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CORONAVIRUS DISEASE (COVID-19) NOTICE  
THIS MEETING WILL BE CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE GOVERNOR’S EXECUTIVE 
ORDER N-25-20 AND N-29-20 WHICH SUSPEND CERTAIN REQUIREMENTS OF THE BROWN ACT AND 
PURSUANT TO THE ORDERS OF THE HEALTH OFFICER OF SAN MATEO COUNTY DATED MARCH 16, 2020, 
MARCH 31, 2020, APRIL 29, 2020 AND MAY 15, 2020. THIS MEETING IS NECESSARY SO THAT THE CITY CAN 
CONDUCT NECESSARY BUSINESS AND IS PERMITTED UNDER THE ORDER AS AN ESSENTIAL GOVERNMENTAL 
FUNCTION.  

Consistent with the above-referenced Orders, this City Committee Meeting will not be physically open to 
the public and Committee Members and staff will be video/teleconferencing into the meeting.  
To maximize public safety while still maintaining transparency and public access, members of the public can 
observe and participate in the meeting as detailed below.    

• To Observe the Meeting:   https://zoom.us/j/95832189618
• To access the meeting by computer/smartphone, go to:
• To dial-in via phone +1 (669) 900-6833
Then webinar ID:  958 3218 9618

How to Submit Public Comments: 

• During the Meeting: Live verbal public comments may be made by members of the public joining the
meeting via Zoom (computer, smartphone/tablet app, or phone). Zoom access information is provided
above. Use the “raise hand” feature (for those joining by phone, press *9 to “raise hand”) during the
public comment period for the agenda item you wish to address. City staff will call on people to speak
by name provided or last 4 digits of phone number for dial-in attendees. Please clearly state your full
name for the record at the start of your public comment. You will have 3 minutes to speak unless
modified by the meeting chair.

• Before the Meeting: Written public comments for the record may be submitted in advance by 4:00
p.m. on the meeting date by email to:  seeleyk@ci.pacifica.ca.us and will be made part of the written
record but will not be read verbally at the meeting. Written public comments submitted by email
should adhere to the following:

o Clearly indicate the Agenda Item No. or topic, or specify “Oral Communications” in the Subject Line for
items not on the agenda

o Include the submitter’s full name.
Note: The format of this meeting may be altered or the meeting may be cancelled, if needed.  You may 
check on the status of the meeting by visiting the City’s website at www.cityofpacifica.org for any updates. 
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Regular Meeting – 7PM 
WEDNESDAY,June 23,2021 
VIA Zoom: https://zoom.us/j/95832189618 

CALL TO ORDER 
7:00 PM REGULAR MEETING 

Regular Meeting 05/26/2021 

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

II. ROLL CALL

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

IV. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

V. SPECIAL PRESENTATION
None

VI. ORAL COMMUNICATION
This is the time set aside for the public to address the Commission on items not appearing on the 
agenda, public input will be considered for items at this time. Please state your name for the 
record when addressing the Commission. Statements will be limited to three (3) minutes.

VII. ITEMS FOR CONSENT
None

VIII. Public Hearing
Appeal to Heritage Tree Removal Application No. HT-020-21

IX. REPORTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND CORRESPONDENCE FROM COMMISIONERS

X. REPORTS FROM STAFF
A) Director Michael Perez

XI. ADJOURNMENT

Next Regular Meeting: 07/28/2021

The City of Pacifica will provide special assistance for disabled citizens upon at least 24 hour 
advance notice to the City Manager's office (738-7301). If you need sign language assistance 
or written material printed in a larger font or taped, advance notice is necessary. All meeting 
rooms are accessible to the disabled. 

AGENDA 
Parks, Beaches, and Recreation Commission 

City of Pacifica 

https://zoom.us/j/95832189618


Staff Report 
Item IX June 23, 2021 

To: Members of the Parks, Beaches and Recreation Commission 

From: Raymond Kurttila, Public Works Superintendent 

Subject: Appeal to Heritage Tree Removal Application No. HT-020-21 

Background/Discussion: 

On April 28, 2021, Mr. Dave Plumb, President of the Dolphin Point Homeowners Association, applied for 
a permit on behalf of the HOA to remove one (1) Monterey Pine (Pinus Radiata) located at 223 Roberts 
Road. The reasons for removal stated in the application are: 

• the tree has pine pitch canker disease.
• the tree is in poor condition and may not survive pruning.
• the tree poses a threat of spreading disease to other Monterey Pines nearby.

On April 28, 2021, City staff visited the site to inspect the tree and to verify reasons stated in the 
application. The tree in question is approximately 20-25 feet tall with a diameter of approximately 16 
inches measured at 24 inches above grade. The tree is located at the southwest corner of the property 
and is positioned on a hillside at the backyard of the structure. Limbs on the eastern side of the tree have 
been pruned/removed to maintain clearance from the structure, and foliage is concentrated on the 
western side of the tree. Die-back in the trees upper canopy was noted, which is symptomatic of pitch 
canker. 

Based on the condition of the tree, staff recommends removal of the tree pursuant to Pacifica Municipal 
Code Section 4-12.05.c.1 “The condition of the tree with respect to disease, general health, damage, 
public nuisance, danger of falling, proximity to existing or proposed structures, interference with utility 
services, and its ability to host a plant which is parasitic to another tree which is in danger of being 
infested by the parasite.” Staff determined that the presence of the pine pitch canker disease in the tree is 
sufficient justification to approve the removal application.  

Notification of the tree removal request was posted at the property on April 28, 2021 and letters were sent 
to the adjacent property owners informing them of the process to appeal the proposed staff decision.  

The City received one appeal letter from Lisa Palmer on April 29, 2021, opposing the tree’s removal. 
Reasons stated for her appeal are: 

• the tree provides natural habit for surrounding wildlife in-addition to other ecological benefits.
• that an attempt to mitigate the disease in the tree should be made before removal.
• the tree’s root system provides stabilization of the hillside and protection of the structure against

landslides.



Points raised in Lisa Palmer’s appeal letter correspond with Heritage Tree Ordinance criteria, which staff 
considers when rendering a decision to approve or deny a removal permit. Staff believes that efforts to 
mitigate disease within the tree does not prevent the risk of the disease spreading to other Monterey 
Pines in the surrounding area. The presence of trees and vegetation on hillsides is a factor in soil 
stabilization and provides for some protection against erosion. Staff believes that the benefits created by 
this tree can be replicated by re-planting a tree in the area following the removal of the diseased tree. 
The Heritage Tree Ordinance allows imposing mitigation measures, such as replanting of a new tree, 
upon the approval of a removal permit.  Staff is supportive of such measures. 

On May 19, 2021, staff met with both parties in an attempt to mediate concerns raised in the appeal letter, 
but was unsuccessful in reaching a mutual solution. 

Fiscal Impact: None 

Commission Action Requested: 

Commission is requested to approve, disapprove or modify the decision of City Staff’s proposed decision. 

Documents Attached: 
1. Heritage Tree Permit Application # HT-020-21
2. Appeal Letter from Lisa Palmer
3. Arborist Report, Timberwood Tree Service (Provided by Applicant)
4. Arborist Report, Arbor Logic (Provided by Applicant)
5. Photographs of the tree
6. Applicants Re-Landscaping Draft
7. Examples of replacement plants
8. Email attachment from Lisa Palmer, June 13th 2021
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415.753.5022 • 236 WEST PORTAL AVE. #311, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94127 • jlascot@arborlogic.com 

 

REPORT DATE: June 7, 2021 

 
REPORT TYPE: PINE TREE INSPECTION AT 223 ROBERTS ROAD 
DOLPHIN POINT HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION  
SITE LOCATION:  223 Roberts Road, Pacifica, California 94044 
INSPECTION DATE: June 3, 2021 
ARBORIST(S): James Lascot 
PURPOSE/ISSUE: Arborist assessment of pine tree in rear of yard. 
INSPECTION / REPORT TYPE: Visual inspection from the ground without excavation, coring, 
boring or sampling.  This is an abbreviated report and more detailed report can be produced 
upon request. 
TREE MAP - Subject tree T1 in relation to property. North is straight up (provided by Google 
Maps) 

 

mailto:jlascot@arborlogic.com


ARBORLOGIC ARBORIST REPORT: 223 Roberts Road, Pacifica CA  June 7, 2021 
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SUBJECT TREE No. 1: Monterey pine (Pinus radiata)  
TRUNK DIAMETER AT BREAST HEIGHT (4.5 feet above soil grade): multi-trunk 15.6” and 6.6” 
TRUNK CIRCUMFERENCE AT 24 INCHES ABOVE SOIL GRADE:  55 “ (17.4” diameter) 
TOTAL HEIGHT: Approx. 25 feet tall.  TOTAL CANOPY WIDTH: Approx. 30 feet on center. 
HEALTH: Branch die back of eight to twelve branch tips from first or second years pinecone 
whorl to tip, some excessive sap in these dieback areas of upper canopy, no signs of bark beetle 
infestation at the base of trunk at time of inspection. 
CONDITION: Other than significant signs of health issues, this tree appears structurally sound 
with good anchorage. 
DISCUSSION:  

• The subject is a young Monterey tree located to the southwest and rear yard of the 
property. This tree is located just north of its native coastal range of Monterey through 
San Luis Obispo.  

• The branch dieback is symptomatic of pine pitch canker (Fusarium circinatum). The 
number of limbs that have dieback (more than three) indicates that this tree is in 
advanced stages of the disease and will not likely recover as this is a chronic and fatal 
disease without any effective treatment. The infection is spread by twig beetles 
(Pityophthorus spp.) and there is much infection among the other Monterey pines in this 
area. The retainment of this tree would contribute to infections for all other Monterey 
pine trees in the area.  

• A Monterey pine trees infected with pine pitch canker is vulnerable to infestations of 
bark beetle infestations, particularly red turpentine beetle (Dendroctonus subglutinans) 
as these beetles are attracted to the oozing sap produced by pine pitch canker. The 
major natural bark beetle defense for this species it to produce sap to push out boring 
beetles but, during long drought periods, these pines cannot produce adequate 
amounts of sap to inhibit bark beetle infestations. With the premature ending of the 
rainy season this spring we can expect high populations of bark beetles which further 
threatens this tree. 

• This pine species is also considered an undesirable species due to its high flammability 
and  fire risk and is often removed when within 30 feet of existing structures. This tree is 
located about 15 feet from the home structure at 223 Roberts Road. As noted in the 
previous paragraph, we are expected to be in another drought period with higher than 
usual risk for wildfires. Reference “Pyrophytic vs. Fire Resistant Plants” Svihra ; Moritz 
University of California Cooperative Extension 1998”. 

• CONCLUSION: Due to the amount of significant disease, flammability, and location, the 
removal of this tree is recommended to reduce significant risks to nearby trees, persons, 
structures and for reasonable enjoyment of the property by the homeowner. 

• RECOMMENDATIONS: Removal of this tree. The stump may be ground for future 
planting but will not re-sprout from its stump. 

James Lascot 
Principal / Consulting Arborist 

International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) Certified Arborist WE-2110 



ARBORLOGIC ARBORIST REPORT: 223 Roberts Road, Pacifica CA  June 7, 2021 
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PHOTOGRAPH 1 - Subject pine No. T1 located in the rear yard area of 223 Roberts Road. 

 
PHOTOGRAPH 2 - Subject pine tree No. T1 showing upper canopy. Note: Branch tip dieback 
indicative of pine pitch canker. 

 









From: Curtis Lum
To: Kurttila, Raymond
Subject: Example of plants for 223 Roberts Road.
Date: Sunday, June 13, 2021 3:43:23 PM

[CAUTION: External Email]

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the City of Pacifica. Unless you recognize the sender's email address and know the content is safe, do not click links, open attachments or reply.

Example of plants to be planted at 223 Roberts Road. 

mailto:sfq50@aol.com
mailto:kurttilar@ci.pacifica.ca.us


Sec. 4-12.05. - Applications for and granting of tree removal permits. % Q ~ ~ ~ 

(a) A person who desires to destroy, move, or remove one or more heritage trees on any private or City-owned property shall apply 

in writing to the Director. Such application shall contain the number, species, size, and location of the tree or trees involved, a 

statement of the reason for the requested action, a list of the property owners adjacent and contiguous to the location of the 

proposed tree or trees involved, stamped and addressed envelopes to such property owners, and any other pertinent 

information. No person may trim, cut down, destroy, remove or move a heritage tree for which a permit application is pending. 

(b) Within fourteen (14) days after the receipt of the application, the Director, or his or her appointed representative, shall inspect 

the premises and the tree or trees involved and shall issue a proposed decision determining which, if any, trees may be 

destroyed, moved, or removed and setting forth the conditions to be imposed. The Direct shall give notice of the application and 

proposed decision pursuant to Section 4-12.09 herein. 

(c) The granting of such permit shall be based on the following criteria: 

(1) The condition of the tree with respect to disease, general health, damage, public nuisance, danger of falling, proximity to 

existing or proposed structures, interference with utility services, and its ability to host a plant which is parasitic to another 

tree which is in danger of being infested by the parasite; 

(2) Whether the requested action is necessary for the economically viable use of the property; 

(3) The topography of the land and effect of the requested action on it; 

(4) The number, species, size, and location of existing trees in the area and the effect of the requested action upon shade, noise 

buffers, protection from wind damage, air pollution, historic value, scenic beauty and upon the health, safety, historic value, 

and general welfare of the area and the City as a whole; 

(5) The number of healthy trees the parcel is able to support; and 

(6) Good forestry practices. 



(c.:'o I Re: Save the Tree or Save the View 

Dave Plumb <seacast@ix.netcom.com> Thursday, April 8, 2021 at 8:54 AM 

To: Palmer, Lisa; Vickie Yan; Moxuan Li; Gale Vandersluis; Olof Akerlund; Vanessa Boucher; Zach Boucher; Daniel Gould; Beimin Ni; Steve Girkout; +2 more~ 

• You forwarded this message on 4/8/21, 7:23 PM. 

Option: Save the Tree: The Monterey pine (pinus radiata) is a fast growing tree (up to 2 meters the first 3-4 years) with a much shorter life span than our 
Monterey Cypress (up to 70-80 years in favorable conditions if not infected with disease or termites.) Pine trees here are challenged by bark beetle infestation and 
by pitch canker. They are also susceptible to termites and to fungus, especially in damp, foggy climates like ours. We've lost several pine trees over the years. 
California has tens of millions of dead pine trees, killed by drought, bark beetle and pitch canker. Monterey pines usually have an extensive root system depending 
on location. They contribute to reducing green house gasses and can create noise, sun and wind buffers. The roots are good holders of soil and can help eliminate 
erosion. 

Next step: Ask Shawn Ream to cut out the diseased parts of the tree to save it and to prevent spread of the pitch canker. Then, after growing 
season in the fall, we could have him safely trim the tee to improve the 223 view. 

Option: Save the View: All of us came here for the view. It's the best view in town and one of the best in the Bay Area. John and Gale gave up a view 
from Nob Hill for it. It may literally be worth a million dollars or more. During our 24 years here, owners have had many conversations about this and have 
consistently chosen to support owners to having the best view. We've agreed that's why we're here. I already mentioned trimming trees at 213 and 215. We've 
also had a norm of not allowing new trees or plants to grow up and block people's view. So, when it came to a choice like the main issue here, we have almost 
always gone for Save the View. 

One big exception is the cluster of Monterey Cypress on the ocean side of 209 and 211 far from the homes and nearer to the ocean. Soon after Zach and Vanessa 
arrived, Zach asked to have that clump of cypress trimmed to allow a better view. We didn't trim it because Gale and John love that clump and because we were 
short on tree trimming money. Since then, Vanessa told me how she loves that Cypress clump. Beauregard, the red tailed hawk, lives there as well as many other 
fun critters to watch. It's a good buffer of Highway 1 noise and of wind. 
It seems happy the way it is. 

Next step: Prepare an application to get a permit from the City to remove the pine tree and pay $220. We may have to pay our arborist to make a 
statement and describe the disease. We also may be required to plant another tree elsewhere on our property. 
{I measured the trunk at 24 inches above the ground an got a circumference of 57 inches, more than the 50 inches that makes it a heritage tree. 
Since we've had three protests about removing the tree, I think going the official route of getting City approval is appropriate. The City Director of 
Development or a designee has 14 days to inspect the tree and tel us whether our request is approved or not.) 

palmer
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circinatum. This fungus can also infect Douglas-fir, but symptoms are usually limited to tip
dieback.The fungus causes infections (lesions) that can encircle (or girdle) branches, exposed
roots, and the main stems (trunks) of pine trees. The tips of girdled branches wilt as a result of
obstructed water flow, causing needles to turn yellow and then brown. The fascicles (needle
clusters) eventually fall off, leaving bare branch ends. Multiple branch infections can
cause extensive dieback in the crown of the tree and may lead to tree mortality. The fungus isn't
known to move within the tree; therefore, each canker or lesion is a separate and distinct
infection. 
Pitch canker can result in extensive damage and even death of infected trees. However, not all
infected trees become severely diseased, and of those that do, some recover. Experiments under
controlled conditions show that susceptible Monterey pine trees repeatedly exposed to the
pathogen may gain resistance over time, and field studies have confirmed that trees in areas
where pitch canker has been present for 10 or more years tend to be more resistant to the
disease than trees in areas where the pathogen has only recently become established.
Therefore, landowners and land managers should take a conservative approach to removing
diseased trees, because there is a possibility they may recover completely.
Source: hGp://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/PESTNOTES/pn74107.html 

I agree that we should definitely lose no time in letting the arborist treat the tree, and hopefully
the tree will survive and continue to provide structural support to part of our hillside. But at the
same time, we need to consult the arborist, in case the tree couldn't make it, what other
realistic alternatives we have to stop soil erosion. And those measures would need to be taken
well before the demise of the tree. It's our plan B. We could consider planting new trees
together with land cover plants in that area to renew our arboreal "contract" of maintaining soil
stability of the local landscape.

I don't know if you guys no^ce that, if you walk down Roberts Road, most of the slope is covered by
trees, bushes and low-level plants. In comparison, the southern end of our living compound rests on a
much more steep and yet barren hillside, and the risk is ours. When winter comes, torren^al rain will
create temporary runoffs draining away the topsoil con^nuously from our landscape. And the steeper
the terrain, the more relentless the process is.  As we witness increasing extreme weather events each
year, we need to step up in our defense against climate change. Covering a barren landscape with
plants is already the cheapest way of slowing down soil erosion, and probably the most effec^ve. As to
candidate trees for slope protec^on, we could choose stunted tree species so as not to block 223's
view where applicable, and trees not as susceptible to pitch canker as Monterey Pines, Douglas-
fir, and other indegenous Californian pine trees.  We could also consider cultivating shrubs like
Rowan bushes and indigenous lower-level land covers. To create a multi-level plant system to
secure our hillside will do us good in the coming decades. This food for your thoughts, but for
now, let's treat the tree before it is too late. 

Best wishes to all of you, 
Moxuan 

On Fri, 2 Apr 2021 at 18:27, B MM <beimin.b.ni@gmail.com> wrote:
Me too, happy to join the sweeping.

-Beimin

On Fri, Apr 2, 2021, 10:10 AM Vickie <vicyan@gmail.com> wrote:
Hi Lisa - I'd be happy to join the sweeping posse.  Steve and I actually have an electric-powered
blower so we can add that to the arsenal of tools.

- Vickie

On Thu, Apr 1, 2021 at 1:25 PM Palmer, Lisa <palmer@smccd.edu> wrote:
Hi all,

http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/F/D-WO-FSUB-BT.004.html
http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/F/D-WO-FSUB-BT.017.html
http://ipm.ucanr.edu/PMG/PESTNOTES/pn74107.html
mailto:beimin.b.ni@gmail.com
mailto:vicyan@gmail.com
mailto:palmer@smccd.edu
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Cur^s, Marilyn, Dave and I met with the arborist today. He's going to send an
es^mate for thinning the tree in front of 223, including cukng off diseased ^ps, or
removing it.

Did you know that a tree roots expand 2-3 ^mes the width of a tree's canopy and as
much as 20 feet deep?  A rule of thumb is that a tree's roots will extend
approximately one foot for every inch of the trunk's diameter, meaning that the tree
in front of 223 is helping to sustain approximately 25 feet of hillside.  Steve, the
arborist, men^oned replacing the tree with ice plant if we take out the tree. 
However, ice plant is a non-na^ve invasive species that expands mercilessly and
holds up topsoil, not, usually, hillsides, though I admit the colors can be spectacular.

If that tree must go, we'll need to research how to replace it so that our founda^ons
don't go downhill along with it.  Cur^s suggested that maybe we can plant
something amer thinning the tree, so if thinning doesn't solve the view + disease
issue, we'll already have something in the ground helping to support our property.

Secondly, did you all know that gas-powered leaf blowers are noxious to the
environment and to human beings?  Below is an ar^cle from the Sierra Club on the
topic.  Given that we're all atrophying from lack of gym ^me anyway, I'm wondering
if anyone is willing to join me in periodically sweeping our common areas rather
than pukng pollutants into the air by hiring people who use leaf blowers.  

Please let me know if you'd like to join the period sweeping posse.  John and I did a
big swath in front of the buildings a few months ago and it only took an hour or so. 
Plus, we got an excellent work-out.

hGps://www.sierraclub.org/loma-prieta/blog/2017/08/lifestyle-eco-ac^ons-gas-
powered-leaf-blowers

Lifestyle Eco-Ac^ons: Gas-Powered Leaf
Blowers | Sierra Club
（By Tanli Su） People have known
about the detrimental effects of gas-
powered leaf blowers for many years
now, and yet these noisy machines which
simultaneously harm our health and
environment con^nue to be popular
today. Take this lifestyle eco-ac^on and
stop using your gas-powered leaf blower!
www.sierraclub.org

Thanks for your ^me,
Lisa

Lisa K. Palmer, PhD

https://www.sierraclub.org/loma-prieta/blog/2017/08/lifestyle-eco-actions-gas-powered-leaf-blowers
https://www.sierraclub.org/loma-prieta/blog/2017/08/lifestyle-eco-actions-gas-powered-leaf-blowers
https://www.sierraclub.org/loma-prieta/blog/2017/08/lifestyle-eco-actions-gas-powered-leaf-blowers
http://www.sierraclub.org/
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From: Dave Plumb <seacast@ix.netcom.com>
Sent: Saturday, April 3, 2021 6:47 PM
To: Moxuan Li <limoxuan@gmail.com>; B MM <beimin.b.ni@gmail.com>
Cc: Vickie <vicyan@gmail.com>; Palmer, Lisa <palmer@smccd.edu>; Gale Vandersluis
<galevandersluis@comcast.net>; Olof Åkerlund <wukailong@gmail.com>; Vanessa Boucher
<vanessagade@gmail.com>; Zach Boucher <zboucher2.0@gmail.com>; Daniel Gould
<waxorchard@gmail.com>; Steve Girkout <sgirkout@gmail.com>; Alexis Weiss <alexiswg@gmail.com>; Cur^s
Lum <sfq50@aol.com>
Subject: Re: tree update and leaf sweeping

Hi all,

Let's keep in mind that it is Marilyn and Curtis's view that the tree blocks.  It would be if we can to support
the decision they make.

Dave

On 4/3/2021 6:19 PM, Moxuan Li wrote:

Hi, Dave, 

Thanks for filling us in the details. 

Here is more on Pitch canker: 
Pitch canker, a disease that affects many pine species, is caused by the fungus Fusarium

palmer
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<~ol [EXTERNAL]Re: Tree Vote Today 

e Zach Boucher <zboucher2.0@gmail.com> Sunday, April 25, 2021 at 3:27 PM 

To: David Plumb; Cc: Alexis Weiss; Beimin Ni; Curtis Lum, Marilynn; Daniel Gould; Gale Vandersluis; Moxuan Li; Olof Akerlund; +4 more~ 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe. 

Hi All-

Vanessa and I vote which ever way Curtis and Marilyn want to go. So count our vote with their's. 

Zach 



Sunday, June 13, 2021 at 15:57:37 Pacific Daylight Time

Page 1 of 3

Subject: [EXTERNAL]Re: a.n: arborist treatment department
Date: Sunday, June 13, 2021 at 9:43:10 AM Pacific Daylight Time
From: ARBORIST NOW, INC.
To: Palmer, Lisa

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organizaTon. Do not click links or open a.achments unless you recognize
the sender and know the content is safe.

Hi Lisa,

I received a text response from our arborist.

We are aware that you are on a timeline to get an initial input and statement by Monday so
we would like to do our due diligence.

"I don't think this tree needs to be removed. I recommend:
-Prune the dead Pitch porTons of the tree out in (November - March). Ballpark: $1600 *This is not an actual
esTmate. 
-Polyphosphite ferTlizer this June or July. This will help manage drought stress. $350. 

Can you send that to them? "_ Josh Johns, ISA Certified Arborist.

Noteworthy, Josh was not able to answer several other questions based on the pictures alone.
He would need to see the tree in order to give more input.

Please let me know if you would Josh to send you an estimate -OR- better yet, call me to set
up any appointment should you like Josh to come out for an appointment.

On Fri, Jun 11, 2021 at 11:33 AM Palmer, Lisa <palmer@smccd.edu> wrote:
Hi,

Yesterday I contacted you via Yelp, and received a call back from Leoni, about assessing a Monterey
Pine at the HOA where I live.  Since I need a recommendaTon by Monday, June 14th, which is very
short noTce, he suggested a photo assessment.

A.ached please find photos of the tree in quesTon, which will be discussed at the upcoming Pacifica
parks and rec commission.  My neighbors would like to cut it down, but I would like to know, first, if
we may be able to preserve it, at least while other planTngs (or another tree) has Tme to take root

mailto:palmer@smccd.edu
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and help stabilize the soil and hillside.

QuesTons:
If treated for pitch canker, how long would you guess that the tree may survive?  (I've been told
anywhere from 2 to 20 years; would you concur?)

The tree is approximately 24-30 feet tall and the trunk is more than 8' in circumference at the base. 
Would you have an esTmate of the size of the root structure and how much of the hillside it may be
helping to support?

How long will it take for another tree (or other plants) to assume the same ability to support the
hill?  Do. you know what the watering requirements will be for new vegetaTon and/or a new tree to
root?

Does the tree appear to be an imminent danger to anything?  (It's at least 20' from the nearest
buiding).

What would you recommend as the course of treatment, and what is the esTmated cost?

Please let me know if you have any quesTons.  If you can't answer these quesTons, that's fine, of
course, but anything you can share, from your experTse, I would really appreciate it.  I'm hoping to
save the tree if it makes sense to do so. 

Thank you, in advance, for your help.

Sincerely,
Lisa Palmer
415-706-4946

215 Roberts Road
Pacifica, 94044

Lisa K. Palmer, PhD

Curriculum Commi.ee Chair
Professor of English 
Cañada College

palmer@smccd.edu

-- 

mailto:palmer@smccd.edu
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ARBORIST NOW IS LICENSED, BONDED AND INSURED 

CA License Number: 961415 Certified Micro LBE 

With 25+ years' experience in the tree care industryJ Arborist Now is the top choice for all your tree 
care needs. From removal - to pruning - to planting - to maintenance; we service all of San Francisco 

and the Bay Area. Our numerous licenses, memberships, and certifications permits us to perform a 
variety of services, and of any capacity, for our residential and commercial clients. 

Arborist Now is either certified or members of the following organizations. 

t---~· CONFIDENCE 

NATIONAL TCll ASSOCIATION OF 
LANO~CAP~ . . 
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Subject: [EXTERNAL]Re: es.mate for tree with pitch canker
Date: Thursday, June 10, 2021 at 5:29:43 PM Pacific Daylight Time
From: Precision Tree Care
To: Palmer, Lisa

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organiza.on. Do not click links or open aQachments unless you recognize
the sender and know the content is safe.

Ms. Palmer,

At our meeting today, (June 10, 2021), I was asked to observe and inspect a Monterey Pine
tree on the hillside behind property at 223 Roberts Road, Pacifica.  The tree in question does
have signs and symptoms of pitch canker and I do believe it to be present.  At this time the
tree does not pose an imminent hazard to the immediate structure.

Please reach out if I can be of further assistance.

Thank you,

Ryan Doleschal

Precision Tree Care, Inc.
Ryan Doleschal, President
Certified Arborist #WE-12520A
CSLB #907593
650-355-1277
866-793-4264 fax 
P.O. Box 410 
Pacifica, CA  94044

On Thursday, June 10, 2021, 01:53:59 PM PDT, Palmer, Lisa <palmer@smccd.edu> wrote:

Hi PaQy,

Thank you for the call.  I would love to get sugges.ons for trea.ng a tree with pitch canker, asap as I
need informa.on prior to a Pacifica commission mee.ng on cuUng down the tree.

My email is palmer@smccd.edu, and my phone number is 415-706-4946.

palmer
Highlight
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The tree is at Dolphin Point, on Roberts Road.  My .me is flexible so I could meet with Ryan whenever
he's available.

Thank you so much,
Lisa

Lisa K. Palmer, PhD

Curriculum Committee Chair
Professor of English 
Cañada College

palmer@smccd.edu



• PRECISION TREE CARE 

PROFESSIONAL 

Our crews are fully licensed, insured, & 

bonded and we have certified Arborists on 

staff. 

California Contractors license #907593 

Certified Arborist #WE-12520A 

ABOUT US 

EXCELLENCE OF WORK 

Our customers come back every year because 

we stand behind our work. We are known for 

our timeliness, strong work ethic & excellent 

clean up. Our goal is to have referrals from 

our satisfied customers to their friends and 

families, for years to come. 

HOME 

COMPETITIVE PRICING 

We know you have alternatives. We provide 

the best service available at our most 

competitive price. We include dump fees & 

haul away. 

We start every project by providing a thorough 

consultation to understand your goals and the 

needs of the project. 

CONTACT US 
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	WEDNESDAY, May 26,2021

	Staff Report Annual Reporting PB&R 052621.pdf
	As described in the report on committees and commissions, this report/presentation should be a summary of the Commission’s work for the year.
	The DRAFT report includes sections on:
	 Commission Member information/bios
	 Highlights from the past year
	 Meeting summaries – covering 2 years (last report was 2019)
	 Power Point presentation to the City Council, summarizing the report

	HT-020-21 Appeal Dolphin Point HOA-Staff Report.pdf
	From:  Raymond Kurttila, Public Works Superintendent
	ADP696D.tmp
	From:  Raymond Kurttila, Public Works Superintendent

	ADP236D.tmp
	From:  Raymond Kurttila, Public Works Superintendent


	05.26.2021 Commission Minutes.pdf
	Minutes
	REGULAR MEETING – 7 PM

	I PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:
	II ROLL CALL:
	III APPROVAL OF MINUTES:
	V   SPECIAL PRESENTATION:
	VIII   ITEMS FOR CONSIDERATION:
	A) Commission Annual Report to Council Update.
	Director Perez: gave brief updates on the following.
	 The structure of the Annual Report Council Meeting.
	 The arrangement of the reports and presentation that PB&R will be presenting.
	Chair Abbott: advised that input from the Commissioners at this meeting would be helpful regarding items not on the list and items for the PowerPoint that need to be highlighted.
	Director Perez: briefly went over the PowerPoint slides that will be presented at the Annual Report Council Meeting and asked the Commissioners to give suggestions or relay if any information needs to be corrected or updated.
	Commissioner Kellogg: asked if the Commissioners’ terms end in the month April for their term year.
	Director Perez: answered that the term would end in May. He explained extending term requirements.
	Chair Abbott: commented that the charter is actually longer, and they have added key information over the years regarding the Purpose. She asked the Commissioners to review the Duties slide and asked them to consider what the focus should be.
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: suggested moving the liaison committee assignments, special projects, and special events and projects since that takes up a lot of space on this slide.
	Director Perez: clarified if she would like to move the Liaison and Committee Assignments?
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: remarked that there wasn’t room for a whole slide on Liaison Assignments and wanted clarification of the  projects and special events under that bullet point
	Director Perez: answered that the Projects and Special Events consist of programs like Junior Olympics, Fun Fest, 4th of July Celebration, construction of the Dog Park and the Bike Park Project.
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: suggested taking out the Special Events and Projects bullets because the first bullet covers those items.
	Chair Abbott: clarified that they would remove the Special Events and Projects bullets from under the Liaison/Committee Assignments with City and Partner Orgs. She recommended removing them but mentioning the Event Participation & Civic Engagement sli...
	Director Perez: suggested taking the names and putting them in the notes from slide six.
	Chair Abbott: mentioned the BPAC Master Plan slide looked to be in order along with the Surf Camp School Policy Advisory Task Force slide. She mentioned that they would add that they are stakeholders for Tree Appeals.
	Director Perez: asked if they would like to have a bullet point for the stakeholders or is it something they will mention in the notes and if so, asked what they would want it to say.
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: suggested it saying, Stakeholders in the Process of the Revision of the Heritage Tree Ordinance, or the Revision Process of the Heritage Tree Ordinance.
	Director Perez: agreed and advised that a bullet regarding the stakeholders would be added below.
	Chair Abbott: advised that there have been a lot of presentations over the years and if there is anything missing, to mention it. She asked each Commissioner to comment on what should be highlighted under the What’s Next slide.
	Commissioner Kellogg: asked if the City Plaza presentation would need to be noted?
	Chair Abbott: answered that the City Council voted to hold off on further steps while the Beach Boulevard Resiliency Infrastructure Project, aka the Seawall was being talked about since that work would essentially take out that park, but they voted a ...
	Commission Lusson: mentioned he would like to add something about revisiting a conversation regarding the Parks Full Master Plan.
	Director Perez: commented that they are looking at bringing in a consultant to work on a Playground Improvement Plan. He doesn’t know if there is the bandwidth to do a full-on Parks Master Plan or the funding for one.
	Commissioner Lusson: agreed that the Playground Improvement Plan was the correct terminology and that the scale of a Master Plan was addressed in a prior meeting.
	Director Perez: advised that depending on the need, it is beneficial to use the Commission to hold a meeting or forum.
	Chair Abbott: mentioned that they did have presentations on all of the new park infrastructure including the new play areas at the Community Center, and Fairmont West, as well as the fitness equipment at Frontierland Park. She recommended having the i...
	Director Perez: asked if she would like a slide specific to the Playground Improvement Plan.
	Chair Abbott: recommended yes, and have it tie into the What’s Next information.
	Commission Benton Shoemaker: stated that the decision regarding the fitness equipment at Frontierland Park was mentioned at either a City Council Meeting or a PB&R meeting and it was news to the public and agrees this topic should be added as a slide....
	Director Perez: advised that this is all connected and that yes, information can be gathered and sent out to an Ad-Hoc Committee. He advised that the PowerPoint could be tweaked up to a week in advance of the meeting.
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: suggested they call it the Park Overview and Playground Equipment Assessment. Under Tree Appeals it should read: Tree Appeals/Heritage Tree Ordinance.
	Chair Abbott: asked the Commissioners if they had any other comments or questions.
	Director Perez: advised that he would incorporate the changes that have been recommended prior to the June 14, 2021 Council meeting and that a reminder will be sent out for anyone who would like to join.
	IX     REPORTS, ANNOUNCEMENTS, AND CORRESPONDENCE FROM
	COMMISIIONERS:
	Commission Lusson: advise that there was a Bike Park Committee meeting that he attended where future planning and next steps were addressed.
	Commissioner Benton Shoemaker: attended the Beautification Committee meeting, she is the liaison to that group, and they typically manage plantings on main thoroughfares like Palmetto Avenue. At their last meeting they introduced the idea of planting ...
	She also attended meetings with Tree City Pacifica and the Rotary Climate Action Team.
	Commissioner Kellogg: attended the Bike Park Committee meeting as well and gave a brief overview of what the next steps are for the committee to move forward. He attended the Surf Camp Task Force meeting and gave a brief overview of the CAPP criteria ...
	Chair Abbott: attended the Surf Camp Task Force meeting and gave a brief overview of where the program is currently at and what decisions will need to be made in the upcoming meetings. She attended the Seniors in Action monthly meeting and briefly exp...
	X     REPORTS FROM STAFF




