AGENDA ITEM D-1

Public Works
STAFF REPORT
Environmental Quality Commission
Meeting Date:
8/31/2016
Staff Report Number:
16-009-EQC
Regular Business:

Issue determination on appeal of staff’s approval of
one Heritage Tree removal permit for 1080 San
Mateo Dr.

Recommendation
Staff recommends the Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) deny the appeal and uphold staff’s
decision to approve the Heritage Tree removal permit application at 1080 San Mateo Dr.

Policy Issues
The proposed action is consistent with City policies.
Background
On April 13, 2016 project arborist, Donald Araki submitted a Heritage Tree removal permit application on
behalf of property owner, Lynn Segal to remove one coast redwood Heritage Tree located at 1080 San
Mateo Dr. The permit application was submitted with completed arborist form and associated images
(Attachment A) and stated the following reasons for removal request:



Property damage to garage foundation
Proximity to driveway and neighboring pool (1090 San Mateo)

The City Arborist reviewed the application, inspected the subject tree and evaluated the tree condition,
location and reported property damage (Attachment B). The City Arborist approved the permit application
based on the following:




Property damage to garage foundation, associated use of garage door, and fence.
The proximity of the tree to garage foundation and door, driveway, and neighboring fence and
pool.
Root pruning to repair foundation as an alternative to removal would take place within the critical
root zone (CRZ) and would likely have an adverse effect on tree stability and health.

On June 29, 2016, Horace and Betsy Nash filed a heritage tree appeal to the EQC to deny the permit to
remove the subject tree (Attachment C).

Analysis
Chapter 13.24 of Menlo Park’s Heritage Tree Ordinance (Municipal Code) stated intent is to establish
regulations of the removal of Heritage Trees within the city in order to preserve as many trees as possible
consistent with the purpose of this chapter and the reasonable economic enjoyment of private property.
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Section 13.24.040, of said chapter requires staff and the EQC to consider the following eight factors when
determining whether there is good cause for permitting removal of a heritage tree:
(1) The condition of the tree or trees with respect to disease, danger of falling, proximity to existing or
proposed structures and interference with utility services;
(2) The necessity to remove the tree or trees in order to construct proposed improvements to the property;
(3) The topography of the land and the effect of the removal of the tree on erosion, soil retention and
diversion or increased flow of surface waters;
(4) The long-term value of the species under consideration, particularly lifespan and growth rate;
(5) The ecological value of the tree or group of trees, such as food, nesting, habitat, protection and shade
for wildlife or other plant species;
(6) The number, size, species, age distribution and location of existing trees in the area and the effect the
removal would have upon shade, privacy impact and scenic beauty;
(7) The number of trees the particular parcel can adequately support according to good arboricultural
practices;
(8) The availability of reasonable and feasible alternatives that would allow for the preservation of the
tree(s).
Staff’s approval of the removal permit was based on the following Heritage Tree Ordinance conditions:
(1) The condition of the tree or trees with respect to disease, danger of falling, proximity to existing or
proposed structures and interference with utility services;
(8) The availability of reasonable and feasible alternatives that would allow for the preservation of the
tree(s).
With respect to criteria one, concerns related to the proximity to existing or propose structures were
assessed:







The subject tree has prominent root collar, enlarged area at base of trunk. It is approximately twice
the size of the trunk diameter and its growth has raised the grade of the surrounding soil greater
than 24 inches (Attachment D).
The root collar is abutting and displacing property line fence between 1080 San Mateo and 1090
San Mateo (Attachment E).
The roots of subject tree are causing structural damage to foundation of adjacent garage located
approximately 6 feet from root collar (Attachment F).
Displacement of the garage foundation cause by root development is limiting the function of the
garage door (Attachment G).
The roots are growing in close proximity to the neighboring pool, located at 1090 San Mateo, and
are likely to cause future damage (Attachment H, #4).
The driveway has required recent replacement due to uplifting caused by surfacing roots
(Attachment I). Work required root pruning and was completed in 2014 at a cost of approximately
$25,000 according to property owner.
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With respect to criteria eight, reasonable and feasible alternatives were considered:



The subject tree is located approximately six feet from the garage foundation and, in the opinion of
the City Arborist, is within the CRZ.
Root pruning with in the CRZ is likely to have an adverse effect on the subject tree’s stability and
health (Attachment J).

Staff recommends the Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) deny the appeal and uphold staff’s
decision to approve the Heritage Tree removal permit application based on these findings.

Impact on City Resources
There are no additional City resources required for this item.

Environmental Review
An Environmental Review is not required for this item.

Public Notice
Public Notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with the agenda items being listed, at least 72
hours prior to the meeting.
Attachments
A. Heritage Tree Removal Permit Application
B. City Arborist Tree Evaluation Form
C. Appellants Appeal of the Removal Approval
D. Pronounced Root Collar
E. Property Fence Displacement
F. Structural Engineer’s Report
G. Garage Foundation/Door Damage
H. Registered Professional Forester’s Report
I. Encroachment Permit for Driveway Repair
J. Critical Root Zone

Report prepared by:
Christian Bonner, City Arborist
Report reviewed by:
Vanessa Marcadejas, Senior Sustainability Specialist
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RECEIVED
Subject: Appeal of Heritage Tree Removal Application

JUN29 2016

June 29, 2016

City Clerks Office
City of Menlo Park

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We recently became aware that our neighbors at 1080 San Mateo Drive seek approval to
remove a 60’ Coastal Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) that is in perfect health. Because we just
found out about this yesterday, we have not had a chance to talk to the property owner before
today’s appeal deadline.
The tree sits at the edge of the property, near the fence line and well away from any
foundations. The nearby driveway shows no signs of damage. The City arborist tree evaluation
form states that the tree is healthy. The notice posted on site says that the tree has caused
“property damage” and the City arborist cites damage to the fence as property damage sufficient
to serve as the reason to support removal. We were astonished to read that the arborist
recommends that the permit be approved under these circumstances. Surely it is simpler,
cheaper, and more consistent with City policies to fix the fence than it is to remove this beautiful
heritage tree. Surely the City does not want to establish a precedent that any tree along any fence
line can be removed. If the structural damage concern is cracks to the garage slab, as claimed in
the application, surely a more reasonable solution is simply to cut the root that may be causing
the crack, rather than removing the whole tree.
Menlo Park has a long-standing commitment to preserving heritage trees. Menlo Park
advertises itself as Tree City USA, and the Menlo Park canopy throughout the city is an
important civic feature. Trees delight our citizens, attract new residents and create a unique
ambiance for the entire community.
The beautiful tree at 1080 San Mateo is probably 70 years old quite young in a species
that lives for hundreds of years. “Sequoia sempervirens” literally translates to “Long-lived
Sequoia.” It is a prized California native tree, healthy, doing no harm while benefiting the entire
community by its presence. Please review the property owner’s application with these
considerations in mind, and help the property owner find a solution that does not require removal
of this tree.
—

Thank you.

Horace and Betsy Nash, 1224 Santa Cruz Ave.
Sally Cole, 1235 Santa Cruz Ave.

Appeal of Heiltage Tree Removal at 1080 San Mateo Drive
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S t r u c t u r a l
Engineering
Incorporated

May 19, 2016
Mr. Lynn Segal
1080 San Mateo Drive,
Menlo Park, CA 94025

RE:

Tree Removal at Residence located at
1080 San Mateo Drive Menlo Park, CA.

Dear Sirs:
We visited the site and made observations of the Redwood tree that is located approximately 5
feet from your garage and also 5 feet from your neighbors swimming pool. We checked the
garage slab which has sever cracking. The roots are causing structural damage to the house
already and will continue to do future damage to the house.
The state of your neighbors swimming pool is also in jeopardy due the extent of the roots. The
tree is approximately 100 feet tall and the trunk is approximately 5 feet diameter. We are very
concerned about both the safety of the structures due to root uplifting and also the safety of
inhabitants of both properties from falling branches which can be deadly to persons and cause
extensive damage to the structures.
It is our professional opinion that the tree should be removed.
Should you require further information or clarifications on these matters, please do not hesitate
to call.

Sincerely,
BCA Structural Engineering, Inc.

Geoffrey Clifford, S.E.
President

BCA Structural Engineering, Inc.

1 3 0 0 I n d u s t r i a l R o a d , S u i t e 1
S a n C a r l o s , C a l i f o r n i a 9 4 0 7 0

[ T ]
[ F ]

6 5 0 . 5 0 8 . 2 5 0 0
6 5 0 . 5 0 8 . 2 5 0 5

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

ATTACHMENT G

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK

ATTACHMENT H

Ralph Osterling Consultants, Inc.
1650 Borel Place, Suite 204
San Mateo, CA 94402-3508

July 20, 2016
Kelly Bryant
RE:

via email: cjw architecture.com

Redwood Tree Removal Application
1080 San Mateo Drive Menlo Park

Dear Kelley:
This letter is in response to our telephone conversation regarding the above redwood tree growing
adjacent to the driveway at 1080 San Mateo Drive and your property. Having a large vigorous
redwood growing very close to your turf and pool area can and will be very problematic. Several
things must be considered if the removal application is denied:
1. This coast redwood is a forest scale tree capable of rapidly growing 6-8 feet in diameter and
200 feet tall.
2. The roots for such a large tree extend into surrounding garden and moist areas were water
and nutrients are available, aka, your garden and pool area.
3. The roots extended heavily under the driveway and will do so again, plus under the garage
floor. I noted cracks in the garage floor which I professionally feel are caused by the roots.
This situation will only get worse.
4. Based on my professional opinion the roots are already extending under your pool decking
and probably under the coping. On another similar situation, the feeder roots had extended
under the coping and into the pool. I looked quickly along the pool edge and I suggest you do
so to spot root intrusion into the pool.
5. Cutting the roots on one side as was done for the repair of the driveway leaves the tree less
stable with some 35 or more percent of the roots cut and removed.
As I stated in my earlier letter, I professionally recommend, or urge this tree be promptly removed to
eliminate future damages. Should you or others have questions or comments, please contact me at
your convenience.
Respectfully,

Ralph Osterling, President, ACF, CLFA
Registered Professional Forester #38
State of California
RSO:js

Phone: (650) 573-8733

Fax: (650) 345-7890

Email: ralph@ralphosterling.com
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