
  

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 
AGENDA 

 
Regular Meeting 

Wednesday, February 25, 2015 at 6:30 PM 
City Administration Building 

701 Laurel Street, Menlo Park, CA 94025 
 

 
CALL TO ORDER  
 
ROLL CALL – Allan Bedwell (Vice Chair), Chris DeCardy, Kristin Kuntz-Duriseti, Scott Marshall 
(Chair), Deborah Martin, Mitchel Slomiak, Christina Smolke 
  
A.  PUBLIC COMMENT (Limited to 30 minutes) 
 
Under “Public Comment,” the public may address the advisory body on any subject not 
listed on the agenda within the jurisdiction of the Commission.  Each speaker may address 
the Commission once under Public Comment for a limit of three minutes.  Please clearly 
state your name and address or political jurisdiction in which you live.  The Commission 
cannot act on items not listed on the agenda and, therefore, the Commission cannot 
respond to non-agenda issues brought up under Public Comment other than to provide 
general information.  The public may address the Commission regarding items listed on the 
agenda during the consideration of each item. 
 
B.  REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
B1. Consider a Recommendation on a Request to Remove One Valley Oak Heritage 

Tree at 1025 San Mateo Drive (Attachment)  
 
B2. Appoint Environmental Quality Commission Representative to the Peninsula 

SunShare’s Evaluation Committee (Attachment) 
 
B3. Discuss Joint City Council Quarterly Update Meeting and Select Council Meeting 

Date to Deliver Update   
 
B4.    Debrief on City Council Meeting Discussion on Potential CIP Projects  
 
B5.  Receive Update from General Plan Advisory Subcommittee 
 
B6.    Discuss and Consider Potential Proclamations to the City Council for Exemplary 
  Environmental Efforts in the Community  
  
B7.  Informational Presentation on World Council on City Data (WCCD) regarding ISO 

37120: Sustainable Development of Communities: Indicators for City Services and 
Quality of Life  

 
B8.  Receive Quarterly Update on City Recycling Rates  
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B9. Approve January 28, 2014 Minutes (Attachment) 
  
C.  REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS   
 
C1. Staff Update on Environmental Policies to be Considered by City Council 
 
C2. Commission Subcommittee Reports and Announcements 
 
C3. Discuss Future Agenda Items 
 
D.  ADJOURNMENT 
 
 
This Agenda is posted in accordance with Government Code §54954.2(a) or §54956. Members of the 
public can view electronic agendas and staff reports by accessing the City website at 
http://www.menlopark.org and can receive e-mail notification of agenda and staff report postings by 
subscribing to the “Notify Me” service on the City’s homepage at www.menlopark.org/notifyme. Agendas 
and staff reports may also be obtained by contacting the commission liaison, Heather Abrams, 
Environmental Programs Manager, at (650) 330-6720.  (Posted 2/19/15) 
  
At every Regular Meeting of the Commission, in addition to the Public Comment period where the public 
shall have the right to address the Commission on any matters of public interest not listed on the agenda, 
members of the public have the right to directly address the Commission on any item listed on the agenda 
at a time designated by the Chair, either before or during the Commission’s consideration of the item.   
 
At every Special Meeting of the Commission, members of the public have the right to directly address the 
Commission on any item listed on the agenda at a time designated by the Chair, either before or during 
consideration of the item.  
 
Any writing that is distributed to a majority of the Commission by any person in connection with an 
agenda item is a public record (subject to any exemption under the Public Records Act) and is available 
for inspection at the Menlo Park Library, 800 Alma Street, Menlo Park, CA 94025 during regular business 
hours.   
 
Persons with disabilities, who require auxiliary aids or services in attending or participating in Commission 
meetings, may call the City Clerk’s Office at (650) 330-6620. 
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Staff Report 
Agenda Item B1 

 
 
REGULAR BUSINESS: Consider a Recommendation on a Request to 

Remove One Valley Oak Heritage Tree at 1025 San 
Mateo Drive 

 
  
RECOMMENDATION 
  
Staff recommends the Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) deny the appeal and 
uphold staff’s decision to approve heritage tree removal permit application at 1025 San 
Mateo Drive.   
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On January 5, 2015 Hossew Jalali, the property owner of 1025 San Mateo Drive applied for 
a heritage tree removal permit to remove one valley oak (Attachment A). The valley oak 
was approved for removal.  The permit application for the valley oak was accompanied by 
an Arborist report (Attachment B) that stated the tree represented a hazard for the following 
reasons: 
 

• Tree has fair vigor, but poor form. 
• The 90 degree elbow above the home has two visible cavities on the upper side 

of the leader where stress is at its greatest.  
 

The City Arborist reviewed the application, inspected the valley oak and completed the City 
Arborist’s Evaluation Form (Attachment C).  The City Arborist approved the application 
based on the following: 
 

• Shear cracking with decay on upper portion of main limb leaning over house 
• The presence of basal/root rot. Restricted root area.  
• High risk rating: Likely to fail and impact target (house), Consequences of failure 

are severe. 
• Tree is senescent and in decline. 

 
On February 1, 2015, Sally Cole filed a heritage tree appeal to the EQC (Attachment D) to 
remove the valley oak and stated the following reasons: 
 

• The previous property owner at 1025 San Mateo Drive had a leaning pine tree 
assessed last year; during that time the arborists did not note any defects with 
the valley oak.  

• The trees branches seem intact and healthy. 
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ANALYSIS 
 
Section 13.24.040, of Menlo Park’s Heritage Tree Ordinance (Municipal Code), 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 decision to approve the removal permit was based on criteria one (1), four (4), and 
eight (8) of the Heritage Tree Ordinance.  
 
With respect to criteria one (1), concerns related to the condition of the tree with respect to 
disease and danger of falling were assessed;  
 

• The crown of the valley oak tree exhibits several cavities with visible decay 
throughout the crown. One of these cavities is associated with a shear crack on 
the upper portion of a main stem leaning toward the home (Attachment D and E) 
Shear cracking is parallel with the wood grain and according to the USDA Forest 
Service, Urban Tree Risk Management Guide, “A shear crack always has a high 
risk of failure.” 

• Fungal fruiting bodies, likely from Armillaria mellea, were observed at the base of 
the trunk. Wood decay fruiting bodies are a positive indicator of the existence of 
internal decay. The dieback and sparse foliage in the crown of this valley oak are 
symptoms which often accompany advanced basal and root decay.   
 

• The tree is growing in a 6’ cutout of a concrete patio, which is restrictive to 
healthy root development. Restricted root space is a visual indicator or root and 
soil defects that can reduce tree stability.  



• The crown of the tree is unbalanced which is likely due to numerous prunings on 
the house side of the tree. An unbalanced crown can unnaturally re-distribute the 
weight of the limbs and foliage unevenly making the tree more prone to failure.  

 
With respect to criteria four (4), the long-term value of the species under consideration, 
particularly lifespan and growth rate was assessed.   
 

• The valley oak is a California native tree and typically considered a high value 
species. However, the subject valley oak is stressed and in senescence. As trees 
age, vigor decreases and fewer resources are allocated toward growth. A multitude 
of stresses can weaken a tree causing significant reduction in growth and eventually 
decline. Some of the more common stressors attributing to early decline are 
excessive pruning, prolonged drought, and root damage. A tree in senescence is 
predisposed to insect infestation and disease infection. Once in decline, mature 
trees often enter a, “mortality spiral”, where it cannot uptake and/or produce enough 
resources necessary for physiological processes and disease/pest defenses.  

 
With respect to criteria eight (8), the availability of reasonable and feasible alternatives that 
would allow for the preservation of the tree(s) was assessed: 
 
• Current industry best management practices on addressing oak root and basal rot focus 

on improving tree health and limiting conditions for the fungus to spread. These 
methods can be effective if tree vigor is likely to be restored and the extent of the decay 
is not advanced. Neither is the expected to be the case with the subject tree. The use of 
fungicide to treat root rot is typically very costly (multiple ongoing treatments are 
required) and likely to be ineffective. 

• Due to the subject tree’s state of existing decline, the pruning necessary to substantially 
mitigate risk by reducing end weight on defect limbs leaning toward house would 
accelerate decline by compounding stressors.  

• While cabling may temporarily mitigate risk of limb failure in crown, it can be costly and it 
would not address risk of whole tree failure associated with oak root rot.   

 
Staff recommends the Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) deny the appeal and 
uphold staff’s decision to approve heritage tree removal permit application based on these 
findings. 
 
Signature on File            Signature on File             
Christian Bonner Sheena Ignacio 
City Arborist  Environmental Programs Specialist  
  
PUBLIC NOTICE: Public Notification was achieved by posting the agenda, with this agenda 
item being listed, at least 72 hours prior to the meeting. 
 
ATTACHMENTS:   
 
A.  Heritage Tree Removal Permit Application 
B.  Applicant’s Arborist Report 
C.  City Arborist’s Evaluation 
D.  Heritage Tree Appeal Letter 
 

























 
 

 

To: Environmental Quality Commissioners 

From: Environmental Programs Staff 

 

 

Subject: Appoint Environmental Quality Commission Representative 
to the Peninsula SunShare’s Evaluation Committee 

 
 

 
Potential Environmental Quality Commission (EQC) Action 
 
Appoint Environmental Quality Commission Representative to the Peninsula SunShare’s 
Evaluation Committee 

 
Background 

The Peninsula SunShares Program is conducting a procurement process for PV solar 
installers on behalf of Bay Area residents. This program will benefit residents by 
eliminating the obstacle of comparing solar vendors and helping to reduce purchase cost 
(typically cost will be15% below the market rate). The Peninsula SunShares project is 
being administered by Vote Solar. As part of the procurement process Vote Solar has 
released an RFP and is requesting one EQC member to volunteer for the Evaluation 
Committee to review proposals in order to choose the awardee(s).  

 
Process and Time Commitment 
 

• Vote Solar estimates the time commitment to be no more than 10 hours over a 2 
week period, during the weeks of March 2-13, 2015.  

 
• Vote Solar will send a short email introducing the committee members to each 

other and will outline the scoring criteria in advance of distributing proposals on 
3/2/15 or 3/3/15. 

 
• Vote Solar will synthesize the proposal review information for the committee. 

This part of the process will help familiarize the committee with the review 
process and allow Vote Solar to respond to any questions the committee may 
have. 

 
• The primary time commitment will be for proposal review. Vote Solar anticipates 

receiving 3-5 proposals, each needing approximately 30 minutes to review.  
 

• The amount of time needed to review each proposal should decrease as 
committee members read through them. 
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• To aid in committee review, Vote Solar will provide a comparison table 
highlighting important details from each proposal, so that committee members 
may see specific details side-by-side. In addition, Vote Solar will be available 
throughout the review process to provide technical support. 

 
• After each committee member has scored the proposals, Vote Solar will hold a 1 

hour conference call to review scores and select a preferred vendor(s). In past 
programs, committees have often selected a firm in one call, but if a finalist 
round is needed, Vote Solar will extend the review time (for clarifications and 
additional submittals) and will schedule a second call to go over the finalist round 
results



 

  

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    

 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 
AGENDA 

 
Regular Meeting 

Wednesday, January 28, 2015 at 6:30 PM 
City Administration Building 

701 Laurel Street, Menlo Park, CA 94025 
 

 
This meeting was called to order by Chair Scott Marshall at 6:48pm 
 
ROLL CALL – Allan Bedwell (Vice Chair), Kristin Kuntz-Duriseti, Scott Marshall (Chair), Deborah 
Martin, and Mitchel Slomiak were present. 
  
Absent: Chris DeCardy and Christina Smolke 
 
A.  PUBLIC COMMENT  
 
No comment 
 
B.  REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
B1. Receive Informational Presentation from Michael Closson on Community Choice 

Aggregation (CCA) (Attachment) 
 
Michael Closson, consultant for Center for Climate Protection, provided a presentation to 

the Commission.  
 
(Commissioner Bedwell arrives at 6:54pm)  
 
B2. Review and Discuss Potential Environmental Projects for the Draft Five-Year CIP for 

2015-2020 (Attachment) (Handout) 
 
ACTION: Motion and second (Slomiak/Kuntz-Duriseti) to (1) appoint Commissioners Mitch 

Slomiak and Kristin Kuntz-Duriseti to write a letter summarizing the impacts of 
potential environmental CIP projects and how they align with the City Council’s goals 
(2) recommend that the proposed CIP projects include feasibility studies and action 
plans estimated at $75,000 per year over 5 years for the proposed prioritized projects 
to help achieve the CAP goal of 27% GHG reduction by 2020, passes (5-0-2) 
(Absent: Decardy & Smolke) 

 
B3.  Discuss Environmental Quality Commission 2012-2014 Work Plan Achievements for 

Memo to Council 
 
(Commissioner Kuntz-Duriseti leaves at 9:00pm) 
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ACTION: Motion and second (Bedwell/Slomiak) to include the EQC achievements 
discussed in a memo to City Council passes 4-0-3 (Absent: DeCardy, Smolke, & 
Kuntz-Duriseti)  

 
B4.    Discuss and Consider Potential Proclamations to the City Council for Exemplary 
  Environmental Efforts in the Community 
 
ACTION: No formal action was taken. The Commission will continue discussion at next 

EQC meeting.  
 
B5.  Discuss and Potentially Cancel a Spring Environmental Quality Commission Meeting 
 
ACTION: No formal action was taken. The Commission will revisit the discussion during the 

summer.  
 
B6. Approve December 17, 2014 Minutes (Attachment) 
 
ACTION: Motion and second (Martin/Bedwell) to approve December 17, 2014 minutes 

passes 4-0-3 (Absent: DeCardy, Smolke, & Kuntz-Duriseti)  
 
C.  REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS   
The following updates were received by the Commission: 
 
C1. Staff Update on Environmental Policies to be Considered by City Council 
 
C2. Commission Subcommittee Reports and Announcements 
 
C3. Discuss Future Agenda Items 
 
D.  ADJOURNMENT 
 
The meeting was adjourned at 9:45pm 
 
Meeting minutes taken by Deborah Martin, Environmental Quality Commissioner 
 
Meeting minutes prepared by Sheena Ignacio, Environmental Programs Specialist 
 

http://menlopark.org/DocumentCenter/View/6326
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