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LEED 2009 for Core and Shell Development
g ,

Stanley Blvd. and  Bernal Ave., Pleasanton, CA

Project Checklist 2/14/2013

7 6 15 Sustainable Sites Possible Points: 28

Y ? N d/C Notes:

Y C Prereq 1 Construction Activity Pollution Prevention

1 d Credit 1 Site Selection 1

Assumes not: Prime farmland as defined by USDA, 
Previously undeveloped land whose elevation is lower than 
5 feet (1.5 meters) above the elevation of the 100-year 
flood, Land specifically identified as habitat for any species 
on federal or state threatened or endangered lists.Projects 
outside the U.S. may use a local equivalent, Land that prior 
to acquisition for the project was public parkland.

5 d Credit 2 Development Density and Community Connectivity 5 Not on a previously developed site.

1 d Credit 3 Brownfield Redevelopment 1 Not on a brownfield.

6 d Credit 4.1 Alternative Transportation—Public Transportation Access 6 2+ miles walking distance from rail so too far. 

2 d Credit 4.2 Alternative Transportation—Bicycle Storage and Changing Rooms 2

Provide secure bicycle racks and/or storage within 200 
yards of a building entrance for 3% or more of all building 
users (measured at peak periods)
Provide shower and changing facilities in the building, or 
within 200 yards of a building entrance, for 0.5% of full-
time equivalent (FTE) occupants.

3 d Credit 4.3 Alternative Transportation—Low-Emitting and Fuel-Efficient Vehicles 3

Mentioned there will be charging stations in the design.
Install alternative-fuel fueling stations for 3% of the total 
vehicle parking capacity of the site. Or Provide preferred 
parking1 for low-emitting and fuel-efficient vehicles2 for 
5% of the total vehicle parking capacity of the site. 

2 d Credit 4.4 Alternative Transportation—Parking Capacity 2

Size parking capacity to meet, but not exceed, minimum 
local zoning requirements.  If no minimum local zoning 
requirements, provide 25% fewer parking spaces than the 
applicable standard listed in the 2003 Institute of 
Transportation Engineers (ITE) “Parking Generation” study 
at http://www.ite.org.

1 C Credit 5.1 Site Development—Protect or Restore Habitat 1 Limits construction activity on project site.

LEED 2009 for Core and Shell Development Project Checklist 1 of 5

PUD-87, P13-1981, P13-2065 
VINTAGE – Auf der Maur/Rickenbach 

 
 

EXHIBIT B



1 d Credit 5.2 Site Development—Maximize Open Space 1 Requires more vegetated open space.

1 d Credit 6.1 Stormwater Design—Quantity Control 1
Implement a stormwater management plan that protects 
receiving stream channels from excessive erosion. The 
stormwater management plan must include stream channel 
protection and quantity control strategies.

1 d Credit 6.2 Stormwater Design—Quality Control 1

Implement a stormwater management plan that reduces 
impervious cover, promotes infiltration and captures and 
treats the stormwater runoff from 90% of the average 
annual rainfall1 using acceptable best management 
practices (BMPs).

BMPs used to treat runoff must be capable of removing 80% 
of the average annual postdevelopment total suspended 
solids (TSS) load based on existing monitoring reports. 

1 C Credit 7.1 Heat Island Effect—Non-roof 1

Use any combination of the following strategies for 50% of 
the site hardscape (including roads, sidewalks, courtyards 
and parking lots):
- Provide shade from the existing tree canopy or within 5 
years
- Provide shade from structures covered by solar panels
- Use hardscape materials with an SRI of at least 29.
- Use an open-grid pavement system (at least 50% 
pervious).

1 d Credit 7.2 Heat Island Effect—Roof 1 Title 24 required cool roof

1 d Credit 8 Light Pollution Reduction 1
Exterior lighting shall comply with ANSI/ASHRAE/IESNA 
Standard 90.1- 2007

1 d Credit 9 Tenant Design and Construction Guidelines 1

6 0 4 Water Efficiency Possible Points: 10

Y ? N Notes:

Y d Prereq 1 Water Use Reduction—20% Reduction

2 2 d Credit 1 Water Efficient Landscaping 2 to 4 Use low water use native/adaptive species

2 Reduce by 50% 2

No Potable Water Use or Irrigation 4 No recycled water in Pleasanton

2 d Credit 2 Innovative Wastewater Technologies 2

4 d Credit 3 Water Use Reduction 2 to 4

Reduce by 30% 2

Reduce by 35% 3

Reduce by 40% 4

Depends on users but likely if: 1.1 gpf toilets, 0.125 gpf 
urinals, 0.375 gpm lav sinks, 1.5 gpm kit sinks, 1.25 gpm 
showers
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13 15 9 Energy and Atmosphere Possible Points: 37

Y ? N Notes:

Y C Prereq 1 Fundamental Commissioning of Building Energy Systems

Y d Prereq 2 Minimum Energy Performance

Y d Prereq 3 Fundamental Refrigerant Management

7 5 9 d Credit 1 Optimize Energy Performance 3 to 21

Improve by 12% for New Buildings or 8% for Existing Building  Renovations 3

Improve by 14% for New Buildings or 10% for Existing Building Renovations 4
Stated in design plans, design will be 15% better than Title 
24

Improve by 16% for New Buildings or 12% for Existing Building Renovations 5

Improve by 18% for New Buildings or 14% for Existing Building Renovations 6

Improve by 20% for New Buildings or 16% for Existing Building Renovations 7

Improve by 22% for New Buildings or 18% for Existing Building Renovations 8

Improve by 24% for New Buildings or 20% for Existing Building Renovations 9

Improve by 26% for New Buildings or 22% for Existing Building Renovations 10

Improve by 28% for New Buildings or 24% for Existing Building Renovations 11

Improve by 30% for New Buildings or 26% for Existing Building Renovations 12

Improve by 32% for New Buildings or 28% for Existing Building Renovations 13

Improve by 34% for New Buildings or 30% for Existing Building Renovations 14

Improve by 36% for New Buildings or 32% for Existing Building Renovations 15

Improve by 38% for New Buildings or 34% for Existing Building Renovations 16

Improve by 40% for New Buildings or 36% for Existing Building Renovations 17

Improve by 42% for New Buildings or 38% for Existing Building Renovations 18

Improve by 44% for New Buildings or 40% for Existing Building Renovations 19

Improve by 46% for New Buildings or 42% for Existing Building Renovations 20

Improve by 48%+ for New Buildings or 44%+ for Existing Building Renovations21

4 d Credit 2 On-Site Renewable Energy 4 Evaluating 5% via PV.

2 C Credit 3 Enhanced Commissioning 2 Costly, less important for core & shell

2 d Credit 4 Enhanced Refrigerant Management 2

3 d Credit 5.1 Measurement and Verification—Base Building 3 ENERGY STAR

3 d Credit 5.2 Measurement and Verification—Tenant Submetering 3 Provide for infrastructure

2 C Credit 6 Green Power 2 Buy if needed. 
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5 0 8 Materials and Resources Possible Points: 13

Y ? N Notes:

Y d Prereq 1 Storage and Collection of Recyclables

5 C Credit 1 Building Reuse—Maintain Existing Walls, Floors, and Roof 1 to 5

Reuse 25% 1

Reuse 33% 2

Reuse 42% 3

Reuse 50% 4

Reuse 75% 5

2 C Credit 2 Construction Waste Management 1 to 2 Easy

50% Recycled or Salvaged 1

75% Recycled or Salvaged 2

1 C Credit 3 Materials Reuse 1 Very difficult

1 1 C Credit 4 Recycled Content 1 to 2

X 10% of Content 1

20% of Content 2

1 1 C Credit 5 Regional Materials 1 to 2

X 10% of Materials 1

20% of Materials 2

1 C Credit 6 Certified Wood 1
Use a minimum of 50% (based on cost) of wood-based 
materials and products that are FSC certified. 
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5 3 4 Indoor Environmental Quality Possible Points: 12

Y ? N Notes:

Y d Prereq 1 Minimum Indoor Air Quality Performance

Y d Prereq 2 Environmental Tobacco Smoke (ETS) Control

1 d Credit 1 Outdoor Air Delivery Monitoring 1

1 d Credit 2 Increased Ventilation 1

1 C Credit 3 Construction Indoor Air Quality Management Plan—During Construction 1

1 C Credit 4.1 Low-Emitting Materials—Adhesives and Sealants 1

1 C Credit 4.2 Low-Emitting Materials—Paints and Coatings 1

1 C Credit 4.3 Low-Emitting Materials—Flooring Systems 1

1 C Credit 4.4 Low-Emitting Materials—Composite Wood and Agrifiber Products 1

1 d Credit 5 Indoor Chemical and Pollutant Source Control 1

1 d Credit 6 Controllability of Systems—Thermal Comfort 1

1 d Credit 7 Thermal Comfort—Design 1 Meet the requirements of ASHRAE Standard 55-2004

1 d Credit 8.1 Daylight and Views—Daylight 1

1 d Credit 8.2 Daylight and Views—Views 1

3 3 0 Innovation and Design Process Possible Points: 6

Y ? N Notes:

1 d/C Credit 1.1 1

Divert at least 75% of the total construction and demolition 
material; diverted materials must include at least four 
material streams.

1 d/C Credit 1.2 1

1 d/C Credit 1.3 1

1 d/C Credit 1.4 1

1 d/C Credit 1.5 1

1 d/C Credit 2 LEED Accredited Professional 1

4 0 0 Possible Points: 4

Y ? N SSc4.1 SSc7.1 WEc1, Opt. 1 WEc3 (40%) EAc2 (1%) IEQc8.1 Notes:

1 d/C Credit 1.1 1

1 d/C Credit 1.2 1

1 d/C Credit 1.3 1

1 d/C Credit 1.4 1

43 27 40 Possible Points: 110
Certified 40 to 49 points     Silver 50 to 59 points     Gold 60 to 79 points     Platinum 80 to 110 

Regional Priority: WEc1.1 Water Efficient Landscaping Reduce by 50%

Regional Priority: WEc3 Water Use Reduction of 40%

Regional Priority: EAc2 (1%)

Regional Priority Credits for: 94566

Total

Innovation in Design: MRpc69: Construction and demolition waste management

Innovation in Design: EAc2 exemplary performance (5%)

Innovation in Design: Specific Title

Innovation in Design: Specific Title

Innovation in Design: Specific Title

Regional Priority: SSc7.1 Heat Island Effect—Non-roof 
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May 11, 2013 
 
Mr. Ken Busch 
Sares Regis 
901 Mariners Island Blvd., 7th floor 
San Mateo CA  94404 
 
Subject: London plane trees 
 Vintage project 
 
 
Dear Mr. Busch: 
 
Sares Regis is planning to develop the site located at the northeast corner of the 
intersection of Stanley Blvd. and Bernal Avenue in Pleasanton CA.  The site is currently 
vacant.  The City of Pleasanton requested that you comment on plans for a group of 
London plane (Platanus x acerifolia) trees located on the north side of the site, along 
Stanley Blvd.  I examined the trees on February 6.  This letter summarizes my 
observations and assessment. 
 
I assessed each tree as follows: 

1. Attached a numerically coded metal tag to the trunk.  Tree #80 was closest to the 
intersection.  Tree #93 was located near the east property line.   

2. Identified the species. 
3. Measured the trunk diameter at point 54” above grade. 
4. Evaluated tree condition 0 to 5 scale where 0 = dead and 5 = excellent condition. 
5. Recorded specific characteristics such as defects in structure and pests. 
6. Evaluated the suitability for preservation as good, moderate or low. 

 
Description of the Trees 
The London planes were located in a 
planting strip between the curb and 
sidewalk (Photo 1).  The width of the 
planting area varied from 4’ to 
approximately 2’.  Ornamental grasses 
were present as the groundcover.  The 
sidewalk was approximately 6’ wide. 
 

Photo 1.  Looking east from tree #80.  
Note presence of electrical lines (upper 

right) and difference in elevation 
between the trees and the project site. 

 
The trees were in two groups with #80 
to 85 on the west side of the site, #86 – 
93 on the east with a gap in between.  
At Bernal Avenue, the project site was 
approximately 6’ higher in elevation 
than the trees.  On the east, the project 
site and trees were at similar elevation. 
 
Results for individual trees are located 
in the enclosed Tree Assessment 
Form. 

HORTICULTURE � ARBORICULTURE � URBAN FORESTRY 

HortScience, Inc. � 325 Ray Street � Pleasanton, CA 94566 
Phone  925.484.0211 � fax 925.484.5096�www.hortscience.com 
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Letter to Ken Busch HortScience, Inc. 
Tree assessment, Vintage project Page  2 
 
 
The 14 London planes were semi-mature in development.  Trunk diameters ranged 
between 8” and 12”.  None of the trees met the City of Pleasanton’s criteria for Heritage 
status.  All trees were in excellent condition.  Tree vigor was high.  Tree structure was 
excellent.  In short, these 14 trees had established following planting and were growing 
well. 
 
I did not observe any displacement of the adjacent pavement.  Overhead utility lines were 
present on the sidewalk side of the trees.  It is likely that in a few years the trees will grow 
large enough to extend into the area around the wires, requiring side-trimming to provide 
necessary clearance. 
 
Evaluation of Plans 
You provided the Conceptual Landscape Site Plan (dated September 27, 2012) for my 
review.  The plan depicted the general location of retail and housing elements along with 
associated parking and roads.  No grading or topographic information was provided.  
Proposed project plans were also discussed with members of the project team. 
 
Based on my review of the plans and understanding of the proposed project, I 
recommend preservation of trees #80 – 83 and removal of #84 – 93.  Trees #84 and 85 
are within the alignment of an entry into the retail area.  The entry will be extended to the 
east to provide a bus stop, necessitating removal of trees #86 - #93. 
 
Summary and Recommendations 
The 14 London planes were located on the Stanley Blvd. frontage, installed as street 
trees.  All were semi-mature in development and in excellent condition.  They are 
excellent candidates for preservation. 
 
Based on my observations and assessment, I recommend preservation of 4 trees (#80 – 
83) and removal of 10 (#84 – 93).  I have enclosed guidelines for their retention during 
final design and construction.  The key elements to successful preservation are:  1) 
limiting site change to the area behind the existing sidewalk and 2) providing irrigation 
during the summer months. 
 
Thanks for your attention to this matter.  Please feel free to contact me with any 
questions.  I look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
James R. Clark, Ph.D. 
Vice President 
 
Enc. Tree assessment form 

Tree preservation guidelines 
 
 
 



 

Tree Preservation Guidelines 
Design recommendations 

1. Verify the location and tag numbers of all trees to be preserved.  Include them on 
all project plans.   

 
2. Allow the Consulting Arborist to review all future project submittals including 

grading, utility, drainage, irrigation, and landscape plans. 
 

3. Establish a TREE PROTECTION ZONE around each tree.  For design purposes, the 

TREE PROTECTION ZONE shall be the back of the existing sidewalk.  No grading, 
excavation, construction or storage of materials shall occur beyond this location. 
 

4. Install protective fencing at the back of the existing sidewalk.  Any fencing shall 
be 6’ chain link with posts sunk into the ground.   
 

5. Route underground services including utilities, sub-drains, water or sewer away 
from trees.  Where encroachment cannot be avoided, special construction 
techniques such as hand digging or tunneling under roots shall be employed 
where necessary to minimize root injury.  
 

6. Use only herbicides safe for use around trees and labeled for that use, even 
below pavement. 

 
Pre-construction and demolition treatments and recommendations 

1. The demolition contractor shall meet with the Consulting Arborist before 
beginning work to discuss work procedures and tree protection. 

 
2. Trees may require pruning to provide clearance for construction activities.  All 

pruning is to be performed by an ISA Certified Arborist or Certified Tree Worker 
and shall adhere to the latest editions of the ANSI Z133 and A300 standards as 
well as the ISA Best Management Practices for Tree Pruning.  Pruning contractor 
shall have the C25/D61 license specification. 

 
Tree protection during construction 

1. If injury should occur to any tree during construction, it should be evaluated as 
soon as possible by the Consulting Arborist so that appropriate treatments can 
be applied. 
 

2. No materials, equipment, spoil, waste or wash-out water may be deposited, 
stored, or parked within the TREE PROTECTION ZONE (fenced area). 
 

3. Any additional tree pruning needed for clearance during construction must be 
performed by a qualified arborist and not by construction personnel. 
 

4. All trees shall be irrigated on a schedule to be determined by the Consulting 
Arborist.  Each irrigation shall wet the soil within the TREE PROTECTION ZONE to a 
depth of 30”. 
 

5. Any roots damaged during grading or construction shall be exposed to sound 
tissue and cut cleanly with a saw. 

 
 



TREE SPECIES TRUNK HERITAGE CONDITION SUITABILITY COMMENTS
No. DIAMETER TREE 1=poor for

(in.) ? 5=excellent PRESERVATION

80 London plane 9 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
81 London plane 9 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
82 London plane 9 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
83 London plane 8 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
84 London plane 9 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
85 London plane 12 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
86 London plane 11 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
87 London plane 11 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
88 London plane 10 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
89 London plane 11 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
90 London plane 11 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
91 London plane 10 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
92 London plane 9 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.
93 London plane 10 No 5 Good Excellent form & structure.

Tree Assessment
Vintage Pleasanton
Pleasanton, California
February 2013



Tree Assessment Map 
 
Vintage Project 
Pleasanton, CA 
 
Prepared for: 
Sares Regis 
San Mateo, CA 
 
 
 
February 2013 
 
 
 
 
No Scale 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Notes 
 
 Base map provided by: 
        ESRI Maps 
        
 
 Numbered tree locations  
       are approximate. 
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