in Dublin that said...."Drive
Like your Children Live Here" I loved that!



I think this is the biggest fear of having cars go through your development past your home. As I
said before I know many of the people who live up on Middleton and many people wave as they go
past, so it is not the people who are the issue, or even their driving past my or your home that is the
issue, but it is the carelessness and speed with which many of them do on a tear to get somewhere
because they are late or in a rush to arrive at home.

One dark winter morning I was outside with my dogs. I have three. Two little ones that have to be
on a lease and a black docile friendly lab that was a Guide Dog for the Blind who had bad elbows
so couldn't pull a harness. I only tell you this to emphasize his disposition. He is very docile and
friendly. Itook them out in the front as I do every morning to relieve themselves because my entire
backyard is concrete and they will go quickly for me out front. My black lab must have seen small
animal and ran into the street. A car from up on Middleton, whose windows were iced up except
for the hole in the middle that the driver must have scrapped for himself/herself to see out of. The
driver could not have seen my dog as it was pitch black outside and so is my dog. He missed my
dog by inches. It was a good wake up call for me. Now he wears a reflector whenever he is
outside...and yes, he is not supposed to be off leash so it would have been my fault if he got hit . If
he had gotten hit it would have been a tragedy for everyone involved....dog, me, my family, the
driver of the car, his family. My point is that just because you are the driver may not be seeing
everything. AND he /she was speeding down that darn hill!

That is what I came to say last night but couldn't listen any longer to people professing to have
environmental concerns about a road being built and inadvertently threatening to sue the city ! 1
think if you are going to argue something that is personal to you should at least fess up what are
your real concerns. They are scared of the unknown, I understand that.

I was also wondering if you could tell me the outcome of last nights meeting? Was there a vote?
Did anything get resolved?

Thank you for taking time to read this email.

Kindest regards,
Rachel Harold



Adam Weinstein

From: KRISTI MAY

Sent: Monday, August 17, 2015 12:59 PM
To: Adam Weinstein

Subject: Lund Ranch 2

Mr Weinstein,

We have lived in the Mission Hills neighborhood since 1989 and would like to have our input on Lund Ranch II considered. We are in
favor of supporting the promises made by Pleasanton to it's residents, and if this needs to be built, that it go through Sycamore Creek
for access. Some of the following is copied from others, but totally shares my opinion:

1. At the end of Sycamore Creek there's a sign that reads "Future Extension of Sycamore Creek Way". At the end of
Lunch Ranch Road, there's simply a gate with no sign indicating a future extension.

2. Junipero, Independence and Lund Ranch neighborhoods were told 25 years ago (when they bought those
properties) that Lund Ranch Road would NOT be extended.

3. If you look at an ariel view of the neighborhoods, the proposed new development is a straight shot over Sycamore
Creek Way from Sunol Blvd. The Junipero/Independence/Lund/ route (in comparison) is a total maze and makes no
sense.

4. Sycamore Creek Way residents were apparently told (when they purchased their homes) that the road would
potentially be extended. If the developer did not tell them this or told them something different, that is not
Pleasanton's fault. Anyone who buys a home knows they can not believe what a developer tells then and that you
must do your own research on a neighborhood.

5. When Sycamore Creek was built, the road was built to accomodate this traffic and is very wide and the houses are
set back significanlty from the road.

6. On Junipero that winds by Mission Hills park where small children play every day, the road is narrow and the
houses are set very close to the road. This has become a significant cut through with the extension of Valley.
Intentionally planning on putting more traffic through this neighborhood makes no sense. I walk both of these
neighborhoods all of the time and the difference in traffic and comfort is significant.

7. I *with obviously most of Pleasanton), voted for PP. We all wanted to protect Pleasantons beauty. This is now
being interpreted in a way to protect peoples individual self interests.

I don't live right by this immediate area, so don't really have a vested interest. But I feel I have to stand up for my

Pleasanton neighbors and say that they are being taken advantage of. If we can't trust our city, who can we trust?
Please do the right thing and keep the promises that were made and make this right for Pleasanton.

Thank you!

Kristi May Accounting Services Representing PBWC 5833 San Juan Way Pleasanton, Ca. 94566 925-417-0821 Office 510-473-3729
Fax kristimay@pbwc.org




Maria Hoex —_—

Subject: Lund Ranch II Development

From: John Halim

Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 10:37 AM
To: Maria Hoey; Adam Weinstein
Subject: Lund Ranch Il Development

Hello,

We strongly oppose any road connections from Lunch Ranch Il Development to Ventana Hills.

Ever since we moved to Ventana Hills in July 1989 (26 years ago), our understanding of the city plan has always been for
any roadway connections from Lunch Ranch Il to use the Bridle Creek Road circulation system. To deviate from the plan

now is totally unfair and unacceptable!

Regards,
John & Su Halim



Maria Hoey

Subject: Opposition to any road connection from Lund Ranch II development to Ventana Hills!

From: Lingchi Wang

Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2015 11:06 AM

To: Maria Hoey

Cc: Mary Wang; Lingchi Wang

Subject: Opposition to any road connection from Lund Ranch Il development to Ventana Hills!

Dear Planning Committee:
We are the residents at Ventana Hills. We like you to hear our honest opinions on Lund Ranch Il development.

We strongly oppose any road connection from Lund Ranch Il development to Ventana Hills. We also firmly believe that
any roadway connection should connect into the Bridle Creek Road circulation system which has been planned for 25+
years. We also believe that Measure PP interpretation that a road is a structure is really wrong.

We joined this very nice and friendly Ventana Hills neighborhood three years ago. The main reason why we moved to
Pleasanton/Ventana Hills is because of a very beautiful park — Mission Hills Park which is a park for all neighborhood
communities. Almost every day, we take our kids to the Mission Hills Park if weather allows. We meet and talk to not
just our Ventana neighbors, but also friends from other communities like the Sycamore Heights community. Lots of kids
come to the park and play the Soccer or other games after the school every day. That is what we truly like to see. We
enjoy it. But we always have a safety concern on our mind because of the heavy traffic around the park. When kids came
to the park and played, coming cars did not really see that they were crossing the small road sometime. Even some
drivers were not patient and did not wait for kids to be fully across the road. It makes us worry about that a traffic
incident may happen anytime.

If we connect Lund Ranch Il development to Ventana Hills, we deeply believe that the traffic around the Mission Hills
Park will be much much worse. We foresee that traffic accidents around the park are doomed to happen. For giving our
kids and neighborhood a safe place to play and walk, we should not connect Lund Ranch Il development to Ventana
Hills.

We hope that the Planning Committee is willing to hear our honest opinions and make a right decision — Any roadway
connection should connect into the Bridle Creek Road circulation system.

Sincerely,

Wang family



Maria Hoey

Subject: Lund Ranch II

From: Bill and Carolyn Lincoln

Sent: Friday, August 21, 2015 11:44 AM
To: Maria Hoey

Subject: Lund Ranch II

Good morning, Commissioners.

The never-ending Lund Ranch Il saga continues for all--the Commissioners, the developer, the neighborhoods, the
citizens of Pleasanton, and of course our environment. We hope that the vote you make next Wednesday evening will
close this chapter and move your recommendation forward for city council action.

The purpose of this email is to highlight and summarize our perceptions of arguments, discussions, and project analysis
from meetings held on Lund Ranch Il over the past several years.

ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF USING SUNSET CREEK LANE FOR ACCESS TO THE LUND RANCH Il PROJECT;

l. The existence of a memo of understanding signed 25 years ago by Shapell Homes and an ad hoc group of 5 or 6
Ventana Hills neighbors for Shapell to use their "best efforts" to route Lund Ranch access through roads other than Lund
Ranch Road.

2. Prevents more traffic from utilizing current roads used to access Lund Ranch.
ARGUMENTS IN FAVOR OF USING LUND RANCH ROAD FOR ACCESS TO THE LUND RANCH Il PROJECT:

1. Lund Ranch Road has been used continuously for over 70 years as access to the ranch property. Shapell Homes no
longer exists, and has no interest or commitment to the Lund Ranch Il project by Greenbrier Homes. The memo was
signed many years ago by a small group of neighbors, not an elected committee or HOA representing their whole
neighborhood. The memo is non-binding and not a contract that is enforceable in court.

2. Greenbrier Homes, the developer, strongly prefers use of Lund Ranch Road for project access.

3. Infrastructure is already in place at the end of the paved portion of Lund Ranch Road for simpler extension to the 50
home project. From Sunset Creek Lane, it would require an additional distance of 200 to 300 yards of grading and
construction to reach the project.

4. The neutral and objective EIR strongly recommends the use of Lund Ranch Road over other alternatives for project
access.

5. There will be far less impact to the environment (ie tree removal, grading, creek reconstruction, etc) using Lund Ranch
Road.

6. Lund Ranch Road and other current roads utilized for access to the ranch are 8 feet wider than Sunset Creek Lane,
allowing for

easier and safer two-way vehicle trips, while still permitting parking on both sides of the roads. Sunset Creek Lane would
need parking removed to be equally safe for two-way traffic.

7. Lund Ranch Rd has access to 2 main collector roads (Sunol Blvd and Bernal Ave); Sunset Creek Lane, only one
(Sunol Bivd).

8. There are already 4 traffic-calming stop signs between Lund Ranch Rd and Sunol Blvd, and only 2 (both roundabouts)
between Sunset Creek Lane and Sunol Blvd. The roundabout at Sunset & Hanifen is dangerous due to its downhill

1



approach, and reduced visibility if cars are parked adjacent to the roundabout. We suggest that the Commissioners drive
it from several directions to see for yourselves.

9. Additional traffic-calming devices (ie speed bumps, etc) offered over the years by the city are available but have
always been rejected by the Lund RanchRd/Ventana Hills neighborhoods.

10. The Sycamore Creek Way/Sycamore Road juncture already has inherited the Callippe Golf Course traffic (300-400
trips per day)
and most of the Happy Valley traffic getting to and from Sunol Blvd.

11.Due to 680 traffic backup, on many midweek mornings it is next to impossible to turn south onto Sunol Blvd from
Sycamore Road. Sometimes one must wait through 3 or 4 signal changes to get on without illegally blocking the
intersection.

12. An extension of Sunset Creek Lane as access into the Lund Ranch Il project will require traversing slopes over 25
degrees, many cubic yards of hillside grading, the addition of retaining walls, and generally far greater damage to our
environment.

13. Pleasanton voter-passed Measure PP trumps all other agreements, city plans, and development objectives and must
be supported by all, especially our elected and appointed officials. Looking for loopholes and making exceptions
compromises and violates the intent of the measure, and would establish a serious and damaging precedent that could be
followed in the future.

We have faith that you will use good judgment and do the right thing, Commissioners. Your important and potentially
precedent-setting vote is critical for the future of all Pleasanton residents and can help to insure that the ridges and
hillsides that make our city special will be preserved for generations to come. For the reasons listed above, please send
the city council a unanimous vote for the continued use of Lund Ranch Rd for access into Lund Ranch. Thank you for
considering our thoughts in this email.

Bill and Carolyn Lincoln
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