Council and Authorities Concurrent Meeting on 2022-02-22 4:00 PM
Meeting Time: 02-22-22 16:00

eComments Report

Meetings Meeting Agenda Comments Support Oppose Neutral
Time ltems

Council and Authorities Concurrent 02-22-22 57 5 0 3 2

Meeting on 2022-02-22 4:00 PM 16:00

Sentiments for All Meetings

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.

Overall Sentiment

Supparnt(0%)
B Opposo{60%)
B Noutrak40%)
No Response{07)




Council and Authorities Concurrent Meeting on 2022-02-22 4:00 PM
02-22-22 16:00

Agenda Name Comments Support Oppose Neutral
2.B 22-297 Verbal Report from City Manager regarding COVID-19 1 0 1 0
Pandemic

3.N 22-72 Actions to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration, a Mitigation 1 0 1 0

Monitoring and Reporting Program and Billboard Relocation Agreement
with Qutfront Media LLC to allow the installation of a new single-sided
LED digital billboard at 630 Laurelwood Road; and to Waive First Reading
and Introduce an Ordinance to Amend Section 18.80.210 of the Zoning
Code to Increase The Permissible Height Of Digital Billboards

3.Q 22-197 Action on the Parks & Recreation Commission's 1 0 0 1
Recommendation to Approve the Schematic Design-Master Plan for the

New Public Neighborhood Park located at 3905 Freedom Circle (Greystar

Development)

5. 22-78 Adopt a Resolution Calling and Giving Notice of a Special 1 0] 1 0
Municipal Election to be Held on Tuesday, June 7, 2022 for a Vote on One

Ballot Measure that, if Passed, Would Amend Sections 600, 700.1, and

700.2 of the Santa Clara City Charter; Requesting the Consolidation of

the Special Municipal Election with the Statewide Direct Primary Election

to be Held in Santa Clara County on June 7, 2022; Directing the City

Attorney to Prepare the Impartial Analysis; and Setting Priorities for Ballot

Arguments

6. 22-104 Discussion and Action on Councilmember Hardy's Request to 1 0 0 1
Consider a Resolution to Support the Bid to FIFA for the 2026 World Cup
and Related Events

Sentiments for All Agenda ltems

The following graphs display sentiments for comments that have location data. Only locations of users who have commented
will be shown.

Overall Sentiment

Suppart{07)
B Opposo(60%)
B Neutral(40%)
No Respanso{0i)

Agenda ltem: eComments for 2.B 22-297 Verbal Report from City Manager regarding COVID-19 Pandemic



Overall Sentiment

Support{0ii)
M Oppose({100%3)
W Meutral(0%)

Mo Responsal0%a)}

Mark Kelsey

Location:
Submitted At: 7:29pm 02-22-22

| am very concerned about the limitations of library services. It appears that the real issue is that the library
budget has been cut not COVID. The city should state this honestly. When will the budget be restored?

Agenda ltem: eComments for 3.N 22-72 Actions to Adopt a Mitigated Negative Declaration, a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program and Billboard Relocation Agreement with OQutfront Media LLC to aliow the installation of a new single-sided
LED digital billboard at 630 Laurelwood Road; and to Waive First Reading and Introduce an Ordinance to Amend Section
18.80.210 of the Zoning Code to Increase The Permissible Height Of Digital Billboards

Overall Sentiment

I Support{0%u)
W Oppase{100%s}
B Neutral(0%)

Mo Response(0)

Susan Hinton

Location:

Submitted At: 5:36pm 02-18-22

Except for possible legal disputes, total payment to the City, for a period of 20+ years, follows: " ... the Advertiser
agrees to pay City $70,000 per new billboard face." Doesn't this seem like a heavenly deal for the Billboard
owner? Shouldn't there be an annual fee too, perhaps a percent of the Billboard owner's revenue, such as a
modest 3-6% ? Hasn't the City of Santa Clara learned anything about how to support itself? (That Hwy 101 spot
would make a fantastic NFL advertising location.)

Agenda ltem: eComments for 3.Q 22-197 Action on the Parks & Recreation Commission's Recommendation to Approve the
Schematic Design-Master Plan for the New Public Neighborhood Park located at 3905 Freedom Circle (Greystar Development)



Overall Sentiment

1 Support{0sl)

M Oppose{0%s)

W Neutral{100%0)
Mo Responsc{03)

Susan Hinton

Location:
Submitted At: 12:59pm 02-19-22

Santa Clara should not use synthetic turf in any project, including dog parks. Synthetic grass (plastic grass) is not
a sustainable material and therefore conflicts with City statements regarding Sustainability. In 2019 UCSB
research concluded “Plastics have surprisingly carbon-intense life cycles.” Plastics not only degrade into nano
particles, hurting ocean life, "emissions from plastics in 2015 were equivalent to nearly 1.8 billion metric tons of
CO2." https://bit.ly/3h4hiWk

Agenda Item: eComments for 5. 22-78 Adopt a Resolution Calling and Giving Notice of a Special Municipal Election to be Held
on Tuesday, June 7, 2022 for a Vote on One Ballot Measure that, if Passed, Would Amend Sections 600, 700.1, and 700.2 of the
Santa Clara City Charter; Requesting the Consolidation of the Special Municipal Election with the Statewide Direct Primary
Election to be Held in Santa Clara County on June 7, 2022; Directing the City Attorney to Prepare the Impartial Analysis; and
Setting Priorities for Ballot Arguments

Overall Sentiment

I Support{0%u)
W Oppose{100%5)
B Neutral{0®)

No Response{0%)

Susan Hinton
Location:
Submitted At: 12:08pm 02-19-22

The proposed ballot measure states that, for elected City office, "a person must have been a resident of the City
of Santa Clara for at least thirty (30) days immediately preceding ... the filing of nomination papers." So someone
can fly in and rent an apartment a mere 30 days before filing to run for City Council. This is absurd. A more
reasonable cut-off would insist that prospective candidates live in their District, or that City-wide candidates live in
the City, for at [east 3-6 months.

Agenda ltem: eComments for 6. 22-104 Discussion and Action on Councilmember Hardy's Request to Consider a Resolution to
Support the Bid to FIFA for the 2026 World Cup and Related Events



Overall Sentiment

| Support{0%)
B Opposai0%)
B Neutral{ {00%)
No Rospanse{0%!)

Susan Hinton

Location:

Submitted At: 9:53am 02-22-22

Though, we, the citizens of the City of Santa Clara, undoubtedly support bringing the World Cup to Santa Clara,
the City should be properly reimbursed. Also, we, citizens of the City of Santa Clara, would like for the City
Council to fulfill its other, non stadium, obligations in a timely fashion. Be no mistake, if the Council cannot fulfill
regular, non stadium, business obligations, everyone will take note.



