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Meeting 6 
Hawthorns Area

Public Comments 
March 24, 2024 

The documents below include:

Correspondence received for the 
Hawthorns Area Public Access Working 
Group and Staff Responses
Public Comments
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From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 2:05 PM
To: Kristi Corley
Cc: Ashley Mac
Subject: RE: Hawthorns: 2/29/24 meeting- public comment

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Kristi:

Your email and letters (received 6:53 a.m. 3/1, 6:02 p.m. 2/29, and 4:52 p.m. 2/29) will be provided to the PAWG. Your
email address has been redacted in accordance with Midpen�s protocols.

To ensure communication is received a timely manner or to send anonymous comments or other correspondence,
please use the Public Meeting Comment Form, which is monitored by more than one staff person.
https://www.openspace.org/who we are/public meetings/comment form

Tina Hugg, PLA, ASLA
Senior Planner

Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
5050 El Camnio Real, Los Altos, CA 94022
P: (650) 691 1200 F: (650) 691 0485
www.openspace.org | twitter: @mrosd

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 6:52 AM
To: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Hawthorns: 2/29/24 meeting public comment

EXTERNAL

Tina

This letter at 4:51 is to be disregarded and the edited letter is 5:45 pm through the portal is to be distributed to PAWG
& board & added to the record.

Thank you
Kristi

On Feb 29, 2024, at 4:51 PM, Kristi Corley wrote:

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important
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Safety is a priority to our residents, the public and children in our town.

We enjoy the natural beauty around us and it is important to the residents in the town, not seeing
parking lots with 5 cars. We live further from the fine amenities of a large city because we chose this
natural environment to live with one hardware store and small grocery stores.

Don't make our town more unsafe and ruin the natural beauty of our scenic corridor with MROSD
priorities only. We invested in this town by choosing to move here.

https://www.smcoe.org/for communities/programs/safe routes to school.html.

The ingress and egress driveway cannot put children or any one from the public at risk on the Alpine
trail because MROSD is building a park.

Safety of people and children comes first, even before a nature preserve and its mission statement.

Supplemental housing is being developed across the street from Hawthorn's and next to Roberts and
this must be taken into consideration.
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From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 5:38 PM
To: Kristi Corley
Cc: Ashley Mac
Subject: RE: Please submit to PWAG & Board of directors.

Dear Ms. Corley:

Your email will be forwarded.

Tina Hugg, PLA, ASLA (she/her)
Senior Planner

Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
5050 El Camino Real, Los Altos, CA 94022
(650) 625 6565 Direct
openspace.org

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 3:21 PM
To: Tina Hugg
Subject: Please submit to PWAG & Board of directors.

[You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

EXTERNAL

Tina,

Please submit this map to the Hawthorns PAWG, traffic consultant and MROSD board of directors.

The traffic consultant said 50 units to be built on Alpine road is being planned which is incorrect.

As you can see it�s much more than 50 units planned in our housing element for Portola Valley. It�s over 300 units added
to our community in the plan in next 7 years.

Thank you
Kristi
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 7:27 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 2/29 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)- Trails-CHARLES MARONEY - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

2/29 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

No 

Subject *  Trails 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

Midpen website 

Name *  CHARLES MARONEY  

City of 

Residence 

*  

Portola Valley 
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Email *    

Comment

Type *  

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *  

February 29, 2024 

Ashley Mac, Planner III 

Tina Hugg, Senior Planner 

Midpen Administrative Office 

To Whom it may concern: 

I am writing to express my concerns about the recent additions to the Hawthornes planning process, specifically the 

trail connections to Sweet Springs Trail. 

Your original trail design of a 1.6 mile loop showcased the property and views while avoiding the privacy issues of the 

immediate neighbors.  

The additional two options (option 2 and 3) in your recent maps create several issues.  

1. Option 2 which consists of 2 trails cross the most viewed piece of the property (15 homes). The trails will view 

directly into 15 homes private areas (bedrooms, bathrooms, living areas). This is an obvious privacy issue. 

2. Both option 2 and 3 terminate at the Sweet Springs Trail. This trail was created in 1975 with an easement for 

equestrian use only. I have attached the original easement document I received from the Town of Portola Valley. 

Specifically, pedestrian traffic is not included. No modifications have been made to this easement. This trail is on 

private property (Portola Valley Ranch). The trail meanders through about 50 homes backyards and front yards all within 

earshot of the trail. There was never an understanding that this trail would be connected to a 50 car parking lot. This 

easement would never have been granted. 200 additional people on this trail daily will obviously affect the privacy of 

these residents. Additionally, the Ranch has no ranger, no maintenance personnel to clean up the dog feces, bagged 

dog feces, clean up litter, etc. This addition is not acting as a good neighbor.  

3. Both option 2 and 3 will create parking issues and noise issues on private streets for users who will use it for 

overflow parking or parking when the preserve is closed. Again, this is not acting as a good neighbor.  

4. Option 2 will create the potential to trespass across resident private property from the Hawthornes property to 

Pomponio Rd. The easement on this trail is for emergency use. Your plan creates potential conflict. This is not acting as 

a good neighbor. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 
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Charles Maroney 

 

Please

provide 

your

phone 

number 

so we can 

identify 

you if you 

use the 

call-in

number. 

*  
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From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 1:03 PM
To: CKrenz; Ashley Mac
Cc: David Smernoff
Subject: RE: Parking option 10?

Hi, Charlie,

Thanks for your follow up email and observations. Given that the PAWG would likely benefit from the discussion and
may themselves have other questions, our consultants will provide a response to your below comments during the site
meeting at stop #3. In the meantime, we will share your comments with the PAWG.

Thanks,
Tina

From: CKrenz
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 12:02 PM
To: Ashley Mac
Cc: Tina Hugg ; David Smernoff
Subject: Re: Parking option 10?

EXTERNAL

Thanks Ashley:

I�m looking forward to our field trip on Sunday and am hoping you can address these observations:

On option 9 I�m worried that the grading associated with the turnaround's 12� retaining wall is a �deal killer� for parking
at this more westerly location, a location that greatly reduces the bicycle collision concerns as well as spill over parking
worries on the part of the Hillbrook neighborhood.

I understand how one driveway would be better than 2, but it seems to me that the net traffic burden generated by the
�visitor that can�t find a spot� is the same. Whether there�s a turnaround or a second driveway, this visitor would cross
Alpine Trail once on the way in and once on the way out. Also, I�m confused by the issues related to emergency
responders. Don�t they just want to get in, and if need be, get out as fast as possible, and wouldn�t a 2nd driveway be
the fastest way to get that done?

I�m also curious more generally, about the turnarounds. If I�m scaling your drawing correctly, they are 80� in diameter. I
can see how this is fine on relatively level land, but such land is not to be found at Hawthorns. Is there a MidPen policy
saying all new lots will have such a turnaround?

Charlie

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important
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On Mar 21, 2024, at 5:56 PM, Ashley Mac wrote:

Hi David and Charlie,

Thanks for bringing up the idea of replacing the turnaround with an additional driveway access point.
The primary concern with designing two driveways revolves around traffic safety, which is one of the
priorities of the PAWG. Introducing another driveway would bring internal parking circulation onto
Alpine Road and across Alpine Road Trail, potentially increasing the number of interactions, user
conflicts and risk of collisions. The purpose of a turnaround is to keep parking circulation internal to the
preserve and allow visitors and emergency responders to circle around without needing to enter and
exit the preserve via Alpine Road. This way, if visitors are unable to find a parking space, they can circle
around in the turnaround and leave via the existing driveway. We previous explored the possibility of
having two driveways at the North Meadow, but for similar reasons, a two driveway approach was not
pursued.

Additionally, as one travels along Alpine Road farther west from the existing driveway, the grades
become steeper along the perimeter of the preserve. The 2nd driveway access would require extensive
excavation into the hillside, significantly impacting the site. We will share this email correspondence
with the PAWG and the group can discuss this further during the site meeting this Sunday if they wish.

Best,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
Planner III

From: CKrenz
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2024 9:56 AM
To: Tina Hugg ; Ashley Mac
Cc: David Smernoff
Subject: Parking option 10?

EXTERNAL

Ashley, Tina:

We�ve been looking at the packet for Sunday�s meeting. We�re wondering about a refined version of
option 9, one that would eliminate the need for the �turning bulb� and replace it with an additional
driveway farther to the west.

We also reduced the radius of curvature of the driveway at its eastern end to that used in Option 8. This
allowed us to move the lot closer to Alpine Rd. Between these two changes, the need for a 12� retaining
wall would be greatly reduced, grading reduced along the length of the lot and 7 additional parking
spots could be created.

We're sure there are many design considerations we are not aware of, but if a second driveway opening
isn�t a �deal breaker�, perhaps this could be considered by the group on Sunday.

David and Charlie
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Sherilyn Reinhart
Ashley Mac
Fwd: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of directors. (no
limit)-Saddleback trail juncture -Ilana Shumsky -
Friday, March 22, 2024 4:54:13 PM

From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 4:53:20 PM
To: Clerk <clerk@openspace.org>; web <web@openspace.org>
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board
of directors. (no limit)-Saddleback trail juncture -Ilana Shumsky -

EXTERNAL

Meeting Date * 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group
Meeting

Is this a comment about a specific
board item? *

Yes

Agenda Item Number or Subject * Saddleback trail juncture

Please check one: * In Opposition

Where did you hear about this
meeting? (check all that apply) *

E-mail notification from Midpen

Name * Ilana  Shumsky

City of Residence * Portola Valley

Email *

Comment Type * To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit)

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

I am a homeowner on Saddleback Drive, and I have significant concerns regarding the proposed
linkage of the Hawthorn trails to the Sweet Springs Trail on Saddleback. These concerns center
around child safety, site views, maintenance of the neighborhood’s quiet character, and avoiding
turning our small cul de sac into a parking lot.

• I am deeply concerned, as are my neighbors, that our quiet, narrow street will have an influx of
people using it to park to access the trail system. This may occur due to overflow for any parking
that is planned for inside the Hawthorn area, but also people may inappropriately consider it a
primary location to park, particularly if there is a de facto trail head located there.
• We do not have sidewalks, so the several young children who live on our street will be put at
additional risk when walking if they have to navigate around parked and moving cars.
• The proposed trail linkage will be in full view of our residence and should be considered as an
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issue from a site view standpoint.
• My front and side yard is directly across from the suggested juncture point. I am concerned about
the number of people, cars, and dogs, as well as the noise, disruption, trash, and dog excrement
that will result from a defacto trail head.
• Children walk and bike ride to and from Corte Madera elementary school along the Alpine Trail.
They uniformly do not stop when crossing Saddleback, so I am very cautious when pulling onto
Saddleback from Alpine Road in my car, being careful to check to make sure that no kids are flying
down the trail and cutting in front of me. If people are using Saddleback to park, they will not be
aware of needing to be particularly cautious when turning onto this street, which leads to increased
risk of injury to the large numbers of children that walk and ride on this route every day.
• Additionally, there is not a need, that I can determine, for why PAWG or MidPen would consider
having a juncture on Saddleback. I am an avid hiker myself, but a cyclist or pedestrian who would
like to access the trails of the new area only has to walk or ride on the pre-existing Alpine road trail
for a very short distance to enter through the main entrance. So, the need for a trail juncture on
Saddleback is not present and the downside to our neighborhood is large.

Thank you for your consideration,

Please provide your phone number so
we can identify you if you use the call-
in number. *
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 2:44 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Hawthorns Option Trails #2 -mike green - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

Yes 

Agenda 

Item 

Number 

or 

Subject *  

Hawthorns Option Trails #2 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen 

Name *  mike green  
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City of 

Residence 

*  

portola valley 

Email *    

Comment 

Type *

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

Option #2 will dramatically affect me, my property value and quite time on our decks that directly face Option #3.  

 

I have hiked this area in the past (before it was acquired by MidPen) and you can readily see houses on the north side of 

Franciscan from parts of Option #2, where my house is and my view to Hawthorns is. The effect of Option #2 is also felt 

at several houses on Horseshoe Bend at the top, on West facing Coyote Hill and several homes on Pomponio (west 

facing). 

 

Since option #2 is just that, an option, and by approving it likely reduce home values from their current value, and our 

current standard of living, it seems like there are not pressing, safety, etc. good reasons for approving Option #2. My 

neighbors have sent around a letter with data showing that possibly over 450 daily visitors could use the site. That's 

maybe ~50 people per hour (assume a 9 am to 6 pm window) walking on option #2, vs zero today. 

 

I ask you to vote NO on Option #2. 

 

Mike Green 

 

Please 

provide 

your 

phone 

number 

so we can 

identify 

you if you 

use the 
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call-in 

number. 

*  
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 10:34 AM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Proposed Trail Options #1 and #2 -elizabeth Weigenn - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

Yes 

Agenda 

Item 

Number 

or 

Subject *  

Proposed Trail Options #1 and #2 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen 

Name *  elizabeth Weigenn  
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City of 

Residence 

*  

Portola Valley 

Email *    

Comment 

Type *

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

I am a resident at the neighboring property Portola Valley Ranch. On behalf of many of our PVR residents, I am 

submitting this petition description and attached list of names of those who support this petition opposing the 

proposed Hawthorn trail options #1 and #2. 

The petition was started on Sunday, 3/17/24 and in these five days we have collected 67 signatures and will continue 

to canvas Portola Valley Ranch and submit additional signatures to the PAWG and Mid Pen. 

 

 

Petition Opposing Proposed Trail Options #1 and #2 on Hawthorns Property 

As residents of Portola Valley Ranch and immediate neighbors of the Hawthorns 

property, we the undersigned oppose the Public Access Working Group�s proposed Trail 

Options #1 and #2 on the Hawthorns Property for the following reasons: 

� They are located in the view sheds of many of our homes, thereby negatively 

impacting our privacy and property values. (See attached Mid Pen map with purple 

highlighted view sheds impacting 15 homes). This is in conflict with Mid Pen�s Good 

Neighbor Policy and the Hawthorn Area goals adopted 3/22 

� They terminate at Sweet Springs Trail, which is located on Portola Valley Ranch 

property. This trail was created in 1975 when Portola Valley Ranch granted an 

easement (which has never been modified) to the Town of Portola Valley for 

equestrian use only. Pedestrian traffic was never specifically granted as this 

designation was made in order to minimize the impact to nearby home owners. 

(Usage has never been enforced by the Town). Sweet Springs Trail and its 

connections meander through the front and/or backyards of about fifty homes at 

Portola Valley Ranch. 

� When this easement was granted in 1975, it was never with the understanding that a 

fifty car parking lot would be located nearby and provide a link for approximately 485 
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daily hikers/dog walkers on Sweet Springs Trail and its connections. Portola Valley 

Ranch has no ranger, nor maintenance personnel to clean up after (often) unleashed 

dogs and/or litter, and no public restrooms to accommodate such an increase of users. 

This 50 car parking lot is roughly equivalent to the 40 car parking lot at Arastradero 

Preserve which attracts 177,000 visitors per year (approximately 485 per day) and is 

much larger than the 5 car parking lot at Thornewood Preserve which attracts 47,000 

visitors per year (approximately 130 per day). Allowing an additional 485 daily hikers/ 

dog walkers (Arastradero equivalent) or even 130 daily hikers/dog walkers 

(Thornewood equivalent) on Sweet Springs Trail and its connections would be 

unsustainable and cause a serious negative ecological impact and in addition, 

compliance with which is part of the Board approved Hawthorns Goals. 

� They will create parking issues and noise issues on private streets (Saddleback and 

Pomponio) by users who will use these streets for overflow parking or parking when 

the preserve is closed (as users do on Alpine Road at Windy Hill Preserve). Again, this 

goes against Mid Pen�s Good Neighbor Policy. 

� Trail option # 2 creates potential conflict as it connects the Hawthorn property to 

Sweet Springs Trail at the end of Pomponio Road, where there is an �emergency use 

only� easement between Sweet Springs Trail and Pomponio Road. This creates the 

potential for allowing hikers to trespass across this easement, which is on the private 

property of two Portola Valley Ranch homes. 3/17/24 

File 

upload  

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic 
download of this pic ture from the Internet.

portola_valley_ranch_petition_322.pdf 71.46 KB · PDF  

Please 

provide 

your 

phone 

number 

so we can 

identify 

you if you 

use the 

call-in 

(408) 656-8851  
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number. 

*  
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 3:28 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Hawthorned -Glenn Kramon - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting Date * 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a comment about a specific board 

item? *  

Yes 

Agenda Item Number or Subject *  Hawthorned 

Please check one: *  In Opposition 

Where did you hear about this meeting? 

(check all that apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen 

Name *  Glenn Kramon  

City of Residence *  Portola Valley Ranch 

Email *    

Comment Type *  To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of 

directors *  

Dear Board: 

We represent the 7 homes on Saddleback Dr which runs along  

The Sweet Springs trail . Our biggest concern is that users entering the 

Hawthorns trail system from Saddleback Drive will park along our street 

and in our parking areas, displacing residents and their guests. So we 

urge restrictions on parking on Saddleback. 

Thank you- 

Glenn Kramon and Lauren Grossman 

 

Please provide your phone number so we can 

identify you if you use the call-in number. *  
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Sherilyn Reinhart
Ashley Mac
Fwd: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of directors. (no
limit)- Hawthorns trails-Dudley Carlson -
Friday, March 22, 2024 5:00:02 PM

From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 4:57:00 PM
To: Clerk <clerk@openspace.org>; web <web@openspace.org>
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board
of directors. (no limit)- Hawthorns trails-Dudley Carlson -

EXTERNAL

Meeting Date * 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group
Meeting

Is this a comment about a specific
board item? *

No

Subject * Hawthorns trails

Please check one: * In Opposition

Where did you hear about this
meeting? (check all that apply) *

E-mail notification from Midpen
Other

Other source * neighbors

Name * Dudley  Carlson

Organization (if applicable) Portola Valley Ranch (resident)

City of Residence * Portola Valley

Email *

Comment Type * To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit)

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

As a resident of Portola Valley Ranch, I am strongly opposed to two aspects of the Hawthorns
development plan. 

One: Any connection between Hawthorns trails and Sweet Springs Trail (Ranch property, with Town
easement) would cause extreme stress on Sweet Springs, a trail whose native wildflowers, nearby
wildlife (especially nesting birds in spring, cougars, coyotes) and proximity to residents would all be
jeopardized. This trail was never intended to support heavy foot traffic. The Ranch has no means of
collecting trash, policing rules, or providing parking for such traffic as is suggested by the Working
Group (potentially up to 485 users per day). As a frequent hiker on Sweet Springs trail, I find it
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difficult to pass horses or groups of walkers. Increased traffic would be far more challenging. Dog
walkers frequently (though illegally) allow their dogs off leash, which the Ranch has no means of
patrolling.

Two: Although mine is not a residence that faces the Hawthorns, I sympathize with those who object
to trails that negatively impact the views from their homes or potential crossing of their properties
by hikers. I would strongly that trails avoid crossing the hillside that faces the Ranch.

Please consider seriously the impact of the Hawthorns trail system on the Ranch, whose residents
want to be good neighbors and look forward to this preserve, but with anxiety about its potential
impact on our peace and quiet and on the safety of our wildlife and habitat. Thank you.

Please provide your phone number so
we can identify you if you use the call-
in number. *
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Sherilyn Reinhart
Ashley Mac
Fwd: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of directors. (no
limit)-Trail Junction Saddleback -Andrea Tom -
Friday, March 22, 2024 5:00:12 PM

From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 4:57:04 PM
To: Clerk <clerk@openspace.org>; web <web@openspace.org>
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board
of directors. (no limit)-Trail Junction Saddleback -Andrea Tom -

EXTERNAL

Meeting Date * 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group
Meeting

Is this a comment about a specific
board item? *

Yes

Agenda Item Number or Subject * Trail Junction Saddleback

Please check one: * In Opposition

Where did you hear about this
meeting? (check all that apply) *

Other

Other source * Neighbor

Name * Andrea  Tom

City of Residence * Portola Valley

Email *

Comment Type * To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit)

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

I am opposed to more traffic on Saddleback since parking structures are not safely secured and need
repair before visitors can safely park there to avoid injury or damage to property should there be
collapse, there is history of vandalism (some unreported but personally experienced) on that street
which may increase with more visitors thereby affecting law enforcement resources, there is limited
parking for residents such that sometimes I have difficulty finding parking, repeated problems with
the utilities at the entrance which is often blocked by utility maintenance crews, consistent asphalt
work that has to be done due to the ground squirrel activity.

Please provide your phone number so
we can identify you if you use the call-
in number. *
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2024 4:33 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)- Trail connections to PV Ranch for Hawthorns-Scott Elrod - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

No 

Subject *  Trail connections to PV Ranch for Hawthorns 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

Other 

Other 

source *  

Group of concerned PV Ranch residents 

Name *  Scott Elrod  
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City of 

Residence 

*  

Portola Valley 

Email *  

Comment 

Type *

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

I am a signatory to the attached petition, and I do believe that the issues raised by members of PV Ranch are valid. I 

would like to add what I believe would be a reasonable solution to the concerns listed: 

 

1. No connection of Hawthorns trails directly to Sweet Springs Trail near Pomponio or Saddlebrook. For anyone with 

sufficient motivation, they could get onto Sweet Springs from the Hawthorns entrance by walking down the Alpine Trail. 

2. No connection of Hawthorns trails to the end of Valley Oak Street. 

 

Thanks, 

 

Scott Elrod 
 

File 

upload  

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic 
download of this pic ture from the Internet.

pvr_resident_package.pdf 4.77 MB · PDF 

Please 

provide 

your

phone 

number 

so we can 

identify 

you if you 

use the 

call-in 

number. 

*  
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 11:38 AM
To:
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: RE: hawthornes: area adjacent to Valley Oak cul de sac

Hi Dennis,

Thanks for your email. No work has been undertaken on this yet. The open field you mentioned is part of the Historic
Complex project which is undergoing its own public access planning process. For questions related to public access
within the Historic Complex, please refer to the FAQs available on the project webpage:
https://www.openspace.org/sites/default/files/7 2023_PAWG Mtg3 FAQ.pdf.

Thanks,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her) 
Planner III 

  

From: Dennis Starkovich
Sent: Wednesday, March 6, 2024 10:42 AM
To: Tina Hugg
Subject: hawthornes: area adjacent to Valley Oak cul de sac

EXTERNAL

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important
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Ashley Mac

From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2024 10:01 AM
To: Kristi Corley
Cc: Ashley Mac
Subject: RE: Search  Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Corley,

The word "Hawthorns" pulls up the websites for the PAWG and Hawthorns Area Plan.

h ps://gcc02.safelinks.protec on.outlook.com/?url=h ps%3A%2F%2Fwww.openspace.org%2Fsearch%3Fterms%3DHaw
thorns&data=05%7C02%7Camac%40openspace.org%7Cd6bb3a8211f649d9348108dc41ecd1d6%7Ce65476f846154c2c9
a9d9fd7c71f4115%7C0%7C0%7C638457732601197423%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIj
oiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=lOnnpuOqDC0GFyeE6BowdtJAmlPIRgsrcEd3Ub
YxBns%3D&reserved=0

Tina Hugg, PLA, ASLA (she/her)
Senior Planner
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
5050 El Camino Real, Los Altos, CA 94022

openspace.org

Original Message
From: Kris Corley
Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2024 2:31 PM
To: Kris Corley
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Search Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District

[You don't o en get email from . Learn why this is important at
h ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden ca on ]

EXTERNAL

I have to put in wording exactly right into search to nd the PAWG mee ngs � � hawthorns Area Plan.�

Only �hawthorn area plan� works in MROSD search for the public on your site to nd PAWG mee ngs. Can you expand
the search words to be the following ? To nd public access PAWG hawthorns mee ngs.

Most people in public will only type in Hawthorns.
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Hawthorns
PAWG hawthorns
Hawthorns PAWG

> On Mar 7, 2024, at 2:22 PM, Kris Corley wrote:
>
>
> I put in hawthorns, PAWG hawthorns, hawthorns PAWG but I don�t get the public PAWG hawthorns mee ngs that I�m
looking for? Please advise.
> <Search Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District.jpeg>
>
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Wednesday, March 13, 2024 11:56 AM
To: David Smernoff; Krenz Charlie
Cc: Tina Hugg; Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: RE: Parking Options 9A and 9B

Hi David and Charlie,

Thank you for your suggestion. We will include the initial concept that our design consultant has developed as part of
the packet. Additionally, we will guide the PAWG to the existing driveway entrance during the 3/24 site meeting and
gather the PAWG�s feedback on whether to explore this option further.

Best,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her) 
Planner III 

From: David Smernoff
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 2:38 PM
To: Ashley Mac ; Tina Hugg
Cc: Krenz Charlie
Subject: Parking Options 9A and 9B

EXTERNAL

Dear Tina and Ashley

We have done some further investigation into parking options and would like to propose options 9A and 9B for
consideration. It does seem that we can get the desired number of parking spaces outside the area covered by the
conservation easement. These options avoid the safety issues associated with #8 and the natural resource concerns with
#7. We also believe that the parking would be visually equivalent to #8 and could be mitigated with screening planting.

Unless there is some reason this option cannot be considered we would like to respectfully request that you bring it
forward for internal review and discussion with the traffic consultants and engineers who evaluated options 7 and 8. If
it moves forward we�re happy to champion this the PAWG.

Thank you

Charlie and David

https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fi/v8jlqcr8hvi5jj8zzf1or/Parking 9A B.pdf?rlkey=fmqoh2xa9tghn9tj4zqtky3kn&dl=0
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View B
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Ashley Mac

From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 2:46 PM
To: Ashley Mac; Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: FW: Portola Valley Traffic accident report from C-CAG
Attachments: PV.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 7:49 AM
To: Tina Hugg
Subject: Portola Valley Traffic accident report from C CAG

EXTERNAL

Tina,

Please distribute this below to Hawthorns PWAG and MROSD Board and any traffic consultant's prior to the 3/24/24
Hawthorns meeting. A full presentation with more information was given to Portola Valley BPTS ( bike, pedestrian
traffic safety) committee meeting. Your traffic consultant may want to listen to that BPTS meeting and get that full
CCAG presentation as many other traffic graphs were presented of interest.

Thanks
Kristi

https://ccag.ca.gov/wp content/uploads/2023/12/PV.pdf
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Ashley Mac

From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2024 2:46 PM
To: Ashley Mac; Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: FW: Portola Valley Traffic accident report from C-CAG

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Friday, March 15, 2024 8:58 AM
To: Kristi Corley
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Portola Valley Traffic accident report from C CAG

[You don't often get email from Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

EXTERNAL

Tina.

See streets not assessed in the 2019 traffic study. Please acquire full CCAG presentation to BPTS committee.

Some streets are around Hawthorns area.
Portola road and Alpine road are access roads to Hawthorns parking from 280 & arastradero rd.

Kristi
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 2:44 PM
To: Kathy LaPorte
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: RE: Hawthorns question

Dear Kathy,

All agenda packet materials are available on Hawthorns Area Plan project webpage. You can nd the links to agenda
packet under the Timeline sec on. For the specic map you are seeking, it can be found in the mee ng 1 packet, on page
58 of the Exis ng Condi ons/Opportuni es and Constraints report.
h ps://www.openspace.org/what we do/projects/hawthorns public access working group

Your emails (received 6:34 PM 2/29 and 6:11 PM, 3/4) will be provided to the PAWG. Your email address will be redacted
in accordance with Midpen�s protocols.

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
Planner III

Original Message
From: Kathy LaPorte
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 6:11 PM
To: Ashley Mac
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Hawthorns ques on

[You don't o en get email from Learn why this is important at
h ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden ca on ]

EXTERNAL

Can you share a version that has all 15 houses? The one in the package for the mee ng last week did not show them all.
Kathy

Sent from my iPhone

> On Mar 4, 2024, at 5:51 PM, Ashley Mac wrote:
>
> Hi Kathy,
>
> The diagram was created using aerial imagery and GIS mapping, so we do not have any documenta on containing
specic addresses.
>
> Thanks,
>
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> Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
> Planner III
>
>
>
> Original Message
> From: Kathy LaPorte
> Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 6:34 PM
> To: Ashley Mac ; Tina Hugg
> Subject: Hawthorns ques on
>
> [You don't o en get email from Learn why this is important at
h ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden ca on ]
>
> EXTERNAL
>
>
> Hi One of the diagrams of the trail op ons refers to 15 residences in the Portola Valley Ranch whose views will be
impacted. Where do I nd the document that spells out the addresses of these 15 houses?
> thanks,
> Kathy LaPorte
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 2:55 PM
To: Liz Weigen
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: RE: Hawthorn Area Proposed Trail #2

Dear Liz,

All agenda packet materials are available on Hawthorns Area Plan project webpage. You can find the links to agenda
packet under the Timeline section. For the specific map you are seeking, it can be found in the meeting 1 packet, on
page 58 of the Existing Conditions/Opportunities and Constraints report.
https://www.openspace.org/what we do/projects/hawthorns public access working group

The diagram was created using aerial imagery and GIS mapping, so we do not have any documentation containing
specific addresses.

Meeting summary will be posted 72 hours prior to the 3/24 meeting.

Your emails (received 11:02 AM 3/1, 12:29 AM 3/5, and 1:16 PM, 3/5) will be provided to the PAWG. Your email address
will be redacted in accordance with Midpen�s protocols.

Thanks,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her) 
Planner III 

  

From: Liz Weigen
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 1:16 PM
To: Ashley Mac
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Hawthorn Area Proposed Trail #2

EXTERNAL

Hi Tina and Ashley ,
It states on the Hawthorns map with the purple shading that there are 15 homes with this area as our view shed.

However, the map is only showing some of these 15 homes. How do I find out the location of the other homes? Are
there house numbers/street locations for all 15 homes?

Thank you! Liz Weigen

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Liz Weigen
Sent: Tuesday, March 5, 2024 12:29:01 AM

You don't often get email from Learn why this is important
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To: Ashley Mac
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Hawthorn Area Proposed Trail #2

Thanks so much for your response .
One more question! When will the minutes from the 2/29 meeting be posted?
Best, Liz Weigen

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Monday, March 4, 2024 5:34:44 PM
To: Liz Weigen
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: RE: Hawthorn Area Proposed Trail #2

Hi Liz,

No work has been undertaken on this yet. It is a potential connection that both the PAWG and the public have expressed
interest in. It will be considered and further evaluated as part of the future planning for the Hawthorns Historic
Complex. For questions related to public access within the Historic Complex, please refer to the FAQs available on the
project webpage: https://www.openspace.org/sites/default/files/7 2023_PAWG Mtg3 FAQ.pdf.

Thanks,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
Planner III

From: Liz Weigen
Sent: Friday, March 1, 2024 11:02 AM
To: Ashley Mac
Cc: Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Hawthorn Area Proposed Trail #2

EXTERNAL

Hi Ashley and Tina,
Thank you for last night�s meeting regarding plans for the Hawthorne area.
Some of my Portola Valley Ranch neighbors are hoping for clarification regarding specifically where a future proposal

on the trail link from Las Trancas Road and the end of Valley Oak Street would be?
Who should I ask? Many thanks, Liz Weigen

Get Outlook for iOS

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

Attachment 6A

361



1

From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, February 29, 2024 5:46 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 2/29 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Hawthorns - many items -Kristi Corley - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

2/29 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board item? 

*  

Yes 

Agenda Item 

Number or 

Subject *  

Hawthorns - many items 

Please check 

one: *  

In Favor 

Where did 

you hear 

about this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen

Name *  Kristi Corley  

Organization 

(if 

applicable)  

resident 
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City of 

Residence *  

Portola Valley 

Email *  

Comment 

Type *  

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *  

Disregard the letter I sent to Tina Hugg's earlier today (~4:50pm). Instead please distribute this memo to the Hawthorn 

Public Access Working Group and for tonight's meeting and all future Board of Directors meetings with Hawthorns in 

the agenda. Thank you for not distributing my email address in the public comments. 

------------------------------------------------ 

Hawthorn PAWG and MROSD Board members, 

I agree with the Portola Valley trails committee statement below. 

�We request that MROSD prioritize developing a trail along Alpine Road into an avenue that is safe and accessible for all 

those who use the corridor, including pedestrians, equestrians, and cyclists.� 

Safety has always been a top priority for our residents, the public and children in our town. 

Residents enjoy the natural beauty in our community rather than seeing parking lots with 50 cars. Families chose to live 

in this natural environment with rolling hills, trees and wildlife and only have with a few small grocery stores and a 

small hardware store. 

Let's balance Portola Valley residents' safety needs with MROSD goals of providing the public access to trails. 

This Alpine trail needs to be appropriate for the �safe routes to school� program which is a San Mateo program. 

https://www.smcoe.org/for-communities/programs/safe-routes-to-school.html 

The ingress and egress driveway should not put children, parents or senior citizens at risk while they are walking or 

biking on the Alpine trail. 
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Safety should be a priority, even before a nature preserve's mission statement. 

Other considerations that warrant moving the parking area inland is the supplemental housing is being developed 

across the street from Hawthorn's and next to Roberts. 

As you may be aware equestrians need a natural surface for horses. Please consider a parking area for equestrians so 

they can utilize property.  

Parking:  

I am opposed to 50 parking places on Alpine Road. Parking along Alpine Road as it invites overflow onto Alpine road 

because you can SEE Alpine road form that location. We don't want to invite overflow parking such as Windy Hill issues. 

We don�t want to see the cars. 

When many residents toured Hawthorns, the parking that was provided was convenient, easy and not visible from 

Alpine Road scenic corridor. Stick with what has worked! 

Windy Hill overflow parking on Portola Road is always a problem in town! 

MROSD should also find solutions for Windy Will parking and use resources to correct it as it makes residents lose trust 

in future parking decisions made by MROSD for the town of Portola Valley. 

Other recommendations: 

Trails on Hill: 

Add the second trail for usage even if it�s visible. A park is for hiking trails and enjoying views. 

Trees should be saved so they can screen cars, bathrooms, buildings and any developments. 

Usage of trails: 

How can you incorporate a bike loop for children? 

Wildlife:  

Use wildlife fences instead of cyclone fences. Replace existing cyclone fence on Alpine Road. 
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Disruption to wildlife should be minimal and Mt Lion study should be done on the Hawthorns site and including a night 

study on Sweet Spring trail. 

-A reptile study should also be conducted on the Hawthorn site to understand the presences more. 

-Trees should not be removed at nesting times. 

Drainage: Fix all current drainage issues this year. Flatten the current Hawthorn driveway for the Alpine trail for walking 

and safety. This will decrease the mud runoff into the driveway in the winter. Mud is not good for biking and safety. 

Solve Saddleback road water runoff issues onto the street in 2024. 

 

MROSD and PAWG needs to get a copy of the current Housing Element turned into HCD to fully understand the future 

housing planned along Alpine Road. Hawthorns project must be looked at in conjunction with the current Housing 

Element of Portola Valley. If this is not done, good road and traffic flow planning goes out the window. If the housing 

element is not distributed to decision makers you're missing a key element of Portola Valley's town planning.  

Be mindful of the other Portola Valley development projects occurring in the months and years ahead: Nathhorst/Alpine 

build, next to Roberts two lots, Glen Oaks/Isola horse training area, Dorothy Ford Open Space Park, Stanford Wedge, 

Ladera Church, Christ Church, Opt In Program of 135 parcels only to name a few. Please ask the planning director 

JBiggs@portolavalley.net for the current Housing Element copy of the planning process. 

 

Public Comment process: Consider "raise hand" on zoom as it is easier for the public to comment spontaneously. Filling 

out a form prior to commenting makes it harder for the public to share innovative and creative suggestions real time.  

 

 

MROSD is a great organization with meaningful goals. Let's work together to improve our community. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

A Long-time Portola Valley resident and concerned citizen 

Please 

provide your 

phone 

number so 

we can 

identify you 

if you use 
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the call-in 

number. *  
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Meeting 7 
Hawthorns Area

Public Comments 
June 13, 2024 

The documents below include:

Correspondence received for the
Hawthorns Area Public Access Working
Group and Staff Responses
Public Comments
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The Board of Directors,
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space, 
info@openspace.org 

The proposed changes by some members of the PAWG seem to be in direct contradiction with the 
original goals set by MidPen for the Hawthorns in 2022. These goals emphasized ecologically 
sensitive and low-intensity public access, with an internal trail system designed to protect scenic 
view sheds. 

The original plans for a 1.6-mile internal loop trail were in line with these goals. However, the recent 
proposal to add connecting spurs down a steep meadowland is not only dangerous and 
environmentally destructive, but it also dismisses the concerns of neighbors and violates MidPen’s 
own preservation values and specific goals for the Hawthorns. 

As a resident of Portola Valley Ranch, an adjacent community, I share your concerns. The proposed 
connector trails violate MidPen’s Good Neighbor policies, which state that trails should be sited a 
minimum distance of 300 feet from occupied dwellings. The proposed connectors would be within 
this limit, infringing on the privacy and tranquility of PVR homes. 

Moreover, the proposed connectors would cut through a steep, pristine hill of native California 
grasses, disrupting the natural ecosystem and the scenic view that many of us enjoy. This is not in 
alignment with the values of PVR, a community founded on ecological sensitivity. We have always 
strived to protect our wildlife, preserve our native trees, and maintain our natural landscape. The 
proposed changes threaten to disrupt this harmony. 

The potential for future liability is another significant concern. As PVR owns the trails, we could be 
held legally responsible for any injuries that occur on them. This is a risk we should not be forced to 
bear. 

Lastly, the proposed plan seems to be an overdevelopment of this small parcel of land, including a 
proposed 50-car parking area. This is not in keeping with the conservation easement granted to 
POST, which permits only a limited gravel parking area. 

In conclusion, it is crucial that the residents of the PVR community be permitted to respect and 
maintain the conservation values on which the project was founded some 40 years ago by the 
developer Joe Whelan, and a large fraction of the property deeded to the Town as permanent open 
space. This will ensure the preservation of our community’s values and the protection of our natural 
environment. 

Sincerely, 

Jack Kabak, M.D. 

, 
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2024 10:57 AM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Parking on Saddleback -Eleanor Meyer - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

Yes 

Agenda 

Item 

Number 

or 

Subject *  

Parking on Saddleback 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen 

Name *  Eleanor Meyer  
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City of 

Residence 

*  

Portola Valley 

Email *    

Comment 

Type *

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

Hello, My family and I live at Saddleback Dr, Portola Valley which is right next to the Hawthorns Area. We are excited 

to have additional hiking / biking / equestrian trails in Portola Valley; however, we are concerned about parking on our 

street (Saddleback Drive). Our three young children frequently walk and play on our street, and middle schoolers from 

Corte Madera school frequently are not paying attention when they cross over Saddleback Dr on Alpine Trail. All that to 

say, having a bunch of cars that are not familiar with our street or neighborhood would be a safety risk to my own 

children, and the middle schoolers who walk home after school from Corte Madera. This risk could be minimized by 

eliminating access point #15 shown on the map on page 5 of this 

document:https://www.openspace.org/sites/default/files/Hawthorns%20PAWG%20Mtg%206%20-%20PACKET.pdf. We 

strongly prefer that visitors to the Hawthorne area to park in the planned onsite parking lot, and eliminate access point 

#15, which would encourage visitors to park on our street instead. My understanding is that there is a �good neighbor� 

policy stating that trails should not be within 300 feet of a structure, thus prohibiting the point #15 trailhead, which 

would be within that distance for several of our homes on Saddleback. Thank you for considering the impact on our 

street. Finally, we think it would be great if there were an area that is open to mountain bikers in the Hawthorne Space. 

(You may known that World Champ mountain biker Kate Courtney lives in Portola Valley, and it would be great to 

inspire the next generation of mountain bikers by providing them with access to great trails! This would also 

differentiate the Hawthorne Space from the nearby trails on Windy Hill that are off limits to cyclists.)  

 

 

 
 

Please 

provide 

your 

phone 

number 

so we can 
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identify 

you if you 

use the 

call-in

number. 

*  
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Wednesday, June 5, 2024 10:56 AM
To: Liz Weigen; Tina Hugg
Cc: Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: RE: Public Meeting Comment Form Submission Problems

Hi Liz,

Thank you for your email. We have received the three a achments and will share with the Public Access Working Group
for their considera on. The Public Comment Form should be in working order now.

Best,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
Planner III

Original Message
From: Liz Weigen
Sent: Wednesday, June 5, 2024 12:30 AM
To: Ashley Mac ; Tina Hugg ; Liz Weigen
Subject: Public Mee ng Comment Form Submission Problems

EXTERNAL

Hello Ashley and Tina,
Liz Weigen here. I�m hoping you can help me�.

Once again, I was unable to a ach any les to my comments I lled in on MIdPen�s Public Mee ng Comment Form. Do
you know why this con nues happening?

Would you please see that my below comments, along with the three les I�ve a ached to the email make it to the
right folks for the PAWG�s mee ng on 6/13/24 concerning the Hawthorn Property plans? Many thanks, Liz Weigen

My name is Liz Weigen and I am a resident of Portola Valley Ranch. I submi ed a pe on on March 24th, 2024 signed at
that me by 65 Portola Valley Ranch Residents Opposing the Proposed Trail Op ons #1 and #2 on the Hawthorns
Property.

Since that me, we have gathered addi onal Portola Valley Ranch resident's signatures and now have a total of 178
Portola Valley Ranch residents who oppose the proposed trail op ons #1 and #2 on the Hawthorns Property. (See
a achment).

I am also a aching a current map of Portola Valley Ranch showing the loca on of the 94 households who have signed
this pe on (marked with red X's), as well as the text of the pe on.

Many thanks for reviewing these a achments.
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[Measure AA 2024]
<h ps://gcc02.safelinks.protec on.outlook.com/?url=h ps%3A%2F%2Fwww.openspace.org%2Fwhat we
do%2Fprojects%2Fmeasure
aa&data=05%7C02%7Csreinhart%40openspace.org%7Ce96f8248411049bfad0b08dc8588c367%7Ce65476f846154c2c9a
9d9fd7c71f4115%7C0%7C0%7C638532069654457666%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjo
iV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=YGFp6RLBXUh3wk8Mu35JaWtQ0i3H%2BMKllYq
%2B6ZjE3xo%3D&reserved=0>
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From: Ashley Mac
Sent: Tuesday, June 4, 2024 1:46 PM
To: Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: FW: Letter/map to be added to 6/13 Hawthorns PAWG meeting
Attachments: midpen letter June 2.docx; Cross hatched area within 300 feet of PVR homes.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)
Planner III

Original Message
From: charles themaroneyfam.com
Sent: Monday, June 3, 2024 5:58 PM
To: Ashley Mac ; Tina Hugg ;
Subject: Le er/map to be added to 6/13 Hawthorns PAWG mee ng

EXTERNAL

Hello;
I have made several a empts to add these documents through the Midpen portal with a en on to the 6/13 Hawthorns
PAWG mee ng, and I keep ge ng error messages such that the portal won't accept the a achments. Could you please
add these documents to the wri en comments for that mee ng?
Thank you
Charles Maroney
[Measure AA 2024]
<h ps://gcc02.safelinks.protec on.outlook.com/?url=h ps%3A%2F%2Fwww.openspace.org%2Fwhat we
do%2Fprojects%2Fmeasure
aa&data=05%7C02%7Csreinhart%40openspace.org%7Ce3f673 41794b328b1808dc84d7616f%7Ce65476f846154c2c9a
9d9fd7c71f4115%7C0%7C0%7C638531307800442743%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjo
iV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C0%7C%7C%7C&sdata=H8Pp0PEpIg7QEtFiJD%2FbeKLkA0co6H0RzyAzu
P1DM%3D&reserved=0>
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June 2, 2024

 

To: Midpen Hawthorns working team and PAWG 

From: Charles Maroney,  

As I have previously stated in my February 29, 2024 letter and at the March 24, 2024 on-site 
meeting, the original plan with a 1.6 mile trail was thoughtfully designed to showcase the 
Hawthorn’s property while avoiding viewshed, noise, and privacy issues with neighbors in Portola 
Valley Ranch.  

The 3 connections proposed in December 2023 to Sweet Springs Trail will cause a large number of 
issues that I have outlined in my February letter and then followed up with a petition at your March 
meeting in which we collected 101 signatures from 55 homes. Liz Weigen and several other Ranch 
residents have now collected 178 signatures from 94 Portola Valley Ranch homes. Nearly 100% of 
the residents who border the Hawthorns and Sweet Springs Trail oppose these connections for the 
reasons stated in the petition. This is a very large neighbor coalition that is asking you to respect 
your good neighbor policy and not continue with plans for connections to Sweet Springs Trail. Liz is 
sending the updated petition to you under separate cover.  

As we continued the Sweet Springs Trail review process, in addition to the viewshed issues, legal 
easement issues, visitor management issues onto private property, parking issues and noise issues 
outlined in the petition, there were a few others that emerged. 

1.
trails. The trails should not be in the viewsheds of neighbors and the new trails should 
not be within 300 feet of any structure. The connections #15, 16 and 17 to Sweet Springs 
Trail violate both guidelines. Midpen did a constraint overlay which clearly showed the 
trails in the middle of the viewshed. I have attached a crude survey using your map in 
which I have crosshatched the areas on Midpen property which are within 300 feet of 
structures and all 3 connections are within that 300-foot boundary. I assume this was a 
guideline to mitigate noise issues for neighbors, so I’ll further note that the entirety of 
Sweet Springs Trail and its connections are as close as 20 feet to structures. Increasing 

 
2. Midpen did a thorough environmental study of the Hawthorns property. If Midpen plans 

to place a 50-car parking lot and connect it to private property less than ½ mile from 
that parking lot, why have they not completed an environmental impact report for those 
lands? There will be a huge impact on animal and plant life with the impact coming from 
Midpen’s decisions.  

3. There was discussion about the Town of Portola Valley’s General Plan and its desire to 
connect Sweet Springs Trail to the Hawthorns property. The plan is available online and 
shows a trail connection but only to a single residential home on the property. There 
was no way for the authors to contemplate that the end of the trail was a 50-car parking 
lot. That is not in the General Plan. 
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4. I do not understand why Midpen is planning for such a large parking area. I believe the 
original grant documents called for “limited parking” on the property. Based on 
comparisons to other open spaces in the area via acreage or trail mileage, 50 cars 
seems out of proportion not “limited”.  

5. The number of connections seems excessive for such a small property. You have 6 
proposed connections including the parking entrance for a property of 50 usable acres 

 and a 1.6 mile internal trail. If you applied this ratio to 
the 7.2 mile Hamms Gulch/Spring Ridge loop in Windy Hill you would have almost 30 
connections to that loop which currently has 3 entrances (Willowbrook, Windy Hill main 

All of the proposed connections to Sweet Springs 
 

Thank you for considering the issues raised by the 178 neighbors in the petition and the additional 
comments I have added.  
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1

Sherilyn Reinhart

From: Sherilyn Reinhart
Sent: Tuesday, April 23, 2024 12:08 PM
To: Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: FW: Please post as public comment for Hawthorns working group and submit to MROSD board 
Attachments: Public comment 41024.pdf

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Saturday, April 20, 2024 9:42 AM
Subject: Please post as public comment for Hawthorns working group and submit to MROSD board

[You don't often get email from Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]

EXTERNAL

https://www.portolavalley.net/home/showpublisheddocument/18279/638483644104070000
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Portola Valley 
Emergency Preparedness Committee

To:

From:

Date:

Re:

Summary 

3 hours

5 hours

The Fehr & Peers report offers several suggestions to begin to mitigate 
evacuation times and we strongly recommend that efforts should be made to improve 
evacuation before new housing is completed
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Fehr & Peers Wildfire Evacuation Traffic Capacity Study 

Portola Valley has a serious 
problem evacuating its residents in an emergency, particularly if one of the two major 
exit routes is blocked

Scenario Fehr & Peers* Ladris - Baseline Ladris - Add HE cars

All Roads Open Mean 23-40 minues 41 minutes 54 minutes
Median 42 minutes 58 minutes
Maximum 75-90 minutes 99 minutes 106 minutes
Std Dev +/- 21 minutes +/- 23 minutes

Portola Road Blocked Mean 60-84 minutes 62 minutes 84 minutes
Median 67 minutes 85 minutes
Maximum 120-165 minutes 160 minutes 178 minutes
Std Dev +/- 36 minutes +/- 41 minutes

Alpine/Arastradero  Mean 76-114 minutes 168 minutes 195 minutes
Blocked Median 192 minutes 209 minutes

Maximum 165-225 minutes 237 minutes 301 minutes
Std Dev +/-60 minutes +/- 77 minutes

*F&P mean is taken 30 minutes after evac starts; F&P max is at 90% population evacuated
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Ladris Evacuation Simulation Tool 
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Respect the Natural Landscape and Cultural Setting. Avoid or limit ecological
impacts by focusing on opportunities to utilize principles and methods of land
preservation, restoration, and the appreciation of natural and/or rural landscapes while
working with the requirements that vehicle-based public access present. When possible,
utilize aesthetically appropriate design elements to reflect and complement the
surrounding environment.

Establish a transition zone. Place and design parking areas that harmonize with the

surrounding urban/suburban fabric of the greater region and the natural open space
preserves. Minimize the visual and aesthetic/sensory impacts of parking areas on the
land. Design parking areas and trailheads to be visual gateways to the open space
preserve that help transition visitors into the natural/rural environment.

Exhibit a Sense of Place. Express a consistent District design ethos across all preserves
while highlighting local, environmental, and cultural context and the natural/rural
aesthetic character of the preserve and setting. Parking area and trailhead design serves to
provide visitors with a visual/experiential understanding of the  values and
mission.  Seek opportunities to celebrate the unique attributes of the preserve.

Address Sustainable Practices. Design using environmentally sustainable materials,
colors, textures and construction practices that reflect and are compatible with the natural
setting. Consider financial and staff resource impacts in design choices. Select durable,
low-maintenance design elements to minimize long-term maintenance requirements.
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March 13, 2024: The Board conducted a study session to review and provide early feedback on 
the Parking Area Design Guidelines. (R-24-36, Meeting Minutes)  
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1

Ashley Mac

From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2024 1:54 PM
To: CKrenz; Ashley Mac
Cc: David Smernoff
Subject: RE: Some ideas for parking at site 9

Hi, Charlie,

Thank you for the follow up. Since detailed design is a later phase of the project, we would reach out to Woodside Fire
when there is a preferred alternative. At that time, the project team can discuss with Woodside Fire what latitude there
is. Please note that given the recent wild fires, our experience on other projects is that fire standards have tightened and
become more conservative.

Regardless of which site is chosen as the preferred alternative, Midpen would be obligated to provide fire access in
whatever form is required. At this time, our consultants are depicting a conservative approach to provide the most
flexibility in the future design phase.

Thanks,
Tina

From: CKrenz
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2024 4:05 PM
To: Ashley Mac
Cc: David Smernoff ; Tina Hugg
Subject: Re: Some ideas for parking at site 9

EXTERNAL

Thanks Ashley:

A couple follow ups: Have you been in touch with Woodside Fire regarding any of the designs? Back 10 15 years ago
David and I worked closely with them on the design for a turn around area at the end of Lake Road here in Portola
Valley. At that time they seemed pretty cooperative and reasonable.

This design passed muster with them and we built it. In the final form of the design, which I can�t find in my records,
there was a gate across the entrance to the turn area, and there was no low fence demarcating the turn around area
boundary. It was not 1 5% flat. Part of it was kind of steep.

We worked with then fire Marshal Denise Enea. She�s still part of WFPD. My hunch: a bit of discussion with her or the
current Marshal might reveal some flexibility. They might go for an un flat �turn around road� as I�ve described in
version 10n of our previous �3 ideas� document.

Last, I confess, I didn�t digest the totality of the document you linked me to. I did however look at the design sketches for
turn around areas near the end of the doc. I saw a 96� diameter requirement for the round turn around called out. It�s
probably in the fine print, but we�ll need to make sure 80� is ok.

Charlie
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Ashley Mac
CKrenz
David Smernoff; Tina Hugg
RE: Some ideas for parking at site 9
Tuesday, April 16, 2024 3:42:00 PM

Hi Charlie,

Thank you for providing additional ideas for parking option 9. We’ve forwarded them to our design
consultant for their consideration. Their updated design work will be included in the agenda packet
for the 6/13 PAWG meeting.

Here are our responses to your questions:

Question 1: Does the turn around need to be flat or nearly flat?
Yes, parking and turnaround typically designed with 1 – 5% grade and not exceed 20% grade.
For more details regarding turnaround, you can refer to the Woodside Fire Ordinance at this
link:
https://www.woodsidefire.org/home/showpublisheddocument/1029/638380744172380475

Question 2: How important is the milkweed? Could it be transplanted to the Hawthorns
meadow, or into the center of the turn around?
The milkweed is crucial for the monarch butterfly, which is now a newly listed endangered
species. Relocating or removing the milkweed patch would most likely be considered a
disturbance of the monarch butterfly habitat, and according to our Natural Resources
department, would most likely be considered “take” under the Endangered Species Act.

Best regards,

Ashley Mac, PLA (she/her)

> -----Original Message-----
> From: CKrenz 
> Sent: Saturday, April 13, 2024 3:55 PM
> To: Tina Hugg ; Ashley Mac 
> Cc: David Smernoff 
> Subject: Some ideas for parking at site 9
>
> EXTERNAL
> 
> 
> Tina, Ashley:
>
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> Attached are some ideas for parking at the Hawthorns. Please have a look. There are a few design
questions we’d to like hear your thoughts on.
> 
> Thanks for all your work on this… It may not seem like it, but we are almost done!
> 
> Charlie and David
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1

Sherilyn Reinhart

From: Tina Hugg
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2024 9:16 AM
To: Ashley Mac; Sherilyn Reinhart
Subject: Fwd: Alpine Road road turning plan/ PV general plan/Traffic
Attachments: WebPage.pdf

From: Kristi Corley
Sent: Tuesday, April 16, 2024 1:15:45 AM
Subject: Alpine Road road turning plan/ PV general plan/Traffic

EXTERNAL

4. This is written in the Portola Valley general plan.

"Portola Road should remain as a two lane road, although turning lanes should be added as necessary.
"

There will need to be a turn lane(pocket turn lane) into the Hawthorns parking area to keep traffic
flowing on Alpine Road.

https://www.portolavalley.net/home/showpublisheddocument/6736/635617570943430000

You don't often get email from Learn why this is important  
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Town of Portola Valley General Plan

Portola Road Corridor Plan

Adopted March 11, 2015 
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Portola Road Corridor Plan

Introduction 

6400 The Portola Road scenic corridor comprises Portola Road, the trail that parallels the 
road, and the lands immediately on either side of the road and trail.  Running along 
the floor of Portola Valley, this corridor is part of the area that helps define the 
visual character and quality of the community and is considered the “heart of the 
town.”  Portola Road is designated a greenway.  The corridor links many of the 
town’s most important destinations including commercial, institutional, 
recreational and natural resources.  Both town residents and visitors alike make 
frequent use of the corridor and benefit from its scenic qualities.  In addition, the 
corridor both divides and connects the steeper open spaces of the western hillsides 
and the more residentially developed eastern portions of the town.

6401 Immediate views and distant vistas within and from the roadway corridor define its 
character and underscore the open space and more rural values of Portola Valley as 
a whole.  Therefore, management and treatment of both public and private lands 
along the corridor and the more critical viewsheds from the corridor should reflect 
the basic town values as set forth in this general plan.  Landscaping, buildings and 
other land uses within and along the corridor need to be sited and designed to 
conserve the open and rural character.  

6402 In addition to its scenic setting, the corridor plays a critical role as a transportation 
and recreation resource.  Portola Road is one of the main arterial roads in town for 
motor vehicles, and the corridor is a key location for alternate forms of 
transportation and recreation, such as walking and biking.  The corridor serves to 
connect or provide access to many horse trails.   
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6403 The Portola Road Corridor Plan provides a comprehensive land use perspective for 
the entire corridor, sets forth the main objectives for it, and identifies principles 
and standards for guiding public and private actions to achieve plan objectives.  

Objectives

6404 1. To serve as a scenic corridor through the town that reflects the open space 
values of the town. Much of the area between the two more intense land use 
clusters is traversed by or near the San Andreas Fault and should therefore 
be kept in open space or low intensity uses. 

2. To protect or reestablish open views within and from the corridor, especially 
to the western hillsides, wherever possible while preserving valuable habitat 
and variety of experience for all users.  

3. To encourage more pedestrian, bicycle and equestrian use along the 
corridor, improve the experience for these users, and reduce local motor 
vehicle trips.   

4. To keep the corridor free of exotic invasive plants and promote rehabilitation 
of native ecosystems.   

5. To preserve, enhance and reinforce the identity of the town by providing for 
a unified design of the valley, with two clusters of commercial and civic 
facilities near the ends of the corridor as focal points that are linked by trails, 
open space and planting epitomizing the natural quality of the town

5. 

Principles 

6405 The following principles should be followed to achieve the objectives described 
above: 

1. The town should actively pursue acquisition of properties or other property 
rights, such as conservation easements, from willing property owners, to 
preserve and enhance the most sensitive views of the western hillsides and 
achieve the other objectives of this element.   

2. Vegetation along the road, both within the right-of-way and on private 
property, should be managed so as to enhance and preserve views, 
especially of the western hillsides, existing orchards and open fields.  

3. Parking along the shoulder of the road should be discouraged using 
measures that are as unobtrusive as possible and do not to impede the 
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movement of bicyclists, equestrians, pedestrians and other users or affect 
the visual character of the roadway corridor. 

4. The shoulders along Portola Road should have a consistent width sufficient 
to provide for multiple users, as long as widening the shoulders would not 
adversely impact the adjacent trail.   

5. Exotic invasive vegetation should be removed within the corridor, and native 
vegetation should be used for new plantings wherever possible. 

6. The trail along Portola Road should be separate from the road and clearly 
delineated.  

7. The trail should be designed to serve multiple types of users, including 
pedestrians, equestrians, and bicyclists consistent with the Trails and Paths 
Element of this General Plan.    

8. The trail surface should not be paved but should be consistent with town 
trails standards for a multi-use corridor.   Ideally, the trail would have a 
pervious surface with drainage improvements as needed.   

9. Where appropriate, the town should acquire land, easements, or other 
property rights from willing property owners along or near the road to allow 
for a better trail configuration and better connections to the rest of the 
town’s trail system.   

10. Land within the corridor should continue to be zoned and otherwise 
managed to promote open space and enhance scenic quality.  Special 
consideration should be given to building size, design and setbacks along this 
road.   

Standards 

6406 1. The multi-use trail along Portola Road shall have an all-weather, non-paved 
surface suitable for horseback riding, bicycling, pedestrians, and other 
permitted users.   

2. Where the trail crosses the road, the nature of the crossings should be 
assessed for safe use by all users, and if necessary, improved. 

3. While meeting town trail standards, the trail shall incorporate some variety 
in width, elevation and treatment of nearby vegetation.  This variety helps to 
preserve the rural character of the area.     
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4. The town should thin or remove vegetation in the right-of-way in order to 
open views as a primary goal, retaining enough vegetation to provide a 
varied experience for trail users.  These evaluations should be made on a 
case by case basis using input from the various committees and other 
community interests in town, including adjacent property owners. 

 5. The town should encourage property owners on the western side of the road 
to thin or remove vegetation within the corridor on their properties when 
the vegetation obscures views of the western hillsides, agricultural uses and 
open fields.  In some cases, however, vegetation to provide screening may be 
appropriate, such as in places where structures are located in proximity to 
the road/trail. 

 6. Undergrounding utility lines along the corridor is desirable and should be 
considered.    

 7. The town should require utility companies and property owners to screen 
utility boxes and related equipment or develop other measures to decrease 
their aesthetic impacts.   

8. Portola Road should remain as a two lane road, although turning lanes 
should be added as necessary.   

9. The town should encourage removal of exotic invasive vegetation on both 
sides of the roadway corridor.     

Description 

6407 The Portola Road Corridor extends approximately two miles from Alpine Road 
northward past the Priory School and the Sequoias Retirement Community to Portola 
Valley Town Center and the northern town boundary with the Town of Woodside.  
Much of the corridor is located east of the San Andreas Fault zone, and a significant 
segment of the the corridor, primarily from Willowbrook Drive to the Wayside Road, 
separates the eastern, more developed portion of Portola Valley from the steeper, less 
stable and less developed western hillsides.  

6408 The corridor links clusters of community-serving uses at either end with open space, 
recreational, institutional, agricultural and residential uses in between.  The cluster at 
the northern end includes churches, a commercial area and the town center with 
community-serving meeting, classroom, recreational and library facilities.  The cluster at 
the southern end includes a commercial area, space for institutional uses and a fire 
station. The town’s two largest institutional uses, the Sequoias and the Priory School, 
are both located between these two clusters.  The visibility of all of these uses from 
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within the corridor should be managed so as to minimize visual intrusion or conflict with 
the objectives of this element.

6409 The road itself is a two-lane arterial road, with a bicycle route designated in the Trails 
and Paths Element along its length.  Together with the lower portion of Alpine Road, 
Portola Road serves as part of a popular regional bike loop.  The trail along the corridor 
is a critical link in the town’s overall trail system for multiple types of users and has 
many important destinations along its length. 

6410 The following descriptions are for specific segments for the corridor starting at Alpine 
Road and extending to the northern limits of Portola Valley.

6411 Segment 1, Alpine Road to Willowbrook Drive and the Sequoias.  Land along this 
segment is more intensely developed than in the rest of the corridor.  There are many 
developed residential parcels, with more dense development along the west side of the 
road.  This segment also includes the significant Woodside Priory and Sequoias 
institutional uses and facilities, as well as the commercial and offices uses within the 
Nathhorst Triangle.  The land use pattern in this segment is well established, and efforts 
to enhance the sense of the town’s character along the corridor need to recognize this.  
As a result, techniques such as encouraging or requiring planting of native materials, 
removal of exotic invasive vegetation, and more natural landscaping would be more 
appropriate in this segment than increased setbacks or other similar land use controls.   

6412 Segment 2, Sequoias to the Town Center.  On the east side of the corridor in this 
segment, the residential land use pattern is well established, with approximately one 
acre per dwelling unit, and no significant changes are anticipated.  Development areas 
visible from the corridor should continue to be controlled through setback and 
architectural review to protect the visual character of views from the road.  Similar to 
Segment 1, the main objectives for this area will be to control exotic invasive plant 
materials and replace these with native landscaping consistent with town landscaping 
guidelines.    Within the public right-of-way, vegetation can be addressed through 
annual roadway maintenance programs and other programs as consistent with town 
budgetary priorities and resources.  For privately held lands on the east side of the 
corridor, the town should seek to encourage, and where possible in conjunction with 
development review proposals, require conversion of highly visible non-native plant 
materials to native species.     

6413 In this segment, larger parcels, some of which extend from the road up into the western 
hillsides towards the Skyline scenic corridor, are located on the west side of the 
corridor.  The largest property on the western hillsides is the Windy Hill Open Space 
Preserve, which is owned by the Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District, while other 
properties are in private ownership.  In addition, this area includes lands closer to the 
road which are identified for Community Open Space Preserves in the Open Space 
Element.  The west side of the corridor along this segment provides some of the most 
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magnificent views in town.  The Town will need to manage its lands along the right of 
way to protect and improve these views and should also work with both private and 
public land owners to take actions on their properties consistent with this Corridor Plan 
and other applicable elements of the General Plan.  Where appropriate, the town 
should acquire land or other property rights, such as conservation or open space 
easements,  from willing property owners, or should encourage designation under the 
Williamson Act.   

6414 Segment 3, Town Center to Wayside Road.  The land use pattern adjacent to this 
segment is largely set and controlled by provisions set forth in the town center area plan 
element of this general plan.  This area includes the Town Center Preserve and also the 
larger private land holdings to the north of this Preserve.  As with the larger privately 
held lands on the west side of Segment 2, the town should pursue actions that would 
protect the visual qualities of the lands critical to the views from the corridor. 

6415 Segment 4, Wayside Road to the northern town limits. On the east side of the 
corridor north of Wayside Road and the Wyndham Drive subdivision, most land is within 
the Town of Woodside and occupied by the “Family Farm” private low density use.  The 
town encourages the low intensity uses in this area to continue and for the roadside and 
lands immediately east of the corridor to be maintained in the existing open and tree 
covered condition. 

6416 Land on the west side of Segment 4 is largely developed in  low to medium intensity 
residential uses, and no signficant change in land use or pattern of uses is expected.  As 
for Segment 1, the corridor in this segment should be managed to discourage exotic 
invasive plantings, enhance native vegetation and, to the extent possible, limit views to 
houses and other site improvements.  It is recognized, however, that like portions of 
Segment 1, there will be limited option for changes to the established visual character 
along the corridor in Segment 4. 
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Portola Road Corridor Plan Appendix 1:
Implementation of the Portola Road Corridor Plan 

Actions to date:  
1. ASCC review is required for all buildings along Portola Road.

2. Conservation Committee review is required for all landscaping within 75’ of Portola 
Road.  The town has adopted design guidelines that include lists of native plants that are 
to guide the Conservation Committee in its actions.  The use of native plants in the 
scenic corridor will help retain the natural beauty of the area. 

Future actions:
1. The trail along Portola Road from the Town Center to Nathhorst Triangle should meet 

the town standards for a multi-use trail, with a minimum 6’ wide trail surface of 
compacted base rock.  Land or easements should be acquired as necessary to allow this 
trail standard to be met.   

2. Widen shoulders in key locations along Portola Road to make them consistent in width. 

3. The town should thin vegetation in the road right-of-way in locations where vegetation 
blocks views, and work with private property owners to encourage similar thinning on 
their lands. 
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From: Public Comment Form <no-reply@wufoo.com>
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2024 6:10 PM
To: Clerk; web
Subject: 3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting: To be provided to the board of 

directors. (no limit)-Parking access near Hillbrook Drive -Julie Fouquet - 

EXTERNAL

Meeting

Date *  

3/24 - Hawthorns Area Public Access Working Group Meeting 

Is this a 

comment 

about a 

specific 

board 

item? *  

Yes 

Agenda 

Item 

Number 

or 

Subject *  

Parking access near Hillbrook Drive 

Please 

check 

one: *  

In Opposition 

Where did 

you hear 

about 

this 

meeting? 

(check all 

that 

apply) *  

E-mail notification from Midpen 

Name *  Julie Fouquet  
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City of 

Residence 

* 

Portola Valley 

Email * 

Comment 

Type *

To be provided to the board of directors. (no limit) 

Comments to be provided to the board of directors *

To the MROSD Board of Directors: 

Residents on Hillbrook Drive and connecting streets (including Sausal, Adair, Antonio, Palmer and Los Charros) typically 

use Alpine Road to access nearly all other locations. This often requires making a left turn onto Alpine Road at the 

bottom of Hillbrook Drive. Because Alpine Road is a major artery for Portola Valley, it can become very busy during at 

the beginnings and ends of the school day for the three schools in the area. As noted in your documents, bicycle traffic 

can be heavy on the weekends. Sometimes cars have to wait for a minute or two before an adequate break in traffic 

permits a left turn. (You may think that bicyclists have their own lane, so that a car can turn left at the same time a 

bicyclist is riding along Alpine through the intersection in the same direction, but bicyclists don't always stay in their 

lane, and a sudden close approach by a car can be alarming to a bicyclist.)  

A driver turning left from the bottom of Hillbrook needs to keep track of cars coming from two directions, bicyclists 

coming from two directions, and pedestrians coming from two directions. Bicyclists may be hard to see in the dappled 

shade during the day, and hard to see in the evening or at night if they do not use lights. Please do not locate the 

Hawthorns access driveway anywhere near this intersection. It's already challenging enough. If the driveway must be 

located near Hillbrook Dr, then stop signs will be needed. 

Sincerely, 

Julie Fouquet 

Please 

provide 

your 

phone 

number 

so we can 
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identify 

you if you 

use the 

call-in

number. 

*  
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