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2 Project Characteristics 

 Existing Site Conditions 
The project site is a generally flat, irregular-shaped area on the southeast corner of the intersection 
of Castro Street and West El Camino Real in the downtown area of Mountain View. The site address 
is commonly referred to as 881 Castro Street, and the site is in the P-19 (Downtown) Precise Plan 
area. More specifically, the project site encompasses approximately 1.43 acres on six parcels 
(Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 158-06-008, 158-06-010, 158-06-036, 158-06-037, 158-06-038, and 158-
06-039), as well as existing right-of-way for Fairmount Avenue between Castro Street and Hope 
Street. Figure 1 shows the regional location of the project site, and Figure 2 shows the project site’s 
location in its local context. 

The approximately 1.43-acre site is currently developed with five single-story commercial buildings 
with retail and office uses and a two-story multifamily residential building. The site also includes 
landscaping, including approximately 28 on site trees, sidewalks, driveways, surface parking (paved), 
and utilities, such as overhead electric and telecommunication and belowground sanitary sewer and 
storm drain. Additionally, the portion of the site consisting of the right-of-way for Fairmount Avenue 
between Castro Street and Hope Street is developed with the paved road surface of Fairmount 
Avenue.  

The approximately 28 trees on-site are a mix of species, but mostly London plane (Platanus x 
hispanica), liquidambar (Liquidambar styraciflua), deodar cedar (Cedrus deodara), Hollywood 
juniper (Juniperus chinensis), and privet (Ligustrum japonicum). Seven of the on-site trees meet the 
City’s definition of a Heritage Tree. Other existing on-site landscaping consists of shrubs and 
maintained lawn and flowers, mostly within planters or in spaces between storefronts and 
sidewalks. There are no naturalized plant communities (e.g., forestland, grassland, chapparal, 
riparian etc.) within the project site. 

Given its downtown location, the project site is surrounded by urban development in all directions. 
Gateway Park, a small City park, is adjacent to the southwestern corner of the project site. Office 
and mixed-use buildings up to four stories tall are west of the site, on the opposite side of Castro 
Street. Similar development is located to the south of the site, on the opposite side of El Camino 
Real. Conditions to the east of the project site, on the opposite side of Hope Street, consist of a 
single-story commercial building and numerous residential buildings up to two stories in height. 

Figure 3 shows existing conditions on and around the project site.  
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Figure 2 Project Site Location 
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Photograph 3. Easterly view of the project site from Gateway Park. This area of the project site is 
characterized by the existing bank and office building. 

 
Photograph 4. Northerly view from internal to the project site near Fairmont Avenue. This area of the 
project site is characterized by surface parking for existing businesses on-site.  
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Figure 4 Proposed Site Plan1 

 
Source: Kenneth Rodrigues & Partners, Inc. 2024 

 
1 Ground floor only. Upper floors would consist of standard floor-plan residential units.  
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Circulation and Parking 
The proposed building would include a parking garage consisting of two levels of below-grade parking. 
Ingress and egress to the parking garage would be from a single driveway on Hope Street, on the east 
side of the building, as shown on Figure 4. A total of 200 parking spaces would be provided. The 
provided parking stalls would include 32 spaces for the commercial use, a single commercial loading 
space, and the remaining parking spaces for building residents.  
The building would also provide 164 bicycle spaces, including 14 short-term visitor residential parking 
spaces, 10 short-term commercial spaces, and 140 long-term spaces. Aside from the ingress/egress 
ramp into the garage, no vehicle circulation would be provided on the site. All circulation on the 
project site at street level would be pedestrian and bicycle. The proposed 164 bicycle spaces would 
exceed the minimum requirement stated in the Municipal Code, which is 154 spaces. 

Landscaping 
There are approximately 28 trees on the project site (not inclusive of street trees or trees at the 
gateway park). Approximately 18 of the trees would be removed during project construction. Ten of 
the onsite trees would be preserved and retained on-site. These existing trees will contribute to the 
site landscaping. The proposed project would also include planting new trees, as both new street 
trees and elsewhere on the project site, such as landscape decks and around the main paseo area. 
Species used for tree plantings would include cork bark maple (Acer palmatum “Sango Kaku”), 
western redbud (Cercis occidentalis), Saratoga hybrid laurel (Laurus nobilis “Saratoga”), scarlet oak 
(Quercus coccinea), blue oak (Quercus douglasii), Brisbane box (Tristania conferta), and chitalpa 
(xChitalpa tashkentensis). In addition to the tree plantings, the project would include a mix of shrubs 
and ground cover on residential and landscape decks, as well as within bioretention areas. The main 
paseo would be lined with planters containing landscaping. Project landscaping would meet the 
City’s Water Efficient Landscape requirements and would consist of species native to California. 

Construction 
Project construction would commence with the demolition of existing structures and development 
on the project site. Construction fencing would be installed at the site perimeter as indicated on the 
approved site plan and where possible placing the construction fencing at the back of the existing 
sidewalk to maintain pedestrian circulation. Hope Street between El Camino Real and Fairmont 
Avenue would be used for construction ingress and egress to the site solely off of El Camino Real, 
but would remain open to vehicles during construction. All staging of construction toilets, 
dumpsters, and trade contractor job containers would remain within the construction fencing 
perimeter. Tree protection fencing would be installed around existing trees to be preserved and 
retained. Project construction would require the removal of approximately 31 trees inclusive of 
onsite trees and street trees, some of which meet the City’s definition of a Heritage Tree. All trees at 
Gateway Park and located on adjacent private properties would be maintained and not damaged by 
the project.  
Construction would occur Monday through Friday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. 
Construction is not planned on weekends. If weekend construction were to become necessary, no 
construction would occur on Sundays, and Saturday construction would require City approval. 
Construction would last for approximately 30 months. Equipment would include water trucks, skip 
loaders, forklifts, dump trucks, concrete pumps and trucks, cranes, and trailers, among other pieces 
of typical equipment. Equipment would be staged and stored on the project site. A total of 
approximately 42,750 cubic yards of soil material would be exported from the site during 
construction, primarily the result of the proposed below-grade parking. 
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 Focus new office development on the 400 blocks of Castro Street and in Area I. 
Project Consistency: The proposed project does not include office development. But it may 
allow for office development with approval of a Conditional Use Permit.  

 Focus new residential development in the Transition Areas and in mixed-use projects. 
Project Consistency: The proposed project is a mixed-use project. 

 Ensure that sufficient and well-designed parking is provided for all new development. 
Maintain and encourage convenient parking for all uses. 
Project Consistency: The proposed project would exceed parking requirements. Parking 
would be provided in a below-grade parking garage. 

 Preserve and enhance existing residential neighborhoods in and near downtown, including 
linking surrounding residential neighborhoods to the downtown core with attractive street 
improvements and pedestrian connection. 
Project Consistency: The project would include improve the existing sidewalk along its 
frontage of Castro Street, El Camino Real, and Hope Street with new landscaping and 
landscaping amenities, such as benches and tables. The main paseo would provide a 
pedestrian connection between the commercial uses on Castro Street and the residential 
neighborhood along Hope Street.  

As allowed per state legislation, specifically the incentives concession and waivers per the State 
Density Bonus Law and AB 1287, the proposed project is consistent with the development standards 
for Area J in the Downtown Precise Plan. The planned community permit that must be obtained for 
the project would allow for the project to be constructed compliant with the State’s density bonus 
program and AB 1287. 

In summary, projects in Downtown Mixed-Use land use designation must be consistent with the 
Downtown Precise Plan. In order for the proposed project to proceed, the project applicant must 
obtain a planned community permit pursuant to Section 36.22 of the Mountain View Municipal 
Code. Therefore, the project would be consistent with the applicable General Plan land use 
designation and policies, as well as the applicable zoning regulations. The project would meet the 
requirements of criterion (a). 

 Criterion (b) 
The proposed development occurs within city limits on a project site of no more than five acres 
substantially surrounded by urban uses. 

The proposed project is at the corner of the intersection of Castro Street and El Camino Real, which 
is within the limits of the City of Mountain View. The project site is comprised of six parcels with a 
combined total area of approximately 1.43 acres. The location of the project site is in the downtown 
area of Mountain View. Urban uses surround the project site in all directions for numerous blocks. 
Therefore, the project would occur within city limits on a site of less than five acres that is 
surrounded by urban uses. The proposed project would meet the requirements of criterion (b). 
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Hexagon calculated the gross project trips and net project trips that would be expected from 
operation of the project. The gross project trips are the new vehicle trips that the project would 
generate without accounting for the existing vehicle trips to and from the project site that would no 
longer occur after existing on-site land uses are demolished. Net project trips are the total new trips 
that would after existing trips are subtracted from the gross project trips. Project operational 
vehicle trip generation rates were based on trip rates for Multifamily Housing Not Close to Rail 
Transit/Mid-Rise (Land Use Code 221) and Strip Retail Plaza (Land Use Code 822) from the Institute 
of Transportation Engineers Trip Generation Manual, 11th Edition. The number of vehicle trips that 
occur from existing on-site uses was based on driveway counts conducted on September 24, 2024. 

The following trip reductions were applied to the trip generation rates consistent with Santa Clara 
Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) guidance: 1) residential/retail internal trip reduction; 2) 
transit trip reduction; and 3) pass-by retail trip reduction. The first trip reduction assumes that the 
mixed-use element of the project would allow residents to walk to retail uses, avoiding the need to 
use vehicles. The second reduction assumes that some transit use would occur because there is a 
major bus stop within 2,000 feet of the project site. The third trip reduction assumes that some trips 
generated from the commercial component of the project would be trips that occur regardless, such 
as people already driving past the site who decide to stop and visit a retail shop. 

As shown in Table 2, the gross project trips resulting from the project is expected to be 836 daily 
vehicle trips, and when the existing 230 daily trips from on-site uses are subtract, a net total of 606 
daily vehicle trips. Table 2 also shows net new trips during morning rush hour (AM peak hour) and 
evening rush hour (PM peak hour). AM peak hour is defined as 7:00 AM to 9:00 AM and PM peak 
hour is defined as 4:00 PM to 6:00 PM. 

Table 2 Trip Generation 

Land Use Size Daily 

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour 

In Out Total In Out Total 

Mid-Rise Multifamily Residential 140 units 636 12 40 52 33 22 55 

-Residential/Retail Internal Capture Reduction (15%)  -80 -1 -2 -3 -4 -4 -8 

-Transit Reduction (2%)  -11 0 -1 -1 -1 0 -1 

Sub-Total Residential  545 11 37 48 28 18 46 

Retail 9,743 square feet 532 14 9 23 32 32 64 

-Residential/Retail Internal Capture Reduction (15%)  -80 -2 -1 -3 -4 -4 -8 

-Pass-By Reduction (30%)  -136 0 0 0 -8 -9 -17 

Sub-Total Retail  316 12 8 20 20 19 39 

Gross Proposed Trips  861 23 45 68 48 37 85 

Existing Uses  230 14 4 18 11 17 28 

Net Project Trips  631 9 41 50 37 20 57 

Notes: 

1. Residential/retail internal trip reductions were applied to the project per the 2014 Santa Clara VTA Guidelines. 

2. Pursuant to VTA Guidelines, a transit trip reduction is applied because the site is within 2,000 feet of a major bus stop. 

3. Pass-by trip reduction is based on maximum allowable pass-by trip reduction rate in the VTA Guidelines for the peak hour. 

Source: Appendix A 
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3.4.2 Noise 
The primary existing source of noise in the project site vicinity is motor vehicle traffic, including 
automobiles, trucks, buses, and motorcycles. As collector streets, El Camino Real and Castro Street 
produce noise from vehicles. Traffic on Hope Street and Fairmont Avenue also contribute to existing 
noise levels in the project area. Other noise sources include typical urban activities, such as car 
horns, people talking, and landscape maintenance equipment (e.g., mowers, leaf blowers, etc.) 

Construction of the project would have the potential to create noise levels above ambient noise 
conditions on a temporary basis. The project would result in temporary noise level increases during 
site preparation, grading, paving, building, and architectural coating activities. Construction noise 
would typically be higher during the more equipment-intensive phases of initial construction (i.e., 
demolition, site preparation and grading work) and would be lower during the later construction 
phases (i.e., building construction and paving). This is because earlier construction phases typically 
involve the loudest equipment, such as dozers and dump trucks. 

To determine construction noise impacts, noise was estimated at residences closest to the project 
site using the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Roadway Construction Noise Model (RCNM) 
Version 1.1, shown in Table 3. Over the course of a typical construction day, construction equipment 
would be located as close as 85 feet to the nearest residential and park use. This construction would 
typically be located at an average distance further away over an 8-hour period due to the nature of 
construction where equipment is mobile throughout the day. Table 3 shows the construction noise 
levels attributable to each construction phase modeled at nearby residential receptors. 

Table 3 Estimated Construction Noise Levels 

Construction Phase 

Estimated Noise Levels (dBA Leq) 

RCNM Reference 
Noise Level 

(50 feet) 

Single-Family 
Residence 

to the North  
(85 feet) 

Gateway Park 
to the South 

(85 feet) 

Single-Family 
Residence 
to the East 
(160 feet) 

Demolition 80 75 75 70 

Site Preparation 81 76 76 71 

Grading 84 79 79 74 

Building Construction 75 70 70 65 

Paving 75 70 70 65 

Roadway Construction Noise Model data sheets and assumptions are included in Appendix B.  

The Federal Transit Administration has established 80 dBA Leq (8-hour) as the threshold for 
construction noise at residential land uses (Federal Transit Administration 2018). As shown in 
Table 3, noise levels at the nearest residential uses to the north would not exceed the FTA’s 
residential construction noise threshold of 80 dBA Leq (8-hour). In addition, construction would occur 
within the hours the City allows for construction activities. Specifically, the City’s Municipal Code 
Section 8.70, allows for construction Monday through Friday between 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. and no 
construction activity on Saturday and Sunday. These are the hours and days when many people are 
away from their residences and at work or school. These are also daytime hours when fewer people 
tend to sleep, and noise is less obtrusive. Therefore, project construction noise impacts would be 
less than significant. 
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Groundborne Vibration 
The project does not include any substantial vibration sources associated with operation. Therefore, 
construction activities have the greatest potential to generate groundborne vibration affecting 
nearby receptors, especially during grading and excavation of the project site. According to the 
project applicant, impact pile driving is not proposed. Foundation piles would be drilled and set. 
Rubber-tire loaders would be used when within close distances to nearby buildings. Table 4 
identifies vibration velocity levels at the nearby sensitive receptors for the various types of 
equipment that would operate during project construction. As shown in Table 4, as the multi-family 
residential building to the north is the closest building to the proposed project, specific distances 
have been implemented as a construction best management practice for consideration of potential 
vibration levels. 

Table 4 Construction Vibration Levels 

Equipment 

in/sec PPV 

Reference Level 
Residences to the North 

(864 Hope Street) 

Adjacent Commercial 
Building to the North 

(821 Castro Street) 

Distance (feet) 25 30 15 

Large Bulldozer 0.089 0.068 0.191 

Drill Rig 0.089 0.068 0.191 

Loaded Trucks 0.076 0.058 0.164 

Small Bulldozer 0.003 0.002 0.006 

Distance (feet) 25 70 140 

Vibratory Roller 0.210 0.045 0.016 

FTA Threshold for Building Damage  0.2 0.3 

Threshold Exceeded?  No No 

PPV = peak particle velocity; in/sec = inches per second 

Vibration analysis worksheets are included in Appendix C.  

Source: Federal Transit Administration 2018. 

The city does not have a quantified threshold against which to assess vibration impacts during 
construction and operation. Therefore, the Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual 
(Federal Transit Administration 2018) was used to evaluate potential construction vibration impacts 
related to potential building damage. Construction vibration impacts facilitated by the project would 
be significant if vibration levels exceed the Federal Transit Administration’s criteria shown in 
Table 4. For example, impacts would be significant if vibration levels exceed 0.2 in/sec PPV at 
residential structures, and 0.3 in/sec PPV at commercial structures. This is the limit where minor 
cosmetic (i.e., non-structural) damage may occur to these buildings. Therefore, for a conservative 
analysis to these buildings, construction vibration impacts would be significant if vibration levels 
exceed 0.2 in/sec PPV at nearby residential buildings or 0.3 in/sec PPV at nearby commercial 
buildings. 

Based on the information presented in Table 4, vibration levels from a large bulldozer would be up 
to approximately 0.191 in/sec PPV at the commercial building adjacent to the north and 0.068 
in/sec PPV at the residential building to the north. Therefore, construction vibration would not 
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Methodology 
The air pollutant emissions generated by project construction and operation were estimated using 
the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), version 2022.1. CalEEMod uses project-
specific information, including the project’s land uses, square footage for different uses (e.g., 
residential, commercial, townhouses), and location, to model a project’s construction and 
operational emissions. The analysis reflects the construction and operation of the project as 
described under Section 2, Project Description. User-defined inputs were used where possible, 
based on information supplied by the project applicant. The CalEEMod output report is provided as 
Appendix D to this report. 

Construction Emissions 
Development of the proposed project would involve parking pavement demolition, site grading, 
excavation, new building construction, and other construction-related activities that have the 
potential to generate substantial air pollutant emissions. Temporary construction emissions from 
these activities were estimated using CalEEMod, based on the gross amount of proposed new 
residential space. Table 6 shows the maximum daily construction emissions. 

Table 6 Construction Emissions 

Year 

Maximum Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 

ROG NOX CO PM10 PM2.5 SOX 

2025 0.40 3.48 11.6 0.51 0.17 0.02 

2026 1.80 13.6 26.6 2.29 0.83 0.05 

2027 1.79 15.9 30.7 2.84 1.00 0.06 

2028 1.29 9.92 14.2 1.74 0.63 0.02 

Maximum Construction Emissions 1.80 15.9 30.7 2.84 1.00 0.06 

Average Daily Construction Emissions 1.20 9.79 16.0 1.67 0.61 0.03 

BAAQMD Thresholds 54 54 N/A 82 54 N/A 

Threshold Exceeded? No No N/A No No N/A 

See Appendix D for CalEEMod worksheets; emission data presented is the highest of winter or summer outputs 

N/A = not applicable; lbs/day = pounds per day; ROG = reactive organic gases; NOX = oxides of nitrogen; CO = Carbon Monoxide; PM2.5 = 
fine particulate matter with an aerodynamic resistance diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less; PM10 = respirable particulate matter with 
an aerodynamic resistance diameter of 10 micrometers or less; SOx = oxides of sulfur. 

No BAAQMD threshold for CO or SOX,  

As shown in Table 6, the estimated construction emissions of the project would not exceed 
BAAQMD thresholds. Therefore, construction of the proposed project would result in no significant 
air quality impacts.  

Operational Emissions 
Long-term operational emissions associated with the proposed project are those associated with 
vehicle trips (mobile emissions), the use of electricity (energy), and consumer products and 
architectural coatings (area source emissions) upon buildout of the project. Total operational 
emissions are shown in Table 7. 
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incorporated in this plan include erosion control, run-on and runoff control, sediment control, 
advanced treatment as appropriate, site management, and non-stormwater management through 
all construction phases. Implementation of the SWPPP and adherence to the NPDES General Permit, 
which is required pursuant to Mountain View Municipal Code Section 8.20.36, would prevent 
significant impacts on water quality as a result of project construction. 

The Municipal Regional Stormwater NPDES Permit (MRP) Order No. R2-2015-0049 permits 
stormwater discharges from municipal separate sewer systems (MS4s), pursuant to NPDES 
regulations (RWQCB 2015). Section C.3 of the MRP, New Development and Redevelopment, 
addresses post-construction stormwater requirements for new development projects that add 
and/or replace more than 10,000 square feet of impervious area. As the proposed project would 
replace more than 10,000 square feet of impervious area within the project site, it must comply 
with the provisions by the RWQCB in Section C.3. Thus, the proposed project must implement 
source control requirements to minimize stormwater pollutants in urban runoff, site design and 
stormwater treatment requirements that limit disturbance of natural water bodies and drainage 
systems and minimize impacts from stormwater and urban runoff on the biological integrity of 
water bodies, and sizing criteria for stormwater treatment systems (RWQCB 2015).  

According to the Conceptual Development Stormwater Treatment Plan (Plan Sheet C-6.0, dated 
May 15, 2025), the impervious area on the project site would decrease as a result of the proposed 
project. This is to say that during operation of the proposed project there would be more area on 
the project site where water is able to infiltrate the ground than compared with existing on-site 
conditions. Nonetheless, the proposed project would result in approximately 49,106 square feet of 
impervious surface on the project site. Stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces would flow to 
bioretention filters that slow and treat runoff before discharge. Furthermore, the applicant must 
prepare a Stormwater Management Plan that conforms with MRP Order No. R2-2015-0049. The 
proposed project’s Stormwater Management Plan must be designed to handle stormwater via flow-
based methods, based on the C.3. Stormwater Handbook. In accordance with the C.3 requirements, 
the project would be designed to direct runoff from roofs and sidewalks into vegetated areas, which 
are already included in the proposed project. Additionally, the Stormwater Management Plan 
includes routine maintenance activities for the planned bioretention areas. For these reasons, 
operation of the proposed project would not result in significant water quality impacts. 

Conclusion 
The proposed project would not increase impermeable surfaces on the site. The project would 
comply with the NPDES General Permit and MRP, and the Mountain View Municipal Code, 
specifically Section 8. Therefore, the impacts related to water quality would be less than significant.  

 Criterion (e) 
The site can be adequately served by all required utilities and public services. 

Public utilities include “wet” utilities, such as water and wastewater treatment, and “dry” utilities, 
such as electricity and solid waste diversion and disposal. The project would be located in an urban 
area served by existing public utilities. The existing on-site uses, consisting of commercial and 
residential uses, generate demand for utilities. For example, these uses consume water and 
generate wastewater that requires treatment before discharge to surface waters. The proposed 
project would increase the demand for water and for wastewater treatment because it would 
redevelop the site at a greater density than existing conditions. In order to assess the adequacy of 
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 Exceptions to the Exemption 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 outlines exceptions to the applicability of a CE, including 
cumulative impacts, significant effects due to unusual circumstances, scenic highways, hazardous 
waste sites, and historical resources. These exceptions are discussed below. As shown, none of the 
exceptions would apply. 

3.6.1 Cumulative Impacts Criterion 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 states that “all exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when 
the cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time is 
significant.” There are no other or additional projects planned on the project site other than the 
proposed project described in Section 2.2, Project Description. Therefore, there are no successive 
projects in the same place as the proposed project. 

There are several projects proximate to the project site that are currently working through the City’s 
entitlement process (i.e., permits) or recently completed the process, including a new condominium 
building at 99 Hope Street and a new mixed-use development at 749 West El Camino Real. Both of 
these projects are on opposite sides of streets adjacent to the project site (City of Mountain View 
n.d.). If construction of these projects overlap the construction phase of the proposed project, there 
could be cumulative construction impacts, such as noise from construction equipment operating 
simultaneously on the project site and at one or more of the other proximate projects. However, 
noise is measured in decibels, which are on a logarithmic scale. For this reason, two sounds of 
similar levels, such as two dump trucks operating close to one another, do not double the sound 
level at nearby receptors. Likewise, other projects of the same type, such as the two projects 
proximate to the project site would be required to comply with the City’s construction hours 
(Municipal Code Section 8.70). Similarly, these other projects would be required to implement BMPs 
and runoff controls during construction to prevent adverse water quality impacts. 

Operation of the projects at 99 Hope Street and 749 West El Camino Real would likely overlap with 
operation of the proposed project. This would result in a cumulative increase in demand for utility 
services, such as potable water and wastewater treatment. As discussed in Section 3.5, Criterion (e), 
the Utility Impact Study prepared for the project determined that existing water and wastewater 
infrastructure would be sufficient for the project in combination with both existing and future 
cumulative demand (Appendix E). Similarly, the MTA for the project also considered future planned 
conditions and determined impacts would be less than significant (Appendix A). 

In summary, planned projects of the same type on parcels surrounding the project site would have 
environmental impacts, such as temporary construction noise impacts, but when combined with the 
proposed project impacts would not result in significant environmental impacts. Therefore, no 
significant cumulative impact would result from successive projects of the same type in the same 
place over time. This exception to a CE does not apply to the proposed project. 

3.6.2 Significant Effect due to Unusual Circumstances 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15300.2 states that “a categorical exemption shall not be used for an 
activity where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the 
environment due to unusual circumstances.” As discussed under the Existing Site Conditions section 
above, the project site has been developed with existing structures. Additionally, the project would 
be generally consistent with the surrounding land uses. As described under Section 4.4, Criterion (d), 
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these depths. Nonetheless, compliance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code 
would be required. This section of the California Health and Safety Code states that in the event of 
discovery or recognition of any human remains, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance 
of the site of any nearby areas. Additionally, ff prehistoric or historic-period cultural materials are 
unearthed during ground-disturbing activities, work within 100 feet of the find would be halted until 
a qualified archaeologist and Native American representative can assess the significance of the find 
pursuant to the City’s standard Condition of Approval, Discovery of Archaeological Resources. 

As archaeological resources are not known to be present and the project site and the City’s standard 
Condition of Approval would apply to unanticipated discoveries, and existing buildings on the site do 
not qualify as historical resources as defined by CEQA Section 15064.5(a), the project would not 
result in a potentially significant adverse impact or change in the significance of a historic resource 
as defined by CEQA. Therefore, this exception does not apply to the project. 
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Appendix A 
Multi-Modal Transportation Analysis 

























































































































































































































































































































































































































































 

 

Appendix B 
Roadway Construction Noise Model 















 

 

Appendix C 
Vibration Analysis Worksheets



Construction Vibration 

 
 

Vibration @ 25 ft Single Family Res to the N Commercial to N

Distance 30 15

Large Bulldozer 0.089 0.068 0.191

Loaded Trucks 0.076 0.058 0.164

Static Roller 0.05 0.038 0.108

Small Bulldozer 0.003 0.002 0.006

Vibration @ 25 ft Single Family Res to the NW Single Family Res to the NE

Distance 70 26

Vibratory Roller 0.21 0.045 0.198



 

 

Appendix D 
California Emissions Estimator Model Results







































































































































 

 

Appendix E 
Utility Impact Study





















 

 

Appendix F 
Historic Resources Evaluation 
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DPR 523B (1/95) *Required information 

B1. Historic Name: None  

B2. Common Name: None 

B3. Original Use: Commercial B4.  Present Use: Commercial 

*B5. Architectural Style:  

*B6. Construction History:  

Built in 1951 according to Santa Clara County Assessor data.  

The following building records are on file with the Mountain View Building Division (Mountain View, City of 2024b): 

1975: Permit #13811, roof sign for Carpeteria 

1995: Permit #unknown, rebuild collapsed roof 

1996: Permit 96000780, New HVAC equipment installation 

2006: Project #2006-0668, commercial tenant improvement (TI) “Specialized”; #2006-0950, tear off built up roof; #2006-1177, install 

storefront illuminated marquee sign for “bike spring” 

2010: Project #2010-1215, channel letters for Cognition Cyclery; # 2010-1791 and 2010-2682, commercial TI (trash room) and 

sprinklers at 751 Fairmont Avenue 

2011: Project #2011-15756, commercial TI for new tenant Kid Space #2 at 751 Fairmont Avenue 

2015: Project #2015-0457, commercial TI, new non-load-bearing partitions and lighting for Cognition Cyclery 

2020: 751 Fairmont, Project #2020-3184 (active), commercial TI 

Observed alterations: 

Pilon element alteration 

Entrance and window alteration at 751 Fairmont Avenue unit ca. 2007-2011 (Google Street View imagery 2007, 2011) 

 

*B7. Moved? ◼No   

*B8. Related Features: None 

B9a.  Architect: Unknown b.  Builder: Unknown 

*B10. Significance:  Theme: Postwar Suburbanization, City Building & Silicon Valley Innovation (1945-1979); Commercial 

Architecture  Area: Mountain View  Period of Significance: 1955-1956  Property Type: Commercial  Applicable Criteria: None. 

 

903 Castro Street, which was originally constructed in 1955-1956, is recommended ineligible for federal, state, and 

local designation; it therefore is not considered a historical resource as defined by CEQA Section 15064.5(a). 

 

(Continued on Continuation Sheet) 
 
 
 
 

B11. Additional Resource Attributes: None. 

 
*B12. References:  See Continuation Sheet 
 

B13. Remarks: None 
 

*B14. Evaluator:  Josh Bevan, MSHP, AICP – Rincon Consultants 

 

*Date of Evaluation:  November 20, 2024 

(This space reserved for official comments.) 

 



State of California ⎯ The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial   
Page 4  of  13  *Resource Name or # 903 Castro Street 

Recorded By: Josh Bevan, AICP – Rincon Consultants *Date:  October 15, 2024  ◼ Continuation   

 

DPR 523L (1/95) *Required information 

Description (Continued from Page 1): 
 

 

Photograph 2. Entrance at northwest corner and pilon 
element above canopy, facing south. 

 

 

Photograph 3. Detail view of corner entrance and 
finishes, facing southeast. 

 

Photograph 4. Oblique view of façade, facing south. 

 

Photograph 5. Recessed entry and three-pole column 
beneath canopy, view facing southeast. 

 

 

Photograph 6. South exterior and adjacent Gateway Park, 
facing northwest. 

 

Photograph 7. North exterior along Fairmont Avenue, 
facing southwest. 
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B10. Significance (Continued from Page 3): 

The following discussion focuses on the immediate years leading up to and during the period when the existing building on the 

property was built, 1951. The City of Mountain View’s draft Historic Context Statement (HCS) identifies the period the subject 

building was constructed within as Postwar Suburbanization, City Building & Silicon Valley Innovation (1945-1979). As described 

in the HCS:  
 

While prior to World War II, commercial activities in Mountain View were primarily concentrated in Old 

Mountain View and along Castro Street, during the post-World War II period, retail and commercial 

development expanded beyond the downtown core. During this period, the last remaining commercial 

buildings in Old Mountain View were demolished, including the Beverly Home and Enterprise Hall. Castro 

Street remained an active commercial shopping destination in the 1950s and early 1960s, and many of the 

older commercial buildings were modernized with new storefront facades. However, new suburban 

shopping malls and shopping centers were built throughout the city, and automobile-oriented businesses 

sprouted up along El Camino Real. In addition to the shopping mall, many new postwar commercial 

typologies emerged, including drive-in movie theaters and restaurants, and others evolved to better cater to 

an increasingly automobile centric populous. 

 

During the postwar period, many of the existing businesses along Castro Street modernized their storefronts 

with new cladding and large blade signs to attract the attention of drivers-by. These renovations were 

inspired both by a desire to stay relevant in the changing retail environment, and by a City-initiated 

“rehabilitation program” and safety inspections in the 1960s that could result in the condemnation of a 

building if it was found to be beyond repair. The train depot at the north end of Castro Street was 

demolished in 1959, and the Chamber of Commerce advocated for demolition of buildings for more parking 

downtown. Buildings along Hope and Bryant streets in particular were demolished for surface parking 

behind the main blocks of Castro Street. 

 

New commercial buildings just of off Castro Street, on intersecting streets, were also constructed in the 1950s 

and early 1960s, generally exhibiting the Midcentury Modern style with flat canopies, Roman brick 

bulkheads, and angled storefront entrances. Other businesses opening along Castro Street included drug 

stores, a Greyhound bus ticket office, new restaurants, and clothing stores. The Mountain View Theater 

(originally opened in 1926), underwent an extensive interior and exterior remodeling in 1962 and eventually 

closed in 1986, and has subsequently been used by various nightclubs and restaurants. 

 

To serve the rapidly growing community, many of whom also needed loans to start new businesses or buy a 

house, a number of new banking institutions opened along or near Castro Street. Among these were the 

Mountain View Home Savings & Loan Association, in a Midcentury Modern building at 501 Castro Street 

(now Bank of the West) built in 1959 by notable local architect Hollis Logue, Jr. Later, the Home Savings & 

Loan Association, in a New Formalist building at 749 West El Camino Real (now Chase Bank) built in 1977 by 

renowned designer Millard Sheets and his collaborative design studio, featured integrated artwork including 

an mosaic with motifs related to local history.  

 

In 1962, the City spent some $850,000 on improvements to Castro Street, including widening the street and 

installing new streetlights and traffic signals. By the late 1960s, however, the shopping malls, with their 

concentration of department stores and other amenities like climate-controlled interiors and convenient 

parking, drew many shoppers away from downtown and Castro Street. Although what remained of the 

historic Chinatown in Mountain View was effectively demolished in a fire in 1946, the 1960s and 1970s 

comprised a new era for Asian businesses downtown, especially Chinese and Vietnamese businesses. While 

referred to as “Chinatown,” the microneighborhood around Villa and View streets was also home to a 

number of Japanese businesses. In the 1970s, many Asian business owners, particularly of Chinese and 

Vietnamese descent, took advantage of the lower rents along Castro Street, opening new retail stores and 

restaurants, keeping some life along Castro Street, while many businesses were moving out to suburban 

shopping centers. An early example of this trend was Andy’s Chinese Restaurant (374 Castro Street), opened 

in 1962. In contrast to the very long-standing Chinese community, the Vietnamese community grew quickly 
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starting only in the mid-1970s, following the fall of Saigon and American evacuation of Vietnamese refugees; 

Santa Clara County now has the second largest Vietnamese population outside of Vietnam. 

 

El Camino Real became a new kind of main street for Mountain View in the postwar period as it catered to 

new automobile-oriented businesses. By 1940, Ugo Mancini, whose family had opened an auto service station 

in the 1920s, had expanded the business to become Mancini Motors at the intersection of El Camino Real and 

Castro Street, marking the beginning of this trend; the complex of Art Deco and Quonset hut buildings, 

which served as a Plymouth and DeSoto dealership, was later demolished in the late 1970s. Other gas stations 

and service stations soon followed nearby and began to stretch out along El Camino Real. Lozano Car Wash, 

one of several Googie style carwashes built in the San Francisco Bay Area, was constructed at 2690 West El 

Camino Real in Mountain View with a cable-suspended roof from dramatically angled metal bracing. It 

remains extant. New businesses included drive-in restaurants such as Spivey’s, Linda’s, Lane’s, A&W, and 

Bob’s Big Boy, all designed in the Midcentury Modern or Googie styles (all since demolished). In addition, 

Monte Vista Drive-In Theater opened 1950 at Grant Road and El Camino Real. It closed in 1950 and was 

subsequently redeveloped. While most properties developed along El Camino Real in the postwar period 

embodied some type of Modernist architectural style, a few commercial properties deviated from this norm 

by using neo-revival or vernacular styles. (Page & Turnbull 2024, 205-207) 

 

Property History 

Review of an online Sanborn map database and a previously prepared Phase I Environmental Site Assessment covering this 

property indicates that it was not within the area of coverage of historic Sanborn maps (San Francisco Public Library (SFPL) 2024, 

PSI 2024). Historical topographic maps, aerial photographs, newspapers, and building records on file with the Mountain View 

Building Division were reviewed to understand the property’s historical development. During the late nineteenth century, the land 

within present-day 903 Castro Street was located to the south of the downtown core of Mountain View, which remained 

concentrated toward Evelyn Avenue and centered on Castro Street, closer to the alignment of the Southern Pacific Railroad’s 

Mountain View station. Present-day El Camino Real was not identified on the map, but the San Francisco-San Jose Road ran along 

a similar alignment to the south of Mountain View, passing through Old Mountain View, where the community had begun prior 

to the Southern Pacific’s completion, to the southeast (USGS 1897, Figure 1). The subject site, located north of El Camino Real and 

near the southern end of Castro Street, did not appear to contain any development and was roughly equidistant from Permanente 

Creek to the west and Stevens Creek to the east, both of which ran roughly north-south and outside of the historic downtown area.  

Figure 1. Approximate location of subject site, overlayed on the 1897 Palo Alto Quadrangle map (USGS 1897) 

 
 

During the early 1900s, development gradually progressed southward in the blocks to the east and west of Castro Street; however, 

the subject site remained unmapped on Sanborn maps of Mountain View. By 1929, the subject site was located in an area labeled as 

Nelson Manor, a grid subdivision (McMillan & McMillan 1929). As of the early 1950s the site of 903 Castro Street remained 

undeveloped. A service station or similar property was located to the immediate south, while land to the east and southeast was 
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partially developed with a gas station. Commercial development along Castro Street was present in the block opposite Fairmont 

Avenue by this period, as well as across Castro Street (Mountain View Public Library 1950-1955, Figure 2). 

Figure 2. Birds-eye aerial view of subject property (approximate current boundary in white) ca. 1950-1955 (Mountain View 
Public Library 1950-1955). 

 
 

The subject building was constructed in 1955-1956 according to Santa Clara County Assessor data and review of historical aerial 

photography. The building housed Goddard & Brown Furniture by 1956 (Parcel Quest 2024, PSI 2024, UCSB 1956). A 1956 aerial 

photograph indicates the building’s rectangular footprint, composition of front and rear masses, and the existing pilon element 

that projects above the primary façade at the northwest corner façade were original features (UCSB 1956, Figure 3). The 1956 aerial 

shows the building was bordered at the east by a parking lot and to the south by a neighboring gas station. 

Figure 3. Aerial view of subject property (identified with white arrow) and vicinity, 1956 (UCSB 1956) 

 
 

A 1957 photograph taken from the intersection of Castro Street and El Camino Real captured the subject building within two years 

of  its original construction. The building featured painted or draped signage on its southwest corner, stone veneer cladding along 

portions of its primary (west) façade, signage for Goddard & Brown and Westinghouse Television along the face of its storefront 

canopy, and the pilon element, shown in 1957 with three rectangular openings and a slightly taller height, varying from the 
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existing pilon’s two-opening appearance. The front of the property along Castro Street appears to have been a surface parking 

area. A short planting bed along the southern property line buffered the 903 Castro Street parking lot from the adajcent gas 

station’s parking area (Mountain View Public library 1957, Figure 4). 

Figure 4.  Subject building (middle-right, identified with white arrow), pictured along Castro Street, 1957 (Mountain View 
Public Library 1957) 

 

 

In 1964 Goddard & Brown went out of business and the building was listed as vacant as of 1966 (Peninsula Times Tribune 1964, R.L. 

Polk & Co. Publishers [Polk] 1966). The furniture retailer, Sleepmasters Sleep Shop, was listed at the property in 1968 (PSI 2024). 

Gateway Park, located to the immediate south of 903 Castro Street, appeared on a 1970 aerial and was developed across a former 

gas station site (Mountain View Public Library 1970, Figure 5). No apparent alterations to the building footprint or exterior are 

known to have occurred during the construction of Gateway Park; however, by 1970, it appears that Castro Street had been 

widened and resulted in modification of the parking area and vehicular circulation along the front side of 903 Castro Street. 

Figure 5. Aerial view of subject property (identified with arrow) and neighboring properties, 1970 (Mountain View Public 
Library 1970) 

 
 

By 1971, the subject building housed John Keller Co. and by 1976 it became the location of Carpeteria (later known as Carpeteria 

Carpets), which remained the building occupant into the mid-1990s (PSI 2024). An advertisement from 1978 indicates that 

Carpeteria was a carpet retailing chain with locations in the Bay Area communities of Mountain View, Campbell, Fremont, San 

Carlos, and San Leandro (Peninsula Times Tribune 1978). A 1993 photograph of the building shows that the pilon above the roof was 

modified and extended rearward, with two additional rectangular openings, to support signage for Carpeteria (Mountain View 



State of California ⎯ The Resources Agency Primary #   
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI#   

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial   
Page   9  of  13 *Resource Name or # 903 Castro Street 

Recorded By: Josh Bevan, AICP – Rincon Consultants *Date:  October 15, 2024  ◼ Continuation   

 

DPR 523L (1/95) 

Public Library 1993, Figure 6). The Carpeteria signage appears to have required shortening of the pilon as well. Since 1993, the 

Carpeteria signage has been removed and the pilon’s original width appears to have been restored, while it remains at a shorter 

height than was documented ca. 1950s.  

Figure 6. Subject building photographed in December 1993 (Mountain View Public Library 1993) 

 
 

More recent occupants of the subject building have included bicycle shops and a furniture company (PSI 2024, field observation 

2024). Research of historical newspapers and biographical information on individuals named in the table below produced no 

information indicating any that any of the former building occupants were associated with significant events or achievements with 

association to the subject property (Ancestry.com 2024, Newspapers.com 2024, History Center 202). 

 
Historical Occupancy of 903 Castro Street (historically encompassed addresses 903 Castro Street and 751 Fairmont Avenue) 

Year  Occupants (Owner in bold if listed) Business Type/Occupation 

1956-1964 (PSI 2024, R.L. Polk & Co.) Goddard & Brown Furniture sales 

1966 (R.L. Polk & Co.) Vacant N/A 

1968 (R.L. Polk & Co.) Sleepmasters Sleep Shop Furniture, mattress sales 

1971 (PSI 2024) John Keller Co.  

1975 to ca. 1993 (PSI 2024) Carpeteria Carpet sales 

Ca. 2000s and later (Mountain View Building 

Division, field observation) 

Cognition Cyclery, Ginkgo Furniture  Cycling shop, furniture sales 

 

Commercial Modern Architecture  

The draft HCS provides the following context and character-defining features of commercial buildings designed in Modern 

architectural styles: 

 

Commercial Modern is the expression of the Modern Movement in commercial architecture in the postwar 

period, including in commercial retail buildings, offices, corporate campuses, and technology laboratory 

and manufacturing facilities. Like the Midcentury Modern style, the Commercial Style has geometric 

massing with simple lines, often with expressed structural systems, and eschews most historical forms of 

architectural ornamentation. Some automobile-oriented postwar businesses such as drive-in restaurants and 

carwashes were designed in the Googie style, a subtype of Commercial Modern architecture, which 

expressed the values of the atomic/space/jet age with dramatic rooflines and signate. Another Commercial 

Modern subtype is the Quonset hut, which is a prefabricated corrugated metal semi-cylindrical building 

which was often military surplus. As are certain property types that were often designed in Modernist 

styles, including drive-in restaurants, bowling alleys, theaters, shopping malls/centers, motels, gas stations, 

and car washes. Office and technology sector buildings that fully express the Commercial Modern style are 

increasingly rare; many extant technology-sector office, research, and manufacturing facilities are simple 

boxy concrete buildings that are not a full expression of the Modernist style.  
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Period of Significance: 1940s-early 1960s  

 

Associated property types: Retail stores; mixed use buildings; shopping malls/centers; motels; restaurants; 

auto-oriented businesses, such as gas stations, service centers, car washes, drive-in restaurants, drive-in 

theaters, etc.; banks; signs; offices; research and development laboratories; and manufacturing facilities.  

 

Common Character-Defining Features of the Commercial Modern style: 

▪ One- to two-story massing (one story is most common) 

▪ Wood, steel, or concrete construction where the structural system may be expressed outwardly 

▪ Flat roofs are typical, but other roof forms may include butterfly, low-pitch shed, barrel vault, or 

low-pitch gable 

▪ Roofs may include projecting canopies (flat, folded plate, or barrel vault)  

▪ Cladding materials range from exposed concrete or concrete masonry unit (CMU) to stucco, wood, 

or brick  

▪ Roman (narrow horizontal) brick bulkheads are common 

▪ Massing is typically highly geometric and simplified 

▪ Large expanses of glazing are typical  

▪ Inward angled storefront entrances are common  

▪ Absence of applied ornamentation 

▪ Brise-soleils, screens, or other sunshades may be included  

▪ Googie style buildings often include dramatic roof forms, structural systems, and/or signage. (Page 

& Turnbull 2024, 121-122) 

 

903 Castro Street features a rectangular footprint, flat roof with storefront canopy, a vertical pilon element with some evidence of 

alteration (shortened), and wide primary façade with metal-framed storefronts and replacement doors. The building is clad with 

stucco and stone veneer along its Castro Street storefronts. Intensive research of city building records, online repositories, and 

historical newspapers failed to identify a builder or contractor, or architect or other design professionals associated with the 

building’s origination (Avery Index 2024, City of Mountain View 2024c, History Center 2024e, USModernist 2024, 

Newspapers.com 2024). 

 

Evaluation  

The property at 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the 

California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and under the criteria for listing in the City of Mountain Register of Historic 

Resources, due to a lack of historical and architectural significance. 
 

NRHP and CRHR 

The property at 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible under Criterion A/1. Constructed in 1955-1956, the commercial 

building on the property was built during the immediate years after World War II, as Mountain View’s population grew and 

Castro Street entered a period of increased commercial development between 1945 and the late 1970s, which included new 

construction and remodeling of many preexisting buildings. Although part of a trend of commercial development and one of 

several buildings constructed along Castro Street during immediate post-war years, 903 Castro Street has not been demonstrated 

to have initiated, significantly informed, or otherwise influenced commercial development, or commerce in general, in Mountain 

View, California, or the nation. No events of historic importance are known to have occurred at this property. Therefore, 903 

Castro Street is recommended ineligible for listing in the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion A/1.  

 

Research conducted for this evaluation did not find evidence that suggests any individuals historically associated with this 

property have made significant historical contributions. Review of available occupancy data, historical newspapers, and archival 

research did not identify any past owners or employees of the businesses that occupied the building historically, such as furniture 

and carpet business employees owners. Although several businesses occupied the building for multiple years, with Carpeteria 

using the building as one of its regional locations for almost two decades, research did not evidence that suggests the labor 

conducted within the building was of significance to Mountain View’s commercial history, or that any individuals who worked 
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within the building made significant contributions to history. Therefore, 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible for listing in 

the NRHP/CRHR under Criterion B/2. 

 

903 Castro Street does not appear to be individually significant as a property that embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, 

period, method of construction, for possessing high art values, or for representing an important work of a master. The building 

was constructed in 1955-1956 and features a rectangular footprint composed of front and rear one-story sections, generally 

unadorned and minimally fenestrated north, east, and south façades, contrasting the primary façade that featured abundant 

storefront glazing, stone veneer along bulkheads and columns, and a pilon element at the northwest corner. The building features 

several elements of Commercial Modern architecture, including its metal-frame storefront glazing, stone veneer, canopy, pilon, 

and flat roof. Several alterations, including modification of the pilon element and replacement entrance and sidelights at the 

northwest corner and secondary entrance at the south end of the façade occurred as the building’s occupancy changed. Although 

much of the building’s original design is intact, research did not find that this building’s design was considered an important or 

noteworthy example of Modernism or a commercial typology in Mountain View, relative to other buildings of similar period and 

style that were constructed in the city during the post-war period. Review of city building records, online repositories, and 

historical newspapers failed to identify a builder or contractor, or architect or other design professionals associated with the 

building’s origination. Thus, the building has not been identified as the work of a master. Although the building’s primary façade 

features elements of Commercial Modern architecture, the building does not express Commercial Modern architecture in an 

individually distinctive way. The building does not express the aesthetic ideal of a style or art form and, therefore, does not appear 

to be significant for possessing high art values. Therefore, 881 Castro Street is recommended ineligible for listing in the 

NRHP/CRHR under Criterion C/3. 

 

Finally, the built environment of the subject property is not likely to yield valuable information which will contribute to our 

understanding of human history because the property is not and never was the principal source of information pertaining to 

significant events, people, architectural style, or industrial-commercial buildings constructed in the mid-twentieth century. 

Therefore, the property is recommended ineligible for listing under NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4. 

 

Mountain View Register of Historic Resources 

Criteria for the designation of buildings, structures, sites, or other improvements to the Mountain View Register of Historic 

Resources are specified in the City of Mountain View’s Historic Preservation Ordinance: 

 

SEC. 36.54.65. - Designation criteria 

A building, structure, site or other improvement may be designated as a historic resource and placed on the 

Mountain View Register of Historic Resources if the city council finds that it meets one or more of the 

following criteria: 

a. Is strongly identified with a person who, or an organization which, significantly contributed to the 

culture, history or development of the City of Mountain View; 

b. Is the site of a significant historic event in the city's past; 

c. Embodies distinctive characteristics significant to the city in terms of a type, period, region or method of 

construction or representative of the work of a master or possession of high artistic value; or 

d. Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important to the city's prehistory or history. 

(Ord. No. 18.13, § 1, 12/10/13.) (City of Mountain View 2022, 2024a) 

 

Under local criterion (a), which is similar to NRHP/CRHR Criterion B/2, 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible, as the 

property has not been identified in association with any individuals who significantly contributed to the culture, history, or 

development of Mountain View. 

 

Under local criterion (b), which is similar to NRHP/CRHR Criterion B/2, 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible, as the 

property does not appear individually significant within the patterns of early twentieth century commerce, or development, or  

post-World War II expansion and commercial development in Mountain View.  
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Under local criterion (c), which is similar to NRHP/CRHR Criterion C/3, 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible, as the 

property lacks individual architectural significance and is not representative of the work of design professional considered a 

master; nor does the property possess high artistic values. 

 

Under local criterion (d), which is similar to NRHP/CRHR Criterion D/4, 903 Castro Street is recommended ineligible as the 

property is not and never was the principal source of information pertaining to significant events, people, architectural style, or 

commercial buildings constructed in the mid-1950s. 
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