Planning Commission

REGULAR MEETING AGENDA

Date: 4/13/2026

Time: 7:00 p.m.
aITY oF Location: Zoom.us/join — ID# 846 9472 6242 and
MENLO PARK City Council Chambers

751 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025

Members of the public can listen to the meeting and participate using the following methods.
How to participate in the meeting

e Access the live meeting, in-person, at the City Council Chambers
e Access the meeting real-time online at:
zoom.us/join — Meeting ID# 846 9472 6242
e Access the meeting real-time via telephone (listen only mode) at:
(669) 900-6833
Regular Meeting ID # 846 9472 6242
Press *9 to raise hand to speak
e  Submit a written comment online up to 1-hour before the meeting start time:
planning.commission@menlopark.gov*
Please include the agenda item number related to your comment.

*Written comments are accepted up to 1 hour before the meeting start time. Written messages are
provided to the Planning Commission at the appropriate time in their meeting.

Subject to change: The format of this meeting may be altered or the meeting may be canceled. You may
check on the status of the meeting by visiting the city website menlopark.gov. The instructions for logging on
to the webinar and/or the access code is subject to change. If you have difficulty accessing the webinar,
please check the latest online edition of the posted agenda for updated information
(menlopark.gov/agendas).

Regular Meeting

A. Call To Order

B. Roll Call
C. Reports and Announcements
D. Public Comment

Under “Public Comment,” the public may address the Commission on any subject not listed on the
agenda. Each speaker may address the Commission once under public comment for a limit of three
minutes. You are not required to provide your name or City of residence, but it is helpful. The
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Commission cannot act on items not listed on the agenda and, therefore, the Commission cannot
respond to non-agenda issues brought up under Public Comment other than to provide general
information.

E. Consent Calendar
E1l.  Approval of minutes from the March 23, 2026 Planning Commission meeting (Attachment)
F. Public Hearing Items

F1. Conditional Development Permit Amendment and Major Modification/Meta Platforms Inc./
1 Hacker Way:
Request for review of a major modification to construct a three-story atrium between Buildings 12
and 14, and to construct exterior modifications and a new entry pergola at the main entrance of
Building 10. The project would include interior demolition of gross floor area (GFA) to
accommodate the additional GFA in the atrium. The project requires an amendment to the Meta
East Campus conditional development permit (CDP) to increase the maximum height allowed for
the new atrium to a maximum of 62 feet where the maximum height of Buildings 12 and 14 is
currently limited to 48 feet. The proposed height increase would only apply to the proposed atrium
and would not change the allowed height of Buildings 12 and 14. The proposed amendments to
the CDP also include removal of conditions in the CDP for required roadway improvements that
have been completed and correction of existing building heights. Determine this action is
categorically exempt under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301’s Class 1 exemption for existing
facilities. (Staff report #26-008-PC)

F2. Zoning Ordinance Amendments to Chapter 16.79 (Accessory Dwelling Units):
Consider and make a recommendation to the City Council to amend Chapter 16.79 (Accessory
Dwelling Units) of Title 16 of the Menlo Park Municipal Code (the “Zoning Ordinance”) by repealing
existing regulations and adopting updated regulations for consistency with State law and
incorporating local objective standards as allowed by State law. (Staff report #26-009-PC)

H. Informational Items
H1. Future Planning Commission Meeting Schedule — The upcoming Planning Commission meetings

are listed here, for reference. No action will be taken on the meeting schedule, although individual
Commissioners may notify staff of planned absences.

e Regular Meeting: April 27, 2026
e Regular Meeting: May 4, 2026

l. Adjournment

At every regular meeting of the Planning Commission, in addition to the public comment period
where the public shall have the right to address the Planning Commission on any matters of public
interest not listed on the agenda, members of the public have the right to directly address the
Planning Commission on any item listed on the agenda at a time designated by the chair, either
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before or during the Planning Commission’s consideration of the item.

At every special meeting of the Planning Commission, members of the public have the right to
directly address the Planning Commission on any item listed on the agenda at a time designated by
the chair, either before or during consideration of the item. For appeal hearings, appellant and
applicant shall each have 10 minutes for presentations.

If you challenge any of the items listed on this agenda in court, you may be limited to raising only
those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, or in written
correspondence delivered to the City of Menlo Park at, or before, the public hearing.

Any writing that is distributed to a majority of the Planning Commission by any person in connection with an
agenda item is a public record (subject to any exemption under the Public Records Act) and is available by
request by emailing the city clerk at jaherren@menlopark.gov. Persons with disabilities, who require auxiliary
aids or services in attending or participating in Planning Commission meetings, may call the City Clerk’s Office
at 650-330-6620.

Agendas are posted in accordance with Cal. Gov. Code §54954.2(a) or §54956. Members of the public can
view electronic agendas and staff reports by accessing the city website at menlopark.gov/agendas and can

receive email notifications of agenda postings by subscribing at menlopark.gov/subscribe. Agendas and staff
reports may also be obtained by contacting City Clerk at 650-330-6620. (Posted: 4/8/2026)
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CITY OF

Planning Commission

REGULAR MEETING DRAFT MINUTES

Date: 3/23/2026
Time: 7:00 p.m.
Location: Zoom.us/join — ID# 846 9472 6242 and

MENLO PARK City Council Chambers

E1l.

751 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025

Call To Order
Chair Andrew Ehrich called the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m.
Roll Call

Present: Andrew Ehrich (Chair), Ross Silverstein (Vice Chair), Katie Behroozi, Linh Dan Do, Katie
Ferrick, Jennifer Schindler, Misha Silin

Staff: Matthew Ball, Assistant Planner; Rachel Londer, Sustainability Manager; Kyle Perata,
Assistant Community Development Director; Thomas Smith, Principal Planner; Brian Toy, Associate
Planner; Mary Wagner, City Attorney’s Office

Reports and Announcements

Mr. Perata said the City Council’'s March 24, 2026 meeting would be held at the Belle Haven
Community Campus and the Council would review the 2025 General Plan Annual Progress Report
and conduct a study session on cost of services for the City.

Public Comment

Chair Ehrich opened public comment and closed public comment as no persons requested to speak.

Consent Calendar

Chair Ehrich opened public comment on this item and closed public comment as no persons
requested to speak.

Commissioner Silverstein asked that item E1 be pulled from the Consent Calendar. Chair Ehrich
agreed and asked for a motion on the remaining Consent Calendar item E2.

Approval of minutes from the February 23, 2026, Planning Commission meeting (Attachment)

Commissioner Silverstein said he wanted to add specific language to the minutes for Item F1
toward the end of the discussion on that item, to read: “Vice Chair Silverstein stated that he believed
that staff is incorrectly interpreting AB 2097 and applying it incorrectly on this project and on other
projects. Staff agreed to look into that further.”

ACTION: Motion and second (Silverstein/Behroozi) to approve the minutes of the February 23, 2026
meeting with the following modifications; passes 6-0 with Commissioner Silin abstaining.
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e |tem F1, at the end of the discussion add: “Vice Chair Silverstein stated that he believed that
staff is incorrectly interpreting AB 2097 and applying it incorrectly on this project and on other
projects. Staff agreed to look into that further.”

E2.  Approval of minutes from the March 9, 2026 Planning Commission meeting (Attachment)

ACTION: Motion and second (Behroozi/Silin) to approve the Consent Calendar consisting of the
minutes from the March 9, 2026 Planning Commission meeting; passes 7-0.

F. Public Hearing Items

F1. Use Permit/Hao Wang/2031 Santa Cruz Ave.:
Consider and adopt a resolution to approve a use permit to demolish an existing single-story,
single-family residence and detached garage and construct a new two-story, single-family
residence on a substandard lot with regard to lot width and lot area in the R-1-U (Single-Family
Urban) zoning district and determine this action is categorically exempt under CEQA Guidelines
Section 15303'’s Class 3 exemption for new construction or conversion of small structures. The
project includes an attached ADU (accessory dwelling unit), which is a permitted use and not
subject to discretionary review. (Staff report #26-005-PC)

Planner Toy said staff had no updates to the written report.
Hao Wang, project architect, spoke on behalf of the project.
Chair Ehrich opened the public hearing and closed it as no persons requested to speak.

ACTION: Motion and second (Silverstein/Ferrick) to adopt a resolution approving the item as
presented; passes 7-0.

F2. Architectural Control and Sign Review/Amal Karimi/1215 El Camino Real:
Consider and adopt a resolution to approve an architectural control permit revision to replace
exterior materials and colors to modernize the existing building, remove the existing tower element
from the roof, reconfigure the existing storefronts including a new straight and full-height storefront
along the parking lot, and square off the recessed entry of an existing building at 1215 EI Camino
Real in the SP-ECR/D (ElI Camino Real/Downtown Specific Plan) zoning district. The proposal also
includes a request for sign review for one internally illuminated sign on the building facade facing
Oak Grove Ave. and one internally illuminated sign on the building facade facing El Camino Real
which both feature lettering greater than 18 inches in height. Determine this action is categorically
exempt under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301’s Class 1 exemption for existing facilities. (Staff
report #26-006-PC)

Planner Toy said staff had no updates to the written report.
Amal Karimi (Jeff Schmeier, architect) spoke on behalf of the project.
Chair Ehrich opened the public hearing and closed it as no persons requested to speak.

Commission comment included concerns about illumination, sign lettering size, brightness of the
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G1.

H1.

color palette, and aesthetics.
Commissioner Silin moved to continue the item, but later withdrew his motion.

ACTION: Motion and second (Ferrick/Do) to continue the item with the following guidance; passes 7-
0.

e Return with a revised proposal that is softer in terms of color palette, look, and feel; and

o Adheres to the sign height guidelines.

Public Meeting Item

2025 General Plan Annual Progress Report/City of Menlo Park:

Consider and adopt a resolution recommending the City Council accept the 2025 General Plan
Annual Progress Report, including progress implementing the Housing Element and

Environmental Justice Element; the General Plan Annual Progress Report is not considered a
project under CEQA. (Staff report #26-007-PC) Continued from the meeting of March 9, 2026
Principal Planner Smith presented the item.

Chair Ehrich recessed the meeting at 9:03 p.m. for a short break and reconvened it at 9:10 p.m.
Chair Ehrich opened public comment and closed public comment as no persons requested to speak.
Commission comment included general optimism about the City’s General Plan programs progress,
acknowledgment of some concern about housing numbers progress and the importance of that
element’s midcycle review to reassess and consider action, and general appreciation of staff's
behind the scenes work on these important elements.

ACTION: Mation and second (Silverstein/Ferrick) to adopt a resolution recommending the City
Council accept the 2025 General Plan Annual Progress Report as presented; passes 7-0.

Informational Items
Future Planning Commission Meeting Schedule

e Regular Meeting: April 13, 2026
Mr. Perata said the April 13 agenda was being finalized noting staff was striving to bring the ADU
ordinance update to the Commission for its review and recommendation to City Council.

e Regular Meeting: April 27, 2026

Adjournment

Chair Ehrich adjourned the meeting at 10:12 p.m.

Staff Liaison: Corinna Sandmeier, Principal Planner

Recording Secretary: Brenda Bennett
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Community Development

STAFF REPORT

Planning Commission

Meeting Date: 4/13/2026
eIy OF Staff Report Number: 26-08-PC
MENLO PARK
Public Hearing: Consider and adopt a resolution to recommend to

the City Council approval of amendments to the
Meta East Campus Conditional Development Permit
to increase the maximum height of Buildings 12 and
14 from 48 feet to 62 feet to accommodate a new
three-story atrium, correct existing building heights,
and remove completed conditions of approval and
to recommend to the City Manager approval of
major modifications to construct exterior
modifications to Buildings 10, 12, and 14 of the
Meta East campus, at 1 Hacker Way (1601 Willow
Road). Determine this action is categorically exempt
under CEQA Guidelines Section 15301's Class 1
exemption for existing facilities.

Recommendation

Staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend to the City Council approval of amendments
to the Meta East Campus Conditional Development Permit (CDP) to increase the maximum height of
Buildings 12 and 14 from 48 feet to 62 feet to accommodate a new three-story atrium, correct existing
building heights, and remove completed conditions of approval.

Further, staff recommends the Planning Commission recommend to the City Manager approval of major
modifications, as defined by the Meta East campus Second Amended and Restated CDP, to construct
interior and exterior modifications to Buildings 10, 12, and 14 on the Meta East Campus. A resolution to
recommend approval of these actions is included as Attachment A.

Policy Issues

For these amendments to the East Campus CDP, the Planning Commission should consider whether the
changes, as presented, conform to the requirements of the Amended and Restated 1601 Willow Road
Development Agreement (East Campus DA), included as Attachment B, and the mitigation measures from
the certified EIR for the Facebook Campus Project (Attachment A, Exhibit E), which was approved by the
City Council in 2012. The Facebook Project EIR analyzed the environmental impacts of Meta (formerly
Facebook) occupying the existing Sun Micro Systems campus as well as the future West Campus. The
Planning Commission should also consider whether the additional text changes and the proposed
clarifications to the East Campus CDP are appropriate and consistent with City policy. Table 1 below
indicates General Plan goals and policies applicable to this project.

Further, the Planning Commission should consider whether the proposed major modifications to Buildings
10, 12, and 14 are appropriate for the site.
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The Planning Commission is the recommending body to the City Council on the proposed CDP
amendments and to the City Manager for the proposed major modification.

Table 1: General Plan goals and policies consistency analysis

Summary Consistency Analysis
Promote and encourage existing and This project would modernize an existing
new businesses to be successful and business campus which would help the
attract entrepreneurship and emerging business attract top talent and be successful.
technologies for providing goods,
Goal . " :
services amenities, local job
LU-4 o
opportunities and tax revenue for the
community while avoiding or minimizing
potential environmental and traffic
impacts
e . The project would enhance Meta’s aging
Business Uses AT modlflcatlons [0 business East Campus, which serves as a revenue
] operations and structures that promote X . .
Policy | and ; . generating use for the City. The Project
. revenue generating uses for which : - Nl
H4.3 Environmental T T would comply with applicable mitigation
Impacts ot P measures to reduce potential environmental
mitigated ;
Impacts.
Background
Site location

Using Bayfront Expressway in an east to west orientation at the project site and Willow Road in north to
south orientation, the Meta (previously Facebook) East Campus is located north of Bayfront Expressway at
the intersection of Willow Road and Bayfront Expressway. The East Campus was previously occupied by
Oracle and Sun Microsystems, before being occupied by Meta. The East Campus is developed with nine
buildings (Buildings 10 through 19), which contain approximately 1,035,840 square feet of gross floor area
(GFA). The East Campus is surrounded by wetlands within the Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National
Wildlife Refuge to the west, north, and east.

To the south, across Bayfront Expressway, and to the west of Willow Road, is the Meta West Campus. The
West Campus consists of two distinct phases: West Campus (Building 20) and the Meta Campus
Expansion Project (Buildings 21, 22, 23, and hotel). An additional Meta campus, known as the Willow
Campus, is located southeast of the East Campus, along the eastern side of Willow Road at the intersection
of Hamilton Avenue and Willow Road, which has been approved for redevelopment, known as the Willow
Village project. A location map showing the East Campus is included in Attachment C.

Project History
The amended and restated CDP and the DA for the East Campus were approved in June 2012. The CDP

and DA for the West Campus (Building 20) were approved in April 2013. In March 2018, the City Council
approved amendments to the East Campus CDP to modify the applicable trip cap and amendments to the
East Campus DA to implement terms of the development agreement for the West Campus Expansion
project, which included removing Meta’s ability to partially reduce its annual payment in exchange for a
reduction in the allowed number of trips. The East Campus CDP generally allows for permitted uses in the
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O (Office) zoning district, including administrative and professional offices and light industrial uses. The East
Campus CDP also allows for medical and dental offices for employees, use of hazardous materials, and
other amenities intended to serve onsite employees.

Analysis

Site layout

The project site is developed with nine existing office buildings surrounded by on-site parking. The project
scope is limited to Buildings 10, 12, and 14, which are located at the western portion of the campus.
Buildings 12 and 14 face north towards the San Francisco Bay and constitute the main entrance to the
campus. The campus’ transportation infrastructure, including a shuttle pickup and drop off hub is located in
front of Buildings 12 and 14. Building 10 is the main visitor entrance to the campus and currently includes a
modest canopy at the visitor entrance facing west.

Project description

The applicant is requesting review of modifications to the existing Buildings 10, 12, and 14 on the East
Campus. The project would consist of exterior modifications including construction of a new three-story
entrance atrium connecting Buildings 12 and 14, an addition to Building 10, and a new entrance canopy on
the west side of Building 10, in addition to other exterior changes to these three buildings to modernize the
look of the campus.

The modifications are considered “major modifications,” defined in the East Campus CDP as significant
changes to the exterior appearance of the buildings, and require Planning Commission review and
recommendation to the City Manager for final decision. Major modifications may be approved if they are
compatible with other building and design elements and do not have an adverse impact on safety,
character, or aesthetics of the site The project plans and project description letter are included as
Attachment A, Exhibits A and B, respectively.

Additionally, the proposed atrium would exceed the height allowed in the current East Campus CDP, and
therefore, a CDP amendment is required to facilitate the major modification, and the approval of the
modification would be contingent on approval of the CDP amendment. The Planning Commission would
make a recommendation on the CDP amendments to the City Council. The applicant requests additional
amendments to the East Campus CDP to remove conditions of approval, which mainly consist of required
roadway improvements that have been completed, and to correct typos that incorrectly list the maximum
height of Buildings 12 and 14 as 35 feet where the existing buildings are 48 feet. The proposed Third
Amended and Restated East Campus CDP, with proposed text to be removed struck out and text to be
added underlined, is included as Attachment A, Exhibit C.

The project consists of various other interior modifications and replacement of mechanical equipment that is
consistent with the CDP and does not require City Manager approval.

Development Standards

Floor area ratio (FAR), gross floor area (GFA), and building coverage

The East campus CDP allows a floor area ratio (FAR) of up to 45%, or approximately 1,124,000 square feet
of gross floor area (GFA). The existing campus contains approximately 1,004,845 square feet of GFA. The
proposed project would add approximately 544 square feet of GFA to Building 10 through a small addition
to a first-floor corridor near the building entrance. The project would remove approximately 3,005 square
feet of GFA from Building 10 through interior demolition of portions of the first and second floor to
accommodate the new facade system and to create a two-story visitor lobby.
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The project would add approximately 9,041 square feet of GFA to Buildings 12 and 14 though the
construction of the new atrium and associated additions of staircases and catwalks. Approximately 8,512
square feet of GFA would be removed through interior demolition of existing areas on the second and third
floors of both buildings to accommodate the atrium.

In total, the proposed project would result in a net decrease of approximately 1,932 square feet of GFA, and
therefore, the project would remain compliant with the maximum FAR allowed by the East Campus CDP.

The East Campus CDP allows for a maximum building coverage of up to 50%, or approximately 1,249,000
square feet. The proposed project would increase the building coverage from approximately 437,170 square
feet to 443,748 square feet though construction of the atrium, addition to Building 10, and the Building 10
entrance canopy. The resulting building coverage would be approximately 17.8%, which would comply with
the CDP.

Height

The East Campus CDP specifies the maximum building height for each of the nine buildings. The maximum
height of Buildings 10,11,12,14,15, and 18 is listed as 35 feet, the maximum height for Buildings 16 and 17
as 48 feet, and Building 19 as 20 feet. When the East Campus CDP was last updated in 2018, Buildings 12
and 14 were incorrectly listed at 35 feet when the existing buildings are 48 feet in height. All other building
heights were listed correctly.

The proposed project would increase the height of Buildings 12 and 14 to a height of 62 feet from average
natural grade at the peak of the atrium. The rest of Buildings 12 and 14 would remain unchanged at 48 feet.
The height of Building 10 would remain unchanged.

The increase in height of Buildings 12 and 14 to accommodate the atrium requires an amendment to the
CDP.

No work is proposed in buildings other than Buildings 10, 12, and 14 so the height of all other buildings
would remain unchanged.

Parking, setbacks, and rooftop equipment

The proposed project does not include any modifications to the existing number of parking spaces or
existing setbacks and therefore, the project would be consistent with the existing CDP. The project would
include new rooftop mechanical equipment which would be screened from view as required by the CDP.

Design and materials
The applicant has indicated that the goal of this project is to modernize the existing East Campus and to
make the elements of the campus more consistent with the West Campus.

Building 10

Modifications to Building 10 would include a new addition on the west side of the building within the alcove
between the building’s two wings. The addition would face west and would feature a metal curtain wall
system with metal “light shelfs” and treated glass. A portion of the existing facade on the left side of the west
facade would be demolished and replaced with a curtain wall system to match the proposed addition. The
rest of the left side of the west facade would be repainted yellow to match the pedestrian bridge that
crosses Bayfront Expressway, which was recently constructed as part of the West Campus expansion
project. The right side of the west fagade would remain in-tact but portions would be repainted to match the
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yellow portions of the left side of the building and white to match other existing portions of the building’s
facade.

A new canopy is proposed, which would lead from the parking lot to the entrance of Building 10. The
proposed canopy would feature white painted steel framing with decorative wood elements on the
underside of the roof and along the side of the interior of the structure. The roof would be an aluminum
frame with laminated glass.

Buildings 12 and 14

The proposed project would create a new, three-story atrium connecting Buildings 12 and 14. The work
would generally be limited to construction of the atrium itself and demolition work on the existing exterior of
the buildings which would become the interior of the atrium. New stairways and catwalks connecting the
buildings would be constructed inside the atrium. The atrium would be constructed with metal framing, bird-
safe glass walls, and standing seam metal roofing material. A portion of the atrium facade would be
constructed with metal rain screen paneling. The atrium roof would be arched and would include
clerestories for additional ventilation.

Additionally, the rear of Buildings 12 and 14, which face the interior of the campus, would undergo minor
alterations. Several windows on the first and second floors would be removed and new exterior walls within
existing interior space would be constructed to create new terrace and patio spaces. The terraces would
retain the existing structural members and exterior insulating fishing system (EIFS), a siding material that
resembles stucco, which are painted different shades grey, and grey metal guardrails would be added
between the existing columns.

Trees and landscaping

The proposed project would require demolition of a small amount of existing landscaping in between
Buildings 12 and 14, including pathways, a bike parking area, and removal of large bushes to accommodate
the new atrium. There is one existing heritage coast live oak tree near the transit hub canopy that would be
impacted by construction of the atrium. The City Arborist reviewed the project and determined that the tree
would be a good candidate for relocation instead of removal. The applicant submitted a tree relocation plan,
included as Attachment A, Exhibit D. The tree would be relocated to the interior of the campus in an existing
planting area between Building 10 and Building 12. The City Arborist has reviewed and approved the
relocation plan. The tree relocation and protection would be ensured by project-specific condition of
approval 2.h.

Green and sustainable buildings

Green building

Per the green and sustainable buildings requirements of the Office zoning district (Section 16.43.140),
additions and alterations to buildings with five-year cumulative total affected area of between 10,000 square
feet and 25,000 square feet are required to either update the entire core and shell of the building to the
current energy code or certify the project at a level of LEED Gold. The addition of the atrium and associated
modifications to Buildings 12 and 14 would exceed 10,000 square feet of affected area. The applicant
submitted a preliminary LEED score card for Buildings 12 and 14 (Attachment D) demonstrating LEED Gold
would be achieved. The cumulative area of the proposed addition and alterations to Building 10 do not
exceed 10,000 square feet, and therefore, Building 10 would not be subject to the LEED requirements.
However, the applicant submitted a preliminary LEED scorecard for Building 10 (Attachment E)
demonstrating that the modifications would achieve LEED Gold. Certification of the project at the
appropriate LEED level would be ensured by project-specific condition of approval 2.k.
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Bird-friendly design

Projects proposing new glazing are required to comply with the bird-friendly design requirements of the
Office district. These regulations are generally intended to reduce the risk of bird collisions with buildings in
the Bayfront area. The project would include new glazing on the atrium facade and on Building 10. The
project plans specify that no more than 10% of the exterior facades would be non-bird-safe glazing.
Additionally, the applicant submitted an avian collision risk assessment, included as Attachment A, Exhibit I.
The avian collision risk assessment determined that the project would comply with the bird safe
requirements and that the risk of bird collisions would be minimal.

Correspondence
Staff has not received any written correspondence as of publication of this staff report.

Conclusion

The project would help modernize an aging office campus by creating an attractive new main entry to the
campus. The project would meet all development standards of the existing East Campus CDP with the
exception of the proposed increase in height to accommodate the new atrium. The atrium would be
compatible with other building and design elements and would not have an adverse impact on safety,
character, or aesthetics of the site. Amendments to the CDP would generally be limited to the atrium and
would not affect the allowable uses, density, or intensity of the site, and would only remove conditions of
approval for roadway improvements that have already been completed. Staff recommends the Planning
Commission recommend approval of the CDP amendments to the City Council and to recommend approval
of the major modifications to the City Manager, subject to City Council's approval of the CDP amendments.

Impact on City Resources

The project sponsor is required to pay Planning, Building and Public Works permit fees, based on the City’s
Master Fee Schedule, to fully cover the cost of staff time spent on the review of the project.

Environmental Review

The project is categorically exempt under Class 1 (Section 15301), “Existing Facilities” of the current
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines because it consists of the operation, repair,
maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private structures,
facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical features, involving negligible or no expansion of existing
or former use. The project would include the construction of a new atrium, but the allowed uses, density,
and intensity of the project site allowed under the CDP would not increase, and overall GFA would be
reduced. Further, no exceptions to the to the exemption, described below, apply to the project.

1. Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be located —
a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the environment may in a particularly sensitive
environment be significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply all instances, except where
the project may impact on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern where
designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.
This exception only applies to Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 and relates to where the project is located. The
project is eligible for a Class 1 exemption, and therefore, this exception does not apply.

2. Cumulative impact. Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the
cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time is significant.
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This exception states that the cumulative impact of successive projects in the same location may be
significant. The project includes minor additions and alterations to an existing office campus. Future
modifications to the campus are anticipated to be similarly minor in nature and are unlikely to cause
cumulatively significant impacts.

3. Significant effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a reasonable
possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual
circumstances.

This exception states that a categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual
circumstances. An environmental impact report (EIR) was certified in 2012 in conjunction with the
original approval of the Development Agreement (DA) and CDP for Meta'’s (formerly Facebook)
occupation of the former Sun Microsystems campus. The EIR studied the environmental impacts at the
East Campus and for the future development of the West Campus. Potentially significant impacts
related to the East campus were limited to transportation impacts due to increased traffic and air quality
impacts also mainly due to increased traffic. In 2016, the EIR for the ConnectMenlo General Plan
update determined that there could be potentially significant impacts to biological resources due to
increased development in the Bayfront and taller allowable building heights. Mitigation measures for
Biological Resources in the ConnectMenlo EIR included zoning amendments which include bird safety
measures. The project site was subsequently rezoned from M-2 (General Industrial District) to Office
(0O), which includes bird-friendly designs requirements previously discussed in this report. The avian
collision risk assessment submitted by the applicant (Attachment A, Exhibit H) determined that the
project would not pose a significant risk of bird collisions based on compliance with the bird-friendly
standards, including limiting non-bird-friendly glazing to less than 10 percent of the building facades.
Therefore, there would be no significant effects to the environment due to unusual circumstances.

4. Scenic highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may result in damage to
scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar
resources, within a highway officially designated as a state scenic highway. This does not apply to
improvements which are required as mitigation by an adopted negative declaration or certified EIR.
This exception only applies to projects that may have impacts on officially designated scenic highways.
The project is not located near a designated scenic highway and would not have significant effects on a
scenic highway.

5. Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project located on a site which
is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code.
The East Campus is not located on a site included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of
the Government Code.

6. Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.
There are no known historical resources on the East Campus. Mitigation measures included in the
ConnectMenlo EIR would reduce the impact to any historical resources discovered during construction
activities.

The project would be required to comply with applicable mitigation measures from the Facebook Campus
Project EIR (Attachment A, Exhibit E) and the ConnectMenlo program-level Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) (Attachment A, Exhibit F). Implementation of
applicable mitigation measures is included as Condition 2. a.

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 menlopark.gov
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Public Notice

Public notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with the agenda items being listed, at least 72
hours prior to the meeting. Public notification also consisted of publishing a notice in the local newspaper
and notification by mail of owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the subject property.

Appeal Period

The Planning Commission action is limited to a recommendation of the CDP amendment to the City Council
and recommendation of the major modification to the City Manager. The City Council’s decision on the
proposed CDP amendment is final. If the CDP amendment is approved, the City Manager would act on the
major modification. Once the City Manager has acted on the major modification, it will be effective after 15
days unless the action is appealed to the Planning Commission for recommendation to the City Council, in
which case the outcome of the major modification shall be determined by the City Council.

Attachments

A.

moo

Draft Planning Commission Resolution approving the use permit, architectural control permit, and below
market rate housing agreement

Exhibits to Attachment A

Project Plans

Project Description letter

Draft Third Amended and Restated East Campus Conditional Development Permit

Tree Relocation Plan

Hyperlink: Mitigation measures from Facebook Campus Project EIR:

Hyperlink: ConnectMenlo Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program:
https://menlopark.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/1/community-development/documents/6356-
connect-menlo-ceqga.pdf

G. Conditions of Approval

H. Avian Collision Risk Assessment

Hyperlink Amended and Restated 1601 Willow Road Development Agreement:
https://www.menlopark.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/1/community-
development/documents/projects/completed/facebook-campus-expansion/amended-and-restated-
da_1601-willow-rd.pdf

Location Map

LEED Compliance Documentation - Buildings 12 and 14

LEED Compliance Documentation — Building 10

nmoow2

Exhibits to Be Provided at Meeting
None.

Report prepared by:
Chris Turner, Senior Planner

Report reviewed by:
Corinna Sandmeier, Principal Planner

City of Menlo Park 701 Laurel St., Menlo Park, CA 94025 tel 650-330-6600 menlopark.gov
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ATTACHMENT A

PLANNING COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2026-XX

RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF MENLO
PARK RECOMMENDING APPROVAL OF AMENDMENTS TO THE META
EAST CAMPUS CONDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT TO INCREASE
THE MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF BUILDINGS 12 AND 14 FROM 48 FEET TO 62
FEET TO ACCOMMODATE A NEW THREE-STORY ATRIUM, CORRECT
EXISTING BUILDING HEIGHTS, AND REMOVE COMPLETED
CONDITIONS OF APPROVAL, AND TO RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF
MAJOR MODIFICATIONS TO CONSTRUCT EXTERIOR MODIFICATIONS
TO BUIDINGS 10, 12, AND 14 OF THE META EAST CAMPUS.

WHEREAS, the City of Menlo Park (“City”) received an application requesting amendments to
the conditional development permit (“CDP”) for the Meta East Campus to increase the
maximum height of Buildings 12 and 14 from 48 feet to 62 feet to accommodate a proposed
three-story atrium, correct existing building heights, and remove completed conditions of
approval, and requesting review of major modifications to construct exterior modifications to
Buildings 10, 12, and 14 in the O(X) (Office, Conditional Development Combining) zoning
district (collectively, the “Project”) from Meta Platforms Inc. (“Applicant” and “Owner”), located at
1 Hacker Way (APN 055-411-150) (“Property”). The Project is depicted in and subject to the
development plans and project description letter, which are attached hereto as Exhibit A and
Exhibit B, respectively, and incorporated herein by this reference; and

WHEREAS, on May 29, 2012 the City Council of the City of Menlo Park having fully reviewed,
considered, and evaluated all the testimony and evidence submitted voted affirmatively to
approve the Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit for the Meta East
Campus Project (“East Campus”) and voted affirmatively to certify the Environmental Impact
Report (“EIR”) for the Facebook Campus Project, which included mitigation measures to
mitigate environmental impacts; and

WHEREAS, On March 27, 2018, the City Council of the City of Menlo Park having fully
reviewed, considered, and evaluated all the testimony and evidence submitted voted
affirmatively to approve the Second Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit
for the Meta East Campus; and

WHEREAS, the applicant proposes to construct a new three-story atrium between Buildings 12
and 14 and, and to construct a new entrance canopy and additional exterior modifications to
Building 10; and

WHEREAS, the East Campus CDP states Major Modifications to the approved plans, such as
significant changes to the exterior appearance of the buildings or appearance of the Property,
as determined by the Community Development Director, may be allowed, subject to review and
recommendation by the Planning Commission to the City Manager for final decision. The City
Manager's determination shall be in accordance with the terms of the Amended and Restated
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1601 Willow Road Development Agreement (applicable to 1 Hacker Way) and shall take into
account the Planning Commission's recommendation. The Planning Commission's
recommendation shall be based on the determination that the proposed modification is
compatible with other building and design elements or onsite/offsite improvements of the
Second Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit and will not have an adverse
impact on safety and/or the character and aesthetics of the site. Major modifications that are not
approved by the City Manager may be appealed to the Planning Commission for review and
recommendation to the City Council. City Council shall have final authority to approve major
modifications; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project qualifies as a major modification and requires Planning
Commission recommendation to the City Manager; and

WHEREAS, the proposed atrium would exceed the maximum allowed height of Buildings 12
and 14; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant has submitted proposed amendments to the East Campus CDP to
increase the allowed height from 48 feet to 62 feet to accommodate the proposed Project; and

WHEREAS,; the proposed height increase would only apply to the atrium and would not
increase the allowed height of the rest of Buildings 12 and 14; and

WHEREAS, the proposed amendments to the CDP include removal of conditions of approval
that have been completed and corrections to typos in the East Campus CDP; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Third Amended and Restated Conditional Development Permit is
attached hereto as Exhibit C and incorporated herein by this reference; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project would comply with all development standards of the East
Campus CDP except for the height of the proposed atrium including, but not limited to,
maximum gross floor area (“GFA") and building coverage, and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project would not change the uses, density or intensity allowed by
the East Campus CDP; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant submitted a tree relocation plan to relocate and preserve one
heritage coast live oak tree, attached hereto as Exhibit D, prepared by Bartlett Tree Experts,
which was reviewed by the City Arborist and found to be in compliance with the Heritage Tree
Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the Project requires discretionary actions by the City as summarized above, and
therefore the California Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA,” Public Resources Code Section
821000 et seq.) and CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code of Regulations, Title 14, 815000 et seq.)
require analysis and a determination regarding the Project’'s environmental impacts; and
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WHEREAS, the City is the lead agency, as defined by CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines, and
is therefore responsible for the preparation, consideration, certification, and approval of
environmental documents for the proposed Project; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant submitted sufficient documentation to justify exemption from CEQA
pursuant to Cal. Code of Regulations, Title 14, 815301 et seq. (Existing Facilities); and

WHEREAS, the City conducted independent review of the technical documentation and
determined that the project qualifies as an Existing Facilities Project and no exceptions are
applicable that would preclude a categorical exemption under CEQA; and

WHEREAS, the Project is categorically exempt from environmental review pursuant to Cal.
Code of Regulations, Title 14, 815301 et seq. (Existing Facilities); and

WHEREAS, on December 6, 2016, the City certified a program-level environmental impact
report (EIR) for updates to the City’s General Plan (collectively ConnectMenlo, SCH#
2015062054), which included a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) to
mitigate environmental impacts anticipated by the updated General Plan; and

WHEREAS, on January 31, 2023 the City certified a Subsequent EIR for the 2023-2031
Housing Element update (SCH# 2015062054), which includes additional MMRP measures
applicable to housing projects; and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project would be required to comply with applicable mitigation
measures included in the Facebook Campus Project EIR and the ConnectMenlo MMRP,
attached hereto as Exhibits E and F, respectively; and

WHEREAS, all required public notices and public hearings were duly given and held according
to law; and

WHEREAS, at a duly and properly noticed public hearing held on April 13, 2026, the Planning
Commission fully reviewed, considered, and evaluated the whole of the record including all
public and written comments, pertinent information, documents and plans, prior to taking
action regarding the Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission makes the following
recommendations:

Section 1. Recitals. The Planning Commission has considered the full record before it, which
may include but is not limited to such things as the staff report, public testimony, and other
materials and evidence submitted or provided, and the Planning Commission finds the foregoing
recitals are true and correct, and they are hereby incorporated by reference into this Resolution.

Section 2. Recommendation to the City Council. The Planning Commission of the City of Menlo
Park does hereby recommend that the City Council approve the proposed amendments to the East
Campus CDP in order to implement the proposed Project.
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Section 3. Recommendation to the City Manager. The Planning Commission of the City of Menlo
Park does hereby recommend that the City Manager approve the major modifications based on the
following findings:

1. Thatthe proposed Project is in accordance with the terms of the Amended and Restated
1601 Willow Road Development Agreement (“East Campus DA”) because the Project
would not amend the East Campus DA and none of the terms would be affected by the
proposed Project.

2. That the proposed modification is compatible with other building and design elements or
onsite/offsite improvements of the Second Amended and Restated Conditional
Development Permit and will not have an adverse impact on safety and/or the character
and aesthetics of the site because the project would help modernize the existing
campus. The proposed modifications would be limited to the addition of the three-story
atrium between Buildings 12 and 14, other minor exterior modifications to the rear of
Buildings 12 and 14, construction of an addition to Building 10, new entrance canopy at
Building 10, and minor exterior modifications to Building 10. The proposed modifications
would be generally attractive and would be consistent with the aesthetics of a modern
office campus and the rest of the East Campus development. The proposed
modifications would not have an adverse impact on safety due to compliance with
applicable building and fire codes.

3. The proposed project would be subject to conditions of approval, attached hereto as
Exhibit G.

Section 4. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW. The Planning Commission makes the following findings,
based on its independent judgment after considering the Project, and having reviewed and taken into
consideration all written and oral information submitted in this matter:

1. The Project is categorically except from environmental review pursuant to Cal. Code
of Regulations, Title 14, 815301 et seq. (Existing Facilities) because it consists of the
operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing, licensing, or minor alteration of
existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical equipment, or topographical
features, involving negligible or no expansion of existing or former use. Further none
of the following exceptions to the exemptions would apply to the Project:

a. Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the
project is to be located — a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on
the environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be significant.
Therefore, these classes are considered to apply all instances, except where
the project may impact on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical
concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant
to law by federal, state, or local agencies. This exception only applies to
Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 and relates to where the project is located. The
project is eligible for a Class 1 exemption, and therefore, this exception does
not apply.

b. Cumulative impact. Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are
inapplicable when the cumulative impact of successive projects of the same
type in the same place, over time is significant. This exception states that the
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cumulative impact of successive projects in the same location may be
significant. The project includes minor additions and alterations to an existing
office campus. Future modifications to the campus are anticipated to be
similarly minor in nature and are unlikely to cause cumulatively significant
impacts.

Significant effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity
where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant
effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances. This exception states
that a categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a
reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the
environment due to unusual circumstances. An environmental impact report
(EIR) was certified in 2012 in conjunction with the original approval of the
Development Agreement (DA) and CDP for Meta's (formerly Facebook)
occupation of the former Sun Microsystems campus. The EIR studied the
environmental impacts at the East Campus and for the future development of
the West Campus. Potentially significant impacts related to the East campus
were limited to transportation impacts due to increased traffic and air quality
impacts also mainly due to increased traffic. In 2016, the EIR for the
ConnectMenlo General Plan update determined that there could be potentially
significant impacts to biological resources due to increased development in the
Bayfront and taller allowable building heights. Mitigation measures for
Biological Resources in the ConnectMenlo EIR included zoning amendments
which include bird safety measures. The project site was subsequently
rezoned from M-2 (General Industrial District) to Office (O), which includes bird-
friendly design requirements. An avian collision risk assessment, attached
hereto as Exhibit H was submitted by the applicant and determined that the
Project would not pose a significant risk of bird collisions based on compliance
with the bird-friendly standards, including limiting non-bird-friendly glazing to
less than 10 percent of the building facades. Therefore, there would be no
significant effects to the environment due to unusual circumstances.

Scenic highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which
may result in damage to scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees,
historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources, within a highway
officially designated as a state scenic highway. This does not apply to
improvements which are required as mitigation by an adopted negative
declaration or certified EIR. This exception only applies to projects that may
have impacts on officially designated scenic highways. The project is not
located near a designated scenic highway and would not have significant
effects on a scenic highway.

Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project
located on a site which is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section
65962.5 of the Government Code. The East Campus is not located on a site
included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government
Code.

Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project
which may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource. There are no known historical resources on the East
Campus. Mitigation measures included in the ConnectMenlo EIR would reduce
the impact to any historical resources discovered during construction activities.
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2. The project is conditioned to comply with the mitigation measures included in the
Facebook Campus Project EIR and the ConnectMenlo EIR MMRP, attached hereto as
Exhibits E and F, respectively.

Section 7. SEVERABILITY

If any term, provision, or portion of these findings or the application of these findings to a particular
situation is held by a court to be invalid, void or unenforceable, the remaining provisions of these
findings, or their application to other actions related to the Project, shall continue in full force and
effect unless amended or modified by the City.

I, Corinna Sandmeier, Principal Planner of the City of Menlo Park, do hereby certify that the above

and foregoing Planning Commission Resolution was duly and regularly passed and adopted at a
meeting by said Planning Commission on April 13, 2026, by the following votes:

AYES:
NOES:
ABSENT:

ABSTAIN:

IN WITNESS THEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Official Seal of said City
on this day of April, 2026

PC Liaison Signature

Corinna Sandmeier
Principal Planner
City of Menlo Park

Exhibits

Project Plans

Project Description Letter

Draft Third Amended and Restated East Campus Conditional Development Permit
Tree Relocation Plan

Mitigation measures from the Facebook Campus Project EIR

ConnectMenlo Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Conditions of Approval

Avian Collision Risk Assessment
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EXHIBIT A
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META BUILDINGS 10,12 & 14 RENOVATION

MENLO PARK, CA
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CDP SHEET INDEX - MASTERPLAN
SITE INFORMATION SUMMARY NSUHNEEER SHEETNAME
META BUILDINGS 10, 12 & 14 RENOVATION 5 ARCHITECTURAL
A-31 ‘ Unnamed
LOCATION: 1601 WILLOW ROAD (1 HACKER WAY), MENLO PARK, CA 94025 APPLICANT: META PLATFORMS, INC.
EXISTING USE: O (OFFICE) PROPERTY OWNER(S): META PLATFORMS, INC. A0-00 - PROJECT DATA & ANALYSIS
PROPOSED USE: O (OFFICE) APPLICATION(S): PLANNING SUBMISSION A A0-00 COVER SHEET
ZONING: ocH A0-01 SHEET INDEX & SITE INFORMATION SUMMARY
PARCEL NUMBER: 055411150 REQUIRED T0 3% REFLAGED. ALLFRONTAGE IMPROVEMENT WORK SHALLBE INACGORDANGE WIH A0-02 |PROJECT CONTEXT
FLOOD ZONE: AE THE LATEST VERSION OF THE CITY STANDARD DETAILS. A0-03 AREA PLANS
ANY ENCROACHMENT PERMIT FROM THE ENGINEERING DIVISION IS REQUIRED PRIOR TO ANY A'l _00 - SlTE PLAN
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES, INCLUDING UTILITY LATERIALS IN THE PUBLIC RIGHT OF WAY.
A1-00 CAMPUS SITE PLAN
A1-01 PROJECT SITE PLAN
R PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT EXISTING PROJECT | [A102 TREé RELOCATION
SQUARE FEET ACRES SQUARE FEET ACRES ¢
TOTAL SITE AREA 2,498,166 57.35 2,498,166 57.35 A2-00 - BUILDING PLANS
AlA2-10 MPK 10 DEMOLITION PLANS
A2-11 MPK 10 FLOOR PLAN - LEVEL 01
SITE COVERAGE CALCULATIONS *NOT TO EXCEED 50% OF THE PROJECT SITE. A2-12 MPK 10 FLOOR PLAN - LEVEL 02
COVERAGE A2-13 MPK 10 ROOF PLAN
EROROSED DEVELORMENT] EXISTING EROJECT) A2-19 MPK 12 & 14 DEMOLITION PLAN - LEVEL 01 & 02
SQUARE FEET ‘ ACRES ‘ PERCENTAGE OF COVERAGE SQUARE FEET ‘ ACRES ‘ PERCENTAGE OF COVERAGE A A2-20 MPK 12 & 14 DEMOLITION PLAN - LEVEL 03 & ROOF
BUILDING COVERAGE 443,748 | 102 18% 437,170 | 10.0 | 17% Pt MPK12 812 FLOOR PLAN - LEVEL O1
SITE FAR CALCULATIONS *NOT TO EXCEED 45% OF THE PROJECT SITE. A2:22 MPK12 &14 FLOORPLAN - LEVEL 02
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT EXISTING PROJECT 22-53 m:i :i z 12 :I(_)OOOFRP&ANN -LEVELO3
o4 o4 A7-00 - BUILDING ELEVATIONS & SECTIONS
A7-10 MPK 10 EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
BULDINC SLMMARY BUILDING COVERAGE (SF) GROSS FLOOR AREA (SF)**** PARKING SPACES* A7 MPK10 EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT EXISTING PROJECT PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT EXISTING PROJECT A7-12 MPK 10 EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
MPKTO 57011 57367 Toa8s8 A 107,310 A7-20 MPK 12 & 14 OVERALL NORTHWEST ELEVATIONS
po— e e 5D prope A7-21 MPK 12 & 14 OVERALL SOUTHEAST ELEVATIONS
P 53142 7108 140038 135,627 A7-22 MPK 12 & 14 PARTIAL EXTERIOR NORTHWEST ELEVATIONS
P14+ 7108 7108 130870 a5 A7-23 MPK 12 & 14 PARTIAL EXTERIOR SOUTHEAST ELEVATIONS
. o221 o221 10,653 10,653 A7-24 MPK 12 & 14 ATRIUM ELEVATIONS
ki so503 so593 167,605 167,505 A7-25 MPK 12 PARTIAL EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
3,165-3,450 A7-26 MPK10, 12 & 14 BUILDING SECTIONS
MPK17® S Y A AT A7-27 MPK 12 & 14 SMOKE EXHAUST SCREEN & SYSTEM
MPK18® Hl Hell UG UGS A7-29 MPK 10 ENLARGED EXTERIOR ELEVATION & WALL SECTION
LR AR 22 22 AR A7-31 MPK 12814 ENLARGED EXTERIOR ELEVATION & WALL SECTION
LIGHTNING BOLTS BBQ* 906 906 906 906 A7-32 MPK 10 EXISTING PHOTOS
CIREEEREE SEB CEY SED SEB A7-33 MPK12 & 14 EXISTING PHOTOS
TOTAL BUILDINGS 443,748 437,170 1,002,558 1,004,845 A7-34 MATERIAL BOARD
A9-00 - PERSPECTIVE VIEWS
NOTES: [A9-00 PERSPECTIVE VIEWS
* NO CHANGE TO EXISTING.
** MPK 12 AND MPK 14 TO BE CONSIDERED AS A SINGLE BUILDING FOR PLANNING PURPOSES.
*** PROPOSED (N) ATRIUM TO BE CONSIDERED AS MPK 12 AREA. REFER TO A0-03 AREA PLANS FOR AREA BREAKDOWN. A
*#*%* THE SECOND AMENDED AND RESTATED CONDITIONAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT (MAY 4, 2018) ALLOWS FOR 1,036,000 SF. BIRD SAFE COMPLIANCE
GLAZING FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT WORK WILL MEET MENLO PARK CITY REQUIREMENTS. NO MORE THAN
10% OF THE COMBINED RENOVATED FACADE AREAS WILL CONSIST OF UNTREATED GLAZING. HAZARDOUS
LOCATIONS SUCH AS CORNER GLASS AND SEE-THROUGH GLASS AREAS SHALL BE TREATED WITH BIRD-SAFE
GLAZING TREATMENT. ALL BIRD-SAFE GLAZING WILL HAVE A THREAT FACTOR SCORE OF 30 OR LESS, AND ALL
NEW GLAZING WILL HAVE A VISABLE REFLECTANCE OF 20% OR LOWER. NON-EMERGENCY LIGHTING SHALL BE
PROGRAMMED TO BE SHUT-OFF WITH OCCUPANCY SENSORS OR OTHER SWITCH CONTROL DEVICES DURING
NON-WORK HOURS TO MEET CITY'S BIRD SAFE REQUIREMENTS.
REFER TO MATERIALS BOARD FOR SAMPLES OF BIRD SAFE GLASS MEETING THE MINIMUM THREAT SCORE
VALUE OF 30 OR LESS.
SHEET INDEX & SITE INFORMATION SUMMARY AO O-l
NMeta ESTED:O= EOC 09/12/2025 META BUILDINGS 10, 12 & 14 RENOVATION -
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MPK 10 AREA TABULATION

BUILDING MPK10
TOTAL AREAS ADDED (SF) 544
TOTAL AREAS REMOVED (SF) 3,005
BALANCE TOTAL (SF) 2,462
TOTAL BUILDING GFA (SF) 104,858

A

MPK 12 & 14 AREA TABULATION*

BUILDING MPK12** MPK 14
TOTAL AREAS ADDED (SF) 8,911 130
TOTAL AREAS REMOVED (SF) 4,499 4,013
BALANCE SUBTOTAL (SF) 4,412 3,883
BALANCE GRAND TOTAL (SF) 529 A\
5 MPK12 & 14 AREA PLAN - LEVEL 03 TOTAL BUILDING GFA (SF) 140,039 [ 130,870
SCALE: 1" =50"-0"

* MPK 12 AND MPK 14 TO BE CONSIDERED AS A SINGLE BUILDING FOR PLANNING
PURPOSES.

** PROPOSED (N) ATRIUM TO BE CONSIDERED AS MPK 12 AREA.

2 MPK 10 AREA PLAN - LEVEL 02

SCALE: 1" = 50"-0"

4 MPK 12 & 14 AREA PLAN - LEVEL 02

SCALE: 1" = 50"-0"
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[  AreAsREMOVED

\
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3 MPK 12 & 14 AREA PLAN - LEVEL O1 1 MPK10 AREA PLAN - LEVEL O1
SCALE: 1" =50"-0" SCALE: 1" =50"-0"
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https://menlopark.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works/Maintenance-Division/Trees/Heritage-tree-definition-and-ordinance
https://menlopark.gov/Government/Departments/Public-Works/Maintenance-Division/Trees/Heritage-tree-definition-and-ordinance
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http://www.harveyecology.com/
















































https://abcbirds.org/glass-collisions/products-database/
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https://ecode360.com/47187943
https://www.menlopark.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/1/agendas-and-minutes/planning-commission/2025-meetings/agenda/20251215-planning-commission-agenda-packet.pdf
https://www.menlopark.gov/files/sharedassets/public/v/1/agendas-and-minutes/planning-commission/2025-meetings/agenda/20251215-planning-commission-agenda-packet.pdf
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