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Attn: Ron Arp
RE: Palo Alto Landfill closure grading

Dear Ron,

Hargreaves Associates has been tasked to review and comment on the closure grading for the Palo

Alto Landfill; this letter provides our comments on and approval of the Revised Final Grading Plan. GEORGE HARGREAVES
MARY MARGARET JONES

First of all, we appreciate this opportunity to give input on what will be the foundation of the eventual ¢ enn auen

park-lands to be designed and installed on top of the landfill when current operations are complete. GAVIN MCMILLAN

We look forward to the creation of design and construction documents which will make Byxbee Park /  ¥IRTRIEDER

Palo Alto Landfill a completed, and finally whole, park presence for the Palo Alto community. CATHERINE WiEEr

KEN HAINES

JACOB PETERSEN
In January 2007 Hargreaves provided initial consultation on the closure grading plan, providing a MEGAN CLARK
report with a series of comments and recommendations giving direction as to how the closure grading Sgg\:rfglﬁ
could conform to the intentions of the original Master Plan document. It was found that the slightly
sinuous new ridge was acceptable but recommended that smoothing of the ridges be applied. It MATTHEW |. TUCKER
recognized that the western slopes at the landfill limit were not consistent with the Master Plan due to  cranT ALLEN
the amount of garbage that was placed in the area. These slopes are steeper and squarer than VOONCHOECHE
. . . . . BERNWARD ENGELKE
intended, but due to the garbage must remain generally as is, with a recommendation that the i LEE
transition from side to top of slope be smoothed as much as possible. Other recommendations ANDY HARRIS

addressed general smoothing of side slopes and that the valley and slopes nearest the entry road be SUE BAILEY
given careful attention in smoothing the form.

We now find that the Revised Final Grading Plan has applied these recommendations. We saw a few
areas that we recommended a further “rounding” in addition to smoothing which further brought the
grading into conformance with the design intent of the Master Plan. These additional comments were
incorporated into the current issuance of the Revised Final Grading Plan presented Apr 22, 2008,
attached here. We feel this Plan is an acceptable base upon which the Phase 2 Park can be designed.

Regards,

Mary Margaret Jones
Senior Principal






