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In response to a priority project in the Fiscal Years 2023-25 Council Work Plan, staff presented to 
Council on June 11, 2024 a comprehensive overview of street parking regulations in Mountain 
View. As outlined in this Council item, the City restricts or regulates parking for a range of 
purposes, including providing for public safety (e.g., vehicular line of sight and turning clearance, 
bicycle and/or pedestrian accessibility, inadequate width for parking, fire hydrant access, 
emergency vehicle access, etc.) and promoting parking turnover to keep parking available for 
general public use (e.g., time limits for areas with high parking demand, loading zones, school 
zones, etc.). 
 
Oversize Vehicle Parking Regulations (Narrow Streets and Streets with Bike Lanes) 
 
In October 2019, the City Council adopted regulations restricting the parking of oversized vehicles 
which exceed 22 feet in length, or 7 feet in width, or 7 feet in height, including boats, large trucks, 
and recreational vehicles, on narrow streets (known as the Narrow Streets Ordinance) and streets 
adjacent to bike lanes with restricted right-of-way designations for bicycles (known as the Bike 
Lane Ordinance) to address traffic safety concerns. The Oversized Vehicle Ordinance was subject 
to a ballot measure and was approved by the voters in November 2020.  
 
Navarro Settlement 
 
In July 2021, a class action suit, Navarro v. The City of Mountain View was filed against the City 
to challenge the Narrow Streets and Bike Lane Ordinances, arguing that the Ordinances sought 
to banish low-income populations. The City and plaintiffs reached a settlement agreement in 
September 2022. Under the terms of the agreement, the City is required to designate no less 
than three miles of street segments with available parking capacity of oversized vehicles on 
both sides of the street. On these designated street segments, the following restrictions do not 
apply: Narrow Streets Ordinance, Bike Lane Ordinance, prohibitions on parking between 2:00 
a.m. and 6:00 a.m., time limits on parking for less than 72 hours, or any blanket prohibition on all 
parking. Additionally, the City must post a map online indicating where specific parking 
restrictions apply throughout Mountain View and comply with defined notice requirements prior 
to towing any oversized vehicle.  
 
The map showing where oversized vehicle parking is restricted and allowed is included as 
Attachment 2.  The streets shown on the map where oversized vehicle parking is not prohibited 
add up to a total of 8.7 miles, not all of which is necessarily viewed as conducive to oversized 
vehicle parking.  According to the July 2025 LIV counts, oversized vehicles are parking on 5.5 
miles of the available streets. As shown in Table 2 below, of these 5.5 miles, two-thirds (3.8 
miles) front non-residential land uses.  There are 3.2 miles where oversized vehicle parking is not 
prohibited but that are not currently used for oversized vehicle parking; this is mostly within 
residential areas.  
 
 

https://mountainview.legistar.com/LegislationDetail.aspx?ID=6718270&GUID=15E62616-8FF7-40DA-85CF-6957BC633B55&Options=&Search=
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Figure 4: Voluntary Improvement Process 
 

 
 
 
Staff anticipates that, if a Voluntary Public Improvement Agreement between the City and 
Intuit is successfully negotiated and approved by the Council, the time needed to complete this 
process would result in a bike lane project being ready to start construction in early 2027, 
coinciding with the termination of the Navarro settlement. 
 
Staff has also met with other property owners and businesses in this area of North Bayshore. This 
includes Wisk, whose campus includes four buildings in Mountain View, with three on Terminal 
Avenue (on which overnight parking is prohibited) and its headquarters building on Broderick 
Way. (Wisk also has one building in Palo Alto, nearby on the other side of San Antonio Road). 
Staff also met the principals of Smith Development, which owns several of the buildings leased 
by Intuit. Wisk and Smith Development have expressed interest in exploring a partnership with 
Inuit to support the street improvements. For Wisk, which also has an employee bike program, 
their particular interest is in having bike lanes on Broderick Way. 
 
Prohibition of Oversized Vehicle Parking Around Schools 
 
Palo Alto Preparatory School is a private school on Wyandotte Street that serves students from 
different backgrounds, including students with Individual Education Plans (IEPs) placed by the 
Mountain View Los Altos Union High School District. As mentioned above, the school initially 
embraced people living in vehicles around their campus as new neighbors, making contact and 
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May 5, 2026 
 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC DELIVERY ONLY 
 
Ms. Kimbra McCarthy, City Manager 
City of Mountain View 
200 Castro Street 
Mountain View, CA 94041 

 

 
Re: Mountain View Research Park | Notice of Inverse Condemnation Claim 

Our File No: 7574.15 
 

Dear Ms. McCarthy: 
 
This office is counsel to BXP Research Park LP, a Delaware limited partnership (f/k/a BXP Research 
Park LLC, a Delaware limited liability company) (for convenience, “BXP”), the record owner of the 
real properties (“BXP Properties”) comprising Mountain View Research Park (“Park”), within the 
City of Mountain View (“City”).  The total square footage of the buildings located on the BXP 
Properties is approximately 574,000 square feet; the BXP Properties themselves encompass 40.75 
acres of land.   
 
This correspondence will briefly outline some of the peculiar, direct, and substantial impacts that BXP 
has suffered as a result of the City’s regulatory conduct following the City’s voluntary settlement of 
Navarro v. City of Mountain View, et al. (“Navarro Litigation”) in September of 2022.  The Navarro 
Litigation was a response to the City’s effort to limit the parking of “oversized” vehicles on City streets, 
which vehicles largely consist of recreational vehicles that are being used to illegally house individuals 
(“RVs-as-Housing”).  The recreational vehicles are not permitted or regulated for housing use, and 
the occupancy of them is not temporary.  In fact, we understand that many of the RVs-as-Housing are 
being rented out by “vanlords” as a low-cost alternative to traditional housing units.   
 
Although the City elected to resolve the Navarro Litigation by voluntarily agreeing to designate 
three (3) miles of City streets where RVs-as-Housing may be used and occupied on either side of the 
street, and to post an online map that identifies the location where the parking and occupation of such 
RVs-as-Housing is allowed (“Navarro Settlement”), the City substantially exceeded this obligation 
by designating nearly nine (9) miles of roadway.  As of December 2025, nearly six (6) of those miles 
were occupied by RVs-as-Housing.  The City has allowed and encouraged people to illegally reside 
on City streets.  It has turned vehicular thoroughfares into unregulated housing “villages” for the 
benefit of RV occupants, singling out property owners whose properties are adjacent to City-designated 
land to bear the burden.  As nearby jurisdictions have maintained or strengthened their restrictions on 
RVs-as-Housing, the City has attracted even more individuals to occupy its public streets.   
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As you know, City staff have received a number of earlier communications from and have met with 
Christine Yuen, Senior Vice President, Leasing, Rod Diehl, EVP, West Coast Regions, and other BXP 
representatives, concerning the impacts that the Park has suffered as a result of the City’s 
implementation of the Navarro Settlement.  Unfortunately, the City has taken no action to limit the use 
and occupation of RVs-as-Housing on the public streets in and around the Park.  Accordingly, BXP 
now demands that the City take action to lessen and/or resolve the peculiar, direct, and 
substantial impacts that BXP has been required to bear and compensate BXP for the diminution 
in market value to the BXP Properties and other losses it has suffered as a result of the City’s 
actions.  If the City will continue to allow the use and occupation of RVs-as-Housing, it must 
compensate BXP for the ongoing losses that will be the consequence.   
 
BXP has owned the BXP Properties for approximately twenty (20) years, and regrets that it must 
engage with the City in this manner.  But the losses suffered by the largest publicly traded developer, 
owner, and manager of premier workplaces in the United States, at the City’s hands, are too great. 
 
The City’s implementation of the Navarro Settlement far exceeds the accommodations that the 
City agreed to make. 
 
The City’s implementation of the Navarro Settlement prioritized the interests of people who are using 
and occupying RVs-as-Housing over the interests of long-standing property owners and businesses in 
Mountain View.  As stated, the City designated nearly three times the amount of roadway than was 
required.  It can be no surprise that nearly double the space that the City agreed to provide is being 
used for RVs-as-Housing.  The map posted by the City specifically identifies “City Streets Where 
Oversized Vehicles are not Prohibited,” i.e., it identifies where the use of RVs-as-Housing is allowed 
(emphasis added).  In so doing, the City invited the people to use and occupy RVs-as-Housing in areas 
designated by the City that are adjacent to commercial properties, including the Park. 
 
Many other nearby jurisdictions have prohibited the use of RVs-as-Housing by implementing parking 
restrictions.  Mountain View, on the other hand, extended an invitation.  As a result, Mountain View 
has seen a dramatic increase in the number of RVs-as-Housing occupying City streets that the City 
chose to designate for that purpose.   
 
The City’s designation of areas for use and occupation of RVs-as-Housing singles out BXP and 
other commercial property owners in Mountain View to bear the brunt of the resulting peculiar, 
direct, and substantial impacts. 
 
The issues raised here are no secret to the City.  In December 2025, Assistant City Manager, Audrey 
Seymour, prepared a lengthy Memorandum to City Council (“Memorandum”), specifically 
acknowledging that “businesses, residents, and property owners . . . are experiencing impacts from the 
parking of oversized vehicles. . . .” (Memorandum, at 21).  The Memorandum identified “Boston 
Properties” as the owner/operator of some of the properties that the City knew were suffering impacts 
(Attachment 1 to the Memorandum).  The Memorandum emphasized that “[o]versized vehicle parking 
in Mountain View is predominantly the result of people living in recreational vehicles and unattached 
trailers” (Memorandum, at 1).  It cited a variety of resulting public safety risks, including the dumping 
of biological waste and hazardous substances into the City storm drain (Memorandum, at 14-15).  The 
Memorandum also acknowledged “troubling behaviors” exhibited by people using and occupying 
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the City to prioritize the project.1  But City staff took no action other than to suggest that a meeting be 
scheduled and requested that BXP provide additional information concerning its losses. 
 
The impacts suffered by BXP as a result of the City’s implementation of the Navarro Settlement 
are compensable takings. 
 
Article 1, Section 19 of the California constitution broadly requires compensation to a property owner 
when private property is taken for public use: “[p]rivate property may be taken or damaged for a public 
use and only when just compensation . . . has first been paid. . . .”  A compensatory regulatory taking 
occurs when regulatory conduct – such as the implementation of the Navarro Settlement – unduly 
impacts private property, even when the regulation stops short of denying all economically viable use.  
In Penn Central Transp. Co. v. City of New York (1978) 438 U.S. 104 [landmarks ordinance], the 
United States Supreme Court identified several factors that have been used by courts to determine 
whether or not regulatory conduct so interferes with private property rights as to require payment of 
compensation.  Those factors include “the “extent to which the regulation has interfered with distinct 
investment-backed expectations. . . .”  Penn Central, 438 U.S. at 124.  The Court recognized that 
regulatory conduct “may so frustrate distinct investment-backed expectations as to amount to a 
‘taking.’” Id. at 127, citing Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon (1922) 260 U.S. 393, 43 S.Ct. 158 
[regulation of mining activities].  State action that amounts to a “taking” of real property entitles a 
private property owner to compensation, which may be obtained through an inverse compensation 
action: 
 

United States Supreme Court recognized that a regulation of property 
that “goes too far” may effect a taking of that property, though its title 
remains in private hands. . . . 

 
Kavanau v. Santa Monica Rent Control Bd. (1997) 16 Cal.4th 761, 773.  The property owner need not 
suffer a complete loss in the value of its property to be entitled to compensation.  Id. at 774 [emphasis 
in original]. 
 
Regulatory conduct need not directly impact property, such as a zoning regulation, to be actionable 
and entitle a property owner to inverse condemnation compensation.  California case authority 
establishes, for example, that property owners who suffer adverse impacts from drainage 
improvements on adjacent properties, have suffered a compensable loss.  See e.g., Locklin v. City of 
Lafayette (1994) 7 Cal.4th 327 [downstream property owner cannot be compelled to accept 
disproportionate share of burden of drainage improvements undertaken for public benefit, and may be 
entitled to compensation for inverse condemnation].  Inverse condemnation may also result from noise 
and noxious odors near private property.  See e.g., Varjabedian v. City of Madera (1977) 20 Cal.3d 
285 [viable inverse condemnation claim based on odor from a sewage treatment plant that made 
residential property unsuitable for human habitation]; Harding v. Dept. of Transportation (1984) 159 
Cal.App.3d 359 [construction of freeway and embankment near highway as a basis for inverse 
condemnation]; and Aaron v. City of Los Angeles (1974) 40 Cal.App.3d 471 [noise from a municipal 
airport caused a reduction in market value]. 
 

 
1 The Memorandum commented (at page 17) that Intuit made a similar proposal. 
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	Allen Matkins
	SandiL.Nichols
	Via Electronic Mail  April 21, 2026
	Kimbra McCarthy  City Manager  City of Mountain View  500 Castro Street  Mountain View, CA 94041
	Re:
	Demand for City to Take Action To Address Ongoing OSV Extended Parking Issues on National Avenue; Request for Meeting
	Dear Ms. McCarthy:
	This letter is submitted on behalf of my clients, the ownership of 425 National Avenue in
	Mountain View, to demand that the City of Mountain View (“City”) take prompt action to rectify the significant issues impacting the 425 National Avenue property, its owners and tenants, as well as others similarly situated, arising from the City’s decisions, actions, and inactions, that permit oversize vehicle (“OSV”) habitability and overnight parking on National Avenue following the City’s September 2022 settlement of the Navarro v. City of Mountain View lawsuit.
	Specifically, to address the inequitable, significant impacts of OSV parking on the owners and tenants along National Avenue, we request the City take the following actions: (a) amend the City’s “Streets With Parking Restrictions” map to reclassify National Avenue as a street where the parking (including overnight parking) of oversize vehicles (“OSV”) is prohibited; (b) adopt additional policies and parking regulations to regulate OSV parking, including to prevent  unattached trailers from parking in the City’s rights-of-way; (c) undertake more stringent and  routine enforcement of Policy 524, the City’s 72-hour parking restrictions, particularly on National Avenue, without placing the onus on impacted property owners or tenants to repeatedly notify the City of such parking violations; and (d) undertake red curb painting on National Avenue to provide greater line-of-sight and safety for pedestrians and vehicles entering and exiting driveways.
	My clients understand and appreciate the City’s effort to support the unhoused. But the
	current situation created by the City’s arbitrary designation of National Avenue and similar nearby commercial office areas for OSV extended overnight parking is not the solution; it has only created other significant issues and risks to the community and ongoing existing and potential liabilities for the City. Alternative approaches can and must be taken by the City now.


	The City’s Own Analysis Supports The Need For The Requested City Actions
	Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP
	Kimbra McCarthy  April 21, 2026  Page 3
	Such misconduct and public safety issues in the areas of the OSV parking have resulted in the City having to expend its taxpayer funds on unscheduled flushing of storm drain inlets and storm mains to recover contaminated liquids, testing for biological wastes, and extra street sweeping in certain OSV parking areas.8
	In that regard, the City’s “Clean Streets” schedule places National Avenue and other
	specified streets as “Tier 2,” to be “evaluated for inclusion” and “rotated in on a less frequent basis and/or…reduced scope, such as services that do not require vehicles to relocate (i.e., blowing  around vehicles).” 9 Such decisions by the City only serve to further encourage the longer-term overnight parking of OSVs on National Avenue to the detriment of the adjacent property owners and their tenants.
	The City is well informed of the detrimental impacts to these constituents, many of whom
	are high-tech, innovative companies (including my client’s tenant, Wipro), which provide  significant economic and other benefits to the City, and which are now at risk from the City’s  current approach to OSV parking. Indeed, the City’s own “preliminary analysis shows an 18.5% vacancy rate in the areas with a concentration of [OSV] parking,” and National Avenue is shown to be among them.10 And as shown in photos of National Avenue taken this year (see “Attachment  4” hereto), it appears some of the OSVs, including very large unattached trailers, are in violation of the City’s 72-hour parking law, further evidencing the occupants’ intention of long-term habitation on National Avenue. Indeed, the violation of the City’s 72-hour parking law has dramatically increased in the City since the Navarro settlement.11 And last week, an RV was illegally parked in the Wipro parking lot at 425 National. The City’s response was that the owner should contact its legal counsel.
	As recognized by the City, other nearby cities have instituted more stringent parking
	restrictions, including, among other regulations, prohibiting “vanlords,” i.e., someone renting out an
	Suchsewagedumpingandrunoffofcontaminated liquids and debris into City sewers (much of
	whichnodoubtgoesunnoticedbytheCity)alsoexposes the City to liability under its Municipal  RegionalStormwaterNPDESPermitforCleanWater Act permit violations.  9
	See,e.g.,“Fall2025CleanStreetsSchedule,”attached hereto as “Attachment 3.”
	SeeCityMemo,pp.8,10.  AccordingtoasummaryreportpreparedbytheSupervisor of the City’s Neighborhood and
	EventServicesUnit(NES),thenumberofcitationssince 2022 has increased from 166 citations in 2023to848citationsin2025and84citationsinJanuary of 2026 alone (see “Attachment 5” hereto).Itisunknownhowmany,ifany,ofthosewere issued on National Avenue. (We are still awaitingreceiptofasubstantialnumberofdocuments from the City in response to my firm’s Public RecordsActRequest.)Italsoisunknownwhetherthose citations were ignored, and if so, what, if any,actionsweretakenbytheCitytofurtherenforce the 72-hour parking rule.
	Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP
	Kimbra McCarthy  April 21, 2026  Page 4
	OSV for housing purposes (San Jose, Palo Alto, Cupertino);12 and prohibiting parking of unattached trailers (e.g., Palo Alto, Cupertino, Saratoga, Burlingame). This is an issue on National Avenue, as shown in the photos attached hereto as “Attachment 4.” The City Memo advises that the City also could consider adopting such prohibitions. It should do so without further delay.  Requested Actions To Be Taken Now As To National Avenue
	Specifically,astoNationalAvenue,we askthatthe Citytakestepsnow toamendits
	“Streets with ParkingRestrictions”maptoeliminateNationalAvenueasalocation“WhereOSVs
	Navarro
	Are Not ProhibitedBasedontheAboveRestrictions.”Itcandosowithoutviolatingthe
	Settlement Agreement. where OSV parkingispermittedwithsomeavailableOSVparkingcapacityonbothsidesofthe street. The Cityhasdesignatedatotalof8.7milesofstreetswhereOSVparkingispermitted,and according to theJuly2025LIVcounts,OSVsareparkedon5.5milesofthoseavailablestreets,
	ThatsettlementrequirestheCitytodesignateatleastthreemilesofstreets
	including 3.8 milesfrontingonnon-residentiallanduses.
	EliminatingNationalAvenue,which
	comprises onlyapproximately1,620feet,or0.31miles,
	stillleavesamplepermissibleOSV
	parking on Citystreetstosatisfythe
	Navarro
	settlement.
	Removing National Avenue from the “Streets with Parking Restrictions” map is consistent
	with the EastWhismanPrecisePlan(“Plan”)adoptedbytheCityin2019andamendedin2024. The Plan envisionsfuturebufferedbikelanesforNationalAve,statingthatNationalAvenueisa
	Itfurtherprovidesdesignstandardsforabufferedbikelane.
	Suchbikelanesare
	“Local Street.” considered ClassIIbikeways.
	ThePlanfurtherprovides:“Medium-term.Parkingwillbe
	Note that atleastonesuchsituationwasfoundtoexistonNationalAvenueasofDecember
	2025. (See CityMemo,Attachment3.)
	Notably, the
	Navarro
	SettlementAgreementcontemplatesthatthemapmaybealteredtoaddor
	subtract designatedstreetsegments. 15 16
	See Navarro
	SettlementAgreement,¶1.B.
	See City Memo,p.6.  See “Attachment6,”showingthedistancecalculatedasshownonGoogleMaps.  There is recentprecedentforthisapproach.TheCityjustamendedthe“StreetswithParking
	Restrictions” map,effectiveMarch30,2026,todisallowOSVparkingandcreateabuffernearone
	or more schoolsonandnearWyandotteStreet.
	See
	https://www.mountainview.gov/home/showpublishedimage/3580/639104656164730000 According totheCityMemo,suchamendmentwouldremoveapproximately0.6milesofOSV- permitting parking,leaving8.1milesavailableforOSVparking,exceedingthethreemilesrequired
	by the Navarrosettlement.
	See
	CityMemoat20.EliminatingNationalAvenue(0.31mi.)would
	still allow for7.8milesofOSVparkinginMountainView. 18 19
	Plan, pp. 44,130.  Id., pp. 47,140-41,166,195.  Id., p. 164.
	Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP
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	removed on a project frontage by project frontage basis. The City may initiate removal of other parking spaces after an outreach process, to complete implementation of the buffered bike lane.”20 “Medium-term” is defined as the period from 2025-2030 (p. 190); therefore, moving forward with the designation of National Ave. as a buffered bike lane now is fully consistent with the City’s adopted implementation objectives.
	In the interim, the City should take more stringent enforcement measures to enforce the 72-
	hour parking law on National Avenue with more frequent patrols, citations, towing and/or other actions to make the prohibition a meaningful deterrent to the situation currently being experienced by National Avenue owners and tenants.
	Last, we request that the City undertake red curb painting on National Avenue to provide
	greater line-of-sight and safety for pedestrians and vehicles entering and exiting driveways.

	Request for Confirmation of City’s Intentions Post-Expiration of
	Navarro
	Settlement
	The Navarro Settlement Agreement expires by its express terms on February 28, 2027. We
	assume the “Streets with Parking Restrictions” map will also expire or otherwise be modified to eliminate any OSV parking in areas of commercial office use at that same time. Indeed, the City should be preparing now to take alternative steps to address the homelessness issues in Mountain View, and to eliminate the OSV parking in the commercial areas, upon expiration of that agreement. We ask that the City confirm its intention to do so.21  Conclusion
	For all the foregoing reasons, the City should take action now to avoid the ongoing
	significant public health and safety concerns and the detrimental impacts, damages, and losses (e.g., diminution in property value, negative impacts on marketability and leasing opportunities) that the City’s designation of National Avenue and other nearby commercial streets for OSV parking has caused and is continuing to cause.
	We would appreciate an opportunity to meet with you to discuss these issues and the actions
	we haverequested the City take to address them. Please provide dates on which you are available to meet.You can reach me at snichols@allenmatkins.com or at 415-273-7454.
	Id.,p.195.   Asset forth above, the Cityneed not await the expiration of the
	Navarro
	Settlement Agreement
	to takethe requested actions asto National Avenue.

	Allen Matkins Leck Gamble Mallory & Natsis LLP
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	Thank you very much. We look forward to hearing from you soon.
	Attachments
	cc:
	Jennifer Logue, City Attorney  Audrey Seymour, Asst. City Manager
	Very truly yours,
	Sandi L. Nichols
	From:
	Gregory Welsh <gwelsh@alembicllc.com>
	Sent:
	Saturday, January 31, 2026 12:47 PM
	To:
	,City Manager <city.mgr@mountainview.gov>  Mary Koo <mkoo@alembicllc.com>; Gregory Welsh <gwelsh@alembicllc.com>
	Cc: Subject:
	Formal Complaint-RV Parking on National Avenue

	CAUTION:
	EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Dear City Manager's Office of Mountain View,
	I run a business at 627 National Ave and have notified the police many times over the past 2+ years regarding RV and "Campers" that continue to do illegal activity and park long term on National Ave. This  has been an ongoing problem in which I have discussed with the Police Department to no avail. The  Police Department chalks tires but does not come back to tow vehicles, some vehicles that have been located in the same position for multiple weeks. I am trying to run a professional and more important  safe business for my employees. My employees, especially those working after dark, have raised serious concerns with their safety and this is why I am reaching out as I have experienced firsthand safety related issues as well. I am very concerned especially after the numerous phone calls that and since the city has not taken any action especially for the safety of my employees that I may be faced with a potential safety violation and/or lawsuit in the workplace. I am reaching out since I have a company obligation to ensure the safety of my employees.
	We recently installed cameras around our facility to improve safety in the workplace but ask that the city  to improve the safety of my employees when they leave the facility especially when they have to walk  down the street past campers who are doing illegal activity into the evening.
	In summary I have observed and have encountered the following incidents during and while leaving work. Ihave respectfully asked people to leave only to be threatened and have lost my patience as I am trying  to manage a safe and professional business.
	Individuals using Alembic's water faucets to gain water access-Required installation of locks to prevent this  Individuals using alcohol, drugs on the sidewalk  Late last year had city of mountain view remove biohazard waste including needs from the front of our building curbside  Individuals barbequing on the sidewalk.  Vehicles/RV's being moved with children in the front seat of the vehicles being towed  RV's parked in the same location in excess of 2-3 weeks only to be moved again down the same street.

	Dumping sewer waste from an RV into the storm drain. Congregating of numerous people in the late hours.
	Your help in resolving this by taking immediate action to this issue would be much appreciated.  Ihave some suggestions that I would like to share in resolving this but also would like to understand what  the city can do to make the community outside my workplace a safer place for my employees.  Best regards,  Greg
	Greg Welsh  Chief Operating Officer ______________________________________  Alembic, LLC  direct: +1 650-388-5249
	mobile: +1 408-781-0726 GWelsh@Alembicllc.com 627 National Ave | Mountain View, CA 94043
	-----Original Message-----  From: Jim Spencer jspencer699@alivecor.com  Sent: Tuesday, May 5, 2026 2:44 PM  To: , City Manager city.mgr@mountainview.gov; City Council city.council@mountainview.gov Cc: Serena Wu swu@shpco.com; Renee Equihua renee@alivecor.com  Subject: RV parking on N. Bernardo. Mt. View
	CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or aachments.
	To: Members of the Mountain View City Council
	Iam wring on behalf of Alivecor Inc. We are located at 189 N. Bernardo Ave. in Mountain View. Over the past 3 years there have been a growing number of RV’s permanently parking on N. Bernardo Ave. They have spread down most of the road and now they are blocking our ability to see when exing our parking lot. Central Expressway is exing right near our driveway and we cannot see around the large RVs parked. So we have had several near miss accidents. At this point it is a maer of me before a near miss becomes a really bad accident.
	We have reached out to our landlord and we are aware that they have reached out to the City to address this problem. Yet nothing has changed, it has only become more extensive.
	I wanted to make sure we wrote this note to you in order to have it documented that you were made aware of this problem. It is not a case of “if” a bad accident happens, it is a case of “when”.
	Regards,
	Jim Spencer  Sr. Vice President, Operaons Alivecor Inc.
	May 5, 2026

	VIA ELECTRONIC DELIVERY ONLY
	Ms. Kimbra McCarthy, City Manager City of Mountain View  200 Castro Street  Mountain View, CA 94041
	Re:
	Mountain View Research Park | Notice of Inverse Condemnation Claim Our File No: 7574.15
	Dear Ms. McCarthy:
	This office is counsel to BXP Research Park LP, a Delaware limited partnership (f/k/a BXP Research Park LLC, a Delaware limited liability company) (for convenience, “BXP”), the record owner of the real properties (“BXP Properties”) comprising Mountain View Research Park (“Park”), within the City of Mountain View (“City”). The total square footage of the buildings located on the BXP Properties is approximately 574,000 square feet; the BXP Properties themselves encompass 40.75 acres of land.
	This correspondence will briefly outline some of the peculiar, direct, and substantial impacts that BXP has suffered as a result of the City’s regulatory conduct following the City’s voluntary settlement of Navarro v. City of Mountain View, et al. (“Navarro Litigation”) in September of 2022. The Navarro Litigation was a response to the City’s effort to limit the parking of “oversized” vehicles on City streets, which vehicles largely consist of recreational vehicles that are being used to illegally house individuals (“RVs-as-Housing”). The recreational vehicles are not permitted or regulated for housing use, and the occupancy of them is not temporary. In fact, we understand that many of the RVs-as-Housing are being rented out by “vanlords” as a low-cost alternative to traditional housing units.
	Although the City elected to resolve the Navarro Litigation by voluntarily agreeing to designate three (3) miles of City streets where RVs-as-Housing may be used and occupied on either side of the street, and to post an online map that identifies the location where the parking and occupation of such RVs-as-Housing is allowed (“Navarro Settlement”), the City substantially exceeded this obligation by designating nearly nine (9) miles of roadway. As of December 2025, nearly six (6) of those miles were occupied by RVs-as-Housing. The City has allowed and encouraged people to illegally reside on City streets. It has turned vehicular thoroughfares into unregulated housing “villages” for the benefit of RV occupants, singling out property owners whose properties are adjacent to City-designated land to bear the burden. As nearby jurisdictions have maintained or strengthened their restrictions on RVs-as-Housing, the City has attracted even more individuals to occupy its public streets.


	BXP  nowdemandsthat the City takeaction tolessenand/or resolvethe peculiar, direct,and substantial impacts that BXP has been required to bear and compensate BXP for the diminution
	inmarket valueto the BXP Properties and other losses it hassuffered as a result of theCity’s
	actions.
	Navarro
	The City’s implementation of the City agreed to make.
	Settlement far exceeds the accommodations that the
	Ms. Kimbra McCarthy, City Manager  City of Mountain View  May 5, 2026  Page 5  the City to prioritize the project.1 But City staff took no action other than to suggest that a meeting be scheduled and requested that BXP provide additional information concerning its losses.

	Navarro
	The impacts suffered by BXP as a result of the City’s implementation of the are compensable takings.
	Settlement
	Article 1, Section 19 of the California constitution broadly requires compensation to a property owner when private property is taken for public use: “[p]rivate property may be taken or damaged for a public use and only when just compensation . . . has first been paid. . . .” A compensatory regulatory taking occurs when regulatory conduct – such as the implementation of the Navarro Settlement – unduly impacts private property, even when the regulation stops short of denying all economically viable use. In Penn Central Transp. Co. v. City of New York (1978) 438 U.S. 104 [landmarks ordinance], the United States Supreme Court identified several factors that have been used by courts to determine whether or not regulatory conduct so interferes with private property rights as to require payment of compensation. Those factors include “the “extent to which the regulation has interfered with distinct investment-backed expectations. . . .” Penn Central, 438 U.S. at 124. The Court recognized that regulatory conduct “may so frustrate distinct investment-backed expectations as to amount to a ‘taking.’” Id. at 127, citing Pennsylvania Coal Co. v. Mahon (1922) 260 U.S. 393, 43 S.Ct. 158 [regulation of mining activities]. State action that amounts to a “taking” of real property entitles a private property owner to compensation, which may be obtained through an inverse compensation action:
	United States Supreme Court recognized that a regulation of property that “goes too far” may effect a taking of that property, though its title remains in private hands. . . .
	Kavanau v. Santa Monica Rent Control Bd. (1997) 16 Cal.4th 761, 773. The property owner need not suffer a complete loss in the value of its property to be entitled to compensation. Id. at 774 [emphasis in original].
	Regulatory conduct need not directly impact property, such as a zoning regulation, to be actionable and entitle a property owner to inverse condemnation compensation. California case authority establishes, for example, that property owners who suffer adverse impacts from drainage improvements on adjacent properties, have suffered a compensable loss. See e.g., Locklin v. City of Lafayette (1994) 7 Cal.4th 327 [downstream property owner cannot be compelled to accept disproportionate share of burden of drainage improvements undertaken for public benefit, and may be entitled to compensation for inverse condemnation]. Inverse condemnation may also result from noise and noxious odors near private property. See e.g., Varjabedian v. City of Madera (1977) 20 Cal.3d 285 [viable inverse condemnation claim based on odor from a sewage treatment plant that made residential property unsuitable for human habitation]; Harding v. Dept. of Transportation (1984) 159 Cal.App.3d 359 [construction of freeway and embankment near highway as a basis for inverse condemnation]; and Aaron v. City of Los Angeles (1974) 40 Cal.App.3d 471 [noise from a municipal airport caused a reduction in market value].
	From:
	Subject: Date:

	CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Case ID#: 81228 Case Detail page: https://clients.comcate.com/reps/caseDetail.php?ag=128&id=2297624 Topic>Subtopic: Homeless>Living in Vehicles Case Location:  450 NATIONAL Av MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA 94043-2230
	Action that triggered this email: Case created
	Customer: Pinjic, Ermina Owner:  Date case was created (Days outstanding): 10/15/2025 (0)
	Your role on this case: Primary Owner
	Customer request (only first sentences): Good morning, I hope this message finds you well. I'm writing on behalf of CARIAD Inc, located on 450 National Ave Mountain View CA 94043, to raise a concern about the increasing number of RV's, semi-trucks and trailers that are consistently parking along National Ave. Not only has impacted the appearance and cleanliness of the area but has led to congestion on National Ave. We understand the broader challenges around vehicle residency and public space, but we would like clarification on what the current city policies are regarding RV and commercial vehicles, whether there are time limits and what solutions are available for situations like this. We would greatly appreciate any guidance on how this matter can be addressed. You can contact me via email at ermina.pinjic@cariad.us or (425) 588-9807.
	You can also access your account by going to the employee home page and entering your username and password.
	Official Correspondence & Strategy Document
	1290-1300 Terra Bella Ave. Mountain View, CA 94043
	February 27, 2026
	Audrey Seymour Assistant City Manager City of Mountain View
	Audrey,
	Thank you, again, for your interest in this topic and your willingness to help us understand the issue and your diligence to find an appropriate and acceptable resolution for all  parties.
	As you requested, we are sending you what we think is the best way for you and others to understand the “what, how and why” of the City of Menlo Park regarding their decision regarding OSV overnight parking. We believe that the City documents attached below are the best way to convey to you in their own words what worked and why.
	The attachments include the agenda, staff report, and minutes of the Menlo Park City Council meetings where their OSV Ordinance was discussed and approved. Ultimately,  we hope this will be helpful to you in helping to find a path for your Council that works best for your community.
	We hope these are helpful, as a start in our effort to help where we can. If these are  useful, we would be happy to provide documents from City of Palo Alto on the same topic. Sincerely,
	Sincerely,
	LARISSATRUMMELL
	Asset Manager

	KILROYREALTYCORPORATION
	628.260.2703

	MOBILE
	ltrummell@kilroyrealty.com www.kilroyrealty.com
	Cc: Kirstin Hinds, Armanda Rotella Enclosures (3)
	1 of 1

	From:
	Grace Hsu <ghsu@lunarenergy.com>
	Sent:
	Tuesday, June 16, 2026 10:00 AM
	To:
	Seymour, Audrey <audrey.ramberg@mountainview.gov> Kunal Girotra <kunal@lunarenergy.com>
	Cc: Subject:
	Lunar Energy / Ravendale and N. Bernando Ave

	CAUTION:
	EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Hi Audrey,
	Just left youavoicemail and wanted to follow-up in email. My name is Grace Hsu and I'm the head of  policy at LunarEnergy, which employs over 220 employees who are primarily based in the Bay Area and London. Ourfounder and CEO, Kunal Girotra, formerly headed up Tesla Energy. We are a manufacturer  of residentialbatteries that saves homeowners money on their energy bills and provides critical backup power duringsevere weather events: we've been proudly located in Mountain View since early 2023.  We've deliveredover 3,000 battery systems to homeowners all over California - many in the Bay Area,  and we alsopartner with local community choice aggregators such as Ava, SVCE and PCE to operate  their distributedenergy resources platform to discharge power from EVs and batteries back to the grid when it needsitmost.
	Lunar Energyisheadquartered at
	755 Ravendale Dr inMountainView
	, which is one of the streets on
	which
	oversized vehicles are allowed to park
	. Unfortunately the RV situation has become a driving
	safety hazard.
	As we enter andexitour street and the parking lot of our office space (and enter Ravendale) the density of RVs means it'squitedifficult to safely pull out of the office driveway, or exit our street, as there are major blindspots createdby RVs parked left and right of our buildings.
	Possible solutions:
	We are sympatheticto the situation where people with ties to Mountain View should have the ability to stay in affordable housing situations.
	We're particularly keen on ensuring that our employees are able to safely enter and exit our parking lot without being worried about an accident.
	Would you/the City be supportive of bike lanes or restricting RV parking in front of our building?
	We'd love for you to visit and see the situation first-hand and we'd enjoy giving you a company and lab tour as well!

	From: Date:
	MacMcconnell<themidwifeandthebaker@gmail.com>
	June11,2026at5:06:11AMPDT
	To:
	EllenKamei<mountainviewellen@gmail.com>
	Subject: Help with van situation
	Hi Ellen,  I don't think we've emailed since you took office as mayor! Congratulations.
	Can I get your help with the van situation on Independence and Wyandotte? The campers have completely taken over the area and there isn't any parking for my employees. My morning shift starts at 4am and a few women have mentioned feeling uncomfortable parking so far away and also having to walk past dilapidated campers. I am very sympathetic to the folks living in this type of housing insecurity, but they are hampering my business. The new parking changes for the nearby school didn't help things either.
	Am I correct that MV is the only city still allowing parking on city streets? I am ready to advocate for changing that. If you could please pass me along to the party responsible  for these issues that would be great. Thank you for your time.
	From:
	Katie Stevens <kstevens@nuro.ai>
	Sent:
	Monday, February 16, 2026 5:38 PM
	To:
	McCarthy, Kimbra <Kimbra.McCarthy@mountainview.gov>; Rotella, Amanda <Amanda.Rotella@mountainview.gov> SeanKane <skane@nuro.ai>
	Cc: Subject:
	Status of Terra Bella Avenue Bikeway Feasibility Study

	CAUTION:
	EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Hi Kimbra and Amanda,
	I hope you both are well. I'm reaching out as a few months ago, Nuro employees saw the signs posted to participate in the survey concerning the Terra Bella Avenue Bikeway Feasibility Study - many weighing in with support for options that provide for a bike lane along the road.
	As you know, Nuro is headquartered at 1300 Terra Bella and has been at this location for almost a decade. About one year ago, we asked the City to help extend the red curb marking along the driveway in/out of our parking lot as road visibility was difficult due to the large vehicles consistently parked along the street. Nonetheless, visibility remains a significant challenge, and many employees already bike or are interested in biking to work. As such, Nuro leadership and employees are interested in an update on the study.
	Do you have a sense as to when a recommendation will go before the Bike-Ped Advisory Commitee or Council Transportation Committee?
	We stand ready to assist you in this process, as helpful.
	Thank you,
	Katie
	--
	Katie Stevens Head of Policy +1 408 963 9881 www.nuro.ai

	Dear Ms. McCarthy,
	Thank you, Jeff Curran Managing Partner Pear Ave Investors 408-893-8778
	Iown the shopping center at 1380 &1390 Pear Avenue. In past 45 days, Pear Ave has been taken over by RVs that are parked overnight and have brought with them several unhoused people that are vandalizing my building, harassing tenants and customers and littering in a massive way. The police department have had to been called 6 times in the past week alone. An officer stated Pear Ave has recently been approved for RV parking? Regardless, I would like to meet with you and understand the best course of action to take here. My tenants are scared and complaining, the restaurant vendors cannot provide service as their semi tractor trailers now have nowhere to stop. This is a huge impact on multiple businesses. Are you available this upcoming Monday or Tuesday to meet and discuss?
	A Professional Corporation  15 Railroad Avenue  Danville California 94526  (925) 890-9311
	Michael K. Brown
	mbrown@elevationlawfirm.com
	May 29, 2026
	Via Email  City of Mountain View  Attn: City Manager  500 Castro Street  Mountain View, CA 94041 city.mgr@mountainview.gov
	Re:
	Nuisance Conditions on Pear Avenue  City Failure to Enforce 72 Hour Parking Limits
	Dear Ms. McCarthy,
	I represent Pear Avenue Investors, LLC, which owns the property known as 1380-90 Pear  Avenue in Mountain View. I write to you as the head of the staff of the City of Mountain View and in your role as liaison to the City Council, the Police Department and the City Planning Department.
	The focus of my letter is the City’s failure to enforce its ordinances which are contributing to a continuing nuisance condition on Pear Avenue that is dramatically impacting my client’s commercial development, all caused by the City’s allowance of homeless overnight parking of RVs and overnight loitering, which has led to attempted break ins and property damage to my client’s property.
	We’d like to have a meeting with you and those in City leadership positions that could contribute to a productive discussion of the problem and potential solutions to what is happening on Pear Avenue. Please let me know what we can do to schedule such a meeting at the very earliest date.
	My client principal, Jeff Curran, and also Bella Awdisho, the owner of Cucina Venti Restaurant, which leases roughly 1/3 of my client’s property, would like to join our meeting with you. A meeting has already been held between Mr. Curran and Ms. Awdisho with Lt. Laurina Holt of your City Police Department, but the outcome of that meeting was very disappointing, and  frankly, not in keeping with the City’s enforcement of its laws which are intended to address the problem that we want to bring to your full attention.
	From: To: Cc: Subject: Date: Attachments:

	CAUTION: EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Dear Audrey,
	Julia and I appreciated you’re meeting with us yesterday. I am writing to follow up some of the things we discussed.
	Class Members: The Navarro” Class Members” “means all persons who reside or sought to reside in an oversized vehicle within the City of Mountain View….” For some reason, known to the City’s attorneys, but not clear to me, the City decided not to focus on what the Navarro Class members actually wanted but to turn National Avenue into an overnight 72 hour continuous free for all. The City denies that it “directs” vehicles to park on National Avenue, but through the widely distributed Composite Parking Regulation Map the City attracts truckers from Fresno, Tracy, Sunnyvale, East Palo Alto, Pleasanton, Lathrop, Santa Clara, Morgan Hill, Mantica, Palo Alto, Idaho, Maine and more (major truck list with contact
	Citations and Follow Up, Duration of Parking: The records the City provided to me state that during 2024, 45 Citations were issued, mostly for extended parking. Of the 45 citations there were only 13 paid during 2024. Why is it that only 28% of citations issued resulted in payments? I filed a public information request asking for the number of vehicles towed from National Avenue in 2024 and to July 31, 2025. My guess is that the number is Zero or very close to it. I will also ask for information regarding how many repeat offenders have not been towed as provided in Section 3 A. (i) of the Navarro Agreement. My concern is that, as professional as the police officers are, the City just goes through the motions but does not actually deter people from violating its ordinances for activity on National Avenue, certainly not the repeat offenders. As we discussed, the clever truckers and all the others the City hosts on National Avenue are well aware that the officers’ schedule permits 10 days of continuous parking (240 hours). Could the City employ a less predictable schedule for enforcement? Also, our calculations using the Assessor’s records for National Avenue show that no vehicle may park near 615 National Avenue, be cited, move the required 1,000’ and park again within 24 hours on National Avenue. Mountain View Code 19.72 also provides for towing. A police officer disputed the length of National Area. We would be pleased to review this again with the police department.
	information attached). Although certainly not OSVs, the City also attracts cars, small pickup trucks, vans, boats, Uber and Lift drivers, and more. Based on our records none of these vehicles house people overnight. What is the City willing to do to stop attracting all vehicles that are not “Class Members”?
	Oversized Vehicle, OSV: An Oversized Vehicle or OSV is a vehicle as defined in Section 670 of the California Vehicle Code. One dimension is length, “that exceed twenty-two (22) feet”. The City permits all sorts of vehicles to park for extended periods of time on National Avenue. Putting that aside, the City states that it prohibits Oversize Vehicles from parking on most residential streets. However, our investigation indicates this is not true as a reasonable number of Oversized Vehicles owned by City homeowners park their Oversized Vehicles used for work and for pleasure in front of their homes in residential districts most nights. If the City permits its homeowners to park their Oversized Vehicles there is no reason the Oversized
	Street Sweeping and Street Markings; Section 1 B of the Navarro Agreement gives the City the right without notice to mark curbs consistent with City codes and to change the street sweeping schedule. Section 2, page 4 permits the City to prohibit parking in order to preserve sight lines at driveways (curb cuts) and intersections and for “prohibitions on parking on certain street segments during times reserved for street cleaning”.
	First, Street Sweeping: Section 19.92.4 of the City Code states “… unlawful for any person to stop or park any vehicle on a street or portion of street during those times reserved for street cleaning purposes.” National Avenue is scheduled for sweeping the first 4 Mondays of every month. Public Works Director Ng wrote to me that “…. an additional staff person will be dispatched to blow debris which may be trapped behind vehicles out for the sweeper to pick up.” Our video recordings do not show anyone with a leaf blower going in front of the street sweeper. Even if someone did so, trying to blow around 75’ truck tractors and trailers and other Oversize Vehicles is simply not effective. As noted, the City required, and the Navarro attorneys agreed to permit unencumbered street sweeping. As we are burdened by the terms of the City’s Navarro Agreement, we should at least receive any minimal benefits the agreement provides. Please explain to me why you deny effective street sweeping on National Avenue. Second, Street Markings: As noted above, the Navarro Agreement permits the City to mark its streets in certain areas for no parking. We very much appreciate that Public Works Director Ng permitted the painting of short sections of curbs for safety in the area of our property. National Avenue intersects two major streets. There are 5 fire hydrants. 17 curb cuts, 12 pedestrian entries. State and I assume City code specify that all of these should have adjacent sections with red painted curbs. Further, National Avenue has inadequate handicap access, and no marked street crossings. There should be +-1,196’ of red curbs on the street and marked street crossings at Ellis Street and Fairchild Drive. We have a specifically designed, handicapped accessible sidewalk on our property that the City Building Department required us to create. It has two points of connection to National Avenue. We would like to install handicap-accessible ramps at those points of connection with the street at our expense and have the area appropriately marked. May we do that?
	Vehicles on National Avenue could not spread out onto all the City’s residential streets. If your officers are interested, I can tell them what vehicles to look for in your residential neighborhoods.
	National Avenue is a Superfund Site: Your attorneys can argue about whether the City “directs” the fleet of vehicles to park for extended periods of time on National Avenue or the City just provides directions with its Composite Parking Regulation Map, but the facts and circumstances are clear that the Navarro Class Members and all the rest park and are permitted to reside on National Avenue for extended time periods by the City. In addition to the map, the City changed the parking rules that formerly prohibited parking between 12:00 AM and 6:00 AM. The City supervises their activities and makes clear to all that they are welcome. As the City knows well, National Avenue is part of the Middlefield Ellis Whisman Superfund Site as designated by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency. On the EPA exhibit I showed to you National Avenue is the only MEW Superfund Site that the City has designated for extended overnight residence by Navarro Class Members. Also as the City knows 401 and 405 National Avenue next to our property are discharge source sites for a collection of cancer- causing chemicals, 6 of which are actively monitored. Focusing just on Trichloroethylene (TCE), the most recent samples I am aware of show that the surface of the ground has concentrations between 9.2 and 41 ug/m3. Also, as the City knows 1 ug/m3 is the EPA maximum permitted residential standard. We are required by law to advise the occupants of our building of the presence of toxic materials. I believe you told me the City does not advise anyone. I think the City made a mistake designating National Avenue as a residence for Navarro Class Members. Two important notes: Our partners and we spend a substantial amount of money to ensure that we operate our building with approximate non-detect levels. And, as the City knows, the toxic vapors come from cancer causing liquids the City permitted to enter the ground water by not inspecting tanks of these materials. From the ground water come the vapors.
	Audrey, as I told you and for the benefit of others who read this rather long email, this is the second time the City has taken its problems and are making them our problems. The City has done or failed to do things that have diminished the value of our building and caused concerns for the people who work in our building. Particularly at night, people are concerned. That includes members of the litigation law firm which is a tenant in the building. The City could have but did not inspect the leaking chemical tanks that have now caused toxic vapors to rise to the surface of the ground. We put in a lot of time and spend a lot of money so our people do not have to worry about that.
	In regard to the Navarro Agreement, we believe the City first made a mistake including National Avenue in the settlement and as noted above, is not doing all it should do to protect our quiet enjoyment.
	Best Regards,
	Bill
	615 National Avenue, Mountain View Long Term Parking
	August 5, 2025
	Servicing Truck March 23, 2025 K & T TRANSPORT INC  55 EVANDALE AVE APT 1B MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA 94043 (661) 731-2223
	615 National Avenue, Mountain View Long Term Parking
	August 5, 2025
	Picture of a man with a hand gun DHILLON TRUCKING LOGISTICS INC 721 SAFFRON DR  TRACY, CA 95377  (408) 836-9670  USDOT Number: 3228072
	615 National Avenue, Mountain View Long Term Parking
	August 5, 2025
	Message From  Alvarez Trucking  East Palo Alto  CA 481245  USDOT Number 2879509 2272 UNIVERSITY AVE  EAST PALO ALTO, CA 94303 650-520-7017
	From:
	Sergey Levi <sergeyle@gmail.com>
	Sent:
	Tuesday, April 21, 2026 11:56 PM
	To:
	CityCouncil <citycouncil@mountainview.gov> contactus@tinyeinstein.org; Catherine Levi <cathrineantal@gmail.com>
	Cc: Subject:
	Request for Parking Restrictions on Independence Avenue (800-900 Blocks)

	CAUTION:
	EXTERNAL EMAIL - Ensure you trust this email before clicking on any links or attachments.
	Dear Mountain View City Council members,
	I am writing as a parent of a child at the Tiny Einstein Child Development Center to express my concern about the ongoing RV parking situation on Independence Avenue. Over time Independence Avenue has essentially turned into an RV park, which is creating significant long-term issues for our community and local businesses.
	As a parent, I see firsthand how this impacts our daily lives. Finding parking near the center for school events or even regular drop-off has become difficult, often forcing parents to park several blocks away. Furthermore, this situation is hurting local businesses like The Midwife and Baker; I have personally  found myself driving away more than once because there was simply no parking available for patrons.
	I would like to ask the City Council to consider long-term solutions to this problem, such as restricting overnight or long-vehicle parking on Independence Avenue, specifically focusing on the 800 and 900 blocks. Our local businesses and the convenience of families attending childcare in this area depend on accessible parking.
	Thank you for your time and for considering this request.
	Sincerely,  Sergey Levi

	From: Chris Vanni <chris@vanniprop.com>  Sent: Thursday, December 4, 2025 8:55 PM  To: Atkins, Matthew <Matthew.Atkins@mountainview.gov>; Murdock, Christian <Christian.Murdock@mountainview.gov>  Cc: Steve Lynch <SLynch@shpco. com> <SLynch@shpco.com>  Subject: Re: Safety risk Bernardo Ave.
	CAUTION:

	Adding Steve to the email as I realize he was not on the initial email.
	Ihave not heard back regarding the below. I want to add that one of my partners on the property called this evening to let me know he was in Mountain View today and was appalled at how much worse Bernardo is looking than even a few months ago. In any given day there are vehicles with expired tags, in conditions that are not drivable whether their tags are  current or not, vehicles parked right at entry’s and exists creating dangerous conditions, vehicles with pop outs extended further narrowing Bernardo, generators, refrigerators and other items on the curb or street, etc.
	1. What is being done now, today to deal with the enforcing the law where it can, subject to the Settlement.
	2. What is being done now to ensure the streets are safe to drive and our exits and entries are not impacted such that dangerous conditions  continue. Please note if there is an accident, very likely there would be lawsuits and as I am sure the City must recognize, it would have a hard time defending itself for what is being allowed.
	3. What is the plan on day 1, when the Settlement sunsets. Not having a  plan, is not acceptable and a plan allowing this mess to remain would not be acceptable.
	As is obvious these conditions make Bernardo virtually un leasable and devalue our properties. These conditions are directly in the control of the City. If the City refuses to enforce the law, that’s a decision by the City with  in our case real monetary impacts. If the City refuses to have a plan in place to clean up the mess it allowed when it settled prematurely (before the Grants Pass decision), that’s a decision with very significant financial impacts.
	We used to bring some of our lenders by Bernardo when we’re showing of our projects. We would never bring execs from Chase or MetLife etc today. It’s an embarrassment.
	Chris Vanni
	Sent from my IPhone
	On Dec 2, 2025, at 10:54/AM, Chris Vanni <chris@vanniprop.com> wrote:
	Matthew and Christian,
	Below is an email I received today from one of out tenants at 291 North Bernardo. I have been told this same thing several times, usually verbally when I am meeting with a tenant, and by Boeing also earlier this year when we were negotiating an extension. I also
	wanted to update on the impact this is having on our leasing.  Minaris, notified us they will not be renewing as they do not believe MV is the right fit. Originally they were looking to renew until the new executive team from the east coast came out for a site visit. I can only assume, but the mess they saw on Bernardo probably effected the decision. Another tenant at 339, has been very concerned about safety and security and just put their renewal negations on pause while they look at Sunnyvale.
	In any event can we do anything with regard to the safety risk that is noted below at the very least for now, and can we be kept up to date on how this mess will be resolved once the settlement sunsets.
	Chris Vanni
	From:
	Tony Peter <Tony.Peter@minaris.com>
	Sent:
	Tuesday, December 2, 2025 10:42 AM
	To:
	ChrisVanni <chris@vanniprop.com>
	Safety risk
	Subject:
	Hi Chris,
	Iwanted to bring to your attention that there have been a couple of near-miss accidents at the entrance to the business park. The issue appears to stem from limited visibility of oncoming vehicles due to RVs and trailers parked near the entrance.
	Would it be possible for you to raise this safety concern with the City on behalf of all tenants and request the establishment of a no-parking zone in that area? This would help ensure safer entry and exit for everyone.
	Thank you for your support.
	Have a nice day.
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