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May 9th 2018

Ben Berto, Director of Planning and Building Services

Town of Fairfax

142 Bolinas Road

Fairfax, California 94930

RE: Marinda Heights

Dear Mr. Berto,

Following below are point by point responses to those elements of your recent letter dated March 23 2018, which
pertain to the architecture design of the project. I understand that Marshal Rothman is gathering similar responses to

the other elements of your letter.

Best regards,

Ev 0SS
Principal Architect, Leed AP

CC: Marshal Rothman, Managing Partner, Timberstone 4038T, LLC

From the Town of Fairfax letter dated March 23rd 2018 -

From the overview segment:

1. Information submitted to date for the individual residences and residential parcels remains inconsistent and
incomplete. For example, while most of the house square footages appear to be accurate, some do not
match staff’s calculations. Several of the deck and patio square footages are not listed or incorrect.

THhS comment wwas discussed at the coordinadion meez‘/nj held on December 1, 2017
afer the preliminary plans coere Subrutted For town review and comment. The
\SaASe?aenz‘ swbrttal of revised a’raw/ngS dated 12/20/17 addressed the various items
mentioned. THIS was later confirmed 5}/ ema/ dated 1/12/15. A ,éey plan has Bbeen add o
a/l Floor plans indicating sguare footage calculations.

2. With the ex_ce{;tion of the one color renderir‘ljg, the rest of the building elevations, including a repeat of the
one shown in the rendering, are to be unshaded with the exception of shadow lines.

THhS comment was discussed at the coordinadion Meez‘/nj held on December 1, 2017
afler the prelininary plans cere Scubmitted For town review and comment. It was
communicated and ajreec/ to at that Meez‘fnj that the purpose of the elevations /'s o
accurately and completely il/ustrale the desSigns in maderidls, massing and detai/
articulation. I is both unrecessary and wuncoarrasted to pro/w'éff Zhe removal of swuch
rendered information which is critical o the presentation and ander&z‘andfnj of the
desigh merits. Per discussion on 4/25/15, the shadows cere lightened on ¢he drawings.

3. Eliminate shading within the canopy area of trees depicted on the site and other plan-view plans.

This comment was discussed at the coordination /r/eet/nj held on December |y, 2017
after Zhe pre//mfnary p/an\f were SL(AM/'fted For town review and comment. IZ was
communicaled and discussed at ¢hat Meez‘fnj ¢hat the Crees depicted on Zhe a/rawfng\f
were detailed Symbols " in the Compeler aided drafting software. It was agreed o
‘fude' the Syméo/S Co reduce Cheir presence viswally, Bett removing a portion of the
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

This comment was discussed a the coordinadion meez‘fng held on Deceriber |, 2017
atrler Zhe pre//m/nary plans were submitted for town revieco and comment. ‘Deck’ sizes
(aka 'wa/,éaé/e Surfaces) were added ¢o the revised c/raw/ng\s dated 12/20/1%.

Provide cut sheets of all proposed lighting. All exterior lighting should be fully shielded from direct out-of-
building-area illumination, and should be the minimum number and wattage necessary for safety purposes.

THhS comment was discussed at the coordination meet/ng held on December 1, 2017
afler the preliminary plans were submitted for town review and comment. 7The //:3/76'/73
Specifications and plan location indications were added to he revised drawings dated
12/20/1%7.

Story poles: Story poles will need to be installed for this project. Consistent with prior communication, the
timing of story pole installation will be determined by the Town to facilitate public review. Insofar as many
of the proposed building elements to be reflected in the story poles will be where trees are located, all story
poles should feature a one-foot square (1’ x 1) piece of wood at the top, painted day-glo orange, with the
story pole number written in 1-inch black block numerals, to better allow distant viewing correlation with
discrete building elements.

TH'S comment was discussed at the coordination meez‘/ng held on Deceriber 1, 2017
afler 2he preliminary plans were submitted for town review and comment. The
notations were added o the revised dracu/ng\s dated 12/20/1%. It appears Chere was a
pr/nz‘fnﬂ error a the service bureact thal orvtted Zhe story pole plan Sheets From Some
Sets. Th's orission has been corrected.

Provide a story pole plan for all structures. Identify proposed story poles by numbers, which are to be
reflected in the painted numbers place on the wooden square atop each story pole.

THhs comment was discussed at the coordinadion meez‘/nj held on December 1, 2017
afler the prelinminary plans were Subprtted For town review and comment. 7The
notcdions were added to the revised c/raw/njs dated 12/20/1%. It appears Chere was a
Printing error & the Service bureaw that omitted the Story pole plan Sheel's from Some
sets. THS orission has been corrected.

Visual analysis: Additional viewpoints will need to be incorporated into the visual analysis. Photographs
and possibly visual simulation viewpoints will be finalized after story poles have been installed and
comments have been received on potential visual effects.

Viswa/ ana/ySf\S 1S wunder a Separale professiondl.
Show all building envelopes on all sites. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if the distance is greater

than 50 feet, call out approximate distance). It is recommended that the Lot 10 site plan (sheet A-2) be
used as the example/ template to be followed for site plans for other residences.

This comment was discussed at the coordinadion meei/ng held on December 1, 2017
after the preliminary plans were Subprtded for town review and comment. 7he
notalions ewere added to Che revised c/rawinﬁ\s dated 12/ 20/1%. Additiona/ c/ar/-/'y/nﬂ
notations have been added per comments in attachment A.

Provide a north arrow and graphical scale on all site plans and floor plans.

This comment was discussed at the coordinadion meeffng held on December |y, 2017
atler the pre//m/nary plans coere Swbritted For town review and comment. 7The
notdaions cwere added o Zhe revised c/raw/n35 dated 12/ 20/ 1%. Additional c/ar:'/‘y/nﬁ
notadions have been added per comments in attachment A.

The residential designs feature multiple floor levels. For clarity’s sake, provide dashed half-tone outlines of
whatever floor isn’t being represented on the floor plan for a particular floor. It is recommended that Lot
10 sheet A-3 as the example/ template to be followed for other residences.

This comment was discussed at the coordination Meei/nﬁ held on December |, 2017
after the preliminary plans were Submitted For toton review and comment. 4c\//'a52‘menz‘5
were made o the revised c/rawr'n55 dated 12/20/17 Co reduce the tone (Fade) indications
of iterms depicted on plans thad are Seen betd below the level! of the plan level depicted.
Lot 10 Sheet A-3, as was discussed in December does not depict items below bt
rather items that are above (dashed /ines). The 5rqp/1/'c Comvention /s Lo depict items
above cith dashed lines and items below cwith Faded lines.
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coordinated vicindy plan appears on Che cover Sheels of Che revised a’raw/'n35 dated
12/20/1%.

From Attachment A:
Lot 1 —321 Marinda Drive

1. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if >50 feet, call out approximate distance).

Additional notations made on site plan.

2. For any roof that is also proposed to be a walkable surface, please show a representation of a person on the elevation
that best shows the portion of roof in question.

No walkable surfaces (other than For green roof or solar array maintenance).
3. Side elevations:

a. Shading confusing — in some cases doesn’t appear to represent any possible sun shadow

This was discussed at the 12/1/12 coordinadion meeting eith Z‘own stalrt.
Shadowws are an important 3rgp/7/c element ///4(5Z‘raz‘m3 the d&5lﬁﬂ 's ardiculadion
and /)762551/73 Shadotws do not altempt to calcuwlatle or otherwiSe demonstrate a
Specific Sun anj/e (a north elevation For example toeld be in Complete
darkness). The 3raph/c Comvention is to cast 4s0 shadows From the wpper r/'j/;z‘
Side of the d/-aw/ns. Per discussion on 4/25/1%, the Shadows cere /lj/lz‘ened on
Zhe c/raw/'ngs.

b. Show existing/proposed grade for all side elevations where is difference. Dash natural grade if changed

These indications cwere added to the revised swbpittal of 12/20/1%. Additiona/
c/ar/‘fy/'nj notalions fave been added, hoewever all home c/e\S/BnS in Zhe /vl‘c?/'ecz‘ are
COmmon/y de\Srgnec/ Zo meel and not alter e>(/'5z‘/n3 3rac/e.

c. Call out maximum building elevation.
These indications were added do the revised swbmiddal of 12/ 20/1%. Addidiona/
c/a/-//y/ng notddions have been added.
4. Shade any graded areas within building envelopes on plan view sheet. Show modified contours (existing as dashed).
Call out elevation at 5-foot intervals.

These indications cere added to the revised swbmittal of 12/20/17 as cwere Zhe 3#&:!//73
plans (althowugh a Printing error may have result in sets Swbritted withoed he grading
plan sheet). Additiona/ c/ar:/'ymg notadions have been added. Contowrs Show are per the
e/ enjmeer 's dase mMaps. 59 Iincrements for mejor contours are /1/5/7/15/7680/

5. Call out proposed exterior materials for every residence on at least one elevation sheet.

T/]eSe indicalions were added ¢o the revised 54(507/.fo/ of’ 12/ 20/ 1.
6. Call out solar panels.

These indications were added to the revised swubmitdtal of 12/20/ =2

7. Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each
house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added to the revised swubpitdal oFf 12/20/ 1.
8. Show pool and spa square footages on plans and in application form.

There /s no pool or spa in ¢AIS 465/:3/7.
9. 13 foot tall parking area retaining wall requires a retaining wall height variance application and approval.

Ths wall has been terraced 2o disperse 5/'/73/5 plane he;j/rc‘s Zo accts/ﬂz‘aé/e [evels.

Lot 2 — 351 Marinda Drive

1. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if >50 feet, call out approximate distance).
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8. Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each
house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added o the revised swubmiddal of 12/20/ [l 28
9. Call out and dimension solar panels on plans.

These indications were added to the revised swubmittal of 12/20/17.

10. Garage exceeds the permitted 15 foot height limit for accessory structures and requires submittal of a height
Variance application.

7 he garage has been connected to the howse Z‘/]ereéy e//m/naz‘fnﬁ Zhe need for accessory
Structure variance.

11. All sets of submitted plan sets should match i.e. address numbers are shown on the reduced sets but not on the full
sized sets.

THh'sS comment Seems Co be a reswult of a pr/ni/nj bureact error. Fell and ha/f Sized
Sets are printed from the same pdf file Conline £ile), so it is /]/3/1/}/ wunclear hoeo

differences occurred unless a previous copy or version of a plan set was wsed in
error. (eﬁarc//eéxf, he resubmitted sets have been checked Yo ensure Consistency.

Lot 3 — 400 Marinda Drive

1. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if .>50 feet, call out approximate distance).

Additional notations made on Site plan.
2. Side elevations:

a. Shading confusing — in some cases doesn’t appear to represent any possible sun shadow

This was discussed al the 12/1/ 17 coordination meez‘/nﬂ et h Lowon staFf.
Shadows are an imporiant graphic element f'//aSZ‘raz‘:'nj Zhe design ‘s ardiculation
and massing. Shadowws do not attempt to calculale or otherinse demonstrate a
specific sun angle (a north elevation for example would be in complete
darkness). The graphic comention is Co cast 4s° shadows From the wpper right
Side of the c/raw/ng. Per discussion on 4/25/18, the Shadows cere /lghiened on
Zhe draw/'n35 "

b. Call out ffl for all floors, carry as dashes across the plans

This was discussed at the 12/)/ 19 coordinadion meef/'nj with towwn StaFF. The
re?aeSZ‘ed elevation Maré/ngS and dashed floor lines were added ¢o the revised
c//-aw/'nj\s Submitted on 12/20/17. It Showld be noted ¢hat marny times, Che
dashed Floor line indications correspond to lines on the elevations such as
SCore lines or Seam in 5/'.:///73 maderials and are thus obscured. Additional lines
have been added to ad in clarity.
c. Show existing/proposed grade for all side elevations where is difference. Call out elevation of finished and
natural grade where maximum building height occurs. Dash natural grade if changed

These indicadions were added to the revised Subritdal of 12/20/1%. Additiona)
c/arffyfng notations have been added a/e/w'cffnﬂ surface (non—Foundadional) rad;'nﬁ
at the northwest end of the pool terrace. The 3radfn3 in CAS area Aas been
factored into ¢he 3raa/;'n3 calewlations and df'ajra/r/ on the grac//nj Sheet.

d. Call out maximum building elevation.

ThesSe indications were added to the revised swbritdal oFf 12/20/ =2 Additional
c/arff'yfns notadions have been added.

3. Clearly depict with an “x” any trees that are proposed for removal (trees to be removed within garage footprint are
currently not marked with “x”).

Additiona/ C/Q/‘/'/'yfnj notation has been added.

4. Shade any graded areas within building envelopes on plan view sheet. Show modified contours (existing as dashed).
Call out elevation at 5-foot intervals.
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ThesSe indications cere added to the revised swubmiddal of 12/20/1%. Addidiona/
c/ar//‘y/ng notations have been added, horoever all hore c/eS/ij n the /)rclajeaz‘ are
commoh/y deszgned Zo meet and not alter eX/'\SZ‘/nﬂ 3rac/e.

d. Call out maximum building elevation.

These indications cere added to the revised swbritdal of 12/20/1%. Additional
c/ari%’y/nj notations have been added.

4. Shade any graded areas within building envelopes on plan view sheet. Show modified contours (existing as dashed).
Call out elevation at 5-foot intervals.

These indications were added to the revised swbrnttal of 12/20/17 as were he \9/-&:/1)13
plans (althowsgh a Printing error may have result in sets Swbritted coithoed the grading
plan Sheet). Additional C/ar/'fy/ng notations have been added. Contours show are per the
civi/ enjfneer 's base mMaps. 59 inCresments for mGjor Conlowrs are /145/7/{9/7&‘3:/.

5. Call out any proposed solar panels and call out dimensions of swimming pool.

These indications cere added to the revised swbmittal of 12/20/1%. Additiona/ c/ar/f'y/nﬁ
notadions have been added.

6. The plan set for this house that staff was reviewing is missing plan sheet pages A-11 grading plan and A-12 story
pole plan.

THhs appears o have been the result of a pr/'nz‘fnj bureast error. Sheets are inc/eded.
7. Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each

house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added to the revised swubridtdal of 12/20/1%.

8. All sets of submitted plan sets should match i.e. address numbers are shown on the reduced sets but not on the full
sized sets.

This comment was discussed at the coordinadion /r/eef/nﬁ held on December 1, 2017
afler the preliminary plans cere Subritted For town review and comment. The viswua/
analysis accounted for the current designs cOnc/ac//n? no impact, and further the
opporiumty to screen the éaz'/c//'ngs with /anafscqpl'nj See /and\scqpinj designs ) was
discussed as m/z‘igaz‘ lon.

Lot 4 merits comment:

The proposed design extends substantially beyond the currently graded area and proposes extensive removal of trees that
are in fair or better condition. Additional visual analysis is needed, but preliminarily it appears the residence will to be
highly visible from offsite and too large.

Ths comment was discussed at the coordination Meez‘/ng held on Decermber |, 2017 after
the preliminary plans coere Submitted for town review apd comment. Preservation of
numerous trees has been included consistently as has been the Specific a/es{sn inclusion
of 5/'3nr'¥7aanf SpeCimen Crees in the home maSSinj and layoiids. dea//z‘/ona//y, Zhe visua/
aralysis accounted for the current designs concluding no impact, and further the
opporiunty o screen the éa//a//nﬂ\s with /and&cc;p/nj See /anc/\Sciagﬁ/nj c/eS/ﬁn\S) was
discussed as M/'Z‘/'jat‘/on.

Lot 5 —551 Marinda Drive

1. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if >50 feet, call out approximate distance).

Additional notadions made on Site plan.

2. With the exception of one color rendering, the rest of the building elevations, including the one shown in the
rendering, should be unshaded.

This comment cwas discussed at the coordination meeting held on December 1, 2017
after the preliminary plans were submitted for town review and comment. IZ was
communicaled and djl‘eed to at ¢hatd Mesz‘r'ns 2hat the purpose of the elevations /s Zo
accuradely and completely i/lustrale ¢he cfeSlth in maderials, ”GSSing and detai/
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9. Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each
house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added to the revised swubmitial of 12/20/ =2

10. All sets of submitted plan sets should match i.e. address numbers are shown on the reduced sets but not on the full
sized sets.

THhs comment Seems o be a result of a pr/'nz‘/'nﬂ bureact error. Fell and ha/f sized
Sels are printed from the same pdf File Conline £ile), so it /s /7/3/7/}/ wunclear hoeo

differences occurred wunless a previous copy or version of a plan set was wsed in
error. K esard/e&s , Che reswubmitied sets have been checked to ensre consistency.

Lot 5 merits comment:

The proposed building site appears to be exceptionally challenging to accommodate a residence and achieve adequate
visual screening. Additional visual analysis is needed, but preliminarily the residence appears to be highly visible from
offsite and too large.

This comment was discussed at the coordinadion Meel‘fﬂj Hheld on December \, 2017 arter
the preliminary plans coere submitted for town review and comment. Preservation of
nimerous trees has been included consistently as has been the Specific c/eS/'jn inclusion
of” S:Sn/'ﬁcanf Specimen Crees in Che home mMassing and layjoct's. f(da’/z‘/ona//y, Zhe viswua/
ana/ySf\S accounted for the current c/e\SljnS C:onc/adfn? no impact, and Further ¢he
opporiunty to screen the Af,(i/c//n55 enth landscaping (See landscaping de&'ﬁnS) was
discussed as M/.Z‘llgaz‘f'on.

Lot 6 — 611 Marinda Drive

1. Call out setbacks to nearest property line (if >50 feet, call out approximate distance).

Additiona) notations made on site Plan.

2. With the exception of the one color rendering, the rest of the building elevations, including a repeat of the one
shown in the rendering, are to be unshaded with the exception of shadow lines For any roof that is also proposed to
be a walkable surface, please show a representation of a person on the elevation that best shows the portion of roof
in question.

THhS comment was discussed at the coordinadion meei/nﬁ held on December |y, 2017
afler 2he preliminary plans cere subpritted for town review and comment. It was
communicaled and aﬂresc/ to a ¢had Meez‘fﬂj that the purpose of the elevations is o
accuralely and completely illustrate he deSigns in mdaderials, massing and detail
articulation. I /s both wunnecessary and wnwarrasted to /vro/w'éfz‘ the removal of such
rendered information which /s cridical to the presentalion and ana{er5fahc/l'ng of Zhe
a/eS/gn merits. Per discussion on 4/ 2s/1s, Che sShadows were /f;ghz‘ened on the c/l-awl'njs d

3. Side elevations:

a. Shading confusing — in some cases doesn’t appear to represent any possible sun shadow

This was discussed at the 12/))/ 17 coordination meez‘/ng ewnth dowon staFf .
Shadows are an important 3/‘@9/1/'6 element /‘//A(Sfraz‘/nﬂ Zhe c/eéljn ‘s ardiculation
and MdSS/nﬂ. Shadotws do not altempt Co calculate or otherii'Se demonstrate a
Specific sun anj/e (a north elevation For example wout/d be in complete
darkress). The 5rqz)/7fc Comvention 15 o cast 450 shadows From Che wpper rfﬂ//z‘
Side of Zhe a’rawinﬁ. Per discussion on 4/25/18, the Shadotwos were /l‘j/ﬂ‘ened on
ZAhe draw:'n35.

b. Call out ffl for all floors, carry as dashes across the plans

This was discussed at the 12/1/17 coordinadion Meez‘/ﬂg with Zown staFF. The
re?aesfed elevation /r/a/‘(/n\g\S and dashed Floor /ines were added ¢o 2he revised
drawr'njs Swbmitted on 12/20/1%. It sShowld be noted Zhat mary Cimes, Che
dashed Floor line indications correspond o lines on the elevations such as
Score lines or Seanr in 5f'c//n5 maderials and are thus obscured. Additional /ines
have been added to aid in clarity.
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THhS comment was discussed at the coordinddion Meez‘/‘ng held on December 1, 2017

after the preliminary plans were submitted Ffor town review and comment. It was
Communicatled and agreed o at ¢hat meeting Chat the purpose of the elevations is o
accuradely and completely illustrate ¢he designs in maderials, »assing and detai/

articulation. It is both wunnecessary and wunwarrasted to /9/-0/7/5/'1‘ the removal of swuch
rendered informalion which is critical to the presentalion and ana’erSfdna/fn‘g of Zhe

a/e5{9n merits. Per discussion on 4/25/1$, he Shadows were /{9/72‘&/76:/ on Zhe a’rawfnss 5

For any roof that is also proposed to be a walkable surface, please show a representation of a person on the elevation
that best shows the portion of roof in question.

No walkable surfaces (other than For green roof” or solar array maintenance).
Side elevations:

a. Shading confusing — in some cases doesn’t appear to represent any possible sun shadow

Ths was discussed at the 12/)/ 17 coordinadion meef/nﬁ oith lown stalrF.
Shadows are an impordait 3rgﬁ/1ic element ///a\straf/nﬁ the c{e\sign ‘s adicalation
and 07455:'/73. Shadowws do not altempt Yo calculate or othercise demonstrate a
Specific Sun arzg/e (a nordh elevation For example wocld be in complete
darkness). The graphic comention is to cast 450 shadows Ffrom the upper rig/e
Side of Che c/raa)/'nj. Per discussion on 4/25/1%, the shadows were //3/753/73:/ on
Zhe c//‘da)fngS :

b. Call out ffl for all floors, carry as dashes across the plans

This was discussed at the 12/ 17 coordinadion /r/eef/'nj eith town STt The
re?/,(e\Siec/ elevation mar(//'n35 and dashed Floor lines were added ¢o Che revised
draw/ngS Submitted on 12/20/17. It Showld be noted Zhat many Cimes, Che
dashed Floor line indications Correspond to lines on the elevations such as
SCore lines or Seam in 5/c//n3 mcderials and are thus obscured. Additional lines
have been added to ad in clarity.

c. Show existing/proposed grade for all side elevations where is difference. Dash natural grade if changed

TheSe indications were added to the revised swubritdal of 12/20/ 1. Additiona/
c/a)-//‘y/ng notddions have been added, however all horme d85/5n5 in the proJeGZ‘ are
commonly desighed Zo meet and not alter exiI5ting grade.

d. Call out maximum building elevation.

These indications cere added to the revised swubritta) of 12/20/1%. Additiona)
c/ar/fyfnﬂ notadions have been added.

Shade any graded areas within building envelopes on plan view sheet. Show modified contours (existing as dashed).
Call out elevation at 5-foot intervals.

These indications were added to the revised submittal of 12/20/1F as were Zhe grading
plans G a/z‘/70a3/7 a /rfnf/nj error may have result in sets Swubritted withoed 2he 3/‘&0///75

plan sheet). there applicable, additiona/ c/a/-;'fy/nﬁ notations have been added. Contours
Show are per the civil engrneer 's base mMapS. 89 inCrement's for major conlours are
Aigh/{g/]z‘ed :

Call out any proposed solar panels.

These indications were added to the revised swubmitta) of 12/ 20/ 1%. Additiona/ c:/arf/’yfnﬁ
notations have been added.

Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each
house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added to the revised swbritial oFf 12/ 20/ 12-

Project appears to require the submittal variance application for front/side setback (required front setback is 6 feet,
required side setback is 5 feet).

The home was positioned at s feel From the sSetback. The home has been Shoriened
éy | Foot in order o increase the setback to ¢ Feet as reguired. Notations were added
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3. Cal out portions of roof that is also proposed to be a walkable surface.

No walkable surtaces (other ¢han For green roof’ or Solar array maintenance).
4. Side elevations:

a. Shading confusing — in some cases doesn’t appear to represent any possible sun shadow

This was discussed at the 12/1/1% coordinadion meez‘/nj with down stalrf.
Shadows are an imporiant 5/~qphfc element /'//an/‘aZ‘fnﬁ Zhe deS{gn s wticelation
and /Vla55fn5. Shadowws do not a@lempt to calculate or otheririse demonstrate a
Specific sun angle (a north elevation for example would be in complete
darkness). The 5rqp/7/c comvention i1s Co cast 450 shadows Fror the Upper /‘{9/75
Side of ¢he c/raa.)fnﬁ. Per discussion on 4/25/1%, the Shadows coere //Sﬁfened on
Zhe d/‘du.)/ﬁjS 5

b. Call out ffl for all floors, carry as dashes across the plans

Th's was discussed a the L?/ l/ 17 coordination meef/'ng wwith lown STl 7)]&
re?ae\sied eleval/on ma/-,(’fnj\s and dashed Floor lines were added to 2he revised
a(raw/.ﬂgS Saé/)’l/.ffec/ on L?/ 20/ 1. IZ shocwl/d be noted Zhat ”ars/ Cimes ) Zhe
dashed Floor line indications Correspond Co lines on the elevations such as
Score lines or Searr in siding malerials and are thus obscired. Additional lines
Aave Aeen added ¢o aid in c/ar/z‘y.

c. Show existing/proposed grade for all side elevations where is difference. Dash natural grade if changed

These indications were added to the revised swbmittal of 12/20/ 1. Additiona/
c/ar/'/‘y/ng notddions have been added, however all home c/e5/'3n5 in Zhe pProject are
cgmmon/y deS/jnec/ Zo meel and not alter eX/'\SZ‘/'ng 3raa/e.

d. Call out maximum building elevation.

These indications were added to the revised swbmiddal of 12/20/ 1%. Addidional
c/ar/f‘y/ng notations have been added.

5. Shade any graded areas within building envelopes on plan view sheet. Show modified contours (existing as dashed).
Call out elevation at 5-foot intervals.

These indications were added to the revised swubmittal of 12/20/ 17 as were the 3rac//n3
plans d a/z‘/ioag/'/ a fr/nz‘/ng error may have result in sets Swbritted withowd the 3rad/nj
pPlan Sheet). Where applicable, additiona/ c/ah'/;/fng notddions have been added. Contours
Shoew are per the civi/ enjf'neer 's base maps. 50 increments for mGjor conlours are
/I/j/l//:s/lz‘ec/,

6. Call out any proposed solar panels.

These indications were added to the revised swbrittal of 12/20/1%. Additiona/ c/arf/’y/nj
notddions have been added.

7. Call out dimensions of swimming pool and spa and gallonage of pool.

These indications cere added 2o the revised swubmitdal of 12/20/1%. Additional c/a/-f/’y/nﬂ
notations have been added.

8. Square footages shown on each story should match the square footages shown in the application forms for each
house and the living space square footage for each floor should be shown on each page along with the patio/deck
square footage for that level.

These indications were added o the revised swubpnttal of 12/20/1%.
9. All sets of submitted plan sets should match i.e. address numbers are shown on the reduced sets but not on the full
sized sets.

TH'S comment Seems o be a result of a printing bureact error. Full and half Sized
Sets e printed from the same pdf file (online £ile), so it is /]{9/7/}/ wunclear hoeo

differences occurred wunless Q previous Copy oF Version of a plan set was wsed in
error. Ke esarc//e\s\s , Che resubpritted sets have been checked o ensure consistency .

10. Show and call out on Sheet A-2 diameters of all trees within 25 feet of construction disturbance.
K e?&(&fz‘ed indications added.
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differences occurred wunless a previowus Copy or VerSion of a plan set was wsed in
error. Ke eqardless, /e resubpntted sets have been checked to ensure consistency.

10. Show and call out on Sheet A-2 diameters of all trees within 25 feet of construction disturbance.

These indications cere added to the revised swbrittal of 12/20/ 1% and appear on the
floor plans. The scale of the site plan (sSheet A-2) results in trees too dense add Zhe
Indications.

11. Call out/differentiate square footage of garage vs. habitable area on Sheet A-3.

An area of shaded poche has been added to the Floor plan /nc//caz‘/ng Zhe gwage Space.
12. Plan set is missing sheets A-11 grading plan, and A-12 story pole plan.

This appears o Aave been the result of a /Drfnf/'nﬂ bureast error. Sheets are included.
Lot 10 merits comment:

The proposed residential development on/near the top of the knoll on proposed Lot 10 appears to have potentially
substantial visual effects from Sir Francis Drake and other public viewing locations. Consideration should be given to
relocating the proposed building envelope and building to reduce potential visual effects, and driveway length/
impervious surface area.

This comment was discussed at the coordinadion meez‘/nj held on December |, 2017 after
Che preliminary plans were Subprtied for Cown review and comment. The home was
/nz‘enffona//y position towards Che ‘rear’ Side of the Ailltop inclusive of preservation of
numerows trees as has been the Specific de\srsn inclusion of 5/:9/7///'6&/72‘ Specimen Crees in
Che horme MaSS/n\s and lajoccd. f{da//lz‘/'ona//y, the visual analysis accounted for the current
de5{3n5 cOnc/ad/nﬂ no impact, and Further Che opporiunty to screen the éai/d/ng\s with
landscaping (see lapdscaping designs) was discussed as mitigation.
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