CITY OF SAN CARLOS

SAN CARLOS PLANNING COMMISSION
September 05, 2017 7:00 PM
City Hall, Council Chamber, 600 Elm Street
San Carlos, California
www.cityofsancarlos.org

AGENDA
ADVISORY
Al Savay, Community Development Director
Lisa Porras, Principal Planner
Laura Russell, Senior Planner Consultant
Jill Lewis, Associate Planner
Andrea Mardesich, Assistant Planner
Kimberly Chu, Deputy City Attorney

I.

MEETING CALLED TO ORDER

II.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

III.

ROLL CALL

IV.

PUBLIC COMMENT

COMMISSIONERS
David Silberman, Chair
Don Bradley, Vice Chair
Angela Harper-Pedersen
Jesse Gutierrez
Shannon Bergman

Public Comment is limited to items not on the agenda. The Commission may briefly respond to
statements made or questions posed as allowed by the Brown Act (Government Code Section
54954.2). However, the Commission's general policy is to refer items to staff for attention, or have
a matter placed on a future Commission agenda for a more comprehensive action or report.
V.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
a)

VI.

Approval of Planning Commission meeting minutes of August 21, 2017.

PUBLIC HEARING
Procedure for Public Hearing:
Staff will present a report on the history, physical features, etc., on the application followed with
the staff's recommendations. The applicant will make a presentation. Thereafter, interested
members of the community may speak on the proposal. When all interested parties have had an
opportunity to be heard, the hearing will be closed, and no further discussion from the floor can be
held. The Commission will then consider the evidence and make its recommendation. If you
challenge a public hearing item in Court you may be limited to raising only those issues you or
someone else raised at the public hearing described in this notice, the public notice, or in written
correspondence delivered to the City at or prior to the public hearing. Speakers should fill out a
speakers form, found by the door, and hand it to the recording secretary prior to addressing the
Commission. The speaker should come up to the microphone to speak since the meeting is being

recorded. This will assist staff in preparing the minutes.

VII.

VIII.

a)

906 Holly Street (APN: 046-111-280) - Consideration of Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate to Implement the Soil and Remediation Plan.

b)

941 Bransten Road (APN: 046-133-019) - Consideration of Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate to Implement the Interim Measures Work Plan.

c)

Consideration of a Mitigated Negative Declaration and an Ordinance Amending San
Carlos Zoning Ordinance Section 18.41.020 Removing Founder Tree from the
Definition of Heritage Trees.

REPORTS, CORRESPONDENCE AND GENERAL INFORMATION
a)

Report on recent City Council actions

b)

Planning Commission comments or reports

c)

Correspondence

d)

Planning Staff comments, reports and updates of current projects

ADJOURNMENT

Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the Planning Commission Members regarding any
item on this agenda will be made available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s Office at City Hall, 600
Elm Street, San Carlos, during normal business hours.
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this
meeting, please contact the Planning Department, at (650) 802-4263. Notification in advance of the
meeting will enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting. A
hearing assistance system is available in the Council Chambers. Please ask staff for a receiver.

PLANNING COMMISSION
DAVID SILBERMAN, CHAIR
DON BRADLEY, VICE-CHAIR
ANGELA HARPER-PEDERSEN
JESSE GUTIERREZ
SHANNON BERGMAN, CHAIR

PLANNING DIVISION
600 ELM STREET
SAN CARLOS, CALIFORNIA 94070
TELEPHONE (650) 802-4263
FAX (650) 595-6763
STAFF REPORT
Date: August 30, 2017
Meeting Date: September 5, 2017

TO:

Planning Commission

FROM:

Planning Division

PREPARED BY: Lisa Costa Sanders, Principal Planner
(650) 802-4207, Icostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org
REVIEWED BY:

Lisa Porras, Principal Plann

SUBJECT:

906 Holly Street (APN: 046-111-280) — Consideration of Grading
and Dirt
Haul Certificate to Implement the Soil and Remediation Plan.

SUMMARY

The project involves the cut and fill of approximately 1,947 cubic yards
of soil and fill material to
implement the Soil Remediation Plan approved by San Mateo Count
y Department of
Environmental Health.
BACKGROUND

The project site is located at the northwest corner of Holly Street and
Industrial Road. The site
is currently occupied by the Holly 79 gas station and food mart. The site
previously operated as
a BP service station. A leak of an underground petroleum storage tank
was detected in 1986.
In 1986 the tanks were replaced and some soil was excavated. The soil
has been treated and
monitored since that time. San Mateo County Department of Enviro
nmental Health has
approved a work plan to remove the contaminated soil and back
fill with clean soil and
engineered fill. The applicant would like to complete the work this year.
The fueling station will
remain open during the grading operations.
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The subject site is zoned NR, Neighborhood Retail, and has a corresponding General Plan land
use designation of Neighborhood Retail.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Grading and Dirt Haul
The proposed grading plan includes excavation of up to eight feet deep over 3,200 square feet
of the property to remove contaminated soil. Clean imported engineered fill material and soil will
be used to backfill the excavation. Total soil exported is estimated at 974 cubic yards. Total
import is estimated at 526 yards of soil and 447 yards of CLSM fill material. New asphalt will be
poured to restore the site. The work will entail approximately 171 truckloads of material and the
entire work is estimated to take approximately three months to complete.
The City prohibits truck traffic on Holly Street north of Industrial Road. The applicant has worked
with Public Works staff to temporarily close the sidewalk and one travel lane immediately
adjacent to the site along Industrial Road to accommodate grading activities. Trucks will access
the site from US Highway 101 to westbound Ralston Avenue to southbound Old County Road to
eastbound Harbor Boulevard to southbound Industrial Road and stage along the property
frontage for loading and unloading. Trucks will depart the site via southbound Industrial Road to
Brittan Avenue to US Highway 101. Due to site constraints and the turning movements at the
Holly and Industrial Road intersection, it was determined infeasible to load and unload trucks
onsite.
The grading will temporarily impact on-site utilities and require the temporary removal of the
signage at the corner of the site. Staff has added a condition to the Draft Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate to allow the sign to be temporary removed and replaced as existed prior to the work
occurring. Once grading operations are completed, the site will be restored to current
conditions.
Zoning and General Plan
The subject site is zoned NR, Neighborhood Retail. Automobile service stations are considered
permitted uses if existing. New services stations are not allowed to be constructed within the
NR zoning district. The purpose of the NR district is to provide adequate land for a full range of
commercial uses and regional-serving retail services consistent with the General Plan to
maintain and strengthen the City's economic resources. The service station will remain open
during grading operations and once work is completed will be returned to its current condition.
The General Plan land use designation of the subject site is Neighborhood Retail which permits
both neighborhood serving retail uses.

FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL
Grading and Dirt Haul
Planning Commission approval is required under San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 12.08
when grading exceeds 1,000 cubic yards. Approximately 974 cubic yards of earth will be
removed from the site and 973 cubic yards of fill material imported to the site. The site is fairly
level and will be restored to the current condition when the work is completed.
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Per SCMC Sec. 12.08.080(B), approval of the request for a grading permit requires the
following required finding:

1. The proposed grading will not adversely affect the drainage or lateral support of
other
properties in the area, is consistent with the San Carlos General Plan and Municipal Code,
and will not be detrimental to the public health, safety or general welfare.

Basis for finding: The project applicant has submitted a Geotechnical Report with the grading
plan. Recommendations of the Geotechnical Report will be incorporated into the design and
construction documents. The grading of the site will not adversely affect the drainage or lateral
support of other properties in the area, provided the recommendations within the geotechnical
report are adhered to, and will not be detrimental to the public health, safety or general welfare.
Conditions have been added to the Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate to ensure that the dirt
removal is done safely and in a controlled manner. The ongoing use as a service station is
consistent with the General Plan and Municipal Code.
Per Section 15.36.020 of the San Carlos Municipal Code, a dirt haul permit must be issued
when dirt is hauled to or from any location within the City and/or over any public street. Based
on the import and export of 1,947 cubic yards, approximately 171 truckloads are anticipated. A
map of the haul route is shown on sheet 3 of the Traffic Management Plan, is as follows:
Trucks will access the site from US Highway 101 to westbound Ralston Avenue to
southbound Old County Road to eastbound Harbor Boulevard to southbound Industrial
Road and stage along the property frontage for loading and unloading. Trucks will depart
the site via southbound Industrial Road to Brittan Avenue to US Highway 101.
PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH
The applicant mailed project information to property owners and occupants within 300' of the
site on August 17, 2017 (Attachment 3). The mailed public notice from the City was sent on
August 24, 2017 to property owners and occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project site,
and published in a local newspaper on August 25, 2017. As of the preparation of this staff
report, no public comments have been received.
ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
This project has been determined to be exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) per CEQA Section 15304, which exempts minor alterations to land including
grading from further environmental review.
RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that the Planning Commission approve the request of Arcadis on behalf of
Holly Estate Holding, LLC for grading and dirt haul at 906 Holly Street.
MOTION
I move that the Planning Commission grant approval of the Request for Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate to implement the Soil and Remediation Plan at 906 Holly Street (APN: 046-111-280),
based on the findings and for the reasons incorporated in the Staff Report, and as conditioned
in the Draft Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate.
Attachments
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1.
2.
3.
4.

Draft Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate
Public Notice/Mailing List/Map
Applicant Outreach Letter
Project Plans

CITY OF SAN CARLOS

GRADING :ID DIRT HAUL APPROVAL CERTIFICATE
This is to certify that the San Carlos Planning Commission at the regular meeting thereof, held
on September 5, 2017 did grant a Grading and Dirt Haul Approval Certificate to Arcadis on
behalf of Holly Real Estate Holdings, LLC. per the plans dated June 2017 and July 16, 2017
prepared by Arcadis to permit earthwork totaling 1,947 cubic yards to implement the Soil
Remediation Plan approved by San Mateo County Department of Environmental Health for the
site located at 906 Holly Street (Assessor Parcel Number: 046-111-280). The application was
approved subject to the following conditions:
1. A Grading/Hauling Permit must be obtained from the Public Works Department prior to the
start of construction. The applicant shall submit the following information to the satisfaction of
the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a grading permit:
a) Provide detailed earthwork quantity calculations that include total cut, fill and import or
export quantities. Include adequate site sections to conform calculations.
b) Submit a title report less than 6 months old.
c) The Grading Plan shall be in conformance with the recommendations of the
Geotechnical Report, and the City design standards and ordinances. In the case of
conflict between the Geotechnical Engineer's recommendations and City ordinances, the
City Engineer shall determine which shall apply. All plans shall be prepared using a
benchmark based on City standards and datum provided on the City website.
d) Submit a traffic control plan. Applicant shall prepare a plan for construction traffic
interface with public traffic on any existing public street. Construction traffic and parking
may be subject to specific requirements by the City Engineer.
e) The applicant shall provide an interim and post-construction erosion/sediment control plan
with provisions for preventing erosion and trapping sediment on-site, to the satisfaction of
the City Engineer.
2. An encroachment permit must be obtained from the Public Works Department prior to the
start of any work within the public right-of-way or a public utilities easements including, but
not limited to, the installation of sewers and other utilities, sidewalk, curb and gutter,
driveway, wall fence, or other construction. An encroachment permit is also required for the
placement of debris boxes, storage containers, or construction materials within the public
right-of-way.
3. Prior to issuance of a permit, the Developer shall pay all applicable fees as required by the.
City Engineer. Fees shall be calculated by the Public Works Department and provided to
the Developer.
4. The Developer's civil engineer shall submit a drainage report, hydrologic study, hydraulic
calculations, and drainage improvement plans. Storm water shall, under no circumstances,
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Lisa Porras, Principal Planner
City of San Carlos

Effective Date:

CITY HALL

PLANNING DIVISION

600 ELM STREET

TELEPHONE (650) 802-4263

SAN CARLOS CA 94070-3085

FAX (650) 595-6763
WEB: htto://www.citvofsanoarlos.orq

PUBLIC NOTICE
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the San Carlos Planning Commission will hold a public
hearing at San Carlos City Hall, City Council Chambers, 600 Elm Street, San Carlos,
on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. for the purpose of hearing and considering all commen
ts of all
persons interested in or concerned with the application submitted by Arcadis on behalf of Holly
Real
Estate Holding, LLC for a Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate at 906 Holly Street (APN: 046-111-2
80).
Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate for the cut and fill of 1,947 cubic yards of soil and fill material
to
implement the Soil Remediation Plan approved by San Mateo County Department of Environm
ental
Health. The proposed haul route to the site is: US 101 to Ralston Avenue to Old County
Road to
Harbor Boulevard to Industrial Road. The proposed route leaving the site is Industrial Road
to Britten
Avenue to US 101.
This project has been determined to be exempt from the provisions of the California Environm
ental
Quality Act (CEQA) per CEQA Section 15304, which exempts minor alterations to land
including
grading from further environmental review.
The
project
planner
is
Lisa
Costa
Sanders:
(650)
802-4207,
e-mail
at
Icostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org . Staff reports will be available for viewing at www.epa
ckets.net ,
the San Carlos Library, 610 Elm Street, San Carlos, and/or for purchase at $0.25 per page
at the
San Carlos Planning Division beginning Thursday, August 31, 2017. Written comments
may be emailed to Lisa Costa Sanders, or mailed to the San Carlos Planning Division.
All persons interested in the above are hereby invited to attend this public meeting and hearing
and
be heard. If you challenge this proposal in court, you may be limited to raising only those
issues you
or someone else raised at the public meeting and hearing described in this notice, or
in written
correspondence delivered to the Planning Division at, or prior to, the public meeting and hearing.

Lisa Porras
Principal Planner
Mailing date:
Publication date:

August 24, 2017
August 25, 2017

Laurie Cudworth
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

melinda_vazquez@dailyjournal.com
Monday, August 21, 2017 2:51 PM
Laurie Cudworth
Confirmation of Order 3044527 for 906 Holly 9-5-17 PC

Dear Customer:
The order listed below has been received and processed. If you have any questions regarding this order, please contact
your ad coordinator or the phone number listed below.
Customer Account Number: 130529
: GPN - GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE
Type of Notice
: 906 Holly 9-5-17 PC
Ad Description
: 3044527
Our Order Number
: EXAMINER - ENQUIRER-BULLETIN
Newspaper
: 08/25/2017
Publication Date(s)
Sales/Hrg Date

: 08/25/2017

Thank you.
MELINDA VAZQUEZ
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
Phone: (800) 788 7840 / (213)229-5300
Fax: (800) 540 4089 / (213)229-5481

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Visit the following link to report this email as
spam:
https://us2.proofpointessentials.com/index01.php?mod_id=11&mod_option=logitem&mail_id=1503352247iA1sT7DCTjTF&Laddress=lcudworth%4Ocityofsancarlos.org &report=1

1

CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax (800) 464-2839
Visit us www.LegalAdstore.com

LAURIE CUDWORTH
CITY OF SAN CARLOS/PLANNING DEPT
600 ELM ST
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

COPY OF NOTICE
Notice Type:

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE

Ad Description

906 Holly 9-5-17 PC

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the
ENQUIRER-BULLETIN. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):

08/25/2017

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publicatiop. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an

SPEN# 3044527
PUBLIC NOTICE
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the San Carlos
Planning Commission will
hold a public hearing at San
Carlos City Hall, City Council
Chambers, 600 Elm Street,
San Carlos, on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00
p.m. for the purpose of
hearing and considering all
comments of all persons
interested in or concerned
with the application submitted by Arcadia on behalf of
Holly Real Estate Holding,
LLC for a Grading and Dirt
Haul Certificate at 906 Holly
Street (APN: 046-111-280).
Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate for the cut and fill
of 1947
, cubic yards of soil
and fill material to implement
the Soil Remediation Plan
approved by San Mateo
County Department of
Environmental Health, The
proposed haul route to the
site is: US 101 to Ralston
Avenue to Old County Road
to Harbor Boulevard to
Industrial Road. The
proposed route leaving the
site is Industrial Road to
Britten Avenue to US 101.
This project has been
determined to be exempt
from the provisions of the
California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) per
CEQA Section 15304, which
exempts minor alterations to
land including grading from
further environmental review.
The prefect planner is Use
Costa Sanders: (650) 6024207, e-mail at Icostasandersecityofsangarlos.org .
Staff reports will be available
for viewing at
www.epackets.net , the San
Carlos Library, 610 Elm
Street, San Carlos, and/or
for purchase at $0.25 per
page at the San Carlos
Planning Division beginning
Thursday, August 31, 2017.
'Written comments may be emailed to Usa Costa
Sanders, or mailed to the
San Carlos Planning
Division.
All persons interested In the
above are hereby Invited to
attend this public meeting
and hearing and be heard. If
you challenge this proposal
in court, you may be limited
to raising only those issues
you or someone else raised
at the public meeting and
hearing described in this
notice, or In written correspondence delivered to the
Planning Division at, or prior
to, the public meeting and
hearing.
Lisa Pones
Prindpel Planner
8/25/17
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046051060
In N Out Burgers
13502 Hamburger Lane
Baldwin Park, CA 91706

046051080
Thompson John H
405 Industrial Rd
San Carlos, CA 94070

046072010
James Brian R
979 Sylvan Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2511

046072020
Mark Kenneth E Tr
354 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2530

046072040
Cullen Theordore L
984 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2534

046072050
Hernandez Rosario I
988 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2534

046072430
Barker Steven Gregory Tr
983 Sylvan Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2511

046073130
Dutton Robert E
351 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541

046073150
Toms Daniel.'
359 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541

046073160
Osinek Brian C
363 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541

046073180
Trickett Jacob A
371 Fairfield Drive
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541

046073190
Li Junwei
975 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2535

046073210
Emert Robert Sherian Tr
367 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541

046073220
Ledwith Chris Tr
987 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2535

046073240
Schenone Donald D & Loralee A
1123 Blandford Blvd
Redwood City, CA 94062-2715

046090410
Alemany Plaza tic
P 0 Box 29
Millbrae, CA 94030

046111040
Santiago Enrique D
Po Box 1533
Burlingame, CA 94011-1533

046111050
Jones Justin-Paul
940 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2538

046111070
Lake Richard H Tr
253 Edgeh ill Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070

046111080
Paul Ashim Kumar Tr
958 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2538
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046054170
Ramos August & Helen A Tr
7401 School House Ln
Roseville, CA 95747
046072030
Torrez Elizabeth A Tr
980 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2534
046072060
Regoso Ramon C
992 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2534
046073140
Hardy James B Jr & Rosita A
355 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541
046073170
Emert Robert Sherian Tr
367 Fairfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2541
046073200
Steves Ryan
979 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-2535
046073230
Rouspil Justin Tr
991 Springfield Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070
046111030
Shu Gang
928 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2538
046111060
Pollack Kathryn A
946 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2538
046111090
Borg Mary Tr
964 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2538
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046111280
Holly Real Estate Holdings LIc
906 Holly Street
San Carlos, CA 94070

046112420
Dey Soham
959 Holly Street
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112430
Dimitrova Jivka lvanova
953 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112440
Rickert David F Jr Tr
947 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112450
May Richard L
941 Holly Street
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112460
Mcevoyleonoudakis Karen I
935 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112470
Iska Kaushik
929 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070

046112480
Dominguez Diosdado H
923 Holly St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2539

046112490
Aminifard Hassan Tr
202 Taylor Rd
Tiburon, CA 94920

046112500
Aminifard Hassan Tr
202 Taylor Rd
Tiburon, CA 94920

046112650
Esmond Davis S
48 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112660
Malcolmson Richard J
54 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112670
Inferrera Domenic C & Debra M
60 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112680
Lennon Rachel & Michael E
66 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112690
Au-Yeung Halbert
72 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112700
Mazzola Anthony J Jr
78 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112710
Liberati Sonia A
84 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543

046112720
Jaron Debra L Tr
351 Foresail Ct
Foster City, CA 94404

046112730
Watkins Robert E & Marla Rae
96 Bayport Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-2543
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INFORMATIONAL NOTICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL EXCAVATION
RELATED TO A PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PROJECT AT:
ADDRESS -906 Holly Street, San Carlos, CA
Project Type - Excavation at Leaking Underground Storage Tank Site

BP West Coast Products LLC ("BP") owned and operated what is now a 76-branded gasoline
outlet, located at 906 Holly Street in San Carlos, California ("Site"). The Site stores gasoline in
underground petroleum storage tanks ("USTs"), which were installed as replacements in 1986
following a failed tank integrity test earlier the same year. During tank replacement and
subsequent remediation efforts, petroleum contamination was detected in soil and groundwater.
The current project will excavate on-site contaminated soils, and replace it with clean fill soil.
The environmental work is being directed by the San Mateo County Health Department,
Groundwater Protection Program, who is providing oversight as the regulatory agency. This
work is monitored by the San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board as Case No. 410364. You can learn more about the case at the geotracker website at:
http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/profile_report?global_id=T10000005597 or contacting the
Project Manager (hollis.phillips@arcadis.com ) for technical reports, test results, and other
information that is made available to the public without charge.
The excavation project is expected to take approximately 3 months to complete (October to
December 2017). During this time, vehicle and pedestrian traffic will be partially impacted near
the construction site. The fueling station will remain open during construction operations.
The project will be discussed at the San Carlos Planning Commission Meeting on September
5th. For additional information about the Planning Commission Meeting, please contact Lisa
Costa-Sanders at San Carlos Public Works at 650-802-4207.
For any project related questions or comments, please contact Arcadis Project Manager
Hollis E. Phillips, at Hollis.Phillips@arcadis.com or at (415) 432-6903.
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ADOITIONAL UTILMES MAY EXIST.
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THE LOCATIONS CF THE UTILMES SHOWN ON TIES
DRAWING ARE APPROXIMATE. THE ENGINEER
ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR THEIR ACCURACY
OR ACTUAL LOCATIONS.

THE EXLSING GROUNDWATER SURFACE VARIES
FROM APPROXIMATELY 4T05 FEET BELOW GROUND
SURFACE (TT MS).

8. TOTAL SITE AREA IS 0,5 ACRES.

8.

S.

4. EXISTING SURFACE COVERINGS CONSIST OF ASPHALT
AND CONCRETE PAVEMENT.

a PROPERTY BOUNDARY OUTLINED PER BOUNDARY
SURVEY BY MUIR CONSULTING. A RECORDOF SURVEY
HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE COUNTY OF SAN IAATEO.

2. SITE ELEVNEONS RECORDED IN SAN CARLOS CITY
DATUM (NAMOSS).
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SITE IS WITHIN FFIRA FLOOD ZONE AE.

TOTAL SITE AREA IS 0.5 ACRES.

ADDITIONAL UTILMES MAY EXIST

G. THE LOCATIONS OFTHE NIGHER SHOWN ON THIS
DRAWING ARE APPRCOOMATE, THE ENGINEER
ASSUMES NORESPONSIBILITY FOR THEIR
ACCURACY OR ACTUAL LCCATI OWL

EXISTING SURFACE COVERINGS CONSIST OF
ASPHALT AND CCNCRETE PAVEMENT'.
THE DUSTING GROUNDWATER SCREAM VARIES
FROM APPROXIMATELY 4703 FEET BELOWOROUND
SURFACE (Fr BOP.

4.

5.

SGE ELEVATIONS RECORDED IN SAN CARLOS CT'
DATUM NAvoes5.
PROPERTY BOUNCARY OVILINED PER BOUNDARY
SURVEY BY BURR CONSULTING. A RECORD OF
SURVEY HAS BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE COUNTY OF
SAN MATE0.
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GRAVEL-FILLED BAGS 70 BE INSTALLED AROUND PERIMETER OF CATCH BASIN 2
FEB CAL1RAM OQN STRUCTI ON SITE BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES MANUAL,
DETAIL NC-S.
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10 CONSTRUCRON GATES SHALL OPEN INWARD INTO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL
NOT BLOCK ANY PORTION OFTHE SIDEWALK OR SWING INTO THE PUBLIC STREET
RIGHT-OP-WAY.

B. MONITORING INFJJ. MW-113 SHALL RE BE DEMOLLSHED DURING EXCAVATION.

R. DUE TO SAE SURFACE DRAINAGE GRADING TOWARD CATCH BASIN 2, PERIMETER
ROLL EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS ARE NOT NECESSARY, AS NO
STORMWATER WILL FLOW OFFSITE.

MAINTAIN DISTURBED SOILS BELOW ADJACENT IMPERVIOUS SURFACES TO
CONTAIN STORMWATER ONSITE.

A IMPLEMENT CALTRANS CONSTRUCTION SITE BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
MANUAL DETAIL SC-7AS REQUIRED DURING ALL ME ACTIVMES.

H. CATCH BASIN 2 TO RE USED AS TEMPORARY STORAGE. WATER COLLECTED IN
THE CATCH BASIN TO BE SAMPLED FOR PH AND TURBIDITY PRIOR TO DISCHARGE

SURFACE MATER FLOW PATCERNS ARE AS SHOWN ON THIS DRAWING. SITE
GENERALLY FLOWS TO CATCH BASIN 3.

4.

ME ELEVATIONS RECORDED IN SAN CURIOS CITY DATUM (EAMON).

3.

2.

1. BASE MAP PROVIDED BY MUIR CONSULTING. INC. COORDINATES ME IN NAORS,
CALIFORNIA ZONE III.

NOTES:

PHASE 1 TEMPORARY EROSION AND
SEDIMENT CONTROL PLAN

PROTECT CATCH BASIN WITH
GRAVEL BAG BARRIER
(REFER TO NOTE 4)

INSTALL TEMPORIT
PLUG IN CATCH BASIN
OUTLET .

CATCI-RBAEIN 2
REFER TO NOTE 5)

ARCADIS I

AB/42'

INLET PROTECTION (REFER
TO DETAILS, SHEET 13)

TEMPORARY STABILIZED
CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
(REFER TO GENERAL NOTES
AND SPECIFICATIONS)

\ •
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se,

y CABZIPY &PUMPS

UNDERGROUND
GASOIJNE LINE, USE
EXTREME CAUTION

\

CATCH BASIN 1

GLIDDEN PAINT CENTER

SP-1

MW-12

WW1

SAW COT CONCRETE
SURFACE (SEE NOTE 12)
.4*

E

ARcAols U.S,

ARCADis

'111.

CATCH BASIN 2

ELECTRICAL LINE TO
T BE REMOVED AND
RESTORED IN KIND

CATCH RASIN 3

THE COSTING GROUND WATER SURFACE VASES FROM APPROXIMATELY 4 105 FEET BELOW GROUND SURFACE
(FT BOST.
CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DEMOUTTON AND DISPOSAL OF ASPHALT SURFACES COVERING THE
EXCAVATION AREAS ASPHALT SHALL BE REPAIRED UPON COMPLETION OF BACKFILLWG AND TESTING.

3.

4.

CONSTRUCTION GATES SHALL OPEN INWARD (TO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT BLOCK ANY PORTION OF
THE SIDEWALK OR SWING WM THE PUBLIC STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY.

PHASE 1 DEMOLITION PLAN
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1S. CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE. IF REQUIRED, IWO LOCATE PRESSURE LINES PRIOR TO STARTING ANY
CONSTRUCTION ACTTIMIES. ELERCISE EXTREME CALMON TO PROTECT THESE ONES DURING CONSTRUCTION.

IA

CONTRACTORS R ESPO NIBBLE FOR MAINTAINING VEIETTLAMON TO LISTS THROUGHOUT CONSTRUCTION.
SAW CUT CONCRETE SURFACE TO ALLOWS FOR INSTALLATION OF A NEW CATCH BASIN MATCH BASIN 4) AND
ASSOCIATED PIPING. AS SHOWN ON SHEETS VANE 13.

11.
12.

15 THE CONTRACTOR 16 RESPONSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE STABS!, OF ADJACENT UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
AND STRUCTURES DURING CONSTRUCTION.

S. MoNITORINGINELL MW-1S SHALL BE DEMOUsHED DURING EXCAVATION.

13. TT IS THE CONTRACTORS RESPONSIBILITY TO LOCATE UTILITIES WMIIN THE EXCAVATION AREA AND ADJACENT
AREAS PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION. LOCATE EXISTING ununEs IN ANO ARMS., THE SITE AND
PERFORM LOCI9OUT TAINOUT OF ELECTRICAL MD PHONE UNE& AS WELL AS DAPPING ADO MAN DONMENT OF
TIMMS TO ALLOW RE MOAL OF MURES WITHIN EXCAVATICN AREA. CAP UTILITY PIPES THAT CONVEY FLUIDS
OUTSIDE OF THE EXCAVATION FOOTPRINT.

7. ADDITIONAL UTILITIES MAY MST.

B. THE LOCATIONS OF THE UTILMES SHOWN ON TIM ORMANG ARE APPROXIMATE. THE ENGINEER ASSUMES NO
RESPONSIBILITY FOR THEIR ACCURACY OR ACTUAL LOCATIONS.

CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR TEMPORARY REMOVAL OF EXISTING LIOLITIES WIMIN THE EXCAVATION.
UTILITIES SHAU. BE REPLACED IN KIND AFTER COMPLETION OF SOIL REMOVAL ACTIVM ES.

BASE MAP PROVIDED BY MUIR CONSULTING, INC. COORDINATES ARE IN NADER, CALIFORNIA, ZONE It
SITE ELEVATIONS RECORDED IN SAN CARLOS CITY DATUM (NAVIINEI),

2.

NOTES:
I.

11.1113AN
11191.1ESIDnItaNg
!MON THE
OPROIMI. ORMAN@

CAIIPMe SC.

"'ATM

143.

INSTALL NEW
CATCH BASIN 4
(SEE NOTE 1S)

SO 0./

MAURIIWAVOirtEPOr 14ATAOKUTTIREPRIZAVRITIle"

Reivirbrs

I

0,1/1521117

1.1
PHILLIPS

N.'841!

1=8771A.1:56 ITAMITLI51

CA

C 116.568

•

\\ \CPI

CATCH
BASIN 3

AlICADIS U.S., INC.

ARCADIS I

CATCH BASIN 2

PROTECT CATCH
BASIN WITH
GRAVEL BAG
BARRIER

AerS2

TEMPORARY STABILIZED
CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
(REFER TO GENERAL NOTES
AND SPECIFICATIONS)

SIDEWALK TO BE CLOSED
DURING EXCAVATION

c);4,
CP14

CARSTEN BECKER

'

'

UNDERGROUND
GASOLINE UNE, USE
EXTREME CAUTION

INST'WL UNDERGROUND SOWER
INE AND STORMWATER LINE TO
SERVICE SUBMERSIBLE PUMP
INSTALLED IN CATCH BASIN 4
(SEE NOTE 181
CANOPY & PUMPS

TALL TEMPO6ARY PLUG
IN CATCH BASIN OUTLET —

STATION
BUILDING
CURB —

STATION
BUILDING

METAL
FENCE

VENTILATION
BOX

UST

GLIDDEN PAINT CENTER

MW-20)

10111Mb

04%81198a4.a.
sirmenhni

B,

CU-33X

SC-1'1 )1(4

AA.101C

BASE MAP PREMISED BY MUIR CONSULTING, INC, COORDINATES ARE IN NAM CAUFORNIA, ZONE III

A GRADINGNAUUNG PERMIT BASTES OBTAINED FROM THE PUBUC WORKS DEPARTMENT PRIOR TO
THE START OF CONSTRUCTION.

4.

UTLITES WITHIN THE PRESET EXCAVATION AREA SNAIL BE RESTORED TO PREEXISTING
CONDITIONS PRIOR TO EXCAVATION PHASE 2.
USE INDUSTRIAL ROAD ENTRANCE DURING THIS EXCAVATION PHASE
EXCAVATION AREA AND VOLUMES PROVIDED ON SHEET 12 -TABLE Z EARTHWORKS TABLE.

15.

16.
17.

FOR

STORMWATER SHALL NOT BE 51105E0 TO RUN OFFSITE CURING EXCAVATED PHASE),
STORMWATER SHALL BE CONTAINED MTN IN CATCH BASIN 2
22.

X
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V
2013641.80
201363223
2013620.38
201363027

FORMER FIR SERVICE STATION 11201 • WM HOLLY VIREO% SAN

LOC ID
CP11
CP12
CP13
CP14

SURFACE
ELEVATION

CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE, IF REQUIRED, AND LOCATE PRESSURE LINES PRIOR TO STARTING
ANY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVMES. EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION TO PROTECT THESE UREA DURING
CONSTRUCTION.
21.

CONTROL POINT COORDINATES

CONSTRUCTION GATES SHALL OPEN INWARD INTO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT BLOCK ANY
PORTION OPINE SIDEWALK OR SPANS INTO THE PUBUC STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY.
20.

19, TRENCH ASSOCIATED WITH STORM DRAIN 4 SHALL BE BACKRLLED WITH 563 - CRUSHED ROCK, AND
COMPACTED TO 9516 PER AVM 01557. A SURFACE lAYER OF COLD PATCH ASPHALT SHAU_ BE
APPLIED TO THE TRENCH TO MATCH EXISTING ELEVATIONS.

1S, DURING PHASE 1 CONSTRUCTION A NEW CATCH BASIN (CATCH BASIN 4) SHALL BE INSTALL ED ALONG
THE CENTRAL STORM DRAIN UNE TO DIVERT STORM WATER WHILE CATCH BASIN 215 REMOVED.
STORM WATER THAT ENTERS CATCH BASIN 4 SHALL BE PUNTED UNDERGROUND TO TEE
CONSTRUCTION SITE MERE SWILL BE DIVERTED TO CATCH BASIN 3 USING METHODS SELECTED
BY THE CONTRACTOR (SEE SHEET 13 DETAIL 1).

RESTORE SURFACES AS SHOWN ON SHEET 12, REFER TO GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIFICATIONS
PAVING/ASPHALT REQUIREMENTS.
14.

19 AFTER INSTALLATION OF THE SEPARATION GEOTEXTLE, THE EXCAVATION SHAU. BE BACKFILLED
REFER TO GENERAL NOTES ANC) SPECIFICATIONS FOR BACKFIU. REOUIREMENTS.

12, A CLASS) SEPARATION GEOTEXTILE PER AASHTO 0E51311AT:7N AI 285 WILL BE INSTALLED AT THE
BASE OF THE aCAVADON. GEOTEXTILE SPECIFICATIONS SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH TABLE 1
ON SHEET 12

11. EXCAVATIONS SHALL BE DEWATERED AS NEEDED, UTILIZING SUMP PUMPS. THE BOTTOM OF THE
EXCAVATION SHALL BE GRADED TO PROVIDE POSMVE DRAINAGE TOWARD THE BUMPS. PRIOR TO
CONSTRUCTION THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUBMIT A DEMMTERING PLAN TOTHE ENGINEER THAT
DESCRIBES THE DEWATERING APPROACH. ALL VVATER SHALL. BE COLLECTED. TRANSPORTED AND
DISPOSED OF BY THE CONTRACTOR.

15 CONTROL POINTS MARK THE EDGE OF THE EXCAVATION.

S. CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT STOCKPILE MATERIAL AND EQUIPMENT WITIIIN 10 FEET OF AN
EXCAVATION.

S. ONCE EXCAVATION PERIMETER HAS BEEN STABILIZED (LE. SHORING ISIS PLACE AND FUNCTIONAL),
EXCAVATE SITE SOLS TO F7 IIDS.

7 EXCAVATION SHALL BE CONDUCTED USING ATRENCH BOX SYSTEM AS DESCRIBED ON SHEET 12,

6 THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE STASILIITY OF ADJACENT UNDERGROUND
STORAGE TANKS AND STRUCTURES DRAINS CONSTRUCTOR.

B. CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE STABILITY AND SAFETY OF EXCAVATIONS. THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL USE PROPER TRENCHING, BENCHING, AND SLOPING TECHNIQUES. EXCAVATION
ACTIVITIES SHALL BE COMPLETED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ALL APPUCABLE OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY
AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION (OSHA), STATE, AND FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS.

EXCAVATIONS SHALL MAJNTAIN A MINIMUM OFFSET OF 2 FT FROM THE CANOPY 8 PUMPS AREA.

3.

2_ THE EXISTING GROUND WATER SURFACE VARIES FROM APPROXIMATELY 470 5 FEET BELOW
GROUND SURFACE (FT BEM.

I.
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MATIRMN DISTURBED SOILS BELOW ADJACENT IMPERVIOUS SURFACES TO CONTAIN
STORMWATER ENDUE.
IA ON MORINO WELLS MW-1Z 1551L13, 1,1714-14, 15W-18, AND A IR SPARSE WELL SP-1 SHALL
BE DEMOLISHED DURING EXCAVATION.

DURING PHASE 1 CONSTRUCTION. A NEW CATCH BASIN (CATCH BASIN 4) SHALL BE
INSTALLED TO DIVERT STORM WATER RIMILECATCH BASIN 215 REMOVED, STORM
WATER 'MAT ENTERS CATCH BASIN 4 SHALL BE PUMPED TO CATCH BASIN 3 BY
METHODS SPECIFED BY THE CONTRACTOR. FORCE MAINS MAY NOT BE CONNECTED TO
CRY STORM OR SEVIER SYSTEM&
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11. CONSTRUCTION DARES SHALL OPEN INWARD INTO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT
SLOOP( ANY PORTION OF THE SIDEWALX OR SHINS INTO THE PUBLIC STREET
RIGIff-OF-WAY,

101 COLD PATCH SHALL BE USED TO REPAIR CONCRETE SURFACE TO EMSTING GRACE.
UPON COMPLETION OF ALL EXCAVATION PHASES. THE ASPHALT SNAIL BE REPLACED
WITH CONCRETE AS SHowN ON SHEET 13.

A

8 DUE TO SITE SURFACE DRAINAGE GRADING TOWARD CATCH BASIN Z PERIMETER ROLL
EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROLS ARE NOT NECESSARY, AS NO EITORMWATER IMLL
FLOWOFFSITE. WHILE CATCH BASIN 21$ REAMED, STORM WATER VALL FLOW INTO
THE EXCAVATION METE SWILL BE PUMPED, CONTNNED, AND DISPOSED OF BY THE
CONTRACTOR

7.

GRAVEL-FILLED BAGS TO BE INSTALLED AROUND PERIMETER OF CATCH BASIN 2 PER
CALTRANS CONSTRUCTION SITE BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES GARAI , DETAIL 8041
IMPLEMENT C.ALIRANS CONSTRUCTION SITE BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES MANUAL
DETAIL SC-711S REQUIRED DURING ALL SITE =DIMES,

4.

5.

S. SURFACE WIRER FLOW PRITERNS ARE AS SHOWN ON THIS DRAWING

HOMER SP MINCE STAMMlAS • BOO HOLLY STREET, SAN CAM. OS. CAUFORIN1

TEMPORARY STABIUZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
(REFER TO GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIF ICATIONS)

RECONNECT ECTR AL LINE

)

ARCADIS

ERVICE SUBMERSIBLE PUMP
INSTALLED IN CATCH BASIN 4
(SEE NOTE 10)

LINE AND STORMWATER LINE TO

NEW UNDERGROUND P

INLET PROTECTION (REFER
TO DETAIL 5, SHEET 13)

'4 40

NOTES,
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17, STORM DRAIN PIPE LEADING TO CATCH BASIN 3 SHALL BE CAPPED AT THE EXCAVATION BOUNDARY,
WITHIN PRIVATE PROPERTY. DURING RESTORATION, STORM DRAIN WILL BE RECONNECTED ON-SITE

CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE IF REQUIRED AND LOCATE ANY PRESSURED LINES PRIOR TO STARTING
ANY CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES AND SHALL EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION TO PROTECT THOSE LINES
DURING CONSTRUCTION.
15.

LrnorY ROUTE AND
CONSTRUCTION GATES SHALL OFEN INWARD INTO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT BLOCK ANY
PORTION OF THE SIDEIMALX OR SWING INTO THE PUBLIC STREET RIGHT4IFINAY.

UPON RESTORATION, CONTRACTOR SHALL HIRE AN ELECTRICIAN TO DETERMINE
BIZET° RESTORE POWER TO AFFECTED UGHT POLE AND ELECTRICAL BOX.

DURING PHASE 1 CONSTRUCTON, A NEW CATCH BASIN (CATCH BASIN 4) SHALL BE INSTALLED TO
DIVERT STORM WATER VVHILE CATCH BASIN 215 REMOVED. STORM WATER THAT ENTERS CATCH BASIN
4 SHALL BE PANNED UNDERGROUND TO THE CONSTRUCTION SITE, WHERE IT VVILL BE DIVERTED TO
CATCH BASINS BY METHODS SPECIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR

CONTRACTOR SHALL USE HALF OF DRIVEWAY AT HOLLY STREET ENTRANCE, AS SHOWN ON THE
FIGURE ENTRANCE SHALL MINIMALLY INTERFERE WITH TRAFFIC TO THE FUELING STATION. REFUELING
TRAFFIC SHALL MAINTAJN ACCESS TO OTHER HALF OF DRIVEWAY MIRING CONSTRUCTION.

STORM DRAIN PIPE LF-ADING TO CATCH BASIN 3 NALL BE CAPPED AT THE EXCAVATION BOUNDARY,
WIT4144 PRIVATE PROPERTY.

CONTRACTOR ID RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING VENTILATION TO USTS THROUGHOUT
CONSTRUCTION.

la

14.

13.

12.

11.

10.

9 THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE STANUTY OF ADJACENT UNDERGROUND
STORAGE TANKS AND STRUCTURES DURING CONSTRUCTION.

B. MONITORING WELLS MIN-12, MIN43, AND MW-14. MW-IA AND AIR SPARSE WELL UP-I SHALL BE
DEMOUSHED DURING EXCAVATION.

P. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSIBILTTY TO LOCATE UTILITIES VVITHIN THE EXCAVATION AREA AND
ADJACENT AREAS PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION. LOCATE EXISTING UTILITIES IN AND AROUND
THE SITE AND PERFORM LOCKOUT TAG-OUT OF ELECTRICAL AND PHONE UNES, AS WELL AS CAPPING
AND ABANDONMENT OF UTSITES TO ALLOW REMOVAL OF UTUTIES WITHIN EXCAVATION AREA. CAP
trnury PIPES THAT CONVEY FLU/DS OUTSIDE OF THE EXCAVAT OR FOOTPRINT.

S. ADOMONAL UTILMES MAY EXIST.

S. THE LOCATIONS OF THE UTILITIES SHOWN ON THIS DRAWNO ARE APPROXIMATE. THE ENGINEER
ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILTTY FOR THEIR ACCURACY OR ACTUAL LOCATIONS.

3.

2.

NOTES:

TEMPORARY STABILIZED CONSTRUCTION ENTRANCE
(REFER TO GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIFICATIONS)

ELECTRICAL LINE
TO BE REPLACED

CATCH BASIN 2
TO BE REMOVED

SIGN TO BE
REMOVED DURING
CONSTRUCTION

ELECTRICAL BOX TO
BE REMOVED AND
REPLACED IN KIND

TEMPORARILY CAP STORM
DRAIN LINE AT EXCAVATION
BOUNDARY

FROM CATCH BASIN 2

INSTALL TEMPORARY PLUG
IN CATCH BASIN S INLET

CB-330

POWER UNE
UND
NEVVERGROUND
AND STORMWATER LINE TO SERVICE c; "0 ( we,'
&SUBMERSIBLE PUMP INSTALLED IN
LATCH BASIN 4 (SEE NOTE 13)

CATCH
BASIN

LIGHT POLE TO BE
TEMPORARILY
REMOVED AND
REPLACED

SIDEWALK TO BE
CLOSED DURING
EXCAVATION

ORM DRAIN LINE TO BE

CARSTEN SECURER

CANOPY & PUMPS

BA
SIN
' 4 (SEE NOTE 13)

AREA SHALL SE 1,
...It
/TEMPORARILY
/ REPAIRED USING
/ COW PATCH
ASPHALT .,

VENT UNES TO BE
TEMPORARILY REMOVED
AND RESTORED IN KIND

DEMOLISH SANITARY
SEWER LATERAL- NOT
TO BE RESTORED

ELECTRICAL UNE TOES
REMOVED AND RESTORED
(SEE NOTE 14)
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AB/40 .

CATCH 0'
BASIN 3

SIGN TO BE
REMOVED DURING
CONSTRUCTION

SIDEWALK TO BE
CLOSED DURING
EXCAVATION

4

sC•1"

EXCAvATIONS SHALL MNNTAIN A MINIMUM OFFSET OF 2 FT FROM UST.% THE GLIDDEN PAINT CENTER, AND THE
CANOPY& PUMPS AREA.
A GRADINGMMILING PERMIT MUST BE OBTAINED FROM THE PUSIJC WORKS DEPARTMENT PRIOR TO THE START
OF CONsTRUCTION.
PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF CLAM GRAVITY WALL. EXCAVATE UPPER 2 FEET OF SOILS WITHIN PHASE 2
EXCAVATION AREA. EXCAVATED SOILS W LL BE LOADED ON TRUCKS FOR IMMEDIATE DISPOSAL STOCKPILING OF
EXCAVATED SOIL IS NOT PERETTTED
FOLLOWING EXCAVATION TO 2 FEET BGS, CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL CLEM GRANly VITALIST° EXTENTS
SHOVE ON THIS DRAIMNG AND AS SHOWN ON DRAWING 12.
CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE STABILITY AND SAFETY OF EXCAVATIONS. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL USE
PROPER TRENCHING, BENCHING, AND SLOPING "TECHNIQUES. EXCAVATION ACTIVITIES SHALL BE COMPLETED IS
ACCORDANCE HATE ALL APPLICABLE OCCURATIONAL /SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION (OSHA), STATE, AND
FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS.

3.

4.

S

6.

7.

CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT STOCKPILE MATERIAL AND ECUIPMENT WITHIN 10 FEET OF AN EXCAVATION.

EXCAVATIONS SHALL BE DEWATERED AS NEEDED, unuallo SUMP PUMPS. THE ROTTEN oFTHE EXCAVATION
SHALL BE GRADED TO PROVIDE POSMVE DRAINAGE TCWARD THE SUMPS. PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL sumo A DE/WATERING PLAN TO THE ENGINEER THAT DESCRIBES THE DEWATERING
APPROACH. ALL WATER SHALL BE COLLECTED, TRANSPORTED AND DISPOSED OF BYTE CONTRACTOR.

CONTROL POINTS MARK RE EDGE OF THE EXCAVATION. CLSM WAU_S EXTEND IN FROM CONTROL POINTS.
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'

CLSM TOP
ELEVATION

STORMwATER SHALL NOT BE ALLOWED TO RUN opFSITE. DURING DIC.AVATION PHASE Z sToRNWATER SHALL
RUN INTO TIE EXCAVATION WHERE IT WU BE PUMPED TO TEMPORARY STORAGE AND DlsPosED OF OFFS ITE

CONTROL POINT COORDINATES
SURFACE
ELEVATION
LOC ID
x
r
8051669.45
CPI
2013688.99
9.70
' dii2 -----10-51709.77 iiiiiiiiif ' ' 16.0
CP3
6051751.13
201369728
9.54
CPA
6051752.32
• 930
2013e01.20
CPA
"2013601:04
1:66
GPO 6051733.75 _ 2013665.41
0.40
5051728.79
CPT
.2013589.99
- 8.80
GM
6051700.30
2013694.38
9.17
8051696.96
2013867.33
._ CPA
938
cp10
8051888.89
2013667.33
9.96

CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE, IF REQUIRED, AND LOCATE PRESSURE LINES PRIOR TO STAINING ANY
CONSTRUCTION ACT1VMES. EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION TO PROTEcT1HOSE UNES DURING CONSTRUCTION,

21.

22.

211 CoNSTRuCTION GATES SHALL OPEN INWARD INTO TIE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT BLOcK ANY PORTION OF
THE SIDEWALK OR SWING INTO THE PUBLIC STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY.

Mk CONTRACTOR SHALL SPECIFY METHOD OF PUMPING FROM NEW STORM DRAIN OUTLET TO CATCH BASIN 3.

18 EXCAVATION AREA AND VOLUMES PRONOED ON SHEET 12. TABLE 2: EARTHWORKS TABLE.

17. A TEMPORARY CATCHMENT sHALL BE INSTALL To CoLLECT STORMwATER FLOW FROM CEITTRAN. DRAIN UNE.
COLLECTED STOWNWATER SHALL BE CONTAINED EN SITE AND TESTED FOR PH AND TURBIDITY BEFORE BEING
DISPOSED OF BYTIE CONTRACTOR.

la USE HOLLy STREET ENTRANCE DURING THIS EXCAVATION PHASE

la RESTORE SURFACES AS SHOWN ON °FLAWING 12. REFER TO GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR
PAVING/ASPHALT REQUIREmENTS.

14 AFTER INsTALLATION OF THE SEPARATION GECITEXTIUE, THE EXCAVATION SHALL BE BACKFILLED. REFER TO
GENERAL NOTES AND SPECIFICATIONS FOR BACKFILL REQUIREMENT,.

15 A CLAM 3 SEPARATION GEolEXT1LE PER AASHTO DESIGNATION A 2813WLL BE INSTALLED AT THE BASE OF ME
EXCAVATION. GEOTECTILE SPECIFICATIONS SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH TABLE 1 ON SHEET 12.

12.

11.

10.

Et ONCE EXCAVATION PERIMETER HAS BEEN STABILEED (LE SNORING IS IN PEACE AND FUNCTIONAL), EXCAVATE
SITE SOILS TON FT1306.

S. THE CONTRACTOR IS RESPONSIBLE TO MAINTAIN THE STABILITY OF ADJACENT UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS
AND STRUCTURES DURING CONSTRUCTION

BASE MAP PROVIDED BY MUR CONSULTING. INC. COORDINATES ARE Pi NAM. CALIFORNIA, ZONE III.
THE EXISTING GROUNDWATER SURFACE VARIES PROM A PP RCDOMATELY 4 TO 5 FEET BELOW GROUND SURFACE
(FT BST.

2.

NOTES:
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RESTORE ASPHALT
PAVEMENT

RECONNECT ELECTRICAL LINE

REINSTALL CATCH BASIN 2

RESTORE FUEL
PRICING SIGN
(SEE NOTE 7)

RESTORE UTILITY UNES
AND CONNECTIONS

RESTORE PLANTER

AND ELECTRICAL BOX
(SEE NOTE 12)

RESTORE YARD LIGHT

RESTORE STORM DRAIN
CONNECTION TO CATCH
BASIN 3 (SEE NOTE 17)
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\.•-•• CATCH BASIN 3

N.

4101

PREDusTING uTiLMEs SHALL BE REPLACED IN KIND.

SURFACE ELEVATIONS SHALL BE REsToRED

TO PR E1COSYINO

CON ornoNs.

NEW INSTALLED STORM DRAIN PIPES SHALL BE INSTALLED USING C DUCTILE IRON PIPING, TO PREVENT
DAMAGE FROM SURFACE LOADS.

CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE. IF REQUIRED, AND LOCATE PRESSURE UNES PRIOR TO STARTING ANY
CONSTRUCTION ACTWMES. EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION TO PRoTECT THESE LINES DURING
Cox ATRuCTION.
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2013720.85
5051696.59
2013717.07
6051700.53
6051715.85 .... .2013716.85
_ CP19 .._. , J4051720.82 _ 2013721.73 ._
2013732.17
6051709.20
CP19

LOC ID
CP15
CP18
CP17

CONTROL POINT COORDINATES

17. STORM DRAIN WILL BE RECONNECTED TO EXISTING SYSTEM NEAR CATCH BASIN 3 USING A ROMAC 501
COD PLER, oR ENGINEER APPROVED ALTERNATE.

TB

15 SEE SHEET 13. STORM DRAIN sEcnoN summARY TABLE FOR PIPE INVERT ELEVATIONS.

14 CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE. IF REQUIRED, AND LOCATE PRESSURIZED LINES PRIOR TO STARTING ANY
CONSTRUCTION AcTivmEs. EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION To PROTECT THOSE UNEs DURING
CONSTRUCTION.

15 CONSTRUCTION GATES SHALL OPEN INWARD INTO THE PROJECT SITE AND SHALL NOT BLOCK ANY
PORTION EA THE SIDEwA LK oR SW. INTO THE POSES STREET RIG HT.OF-WAY.

1Z UPoN RESTORATION OF YARD UGHT AND ELECTRICAL BOX, CONTRACTOR SHALL ENLIST AN ELECTRiciAN
TO DETERMINE AND EXECUTE METHOD OF PROVIDING POWER TO MESE FEATURES. CONTRACTOR SHALL
SUBMIT NEW ELECTRICAL LINE ALIGNMENT TO THE ENGINEER FOR APPROVAL

11. SITE FEATURES DIRTUREED DARNS coNsTRucTioN SHALL BE RESTORED IN KIND OR AS 81.10M ON
THESE DRAWINGS. THIS INCLUDES. BUT MAy NOT BE LIMITEDTO CURBS, PLANTERS. SIGNS. FENCES. VENT
LINES. SURFACES, CATCH BASINS, AND UTILITIES.

10. COLD PATCH ASPHALT SURFACE SHALL BE RESTORED TO MATCH SURROUNDING CONCRETE.

•

•

7. FUEL pRICING SIGN SHALL 13E RESTORED TO PREEYJSTING CONDMONs.

•

AN OVERFLOW DRAIN WITH 06 OF sncxup SHALL BE INSTALLED IN THE PLANTER RETENTION BASIN TO

N.

PREVENT THE PLANTER RETENTION BASIN FROM FLOODING. THE ovERFLOW SHALL FLOW TO THE STORM
DRAIN NETWORK AS SHORN ON THE PLAN,

sToRmwATER FROM THE EAST DOWNSPOUT OPINE STATION BUILDING SHALL BE REDIRECTED usiNG
NEWLY INSTALLED UNDERGROUND PIPING, DIRECTING Row FROM -THE ROOF TO THE PLANTER
RETENTION BASIN. PIPE !WEPT ELEVATIONS ARE DESCRIBED ON SHEET 13 -TABLE 3: STORM DRAIN
SECTION SUMMARY TABLE.

THE LOCATIONS °FINE trriLmEs sHowli oN THIS DRAWING ARE APPROXIMATE. THE ENGINEER
ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY FOR THEIR ACCURACY OR ACTUAL LOCATIONS.

FORMER BY SERV LH 0E.CON 11101 • KO HOLLY STREET, SAN CARLA&

,4

ZONE IS

THE ExiSliNG PLANTER IN THE NORTH CORNER OF THE RIFE SHALL BE EXCAVATED, AND UPON
BAcKFILUNG SHALL BE DEVELOPED INTO A PLANTER RETENSION BASIN AS SHOWN ON SHEETS 12 AND 13.

•

2.

I. BASE MAP PROVIDED BY MUIR CONTESTING. INC. COORDINATES ARE IN NADIA CALIFORNIA.

NOTES:
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GLUM MAYBE TRANSPORTED IN OREN HAUL UNITS PROVIDED THE
MATERIAL IS PLACEI3WrIHRI A/ MINUTES OF THE END OF MAINE A
ROTATING DRUM UNIT CAPABLE OFTWOTO SIX ROTATAJN8 PER
MINUTE SHALL BE USED TO TRANSPORT THE CLOS THAT CANNOT BE
PLACED INTIM 30 MINUTES AFTER THE END OF LEONG.

4.

vows
mssResINTSOK
1110/111171111

nesse

R11•111501JC1101

01514 IAMERLAL PRCPERIT ES SHALL BE TESTED Aril* FOU_DAANG
FR EQUENCiat
STRENGM PRIOR TO MOBIUZATION AND EVERY 250 CV OR
ONCEDAY, WHICHEVER IS MORE FREQUENT.
B. nowAsurn CNCE/DAY.

•

8110WIII

ALL TEST RESULTS SHALL BE SUMMED TO THE ENGINEER WITHIN
24 HOURS OF ISSUANCE RETEST REPORTS.

U.

scALE

CLEM MATERIALS SHALL GE SELECTED AND PROPCROCNED BY THE
CLAM SUPPLIER ON THE Basle OP MELD lOPERENCE ANOOR
LASCRATORYTRIAL MDCTURE8 TO PRODUCE A COIENVE AND
NON-SEGREGATING MIXTURE 'METES:37HE FOLLOWING
PROPERTIES:
STRENGTH: MINIMUM uNCONFRED COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH
(UCINCF100 Psi AT 7 DATE AS DETERMINED BY AMT. 04832.
b . FLOW/LENITY FLOW OF 870 12 INCHES PRIORI° PLACEMENT. AS
DETERMINED BY MTN 08103.

▪

S. CLSM SHALL BE A SELP-LEVEUNG AND SELF-COMPACTING
CEMENTMOLLS MATERIAL CEMENT: TYPE II PORTLAND CEMENT.

ACUACENT CLAM GRAvrTY AWL CELLS SHALL NOT BE INSTAU_ED
WITHIN SEATS OF EACH OTHER.

CL8M SUPPLER SHALL SUNNI OERTFICATION TO ENGINEER FOR
APPROVAL THAT THE GLUM MIXTURE DESIGN WILL ACHIEVE THE
STRENGTH, HYDRAULIC CONDUCTNITY, AND FLOAMBILITY
REQUIREMENTS. AS DESCRIEED IN NOTE H OF THIS SECTION.
CEFMRED BATCH REPORTS FOR CUM SHALL BE DELIVERED To THE
SITE.

2.

3.

INSTALL CLOS GRAVITY WAII AS FOLLONS, EXCAVATE UPPER 2
FEET OF SOILWITHIN EXCAVATION AREA. PERFORM SLOT
TRENCHING ALONG THE PERIMETER OFTHE PHASE 2 ECCAVATION
AND HAMILL sroTs WM1 =M. SLOT TRENCHES WEL EXTEND
FROM 2 FT BELOW GROUND SURFACE TO 8 FT BELONGROUND
SURFACE. !MOTs SHALL BE NO WDIER THAN 4 FEET PARALLEL TO
THE EDGE Of EXCAVATION Ar4DaHALL BE BACKFILLED THE WITH
CLAM THE SAME DAY OF EXCAVATION. ADJACENT SLOTTRENCHES
SHALL NOT BE EXCAVATED NOM 3 DAYS OF EACH OTTER.

0

EXCEVARON 1

NO CLSM GRAVITY WALL CoNsTRucTION WILL ENCROACH INTO THE
CITY STREET RIGHT-OF-WAY.

11.

CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE BELONGROUND DE BFUS, AS NEEDED.
TO FACILITATE TRENCH BOX INSTALLATION AND ACHIEVE THE
REMOVAL WETS S FED RED IN THE DRAWINGS OR AS DIRECTED BY
THE ENGINEER.

5.

cr.

STREIT.

IN FHILLPS
Mini by

mossIHT
Ilwan 1r,

I•pbellwOMEwea

seire
C.ARSTEN BECKER

B. TRENCH BOX SYSTEMS SHALL BE PRCPERLY DECONTANNATED.

CONTRACTOR SMALL NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AT LEAST FIVE DAYS
PRIOR TO BEGINAING EXCAVATION SUPPORT AND PROTECTION
INSTALLATION OPERATIONS AT ANY LOCATION.

TRENCH BOX MATERIALs SHALL BE uNOAMAGED AND SHALL
CONFORM TO PERTINENT AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF STEEL
CONSTRUCTION (MCI AMERICAN NATIONAL STANDARDS INSTTTUTE
(ANSI), ASTM OR OTHER INDUSTRY sTANDARDS.

8. OPERATORS AND FOREMAN SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM OF THREE
YEARS EXPERIENCE INSTALLING EXCAVATION SUPPORT AND
PROTECTON SYSTEMS.

TRENCH BOX MANUFACTURER MUST PROVIDE CONTINUOUS
SUPPORT AND CERTIFIcAnoNs FOR THE UPS OF THE PRODUCT.

4.

U. TRENCH BOX EMMAUS sHALL HAVE A SMOOTH INTERIOR AND
EXTERIOR SKIN.

2 ALL TRENCH BOX COMPoNENTs AND CONFIGURATIONS SHALL BE
DESIGNED AND CE_RTIRED BY THE VENDOR'S PROFESSIONAL
ENGINEER REGISTERED N THE sTATE OF CALIFORNIA.

I. TRENCH BOX SHORING SYSTEM DR ENG IN EERAPPROVED EQUAL TO
BE IMPLEMENTED TO FACILTTATE EXCAVATION OF SOIL IN PHASES
EXCAVATION AREA

TRENCH BOX NOTES:

OPEN EXCAVATION ADJACENT TO CUM GRAVITY MAW. SHALL NOT
OCCUR UNTIL STEPS HAS BEEN COMPLETED FOR THE ENTIRE
PERIMETER OF THE CLEM WALL

10.

IMPORTED CLEAN FILL SHALL BE PLACED IN LIFTS Ot4 THE TOR
SURFACE OFTIE CLSM WALL , AND COMPACTED TO 9175
COMPACTION PER ASTIR D1557. THIS PLACEMENT SHALL NOT OCCUR
LESS THAN 7 DAYS AFTER THE CLSAT POUR AND ONLY UPON
APPROVAL SITE ENGINEER.

TYPICAL CROSS SECTION

sou.e 1 , 2,7

CLEM GRAVITY WALL

r-

1.

CLEM NOTES:

•

OM MBE ABSUMED
TORE 10 DOB

\\\ \

„AMMER TO e

laseeekui r

EXpErm0011101,1011URFAca

covcRETE

WM:SITED ELL

PLASTER RETENTION BASIN NOTES:

MORE WALL ROCK
ELOPE PROMOTION AT
RERE Or INFLOW PPE
ME NOTE IN

X

2288

BOIT OM ou
RETENTION
men EL_

MLLE 1 . • 2,1S

PLANTER RETENTION BASIN - CROSS SECTION

PPE INVERT ELEVAllaNear

OVERFLOW PIPER12110MOW 7.301

001FML00111111

■TTT

0

TOP OP BLO.S

ARCADIS U.S. INC

ARCADIS E-A-

3050

%

D4355

504
074

2012

2022

447

447

0

(yT 3)

Volume

Import CLAM Fill
Volume Area
8/00 31 Dr2/
70
0

526

451

hn02)
70

2306

2070

(572)
236

imPort imoNi.
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800
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3250

Phase 2
Total

236

(1(02)

Area

Solt EXoNstion

Phase 1

Micavellon
Phese

N
N
sec -1
MM

04632
04533
06241
04491
D4751

N
N

Units

TABLE 2: EARTHWORKS TABLE

Sewn Seam Strength (mln)
Tear Strength (min)
Puncture Strength (min)
PermItivity (mln)
Apparent Opening Sze (min)
Unrevidet Stability
(.1101 Retained Strength)

Grab Strength (min)

Test
Method
04632

TABLE 1: SEPARATION GEOTEXTILE REQUIREMENTS
Test

FORMER BP SERVICE STATEN 11201 • NW MILLT SIGNET. MN CARLO& GRUMPIER

3. GRADE SITE TO PREEX1 BING CONDMONS PRCMD INC POSf1TVE DRAINAGE
TOWARD CATCH BASIN 2.

2, ITN ASSUMED THAT THE EXCAVATION MAY EXTEND INTO THE REINFORCED
CONCRETE PAD. IF rr IS DETERMINED THAT THE EXCAVATIoNIMLL ENCROACH
INTO THE REINFoRcED cONCRETE PAD THE CONTRACTOR SHALE SUBMIT A
DESIGN FOR REPLACEMENT TO ARCADE FOR APPROVAL

1. REFER TO GENERAL NOTES AND SPEGFICATIONS FOR PAVING/ASPHALT
SPECIFICATIONS

RESTORATION NOTES:

r
ecALE i• • tV

0

INCHES BUSS

ASPHALT SURFACE RESTORATION DETAIL

AGGREGATE BASE

ISTRUGTURW FILL CLAW 2

HOT MIX ASPHALT S. GIN

11. A CLASS 3 SEPARATION GEOTEXTILE PER AASHTO DESIGNATION IA 251 W1.1 BE INSTALLED AT THE SAGE OF THE EXCAVATION. GEOTEXTILE SPECIFICATIONS SHALL REIN
ACCORDANCE WITH TABLE 1 ON THIS SHEET.

ID. SMALL ROCK sLoPE PROTECTION GRAVEL SHALL BE PER cALIRANS SPECIFICATIONS SECTON 724.02 A 4^ THICK LAVER sHALL BE SPREADIN A Z scluARE AT THE BASE
OF 114E PIPE OUTFALL FROM THE STATION BUILDING

B. OVERFLOW PIPE INLET SHALL BE PROTECTED USING AlMRE MESH CAP, AS DESCRIBED ON SHEET 13, DETAIL 4.

B. OVERFLOw PIPE SHAU_ CONNECTTO THE EXISTING STORM WATER SYSTEM AS SHOWN OR SHEET

7. ALL ELEVATIONS REPORTED IN SAN CABLES CITY DATUM (HAMER

8. PLANTER SHALL BE VEGETATED USING CALTRANS TRANsPuNT SPECIFICATION SO SEED.

5 LOCAL TOPSOIL SHALL BE SELECTED USNO CALTRANs sPEGRCATIONS SECTION 21-202C TOTGOIL

4. PLANTER SHALL BE EXCAVATED TO ELEVATION SHOWN ON CROSS SECTION.

U. CONCRETE AND CONCRETE WORK IS TO COMPLy WITH Ac 301-10. CONCRETE SHALL HAVES MINOAN is DAY COMPRESSIVE STRENGTH cF 4003 Psi AND HAVES
WATER-TO-CEMENT RATIO LESS THAN 0.45.

ER

-r

2. PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF CONCREEE WALL. COMPACT SUBGRADE AS NECESSARY TO PROADE NoN-NIELDING SURFACE FOR WALL CONSTRUCTIoN

INOUVRIAL ROAD
ORS r OB EACH WAS

OIDEWALIC

ST REMIT
GLEIS/ANCE
CERT

.1.1N0
Ism MAL - SHEET 13)

slums REFARAnallommernLE
ISEENARE IR

I. THE NEW PLANTER RETENTION BASIN WILL BE FORMED BY NSTALUNG A CAST -IN -PLACE CONCRETE WALL AS SHOWN ABOVE.

Toe oF SLOPE

DUCTILE WON
FROM STATION
BUILDING

OWEILINMACE
CONCRETE WALL

PROPERTY ME

!IP

2

CATCH BASIN 4 SHALL HAVE A. IIINIMUM 1 FOOT OF FREEBOARD.

THE CONCRETE SURFACE SHAU. BE CUT AS INDICATED ON DRAWINGS TO ALLONITRENCH EXCAVATION AND INSTALLATION OF PIPE AND
UNE.

3.

A TEMPORARY PLUG !MAU- BE INSTALLED IN THE CATCH BASIN 4 OUTFLOW DURING PHASE 2 EXCAVATION UNDL CATCH BASIN 2113 REINSTALLED AND IN SERVICE. A
NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE SHALL BE INSTALLED BENEATH THE CATCH BASIN GRATE TO PREVENT ANY SEDIMENTS FROM ENTERING THE STORM DRAIN SYSTEM.

ANON-WOVEN GEOTECTILE SHALL BE INSTALLED BENEATH THE CATCH BASIN GRATE TO PREVENT ANY SEDIMENTS FROM ENTERING THE STORM DRAIN SYSTEM.

12.

13.

11•8
REPRIISIDITO ONE
1/61.1011.1E
6111081.41. MUNN.

SCALE AS SHOWN

OVERFLOW CONN

ALUMINUM WIRE MESH
(NM MEMO EN)

I

CA

665SS

oNtotet
E PHILLIPS
66.66,

CARSTEN BECKER

l oassAnd

ARCADIS U.S., INC.

AAIRIANG

011,ikbilS I Marteree

BAGS MUST BE REMOVED AFTER ADJACENT OPERATION IS COMPLETED.

2.
3.

ALLOW FOR PROPER MAINTENANCE MD CLEANUP.

0

INLET PROTECTION PER CALTRANS CONSTRUCTION SITE BEST MANAGEMENT
PRACTICES MANUAL, DETAL SC-10.

TYPICAL PROTECTION INLET NOTES:

NOT TO SCALE

INLET PROTECTION (TYPICAL DETAIL)

1.

•21,111M INEITIER.ViOrf
'"""riZERMIZMIA,
""TarG014017111■E ERER
R. IRSSS AREVES

▪ I

THE MESH SHALL BE AFFIXED TO THE PIPE USING METHODS
DETERMINED BY THE CC5ITRACTOR.

2.

tIGETO VERAFf
FIGURE
REPRODJGYNN
ROLLE

CAAERFLOW PIPE SHALL BE PROTECTED USING A 4'34 SQUARE
OF ALUIRNUM MESH, WITH 2. MINIMUM PIPE CLEAN CLEARANCE.

1.

OVERFLOW PIPE NOTES:

NOT TO SCALE

OVERFLOW PIPE PROTECTION DETAIL 0

-1 SQUARE

it UPON COMPLETION OF EXCAVATION PHASE 2, CATCH BASSET SHALL BE REINSTALLED, CONNECTING TO CATCH BASINS 3ARO 4. CATCH BASIN 4 SHALL REMAIN IN PLACE.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SELECT AN APPROPRIATE METHOD AND ROUTE FOR DIVERTING PUMPED STORMWATER FROM THE SUBMERSIBLE PUMP TO CATCH BASIN 4.
LOCATED ON INDUSTRIAL AVENUE. •

II.

10 A TEMPORARY LAYER OF COLD PATCH ASPHALT SHALL BE INSTALLED TO MATCH THE GRADE OF THE EXISTING GROUNDKURFACE. UPON COMPLETION OF EXCAVATIONS
AT THE SITE, THE SURFACE SHALL BE RESTORED TO PRE-EXISTING COMMONS.

9. BOTH THE ELECTRICAL CONDUIT AND NEW, TEMPORARY STORM WATER PIPE SHALL BE BURIED A MINIMUM OFF BELOW GROUND SURFACE USING COMPACTED Sir
CRUSHED ROCK

S. FLOW FROM THE PUMP SHALL BE DIVERTED THROUGH A PIPE (MATERIAL AND SIZE SELECTED BY THE CONTRACTOR), SEPARATE FROM THE ELECTRICAL CONDUff, THAT
SHALL BE INSTALLED WITHIN THE TRENCH AS SHOWN IN THE DETAIL

RAIUNG NOTES:

23.63
16.13

CB3

SCALE 1. T

RAIUNG DETAIL

7.04
678

7.41

0

0.0422

0.0112
0.0312

0.0123

0.0048
00030

WO

Slope

PERFORATED
SEEL PANEL

PIPE DIAMETERS PRESENTED ARE NOMINAL VALUES.

ELEVATIONS MEASURED IN FEET, SAVERS.

DETAILS (CONT.)

FORMER SP MINCE STATION 11201 606 HOW1,11Ett . SAN CARLOS.CAUFORNIA
CONTRACT DRAWINGS
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4

4
4
4
Doodle Iron
Ductile Iron

Ductile Iron

4
4
00555 11011

(In.)

Pipe Demeter
DusIlle iron
Ductile iron

Material T ype
Mate

TEE NOTATION REFERENCES THE T-JOINT IN THE STORM DRAIN PIPE LOCATED BETWEEN CB2 AND CB3.

CB NOTATION REFERENCES CATCH BASIN NUMBER. AS SHOWN ON PIANO.

6.78

6.1

7.43

8.19
7.52

Rnal
7.83
6.79

Invert Elevation
Initial
8.11
5,93

5, NEWLY INSTALLED PIPES SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM SLOPE OF 0.00300 FT PER FT.

4.

3.

2.

1.

81.84
33.11
C54
CB2
Tee

CI31
CB4

49.30

Tee
Planter

58.82

(ft)

NOTES:

CONCRETE

ANCHORS

N 4.iiosoassmo.

ste,nner SETSCREW30188

RAKING ATTACHMENT DETAIL

LPL

TABLES, STORM DRAIN SECTION SUMMARY TABLE
Length

CB2
Tee

NOOK

0166

Et:ION-SPACED

TYPICAL LEVEL 2-LINE HANDRAIL WITH
INFILL INTERA-RAIL DETAIL

PANEL CLIP

SW.

1. ALL COMPONENTS OF THE RAILING SYSTEM SHALL BE MANUFACTURED BY HOLLAENDER
ARCHITECTURAL RAIUNG SYSTEMS. ANY ALTERNATIVE SHALL BE VERIFIED WITH THE ENGINEER.

Starting Location Ending Location
Roof Downspout phrear

a-er

Storm Drain F9pe Identification

1. CATCH BASIN SHALL BE A JENSEN PRECAST DROP INLET
24"..241c24° AS SHOWN IN THE DETAIL OR SIMILAR
APPROVED BY ENGINEER.

•■•

CATCH BASIN NOTES:

SCALE 1, 7 O.

CATCH BASIN DETAIL

rEtTligg4 INLET

LLJ

"TOP VIEW-BOX WITH
FRAME AND GRATE
REMOVED

7. POWER FOR THE PUMP SHALL BE RUN UNDERGROUNDTHROUGH A CONDUfT (TYPE SELECTED BY THE CONTRACTOR) THAT SHALL BE INSTALLED WITHIN THE TRENCH
AS SHOWN IN THE DETAIL

comourr FOR ELECTRICAL

T

d==1:3
EXTENSION WITH LOOSE
FRAME AND GRATE
SHOWN

HH

13. A SUESIERSIBIE PUMP (SELECTED BY THE CONTRACTOR) SHALL BE PLACED IN CATCH BASIN 4 AND USED DURING EXCAVATION PHASE 2. AFTER CATCH BASIN 2 HAS
BEEN REMOVED.

5. SEE DETAIL 2 ON THIS SHEET FOR CATCH BASIN SPECIFICATIONS.

4, THE NEW CATCH BASH SHALL BE FITTED AND CONNECTED TOTHE EXISTING STORM DRAIN LINE.

CATCH BASIN 4 SHALL BE CONSTRUCTED DURING ITIE PHASE I EXCAVATION. REFER TO DRAWING FOR ADDMONAL INFORMATION.

0

2.

ROUGE 1 - =

CATCH BASIN 4-CROSS SECTION

,•-• TITENCH TOP
/ 2 FEET BM

[,...............„..- IITIASE 2 FENCE LINE

1.

CATCH BASIN AND TRENCH INSTALLATION NOTES:

SUONERSELE PUMP
NEE NOTE -

CATCH BASIN
(SEE NOTE 4 AND
CETPLL 2)

NFLOW FROM CATCH BANN 1

SURFACE EL. LIES

NONWOVEN GEOTEICHLE

IINERT EL tlAl•

FRAIN AND ORATE
ASSEMBLY

MGM. MEMO

IME ERR
EFIEsr
. GNI

SCALE AS 43143WN

ROMOOMMOR
seFis

TOMERIFI

AA

SECTION

CRON DARNER

N. TO =ME

TEMPORARY LINEAR SEDIMENT SANDBAG BARRIER DETAIL

SECTION

T

PLAN

BARRIER

CONSTRUCT THE LENGTH CF EACH REACH SO THAT THE CHANGE IN BASE ELEVATION ALONG THE MACH DOES NOT
EXCEED 1/2 THE HEIGHT OF THE UNEAR BARRIER IN ND CASE SHALLIHE REACH LENGTFI EXCEED 500 FT.

2.

7. SANDBAG ROHS AND LAYERS SHALL BE STAGGEREDTO ELIMINATE GAPS.

ARCADE U$, INC.

PARCADISIES7-

H. CROSS BARRIERS SHALLBEAMBIOFIj2ANOAMAGOF2GThE HEIGHT OF THE LINEAR BARRIER.

S. THE END OF THE BARRIER SHALL BE TURNED UP SLOPE.

4. SANDBAG BARRIER SHALL BE A MINIMUM OF 3 BAGS HIGH.

3, PLACE THE SANDBAGS TIGHTLY.

THIS DETAIL IS INCLUDED AS A CONDNGENCY MEASURE. SANDBAG BARRIERS SHALL BE UTILIZED ONLY IF STORMWATER
IS OBSERVED FLOMANG OFFSITE.

0

END DETAIL

MCC ROTE II

RARCEDG

1.

TEMPORARY LINEAR SEDIMENT SANDBAG BARRIER NOTES:

T

ORORR BARRIER

'9WINVIES1112avaiffirrurganswarmr

Ma I DO

IT

TOE OF ELOPE

MA% REACH 500 FT OWE MOW I) -.I

DETAILS (CONT.)
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Total

5/2/2017

1. Area Calculations taken from AutoCad Design Drawings.
2. Soil Dump Truck Calculations based on 12 cubic yard capacity.
3. Concrete Truck Calculations based on 10 cubic yard capacity.

Notes:

Total CLSM Import: 447 dA3
Concrete Trucks Loads3 45

Total Soil Export: 974 yd^3
Total Soil Import: 526 ydA3
Soil: 1500 ydA3
Soil Dump Truck Loads2 126

2012

6

2012

904

8

3050

Phase 2

j

0

0

70

8

236

Phase 1

974

dA3

(vd A 3) fft"21 (ft

(ft)

ftA2)

70

A3

Fill Soil Volume

447

456
_
---.-------526
447

0

Volume

NIZTIM Area l Depth

Depth

Soil Excavation

Area l

Excavation
Phase

BP San Carlos
906 Holly Street,
San Carlos, California
Excavation Volume Calculations

1 of 1

.:71—
PAR-CADS I miLei

,

- WORK AREA

1

LEGEND

- TYPE-III BARRICADE W/ SIGN

•

- FLAGGER

- EXISTING SIGN

lo

4

I

)

ni - FLASHING ARROW SIGN (FAS)

-

SIGN

- C1-1ANNELIZATION DEVICE

- ADA SAIRRICADE WI SIGN

y - HIGH LEVEL WARNING DEVICE 1 . TypEA BAwcADE im SIGN

EI

URBAN (LOW SPEED)-25MPH OR LESS
URBAN (LOW SPEED)-MORE THAN 25MPH TO 40MPH
URBAN (HIGH SPEED)-MORE THAN 405APH
RURAL
EXPRESSWAY/FREEWAY

ROAD TYPE

(GA MUTCD 2014 EDITION TABLE 8C-1, SEE TABLE FOR ADDITIONAL DETAILS)

906

B
100
250
350
500
1500

-

::

4,.
..?
.

...n.":"*-7.■
''''''Z''''
-..i.■

HOLLY STREET, SAN CARLOS

1000

A
100
250
350
500

'

500
2640

100
250

C

DISTANCE BETWEEN SIGNS

RECOMMENDED ADVANCE WARNING SIGN SPACING TABLE

1 IRIS PLAN SUPPLEMENTED WITH 2914 CA MUTCD.
,, THE LOCATON OF THE SIGNS SHOWN ON THE PLAN ARE GUIDELINES AND ACTUAL LOCATION WILL DEPEND UPON ALIGNMENT. GRADE. LOCATION OF THE STREET
. INTERSECTIONS. AND 85TH PERCENTLE
3 NOTIFY LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT, FIRE. AND AMBULANCE COMPANIES WITHIN 72 HOURS BEFORE CONSTRUCTION BEGINS. KEEP OPEN ACCESS FOR EMERGENCY
VEHICLES AT ALL TIMES
MONITORING AND MAINTF_NANCE OF THE TRAFFIC CONTROL ZONE WILL BE IMPLEMENTED FOR THE PURPOSE OF MAINTAINING EMERGENCY ACCESS,
4 CONTINUAL
ACCOMMODATION FOR PEDESTRIANS. BICYCLE TRAFFIC AND THE DISABLED.
5 PROPER TRAINING OF TRAFRO CONTROLLERS, PROPER DEVICES II PROPER USE OF THE DEVICES, REQUIRED AT ALL TIMES.
A ALL SIGMA IMPLEMENTED VALI ONLY BE VIEWABLE WHEN IN USE. OTHERWISE ALL WARMING DEVICES ARE TO BE TAKEN DOWN OR COVEAED.
7 NOTING ALLOWED IN BUFFERITRANSTION AREA AT ANY TIME
8 ALL CONFLICTING MARKINGS ARE TO BE REMOVED FOR PROJEcTS THAT LAST A TERM OFT DAYS OR LONGER
9 SIGNS AND CHANNELTANG DEVICES MUST BE REND REFLECTVE OR ILLUMINATE DURING THE NIGHT. MINIMUM VISIBILITY 100C2 (FEET.
.„„ ONLY ONE SIDEWALX WILL BE CLOSED AT A TIME. PEDESTRIAN AND DISABLED ACCESS TORE MAIITAINED PER 2014 CA MUTCD STANDARD (SACRAMENTO COUNTY USE
STANDARD CONSTRUCTION SPEC 5-12.02) PROVIDED BY CONTRACTOR.
11 CONTACT UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT (USA) 48 HOURS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION FOR POTENTIAL WITTY CONFLICTS.

GENERAL NOTES

INCORPORATED

Ae&N
RAFFICT
c
ull TMANAGEMEN

.

FORMULA

BUFFER
SPACE

rI

35'
50'
68'
89'
150'
167'
183'
200'
217'
233'

NUMBER:

DATE: 7/6/17

COVER SHEET

PERMIT NUMBER:

JO

CONTACT:

512E: D

A2
9
L5
I RA
..63D9W_A87507

WORK AREA TRAFFIC CONTROL:

L_Az

it_

IL

I

IL

41_

12' OFFSET
63'
90'
123'
160'
270'
300'
330'
360'
390'
840' 420'

125'
180'
245'
320'
540'
600'
660'
720'
780'

42'

280'

60'
82'
107'
180'
200'
220'
240'
260'

50'

25'
30'
35'
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PLANNING DIVISION
600 ELM STREET
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STAFF REPORT
Date: August 30, 2017
Meeting Date: September 5, 2017

TO:

Planning Commission

FROM:

Planning Division

PREPARED BY: Lisa Costa Sanders, Principal Planner
(650) 802-4207, lcostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org
REVIEWED BY: Lisa Porras, Principal Planner
SUBJECT:

941 Bransten Street (APN: 046-133-019) – Consideration of Grading and
Dirt Haul Certificate to Implement the Interim Measures Work Plan.

SUMMARY
The project involves the cut and fill of approximately 1,620 cubic yards of soil and fill material to
implement the Interim Measures Works Plan Addendum approved by the California Department
of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC).
BACKGROUND
The project site is approximately one acre in area, located along Bransten Road between
Industrial Road and Old County Road. The site is currently occupied by A-1 Materials, which
operates a concrete batch plant. The project involves removal of soil contaminated with
chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) from the adjacent G-C Lubricants site at 971
Bransten Road. G-C Lubricants previously re-refine or recycled oil at the site. Since 1981, it has
used the property to conduct lubricant blending operations and store materials. DTSC approved
an interim measures work plan addendum to remove the contaminated soil and back fill with
clean soil and engineered fill. The applicant would like to complete the work this year. The A-1
Materials business remain open during the grading operations.
The subject site is zoned IH, Heavy Industrial, and has a corresponding General Plan land use
designation of Planned Industrial.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
Grading and Dirt Haul
The proposed grading plan includes excavation from six to twelve feet deep over 2,020 square
feet of the northwest corner of the property to remove contaminated soil. Clean imported
engineered fill material and soil will be used to backfill the excavation. Total soil export is
estimated at 850 cubic yards with 93 truck trips. Total import is estimated at 770 yards of clean
fill with 85 truck trips. Site restoration includes 37 cubic yards of aggregate base and 37 yards of
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concrete on the backfilled area to replace the imperious surface and to reestablish the original
elevation. It is estimated that 10 truck trips will be needed to transport the aggregate base to the
site. The on-site A-1 Materials concrete bath plant will supply the 37 yards of concrete, requiring
no truck trips.
Trucks will access the site from US Highway 101 to Holly Street to Industrial Road to Bransten
Avenue to the project site. Trucks leaving the site will travel the same route in reverse.
Alternatively, trucks may use the sound bound off-ramp and on-ramp at Brittan Avenue.
Bransten Road at Industrial Road is a four-way stoplight controlled intersection.
Zoning and General Plan
The subject site is zoned IH, Heavy Industrial. This district is intended to accommodate the
broadest range of industrial uses. It includes industrial building and complexes, flex spaces,
warehouses, manufacturing and assembly and other uses that require large, warehouse-style
buildings with flexible floorplans. The current use of the site as a construction and materials yard
is considered a permitted use. The business will remain open during grading operations and
once work is completed, the site will be returned to its current condition.
The General Plan land use designation of the subject site is Planned Industrial. This land use
classification includes properties used for production and manufacturing and includes uses such
as warehouses, services and supplies, self-storage facilities, automobile repair garages,
research and development uses.
FINDINGS FOR APPROVAL
Grading and Dirt Haul
Planning Commission approval is required under San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 12.08
when grading exceeds 1,000 cubic yards. Approximately 850 cubic yards of earth will be
removed from the site and 770 cubic yards of fill material imported to the site. The site is fairly
level and will be restored to the current condition when the work is completed.
Per SCMC Sec. 12.08.080(B), approval of the request for a grading permit requires the
following required finding:
1.

The proposed grading will not adversely affect the drainage or lateral support of other
properties in the area, is consistent with the San Carlos General Plan and Municipal Code,
and will not be detrimental to the public health, safety or general welfare.

Basis for finding: The project applicant has submitted a Geotechnical Report with the grading
plan. Recommendations of the Geotechnical Report will be incorporated into the design and
construction documents. The grading of the site will not adversely affect the drainage or lateral
support of other properties in the area, provided the recommendations within the geotechnical
report are adhered to, and will not be detrimental to the public health, safety or general welfare.
Conditions have been added to the Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate to ensure that the dirt
removal is done safely and in a controlled manner. The ongoing industrial use of the site is
consistent with the General Plan and Municipal Code.
Per Section 15.36.020 of the San Carlos Municipal Code, a dirt haul permit must be issued
when dirt is hauled to or from any location within the City and/or over any public street. Based
on the import and export of 1,620 cubic yards, approximately 178 truckloads are anticipated.
The haul route is as follows:
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Trucks will access the site from US Highway 101 to southbound Industrial Road to
westbound Bransten Road to the site. Trucks leaving the site will use the same route in
the revise. Alternatively, trucks may access the site from US Highway 101 to Brittan
Avenue to northbound Industrial Road to eastbound Bransten Road to the site as well as
leave the site in the reverse.
PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMUNITY OUTREACH
The applicant mailed project information and notice of public comment period on the Interim
Measures Workplan and Negative Declaration to property owners and occupants within 300’ of
the site on July 26, 2017 (Attachment 3). The notice was also published in the newspaper on
July 26, 2017.
The mailed public notice from the City was sent on August 24, 2017 to property owners and
occupants within a 300-foot radius of the project site, and published in a local newspaper on
August 25, 2017. As of the preparation of this staff report, no public comments have been
received.
ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
DTSC has undertaken an environmental review of the project as required by the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The potential for the project to result in environmental
impacts was assessed in an Initial Study addressing all environmental topics under CEQA per
section 15063 of the CEQA Guidelines. Based on the analyses, the Initial Study concluded that
the project would not result in any significant environmental impacts.
The Negative Declaration was available for a 30-day public comment period from July 26, 2017
through August 25, 2017.

MOTION
I move that the Planning Commission grant approval of the Request for Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate to implement the Interim Measures Workplan at 941 Bransten Road (APN: 046-133019), based on the findings and for the reasons incorporated in the Staff Report, and as
conditioned in the Draft Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate.

Attachments
1. Draft Grading and Dirt Haul Certificate
2. Public Notice/Mailing List/Map
3. Applicant Outreach Letter
4. Project Plans

CITY OF SAN CARLOS

GRADING AND DIRT HAUL APPROVAL CERTIFICATE
This is to certify that the San Carlos Planning Commission at the regular meeting thereof, held
on September 5, 2017 did grant a Grading and Dirt Haul Approval Certificate to Robert VVisgo,
G-C Lubricants Company on behalf of Robert Borolotto, property owner, per the plans dated May
4, 2017 prepared by Golder Associates to permit earthwork totaling 1,620 cubic yards to
implement the Interim Measures Work Plan approved by California Department of Toxic
Substances Control for the site located at 941 Bransten Road (Assessor Parcel Number: 046133-019). The application was approved subject to the following conditions:
1. A Grading/Hauling Permit must be obtained from the Public Works Department prior to the
start of construction. The applicant shall submit the following information to the satisfaction of
the City Engineer prior to the issuance of a grading permit:
a) Provide detailed earthwork quantity calculations that include total cut, fill and import or
export quantities. Include adequate site sections to conform calculations.
b) Submit a title report less than 6 months old.
c) The Grading Plan shall be in conformance with the recommendations of the
Geotechnical Report, and the City design standards and ordinances. In the case of
conflict between the Geotechnical Engineer's recommendations and City ordinances, the
City Engineer shall determine which shall apply. All plans shall be prepared using a
benchmark based on City standards and datum provided on the City website.
d) Submit a traffic control plan. Applicant shall prepare a plan for construction traffic
interface with public traffic on any existing public street. Construction traffic and parking
may be subject to specific requirements by the City Engineer.
e) The applicant shall provide an interim and post-construction erosion/sediment control plan
with provisions for preventing erosion and trapping sediment on-site, to the satisfaction of
the City Engineer.
2. An encroachment permit must be obtained from the Public Works Department prior to the
start of any work within the public right-of-way or a public utilities easements including, but
not limited to, the installation of sewers and other utilities, sidewalk, curb and gutter,
driveway, wall fence, or other construction. An encroachment permit is also required for the
placement of debris boxes, storage containers, or construction materials within the public
right-of-way.
3. Prior to issuance of a permit, the Developer shall pay all applicable fees as required by the
City Engineer. Fees shall be calculated by the Public Works Department and provided to
the Developer.
4. The Developer's civil engineer shall submit a drainage report, hydrologic study, hydraulic
calculations, and drainage improvement plans. Storm water shall, under no circumstances,

ATTACHMENT 1

be introduced into the sanitary sewage system, but shall be confined to surface and
subsurface drainage facilities provided. Applicant must provide pre-improvement runoff and
post-improvement runoff calculations. Post-improvement runoff totals cannot exceed preimprovement runoff totals.
5. All site preparation, grading and site drainage shall be completed to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer.
6. All grading construction shall be completed to the satisfaction of the City Engineer between
May 1 and October 1. Any deviation from this schedule is subject to review and approval by
the City Engineer.
7. Prior to issuance of a grading and building permit, the applicant shall post a performance
bond, to the City Clerk to ensure the faithful performance and completion of grading, shoring
and construction of retaining structures. Before the release of this Bond (or deposit) adequate
provisions shall be made to protect the site from erosion, to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer.
8. The applicant shall pay the grading plan check fee, grading inspection fee and dirt haul fee to
the satisfaction of the City Engineer.
9. If shoring is required, the applicant shall submit a construction excavation, temporary support
and monitoring plan to the City prior to the start of construction. The plan shall include
excavation approach, temporary support systems, if any, the type and frequency of
monitoring, and an action plan if movement occurs. Monitoring can be performed using survey
points and/or slope indicators. The applicant's soils consultant shall observe the excavation
and an Engineering Geologist shall log the excavation face for potential landslide surfaces.
Shoring shall not encroach into the Public Right of Way.
10. If at any time the City determines that construction traffic is unsatisfactory or unsafe, the
contractor shall immediately stop work until traffic control is satisfactory to the City Engineer.
11. The street shall be cleaned by sweeping daily to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.
12. The applicant shall be responsible for ensuring compliance of all contractors and
subcontractors with the conditions of this approval.
13. Prior to issuance of a permit, the Developer shall submit a storm water treatment plan
complying with the site design measures specified in the City "Stormwater Checklist for Small
Projects". The Storm Water Treatment Plan shall be reviewed and approved by the City
Engineer prior to issuance of a building permit.
14. Developer shall comply with the requirements of the National Pollution Elimination Discharge
System (NPDES) permit as administered by the California State Water Resources Control
Board (State Board) and the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board
(Regional Board). Prior to the issuance of any building, demolition, or grading permit,
Developer shall submit an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan as a part of the improvement
plan submittal. The erosion and sediment control plan shall show all construction best
management practices (BMPs) and shall comply with the requirements of the NPDES, the

Municipal Regional Permit Order R2-2009-0074 (MRP), and the City's stormwater and urban
runoff pollution control standards and guidelines (City's Clean Water Program). Developer
shall ensure that all contractors and subcontractors install and regularly maintain all
construction BMPs as required by the approved erosion and sediment control plan.
15. All storm water inlets shall be marked with appropriate stormwater pollution prevention
message such as "no dumping — flows to bay." Developer is responsible to add these
markings upon construction.
16. Damaged curb, gutter, and sidewalk within the public right-of-way shall be repaired or
replaced (to the nearest score mark) in a manner acceptable to the City Engineer or his/her
designee. The extents of said repair or replacement shall be at the discretion of the City
Engineer or his designee.
17. In the event of extreme rains, filter mats shall be placed over storm drains or other methods
preventing sediments from entering the storm drainage system during grading and
construction activities.
18. The applicant shall conspicuously post at the job site, in a water resistant cover, the grading
permit conditions, grading schedule, truck route and phone numbers of the grading contractor.
19. Stockpiles and excavated soil shall be covered with secured tarps or plastic sheeting.
20. Repair and maintenance of major equipment shall be conducted away from the job site.
21. Refueling of vehicle/equipment maintenance shall be done in a location away from storm
drains.
22. All graded surfaces and materials, whether filled, excavated, transported or stockpiled,
shall
be wetted, protected or contained in such a manner as to prevent any nuisance from dust, or
spillage upon adjoining property or streets. Equipment and materials on site should be used
in such a manner as to avoid excessive dust and noise. Roadways on the site shall be
surfaced or wetted sufficiently to prevent excessive dust.
23. A contractor knowledgeable of established erosion and sediment control practices and
regulations shall be present on site at all times during grading operations, to the satisfaction
of the City Engineer.
24. The contractor shall keep the Police, Fire and Public Works Departments notified daily as to
the schedules for proposed lane closures.
25. The City Engineer shall have the power to revoke any grading approval whenever she finds
that the work covered by the certificate has been materially extended or altered without a
permit to do so, or that any retaining walls, cribbing, drainage structures or other protective
devices, or any planting, as shown on the plans and specifications submitted with the
application for a permit, have not been maintained in good order and repair or condition.
26. The City Engineer or her designee is empowered to stop work at any time when in their
judgment the safety of persons or property is threatened or when the work is dangerous to
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the conditions of this Permit are not being maintained.
l Road,
27. The dirt haul route to the site is: US Highway 101 to Holly Street, west to Industria
in
same
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from
route
haul
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The
south to Bransten Road, west to the project site.
Road,
l
Industria
to
west
Avenue
reverse. Trucks may also use US Highway 101 to Brittan
north to Bransten Road, west to the project site and the reverse leaving the site. In no event
shall trucks utilize Holly Street between Industrial Road and Old County Road.
28. Trucks used to haul dirt are limited to the house of 9:00 am and 4:00 pm, Monday through
Friday. No trucks shall line up prior to 9:00 am. Grading hours shall be limited to 8:00 am
until 4:00pm Monday through Friday, or at the discretion of the City Engineer.
29. All truck loads shall be covered and sprinkled to keep dust down as necessary.

Lisa Porras, Principal Planner
City of San Carlos

Effective Date:

CITY HALL
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WEB: http://www.cityofsancarlos.org

PUBLIC NOTICE
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the San Carlos Planning Commission will
hold a public
hearing at San Carlos City Hall, City Council Chambers, 600 Elm Street, San
Carlos, on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00 p.m. for the purpose of hearing and conside
ring all comments of all
persons interested in or concerned with the application submitted by Robert
Wisgo, G-C Lubricants
Company on behalf of Robert Borolotto, property owner, for a Grading and
Dirt Haul Certificate at
941 Bransten Road (APN: 046-133-019).
The proposed project includes the removal soil contaminated with chlorin
ated volatile organic
compounds (CVOCs) in accordance with the workplan approved by the
Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC). Approximately 850 cubic yards of soils will be remove
d and disposed at
a licensed landfill. Backfilling will require import of approximately 770 cubic yards
of clean soil and
asphalt paving.
The Planning Commission will consider a Grading and Dirt Haul Certific
ate for the removal of 850
cubic yards of soil and import of 770 cubic yards of clean soil. The proposed haul
route is either US
101 to Holly Street to southbound Industrial Road to Bransten Road or
US 101 to Brittan Avenue to
northbound Industrial Road to Bransten Road.

A Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been prepared in accordance
with the California
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") for the Interim Measures Workplan for
the G-C Lubricants Site.
The MND was circulated for public review and comment from July 26, 2017
through August 25,
2017.
The
project
planner
is
Lisa
Costa
Sanders:
(650)
802-4207,
e-mail
at
Icostasanders©cityofsancarlos.org . Staff reports will be available for viewing
at www.epackets.net ,
the San Carlos Library, 610 Elm Street, San Carlos, and/or for purchase
at $0.25 per page at the
San Carlos Planning Division beginning Thursday, August 31, 2017. Written
comments may be emailed to Lisa Costa Sanders, or mailed to the San Carlos Planning Division
.
All persons interested in the above are hereby invited to attend this public
meeting and hearing and
be heard. If you challenge this proposal in court, you may be limited to raising
only those issues you
or someone else raised at the public meeting and hearing describ
ed in this notice, or in written
correspondence delivered to the Planning Division at, or prior to, the public meeting
and hearing.

Lisa Porras
Principal Planner
Mailing date:
Publication date:

August 24, 2017
August 25, 2017
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Laurie Cudworth
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject

melinda_vazquez@dailyjournal.com
Monday, August 21, 2017 2:49 PM
Laurie Cudworth
Confirmation of Order 3044518 for 941 Bransten 9-5-17 PC

Dear Customer:
The order listed below has been received and processed. If you have any questions regarding this order, please contact
your ad coordinator or the phone number listed below.
Customer Account Number: 130529
: GPN - GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE
Type of Notice
: 941 Bransten 9-5-17 PC
Ad Description
:3044518
Our Order Number
: EXAMINER - ENQUIRER-BULLETIN
Newspaper
: 08/25/2017
Publication Date(s)
Sales/Hrg Date

: 08/25/2017

Thank you.
MELINDA VAZQUEZ
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
Phone: (800) 788 7840 / (213)229-5300
Fax: (800) 540 4089 / (213)229-5481

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Visit the following link to report this email as
spam:
https://us2.proofpointessentials.com/index01.php?mod_id=11&mod_option=logitem&mail_id=1503352168pAt4zStIVw6c&raddress=lcudworth%40cityofsancarlos.org &report=1
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax (800) 464-2839
Visit us www.LegalAdstore.com

LAURIE CUDWORTH
CITY OF SAN CARLOS/PLANNING DEPT
600 ELM ST
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

SPEN# 3044518
PUBLIC NOTICE

COPY OF NOTICE
Notice Type:

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE

Ad Description

941 Bransten 9-5-17 PC

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us for publication in the
ENQUIRER-BULLETIN. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):

08/25/2017

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the San Carlos
Planning Commission will
hold a public hearing at San
Carlos City Hall, City Council
Chambers, 600 Elm Street,
San Carlos, on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00
p.m. for the purpose of
hearing and considering all
comments of all persons
interested in or concerned
with the application submitted by Robert Wino. G-C
Lubricants Company on
behalf of Robert Borolotto,
property owner, for a
Grading and Dirt Haul
Certificate at 941 Bransten
Road (APN: 046-133-019),
The proposed project
includes the removal soil
contaminated with chlorinated volatile organic
compounds (CVOCs) in
accordance with the
workplan approved by the
Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC).
Approidmately 850 cubic
yards of soils will be
removed and disposed at a
licensed landfill. Backfilling
will require Import of
appriadmetely 770 cubic
yards of clean soil and
asphalt paving.
The Planning Commission
will consider a Grading and
Dirt Haul Certificate for the
removal of 850 cubic yards
of soil and Import of 770
cubic yards of clean soil. The
proposed haul route is either
US 101 to Holly Street to
southbound industrial Road
to Bransten Road or US 101
to Britten Avenue to
northbound industrial Road
to Bransten Road.
A
Mitigated
Negative
Declaration (MND) has been
prepared in accordance with
the CaNfomle Environmental
Quality Act rCEQA") for the
Interim Measures Workplan
for the G-C Lubricants Site.
The MND was circulated for
public review and comment
from July 26, 2017 through
August 26, 2017.
The project planner W Use
Costa Sanders: (650) 8024207. e-mail at Icostasanders@cityofeancarlos.org .
Staff reports will be available
for viewing at
wimv.epacketa.net , the San
Carlos Ubrary, 610 Elm
Street, San Carlos, and/or
for purchase at $0.25 per
page at the San Carlos
Planning Division beginning
Thursday, August 31, 2017.
Written comments may be e-
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mailed to Lisa Costa
Sanders, or mailed to the
San Carlos Planning
Division.
All persons interested In the
above ere hereby Invited to
attend this public meeting
and hearing and be heard. If
you challenge this proposal
in court, you may be limited
to raising only those issues
you or someone else raised
at the public meeting and
hearing desalbed in this
notice, or In mitten correspondence delivered to the
Planning Division at, or prior
to, the public meeting and
hearing.
Lisa Porras
Principal Planner
8/25/17
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046131300
Bel Moon Company
100 Harbor Blvd
Belmont, CA 94002-4063

046131550
Beerman Brian C & Susan L Tr
18640 Sutter Blvd Ste 300
Morgan Hill, CA 95037

046131560
Brant LIc
936 Bransten Rd
San Carlos, CA 94070-4029

046131590
City Of San Carlos
600 Elm St
San Carlos, CA 94070

046131600
Aho Enterprises Inc
747 Industrial Rd
San Carlos, CA 94070

046131630
Lonestar California Inc
1501 Belvedere Rd
West Palm Beach, FL 33406

046133020
Kechichian Jack & Beverly
851 Chrysopolis Dr
Foster City, CA 94404-1817

046133030
Delrio Ignacio
2260 Bay Rd #B
Redwood City, CA 94063

046133040
Poleselli Michael Tr Et Al
281 Fir St
San Carlos, CA 94070

046133050
Poleselli Michael Tr
281 Fir St
San Carlos, CA 94070

046133100
Greenmarc Lic
Po Box 7138
San Carlos, CA 94070

046133170
G C Lubricants
977 Bransten Rd
San Carlos, CA 94070-4021

046133180
G Bortolotto & Company
1113 Tanglewood Way
San Mateo, CA 94403

046133190
G Bortolotto & Company
1113 Tanglewood Way
San Mateo, CA 94403

046133200
G Bortolotto & Company
1113 Tanglewood Way
San Mateo, CA 94403

046133210
870 Industrial Road Lk
3715 Haven Ave #210
Menlo Park, CA 94025

046133220
Margiotta Russell Tr
220 Laning Dr
Woodside, CA 94062

046161030
Black Mountain Holdings Lk
975 Industrial Rd #A
San Carlos, CA 94070-4017

046161040
Suda Properties Ii
3829 Bret Harter Dr
Redwood City, CA 94061

046161060
870 Industrial Road Lic
3715 Haven Ave #210
Menlo Park, CA 94025

046161070
Alemany Plaza LIc
P 0 Box 29
Millbrae, CA 94030

046161100
Batton Associates LIc
1000c Commercial St
San Carlos, CA 94070
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Department of Toxic Substances Control

July 2017

COMMUNITY UPDATE
The mission of DISC is to protect California's people and environment from harmful effects of toxic substances by restoring contaminated resources,
enforcing hazardous waste laws, reducing hazardous waste generation, and encouraging the manufacture of chemically safer products.

Draft Interim Measures Work Plan for
G-C Lubricants Site
Available for Review
The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) invites you to review and
comment on the draft Interim Measures Work Plan for the G-C Lubricants (Site). The
Site is located at 977 Bransten Road, San Carlos California.. The Interim Measure
Work Plan describes cleanup actions to remove soil contaminated with chlorinated
volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) next to and east of the G-C Lubricants building.
Also found on the neighboring property at 941 Bransten Road, the polluted soil is a
source of groundwater contamination. The planned deanup is an Interim Action and
not the final cleanup for the Site.
DTSC is responsible for protecting Californians against threats to public health and
the environment through hazardous waste regulation, contamination cleanup, and
pollution prevention. DTSC is overseeing the investigation and clean up at the Site,
encouraging your participation in the decision making process.

SITE HISTORY AND BACKGROUND
The Site consists of two properties: G-C Lubricants, located at 977 Bransten Road
and its neighboring property, 941 Bransten Road; both in an industrial area. The
approximate 1.3 acre G-C Lubricants Site been used to re-refine or recycle oil since
the 1930s until becoming inactive before 1980. G-C Lubricants purchased the
property, and began using part of the property to operate lubricant blending
operations and store materials in 1981. Approximately an acre in size, the 941
Bransten property is occupied by A-1 Materials which operates a concrete batch
plant. It has been used by a variety of construction-related business since 2000.

SOIL REMOVAL AND TRUCK ROUTE
Approximately 850 cubic yards of soil will be excavated from the Site. Using about 93
truckloads, the soil will be transported off-site for disposal in a licensed landfill.
Backftlling the excavation will require about 770 cubic yards of clean soil and 85
truckloads. Trucks will enter and exit the site from Bransten Road and travel north

(al/EPA

IDEMITIMMININIE

Beginning July 26, 2017
ending August 25, 2017

DTSC is accepting public
comments on a draft Interim
Measures Workplan for the G-C
Lubricants Site. DTSC will hold a
30-day public comment period
beginning July 26, 2017 and ending
on August 25, 2017. All comments
must be postmarked or received by
August 25, 2017. Mail written
comments to:
Tom Lanphar 700 Heinz Avenue
Berkeley, California 94710
Tom.Lanpbar@dtsc.ca.gov 510 5403776
-

DISC has not scheduled a public
meeting for the G-C Lubricants
draft Interim Measures Workplan
at this time. However, upon
receiving requests from the public,
DISC will consider conducting a
public meeting for the draft Interim
Measures Workplan.
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Department of Toxic Substances Control

Alejandro Vivas, DTSC Public Participation Specialist, (510) 540-3911, toll free at (866) 495-5651,
Alejandro.Vivaadtsc.ca.gov
For media requests, contact:
Sandy Nax, DTSC Public Information Officer, (916) 327-6114, Sanebl.Nax@dtsc.ca.gov

Figure: Location of the G-C Lubricants Site on Bransten Road, San Carlos and truck routes to and from US
Highway 101.
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STAFF REPORT
Date: August 30, 2017
Meeting Date: September 5, 2017
TO:

Planning Commission

FROM:

Planning Department

PREPARED BY: Lisa Costa Sanders, Principal Planner
(650) 802-4207, Icostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org
REVIEWED BY: Al Savay, AICP, Community Development Director
SUBJECT:

Consideration of a Mitigated Negative Declaration and an Ordinance
Amending San Carlos Zoning Ordinance Section 18.41.020 Removing
Founder Tree from the Definition of Heritage Trees.

RECOMMENDATION
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission conduct the public hearing, adopt the
Resolution recommending the City Council certify the Mitigated Negative Declaration and adopt
the Resolution recommending the City Council adopt the Ordinance amending the San Carlos
Zoning Ordinance, Title 18 of the San Carlos Municipal Code to amend Section 18.41.02
0
removing "Founders Tree" from the definition of protected trees.
BACKGROUND
Based on available historical resources, Timothy Guy
Phelps arranged for the planting of eucalyptus trees
on both sides of San Carlos Avenue around 18881892. At that time, the free-lined avenue was a narrow
dirt carriage track extending from the railroad station to
Alameda de las Pulgas. The roadway was widened
around 1910 eliminating most of the eucalyptus trees
on the northern side of the street. All of the eucalyptus
trees near downtown were removed in the 1920's
when sidewalks were constructed. The City's 1991
Historical Resource Inventory mentions the planting of
the eucalyptus trees under the Brief History of San
Carlos section, but does not attribute historical status
to the trees.
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The eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue are located within the public right-of-way and on
private properties. All trees are the responsibility of the adjacent property owner to maintain.
Over the years, many eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue have been removed by private
property owners or have failed. Since 2005, 20 eucalyptus trees have either failed or have been
removed. It is estimated that there are 30 trees remaining from the original planting.
On January 11, 2017 a large eucalyptus tree adjacent to the Arundel Elementary School parking
lot fell down, completely blocking San Carlos Avenue traffic.

These trees pose a public safety danger due to their large size, regular limb failure and falling
risk.
The City Council established a Capital Improvement Project (#C1722) for the San Carlos
Avenue Pathway and Eucalyptus Tree Removal Project. The project was initially established to
remove 12 large eucalyptus trees, restore existing asphalt pathway, repair existing asphalt dikes
and construct four accessible ramps along the stretch of pathway between Cordilleras Avenue
and Alameda de las Pulgas. At its January 23, 2017 meeting, the Council appropriated an
additional $300,000 to the CIP project, bringing the fund balance to $500,000 and expanded the
project to include all the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue due to public safety
concerns. The Council authorized staff to proceed with the process to evaluate the trees and
amend the zoning code to remove the protected status of the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos
Avenue.
Staff initiated the zoning ordinance amendment process, pursuant to chapter 18.35, to amend
section 18.41.020 to remove "FoundersTree" from the definition of protected trees for the
Planning Commission's consideration and recommendation to the City Council.

ANALYSIS
A comprehensive update to the San Carlos Zoning Ordinance was completed in 2011 following
adoption of the San Carlos General Plan in 2009. Prior to 2009, San Carlos Municipal Code
defined a heritage tree as any tree that is more than 36" in circumference, measured at 48"
above grade and required a permit for its removal. When the code was updated in 2009,
protected trees were classified by type and size and several tree species were given
unprotected status (fruit trees, eucalyptus, cedar, etc.). The "Fouders Tree" definition was added
at that time to protect the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue. Based on the current
poor condition of the trees as described in the 2017 Arborist Report and the recent significant
tree failure, staff recommends the Zoning Ordinance be amended to remove the "Founders
Tree" protection.
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San Carlos Municipal Code (SCMC) section 18.18.070 requires a permit
to remove a protected
tree as defined in section 18.41.020. In granting the permit, the Comm
unity Development
Director shall make one or more of the following findings:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The tree is diseased
The tree could adversely affect the general health and safety;
The tree could cause substantial damage;
The tree Is a public or private nuisance;
The tree is in danger of falling;
The tree substantially detracts from the value of the property;
The tree interferes with utility services;
The tree acts as a host for a plant which is parasitic to another species of
tree which is in
danger of being infested or exterminated by the parasite; or
The tree is a substantial fire hazard.
The required action is necessary to utilize the property in a manner which
is of greater
public value than any environmental degradation caused by the action; or
The required action is necessary to allow reasonable economic or other
enjoyment of
the property.

Protected trees includes the following:
•
•
•
•

Community of trees — Any a group of trees of any size which are ecolog
ically related to
each other;
Founders tree - Any tree known to have been planted prior to
the City's 1925
incorporation;
A tree so designated by the City Council;
Heritage trees as follows:
Tree Type
Buckeye
Madrone
Coast Live Oak
Valley Oak
Blue Oak
Interior Live Oak

Redwood
California Bay Laurel
•

circumference

36"
36"
30"
30"
24"
24"
72"
36"

Significant tree — any tree that is 36" in circumference, measured at
48" above grade
except the following:

•
•
•
•
•

Bailey, Green or Black Acacia
Tree of Heaven
Fruit trees of any kind
Monterey Pine
Eucalyptus (unless a "founder tree" or group of trees)

Eucalyptus trees are not protected trees unless it is a "Founders Tree"
or a group of trees.
SCMC defines "Founders Tree" as any tree known to have been planted prior
to the City's 1925
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incorporation. The eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue are considered "Founders Trees"
and are therefore protected under the Municipal Code.
Staff researched available historical materials including the City's Historical Resource Inventory
completed in 1991 and several historical publications on San Carlos and did not find reference
to any other original tree plantings. Other trees that may have been planted prior to the City's
incorporation, will remain protected based on the size and species of the tree, unless the tree is
an Acacia, Tree of Heaven, fruit tree, Monterey Pine or Eucalyptus tree.
Staff recommends all references to "Founders Tree" be removed from the code, as well as
"group of trees" from the protected status of eucalyptus .trees. This will remove the protected
status from the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue. Staff also recommends the scientific
name of "eucalyptus globulous" be removed from the code to allow all eucalyptus trees
regardless of species to be removed by right.
General Plan Consistency:
San Carlos Avenue is listed as a City Scenic Road in the General Plan and is considered an
arterial, urban city street. The General Plan describes the roadway with special landscape
treatment at points along the route and references the early planting by Timothy Guy Phelps.
This description of the condition of San Carlos Avenue at the time the General Plan was
prepared does not limit the ability to remove these trees at any time in the future.
The amendment to San Carlos Municipal Code section 18.41.020 is consistent with the San
Carlos General Plan goals and policies as follows:
•

Policy LU-2.11 Ensure convenient bicycle and pedestrian access to downtown from
surrounding areas and the TOD.

•

Policy LU-3.10 Encourage the creation of safe, walkable environments that include
elements such as wide, smooth sidewalks, good lighting, safe crosswalks, clear signage,
curb bulb-outs, curb cuts, street furniture and trees and traffic-calming measures which
allow people of all ages and abilities to exercise and safely access public transportation,
community centers and schools and goods and services.

•

Policy CSH-4.2 Reduce potential conflicts, safety hazards and physical obstacles
between bicyclists, automobiles and pedestrians and ensure compliance with the
Americans with Disabilities Act.

•

POLICY CSH-8.2 The City shall encourage the planting of native trees and shrubs along
local scenic roads, where practical.

•

POLICY EM-1.3 Work to manage or eliminate non-native invasive species from Cityowned property and open space.

•

POLICY EM-2.5 Promote the establishment of native vegetation and the removal of nonnative invasive plants in riparian areas.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW
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The City has undertaken an environmental review of the projec
t, including the removal of all
eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue as required by the Califo
rnia Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA). The potential for the project to result in environment
al impacts was assessed in an
Initial Study addressing all environmental topics under CEQA
per section 15063 of the CEQA
Guidelines, Technical analysis supported conclusions in the Initial
Study, including the Arborist
Report prepared by Kielty Arborist Services, dated April 19, 2017
and the Historical Resource
Evaluation prepared by Laura Jones, PhD dated November 5, 2015.
Based on the analyses, the
Initial Study concluded that, with implementation of mitigation
measures identified in the Initial
Study, the project would not result in any significant environment
al impacts.
The CEQA analysis states that removing the eucalyptus trees
would improve the existing
riparian woodland conditions in the long term by increasing light
penetration into native tree
canopy and by reducing the amount of eucalyptus leaf litter falling
on to the woodland floor.
Potentially Sianificant Impacts Requiring Mitiaation
The analysis found biological impacts that could potentially be signifi
cant without mitigation. The
eucalyptus trees could host nests of protected birds under the Migrat
ory Bird Treaty Act and the
California Fish and Game Code. Mitigation Measures B10-1
mitigates this potential impact
requiring tree removal activities should occur outside the nestin
g season, and if tree removal is
scheduled during the breeding season, a qualified biologist shall
conduct a Dre constructinn
nesting bird survey just before tree removal and buffers aroun
d active nests as required. The
analysis also states that the project site is adjacent to the Pulga
s Creek riparian corridor and
tree removal activity could result in damage to existing native
trees within the riparian habitat.
Mitigation Measure B10-2 is included to require the use of best manag
ement practices to reduce
injury to existing native trees within the corridor during tree remov
al activity. No other potentially
significant environmental impacts were identified.
-

Arborist Report

A tree report was prepared in 2005 evaluating the eucalyptus
trees along San Carlos Avenue
between Prospect and Beverly. The report evaluated 58 trees.
An update to the 2005 tree report was completed in 2015. The
report noted that several trees
have been removed and/or have failed to the point of needi
ng removal. The 2015 report
evaluated 46 trees and listed 13 trees as having failed or been
removed since the 2005 report
(one additional tree was evaluated in 2015).
A Tree Assessment report was prepared on April 19, 2017
by Kielty Arborist Services to
evaluate the eucalyptus trees. The report was expanded to includ
e three additional trees near
Dartmouth and additional (smaller) trees. The report evaluated
50 trees and lists 16 trees that
have failed or been removed since the 2005 report. All of the trees
evaluated in the report are
Tasmanian blue gum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus) and
are located very rear the roadway.
The report describes the trees as being mature and in need of
removal or heavy trimming. The
trees have damaged the walkway and have suppressed native
trees in the area. The Arborist
further states that the failure of these trees is quite un-predictab
le and the lack of pervious root
zone is a contributing factor to the tree's chance of failure. The
report evaluates the trees based
on the Matheny and Clark 12 point assessment method, with
a rating of 12 considered a high
probability for damage and or injury and rating of 3 bring very low
chance of failure and or injury.
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Hazard
Rating
12
11
10
9
8
7
6

# of
trees
6
15
15
9
3
0
2

4 of these trees have been removed

The report identified four trees as Priority #1 rated trees, requiring work immediately as these
trees exhibit a high probability for damage and or injury. These four trees were removed in July
2017. There are 46 trees remaining as of the preparation of this report.
As noted above, a total of 20 trees have been removed or failed since 2005. This includes one
tree near Arundel Elementary School that completely blocked San Carlos Avenue near the
school crosswalk during daytime hours earlier this year. Another tree failed in early 2006 at the
corner of Cordilleras and San Carlos Avenue crushing a vehicle. The driver was able to escape
the vehicle without injury.
The City's Arborist, Richard Huntington reviewed the Arborist report prepared by Kielty Arborist
Services and concurred with the report findings. LSA's Arborist, Tim Milliken conducted a field
survey to verify information contained in the Arborist Report and evaluate the riparian corridor.
Historic Resource Evaluation
The City's 1991 Historical Resource Inventory mentions the planting of the eucalyptus trees
under the Brief History of San Carlos section, but does not attribute historical status to the trees.
Ms. Laura Jones, Ph.D., prepared a Historic Resource Evaluation of the San Carlos Eucalyptus
Trees, dated November 5, 2015. Ms. Jones states that an avenue of trees can be a historic
resource if the feature meets at least one of the four criteria for listing on the California Register
and displays sufficient integrity to convey its significance. To be eligible, the trees would need to
1) be largely continuous, 2) on both sides of the avenue, 3) display consistent size, and 4) frame
the view of the railroad depot. Ms. Jones notes there is considerable loss of integrity in the
spacing and continuity of the trees. The planting originally began at El Camino Real and this
stretch of trees have been completely removed to Prospect Street (removing nearly half of the
original length of the tree-lined avenue). In addition, the trees are no longer regular in size or
spacing and rarely occur on both sides of the roadway in any location. It is estimated that are 30
trees remaining from the original planting.
Ms. Jones concludes that the eucalyptus lined avenue planted by Julius Johnson for Timothy
Guy Phelps no longer displays the character defining features it once had and lacks sufficient
integrity to quality as a historic resource.
Circulation and Comment Period
The MND has been circulated as required by the CEQA Guidelines. Property owners and
occupants along the project corridor received notice of its availability. The notice was also
published in the newspaper. The MND was available for public review and comment from July
28, 2017 through August 21, 2017. During that time, 11 comments were received. The CEQA
consultant has prepared a Response to Comments memo that responds to each written
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comment received during the CEQA comment period. The
commenters did not raise any new
issue or provide new evidence that would warrant additional
CEQA analysis.
NEXT STEPS

The City Council will consider the Planning Commission
's recommendation on the Mitigation
Negative Declaration and the Ordinance amendmen
t at its October 9, 2017 meeting. If
approved by the City Council, the Public Works Depa
rtment will prepare plans and
specifications and solicit bids for the tree removal work.
City Council action will be required to
award the tree removal contract and a possible budg
et amendment for the work. The tree
removal work could take up to six months and will involv
e street closures. Staff will determine
the tree removal plan and timing when the contractor has
been selected.
If the eucalyptus trees are removed, Staff will retain a consu
ltant to prepare a tree planting plan
in conjunction with the Pedestrian Safety Improveme
nt Plan for San Carlos Avenue. Tree
species will be selected that are appropriate near roadw
ays and under power lines. The new
trees may be located on both public and private property
and will be the responsibility of the
adjacent property owner to maintain. As such, Staff will obtain
private property owner consent to
maintain the trees prior to planting. This may limit the ability
to plant trees with uniform spacing.
The goal is to plant at least one new tree for each removed
tree.
CONCLUSION
The ordinance amendment revises San Carlos Municipal
Code Section 18.41.020 to remove the
"Founders Tree" designation and remove the protected
status of eucalyptus trees along San
Carlos Avenue. The ordinance amendment is necessary
to further the City Council's Capital
Improvement Project (#C1722) for the San Carlos Aven
ue Pathway and Eucalyptus Tree
Removal Project and address safety concerns associated
with the eucalyptus trees along San
Carlos Avenue. The ordinance amendment as recommend
ed is consistent with the General
Plan policies to address safety and pedestrian accessibilit
y and preserve native planting in the
riparian corridor.
MOTION
I move that the Planning Commission adopt a Resolution
recommending the City Council adopt
an Ordinance to amend the San Carlos Zoning Ordinance,
Title 18 of the San Carlos Municipal
Code, Section 18.41.020 removing reference to "Fou
nder Trees" and protected status of
eucalyptus trees.
Attachments:
1. Draft Resolution
a. Exhibit A — Mitigated Negative Declaration with 2017
Arborist Report and Historic
Evaluation
b. Exhibit B — Mitigation Monitoring Plan
c. Exhibit C - Response to Comments
2. Draft Resolution
a. Exhibit A - Ordinance Amending San Carlos Municipal
Code Sectio

n 18.41.020

3. Public Notice

RESOLUTION NO. PC2017-

A RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SAN
CARLOS RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE SAN AVENUE TREE REMOVAL
PROJECT.
WHEREAS, To implement the City Council approved Capital Improv
ement Project
(#C1722) for the San Carlos Avenue Pathway and Eucalyptus Tree
Removal Project and
address safety concerns associated with the eucalyptus trees along
San Carlos Avenue,
certain Municipal Code amendments are necessary to remove the
protected status of
eucalyptus trees); and
WHEREAS, the City of San Carlos ("City") determined that the Project
including the
removal of the eucalyptus trees requires review pursuant the Califor
nia Environmental
QualityAct ("CEQA"); and
WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Section 15070, the City as the lead agency
under CEQA,
hired LSA, ("Consultant") to prepare an Initial Study to determine if the
Project may have a
significant effect on the environment and concluded that there is no substan
tial evidence that
the Project may cause a significant effect on the environment, and
prepared a Mitigated
Negative Declaration ("MND"); and
WHEREAS, the prepared MND included an assessment of potential
environmental
effects and a description of mitigation measures to reduce potentially signific
ant environmental
effects to a less than significant level; and
WHEREAS, the City issued a Notice of Intent regarding the MND seekin
g public
comment and agency review and comment for the period of July 28,
2017 through August
21, 2017 on the prepared MND pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section
15072 and 15073;
and
WHEREAS, the City mailed a public hearing notice for the Project on July
27, 2017 to
property owners and occupants along the San Carlos Avenue corrido
r and published the
public hearing notice on July 28, 2017, and made reference to the fact
that an MND was
available for public review per Section 15073 of the CEQA Guidelines; and
WHEREAS, The City received eleven public comment letters were during
the public
comment period and LSA prepared a response to each comment as contain
ed in Exhibit6 C..
The commenters did not raise any new issue or provide new evidence
that would warrant
additional CEQA analysis; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on
September 5,
2017 and reviewed all evidence presented both orally and in writing
and considered in
light of public comments and testimony the information in the MND,
for adequacy,
completeness and compliance with CEQA and State CEQA Guidelines; and

ATTACHMENT 1

WHEREAS, CEQA requires that the lead agency approving a project adopt a
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for changes to the project to ensure
compliance during project implementation.
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Planning Commission makes the
following findings and recommends the City Council certify the MND:
1. The Planning Commission has independently reviewed and analyzed the San
Carlos Avenue Tree Removal Project MND and other information in the record and
the mitigation measures incorporated into the Project would avoid or substantially
lessen all of the significant environmental effects as identified in the MND to a less
than significant level; and
2. The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program accurately reflects the
mitigation measures contained in the San Carlos Avenue Tree Removal
Project MND.
FT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the Planning Commission recommends the City
Council:
1. Adopts the Mitigated Negative Declaration (Exhibits A); and
2. Adopts the mitigation measures set forth in, the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (Exhibit B).
The Community Development Director is designated as the custodian of the documents and
records of proceedings on which this decision is based. The Community Development
Director's office is located at City Hall, 600 Elm Street, San Carlos, California.

Passed and adopted as a Resolution of the Planning Commission of the City of San Carlos
at a regular meeting thereof held on the 5th day of September, 2017 by the following vote:

AYES, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS
NOES, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS
ABSENT, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS

CHAIR of the Planning Commission
ATTEST:

PRINCIPAL PLANNER of the City of San Carlos

Exhibit A: San Carlos Avenue Tree Removal Project Mitigated Negative Declaration
Exhibit B: San Carlos Avenue Tree Project Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
Exhibit C: Reponses to Comments
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SAN CARLOS AVENUE TREE REMOVAL PROJECT
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
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This Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) evaluates the potential environmental
impacts anticipated to result from development of the San Carlos Avenue Tree Removal Project
(project) that is proposed by the City of San Carlos (City or project sponsor). It is intended that this
IS/MND will be used for the appropriate discretionary decisions and approvals necessary to implement the proposed project. The City is also the Lead Agency for environmental review under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

1.

Project Title: San Carlos Avenue Tree Removal Project

2.

Lead Agency Name and Address:
City of San Carlos
600 Elm Street
San Carlos, CA 94070

3.

Contact Person and Phone Number:
Lisa Costa Sanders, Principal Planner
(650) 802-4207

4.

Project Sponsor's Name and Address:
City of San Carlos
600 Elm Street
San Carlos, CA 94070

5.

Project Location:

The project site is located in the City of San Carlos, San Mateo County. The site generally follows an
east-west alignment along both sides of the San Carlos Avenue right-of-way, generally beginning east
of Dartmouth Avenue and continuing east to just west of Sycamore Street. San Carlos Avenue is an
arterial street that provides access between Alameda de las Pulgas to the northwest and El Camino
Real to the northeast. The project site's regional and local context is depicted in Figure 1. Figure 2
depicts an aerial view of the project site and vicinity.
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General Plan Designation:

San Carlos Avenue is classified as an Arterial Street in the City of San Carlos General Plan. Areas of
the project site that are not located within the public right-of-way are located primarily within the
City's Single Family residential land use designation. Small areas are also designated Open
Space/Schools and Multiple Family, Medium Density.'
7.

Zoning:

Roadways and associated rights of way are not classified on the City's Zoning Map. Adjacent to the
project site, most parcels are zoned Single Family (R-6). Small areas are zoned Public (P) and MultiFamily, Medium Density (RM-59). 2
8.

Description of Project:

The proposed project includes the removal of approximately 44 Tasmanian blue gum eucalyptus
(Eucalyptus globulus, herein referred to as "eucalyptus") trees along the length of the project site.
Existing conditions on the project site and the proposed project itself are described below.
a.
Existing Conditions. As previously discussed, the project site consists of an approximately 1.3
mile segment of San Carlos Avenue, generally between the roadway's intersections with Dartmouth
Avenue and Sycamore Street. Within the project area, San Carlos Avenue consists of two lanes of
vehicle traffic with dedicated left- and right-turn lanes at Devonshire Boulevard and Alameda de las
Pulgas and parallel parking on one or both sides of the street. Bicycle lanes and sidewalks are located
on both sides of the street, except for a small stretch between Cordilleras Avenue and Upland Avenue
which does not have a sidewalk on the north side. A traffic signal is located at the intersection of
Alameda de las Pulgas and painted crosswalks are located at this intersection and other areas with high
pedestrian traffic.
Mature trees, including the 44 eucalyptus trees proposed for removal, as well as other ornamental trees
and landscaping intermittently line the length of the roadway. The majority of the eucalyptus trees are
located along a small slope that extends from San Carlos Avenue downward to Pulgas Creek (creek),
which is situated parallel to San Carlos Avenue. The creek has a well-developed canopy composed of
eucalyptus and a variety of other native, non-native, and ornamental trees. The creek is located along
the north side of the backyards of the residences along Carmelita Drive.
b.
Proposed Project. The proposed project includes the removal of 44 eucalyptus trees located
along the length of San Carlos Avenue. Most of the trees are located between Alameda de las Pulgas
and Sycamore Street and within or near the creek area located south of the roadway. Trees proposed
for removal are located within the public right-of-way and within private property.
The eucalyptus trees located along San Carlos Avenue were planted in the late 1800s. Since that time,
many of the trees that were originally planted as part of the tree-lined avenue have been removed or
San Carlos, City of, 2009. 2030 General Plan. October 12.
2

San Carlos, City of, 2017. San Carlos Zoning Map. Website: zoominonzoning.net (accessed April
2017).
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have fallen. During recent years, two larger trees have failed during severe storms, resulting in
property damage. The remaining trees on the site have not been well maintained and many have
sustained damage by vehicle collisions and through the lack of pervious surfaces at the base and
surrounding root structures. Furthermore, many of the trees have damaged the sidewalks and have
impaired the growth of native vegetation within the creek corridor. 3
A survey of the eucalyptus trees located within the project site evaluated the probability for each tree
to cause damage or injury if it were to fail (refer to Appendix A). 4 A total of 62 trees were inventoried. The location of each tree surveyed is shown in Figures 3a and 3b. Each tree was given a hazard
rating on a scale of 1 to 12, with 1 being the least hazardous and 12 being the most. Trees were also
given a priority rating of 1 to 4 based on when the tree should be removed, with 1 being immediately
and 4 being within the fourth pruning cycle. Of the 62 trees surveyed on the project site, approximately 16 trees failed and have been removed; 6 were given a hazard rating of 12; 15 were given a
hazard rating of 11; 15 were given a hazard rating of 10; 9 were given a hazard rating of 9; 3 were
given a hazard rating of 8; and 2 were given a hazard rating of 6. Of the trees with a hazard rating of
12, 4 were given a priority rating of 1 and the rest of the trees on the project site were given a priority
rating of 2. The four priority 1 trees have already been removed, as their removal was deemed urgent
due to their poor condition and possibility of failure. Therefore, 44 of the surveyed trees remain
within the project site alignment.
The proposed project would result in the phased removal of the 44 eucalyptus trees within the project
area. A total of 30 of these trees are designated as protected Founder's trees.

•

Phasing of tree removal would be based on logical grouping to maximize efficiency for the tree
removal contractor and to minimize traffic delays. Trees removed from private property would
include notification and coordination with the property owner. Removal of each tree would begin
with removal of the branches and limbs, followed by the removal of the upper portions of the trunk,
High lift aerial bucket trucks, cranes, large hauling trucks, wood chippers, and chainsaws would be
used to remove the trees. Stumps from the trees would be ground out and removed and sidewalks and
asphalt areas would be repaired. In areas where it is determined that stump removal would compromise the creek bank or riparian corridor in the future, stumps would be left in place. If necessary,
slopes along the creek would be restored and any tree removal debris would be removed.
The length of time to remove each tree would vary from tree to tree based on the size of the tree, and
would range from one to several days. The entire removal process is expected to occur over a period
of approximately three months. After completion of the proposed tree removal, the City would
implement a tree replacement plan along San Carlos Avenue, and would include trees that are native
species and compatible for placement under electrical lines.
Traffic controls would be implemented along San Carlos for the duration of the proposed project.
Traffic controls would range from closing one direction of San Carlos Avenue with flagmen for oneway traffic control, to complete closure of San Carlos Avenue to allow for the crane set up and large
trucks to haul off the large trunk sections. Temporary detours would be put in place as needed.
3

Kielty Arborist Services, 2017. Tree Assessment: Blue Gum Trees at San Carlos Avenue, San Carlos, CA. April 19.

4

Ibid.
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Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The project site is located in a developed area and is surrounded primarily by residential uses
within the
City. Land uses along the length of San Carlos Avenue primarily consist of single-family
residential
uses oriented towards the street and accessed by driveways located along the length of the
The rear yards of some residences are located along the south side of the roadway and theseroadway.
are accessed by residential streets that intersect with San Carlos Avenue. Residential apartmeresidences
nt
buildings are also located at the intersection of San Carlos Avenue and Devonshire Bouleva
rd.
Arundel Elementary School is located north of San Carlos Avenue and is accessed by Arunde
and Phelps Road, which both intersect with San Carlos Avenue. The elementary school servesl Road
approximately 450 students from preschool through 3rd grade. Arguello Park, a 21-acre park
with
amenities including a baseball field, large grass field, and picnic tables and barbeques, is located
north of the school.
10.

Other agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval,
or
participation agreement): None

11.

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated
with the
project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.1?
If so, has consultation begun? To date, no requests for consultation have been received
.
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Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at
least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.
▪ Aesthetics
El Biological Resources
o Greenhouse Gas Emissions
o Land Use/Planning
o Population/Housing
o Transportation/Traffic
El Mandatory Findings of Significance

o Agricultural and Forestry Resources
o Cultural Resources
13 Hazards & Hazardous Materials
El Mineral Resources
El Public Services
El Tribal Cultural Resources

0 Air Quality
El Geology/Soils
El Hydrology/Water Quality
D Noise
13 Recreation
Utilities/Service Systems

Determination. (To be completed by the Lead Agency.)
On the basis of this initial evaluation:
El I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.
EI I fmd that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made
by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.
El I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

ID

I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially
significant unless mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the
effects that remain to be addressed.

El I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier OR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

7/7-eli '7
ra—C7—
osta %Sclera
Principal Plannea.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact
Impact

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but 0
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a State scenic highway?

0

El

0

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of the site and its surroundings?

0

El

El

0

El

Potentially
Significant
Impact

I.

AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

0

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which 0
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
area?
a)

Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (No Impact)

A scenic vista is generally defined as a public vantage point with an expansive
view of a significant
landscape feature. In San Carlos, scenic Vistas are generally located in the western
portion of the City,
within the elevated hillside areas. The project site is a generally level area and
is bound by existing
one- and two-story residential uses in all directions. Due to the site's generally
flat topography and
existing surrounding development, views are limited to the immediate vicinity
, specifically from
adjacent roadways. The removal of 44 mature trees from the project area would
not alter or otherwise
adversely affect views of scenic vistas available from public vantage points. Additio
nally, the
proposed project may open up views of the hills located west of the site. Therefo
re, the proposed
project would not result in an impact to a scenic vista.
b)

Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcrop
pings,
and historic buildings within a State scenic highway? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The project site is not within view of an officially designated State scenic highway
. The closest
official State scenic highways are Interstate 280 (1-280) and State Route 35 (SR-35)
, which are
located approximately 1.4 and 4.5 miles from the project site, respectively.
5 The project site is not
visible from either of these designated scenic highways. Therefore, the propose
d project would not
impact scenic resources within a State scenic highway.

5 California Department of Transportation. Californi
a Scenic Highway Mapping System: San Mateo County.
Website: www.dot.ca.govilig/LandArch/16_livability/scenic highways/index.ht
m (accessed April 21, 2017).
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San Carlos Avenue is designated as a scenic corridor within the City of San Carlos General Plan. The
roadway is an arterial, urban city street traversing east to northwest between El Camino Real and
Cranfield Avenue and is lined with commercial and residential uses. Some locations afford urban
landscape views of hills or the San Francisco Bay. Within San Carlos, special landscape treatments,
including the subject eucalyptus trees within the project site, have been implemented at points along
the route to enhance the corridor. Tree-lined stretches of San Carlos Avenue along the Pulgas Creek
open space corridor provide scenic riparian habitat. Removal of the 44 eucalyptus trees within the
project area would alter resources that contribute to the scenic conditions along the corridor; however,
removal of these non-native trees would also allow for the growth and expansion of native vegetation
within the creek area. Furthermore, other existing ornamental and native vegetation exists along the
corridor and contributes to scenic conditions. Removal of the 44 eucalyptus trees would alter existing
views from public vantage points along San Carlos Avenue, but the corridor would still retain its
scenic value and integrity and this impact would be less than significant.
c)

Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?
(Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The proposed project would alter the visual character of the project site and the immediate vicinity
through the removal of 44 mature eucalyptus trees located along the roadway and creek corridors. As
previously discussed, the project area includes the public right-of-way, creek area, and adjacent
residential and commercial uses. The proposed project does not include the construction of any new
structures, and surrounding ornamental landscape trees and other vegetation along the creek corridor
would continue to be visible. After completion of the proposed project, the City would implement a
tree replacement plan that would include trees that are compatible for placement beneath electrical
lines. Additionally, the City would restore any damaged sidewalks or pavements that are damaged as
a part of the removal process. Therefore, the proposed project would not substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings, and this impact would be less than
significant.
d)

Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area? (No Impact)

The project site is located in an urban area with a variety of existing light sources including: street
lights mounted on power poles; exterior building lights; vehicle headlights; and interior lighting
visible from the street through windows. The proposed project would not include any new sources of
light or glare, although removal of the tree canopy along the creek corridor would allow more
sunlight into the creek, allowing for access to sunlight for native vegetation. The proposed project
would not result in an impact to day or nighttime views related to new sources of light or glare.
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II. AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.
In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources
are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may
refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and
Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest
Legacy Assessment Project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by
the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact
Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to a non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract?
c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest
land to non-forest use?

O

0

0

El

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
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Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland),
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the California Resources Agency, to a non-agricultural use? (No Impact)

The project site primarily occupies the public right-of-way adjacent to a city street and is located
within an urban area. There are no agricultural resources located on or near the project site, which is
surrounded by residential, school, and commercial uses. The site is classified as "Urban and Built-Up
Land" by the State Department of Conservation. 6 Therefore, the proposed project would not result in
the conversion of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Important to a
nonagricultural use, and there would be no impact.
b)

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? (No Impact)

The project site is within the public right-of-way adjacent to a city street. None of the existing land
within San Carlos is zoned for agriculture; therefore, no lands within the area of the project site are
subject to a Williamson Act contract. 7 The proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning
for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, no impact would occur.
c)

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))? (No Impact)

The project site is within the public right-of-way adjacent to a city street. The proposed project would
not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land or timberland, nor result in the
loss of forest land to non-forest uses. Therefore, no impact would occur.
d)

Result in the loss offorest land or conversion offorest land to non-forest use? (No Impact)

Refer to Section II.c. The proposed project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to a non-forest use. Therefore, no impact would occur.
e)

Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion offorest land to nonforest use? (No Impact)

Refer to Sections II.a and II.c. The proposed project would not involve other changes in the existing

environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of farmland to nonagricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, no impact would occur.

California Department of Conservation, 2014. California Important Farmland Finder (map). Website:
maps.conservation.ca.gov/cifficiff.html# (accessed April 21, 2017). July 22.
7 California Department of Conservation, 2006. San Mateo County Williamson Act Lands 2007 (map). Available
online at: flp.consrv.ca.gov/pub/d1rp/wa/sanmateo 06_07 WA.odf (accessed April 21, 2017).
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III. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air
pollution control district may be relied upon to make the
following determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

0

Less Than
Significant No
Impact
Impact

0

0

El

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air quality
violation?

a)

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
non-attainment under an applicable federal or State
ambient air quality standard (including releasing
emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

O

0

0

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

O

0

0IZ

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people?

O

0

IE

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

(No Impact)

The project site is located within the San Francisco Bay air basin and is subject to
the rules and
regulations of the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). Within
the BAAQMD,
ambient air quality standards for ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO
2), sulfur
dioxide (SO2), particulate matter (PM 10, PM2.5), and lead (Pb) have been set by
both the State of
California and the federal government. The State has also set standards for sulfate
and visibility. The
proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activitie
s. The proposed
project may emit minor amounts of criteria pollutants during removal-related activitie
s related to the
use of diesel-powered equipment, including wood chipping machines; however these
pollutants
would be temporary and short in duration. Therefore, the proposed project would
not conflict with or
obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan and there would be no impact.
b)

Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air
quality violation? (No Impact)

The San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin is under State non-attainment status for ozone
and PK () and
PM2.5 standards. The Air Basin is also classified as non-attainment for both the federal
ozone 8-hour
standard and the federal PM2.5 24-hour standard. Minor increases in air quality emissio
ns by the
proposed project would only occur during the short-term in association with tree remova
l involving
vehicle and equipment use. The proposed project would not produce substantial pollutan
t emissions,
PACNHI701 San Carlos AveNPRODUCTSYS-MNEAPublic‘San Carlos Tree Removal
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and would not violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected
air quality violation and there would be no impact.

c)

Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is non attainment under an applicable federal or State ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)? (No
Impact)
-

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project may emit minor amounts of criteria pollutants during tree removal-related activities;
however these pollutants would be temporary and short in duration and therefore would not result in a
cumulatively considerable net increase and there would be no impact.

d)

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project does not include any new construction or increase in the residential or working
population of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations and no impact would occur.

e)

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people? (Less-Than-Significant
Impact)

Tree-removal activities would include the use of gas and diesel-powered equipment that could emit
exhaust fumes, resulting in objectionable odors; however, these odors would be temporary and short
in duration and therefore would not be a permanent source of odors affecting a substantial number of
people. The proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact related to odors.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Less Than
Mitigation
Significant No
Incorporated Impact
Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

0

IE:1

0

0

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by
the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

0

xi

I=1

El

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact
Impact

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federall y
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (includin g, but not limited to, marsh,
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) Throu gh direct removal,
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

0

0

0

El

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or mi gratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or mi gratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nurser y
sites?

C3El

0

El

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protectin g biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance?

D D

1) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Communit y Conservation
Plan or other approved local, re gional, or State habitat
conservation plan?

0

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

0

D
0

El

The following discussion is based on a field survey of the project site conducted by
LSA Certified
Arborist, Tim Milliken, on May 10, 2017. The purpose of the survey was to verify informat
ion
contained in the Arborist Report prepared for the proposed project (see Appendix A),
8 to identify
vegetation types within the project area, and to evaluate the habitat value of the Pulgas
Creek riparian
corridor. The survey was also conducted to evaluate the project site's potential to support
specialstatus species and sensitive natural communities. Prior to conducting the surveys, LSA
searched the
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) for records of special-status species
occurrences
within 2 miles of the project site.

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish
and
Wildlife Service? (Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated)

The vegetation/land cover types within the project site are classified into two categori
es: urban streets
and riparian woodland. There is no vegetation within the existing roadway (asphalt
streets and
concrete sidewalks); however, residential landscaping and the row of blue gum eucalypt
us
(Eucalyptus globulus) trees that are the subject of this analysis are located within and adjacent
to the

Kielty Arborist Services, 2017, op. cit.
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study area. In some instances the blue gum eucalyptus trees are growing within landscaped areas of
adjacent residences and at the edge of the riparian woodland.
The riparian woodland is the only naturally occurring vegetation type on the project site. Riparian
woodland vegetation is present south of San Carlos Avenue and is associated with Pulgas Creek, a
freshwater creek that flows west-to-east to the San Francisco Bay. Water was flowing in the creek at
the time of the survey. The bed of the creek is approximately 10 feet wide and several pools up to
approximately 4 feet deep were observed. The centerline of the creek is approximately 40 feet to the
south of the top of bank and to the edge of the San Carlos Avenue roadway. Where Pulgas Creek
crosses beneath Alameda De Las Pulgas, the creek centerline is approximately 20 feet below the top of
bank. At the easternmost portion of the project site near Cordilleras Avenue, the banks of the creek are
gentler and the creek centerline is approximately 10 feet below the top of bank. The riparian woodland
vegetation type is classified as coast live oak woodland and is a naturally occurring plant community. 9
The dominant native tree species in riparian woodland is coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia). Other
notable native vegetation associated with the riparian woodland includes California buckeye (Aesculus
californica), Northern California black walnut (Juglans hindsii), California man-root (Marah fabacea),
and blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra subsp. caerulea). The banks of the understory are also populated
with non-native invasive plants species including Italian thistle (Carduus pycnocephalus), panic veldt
grass (Ehrharta erecta), French broom (Genista monspessulana), Canary ivy (Hedera canariensis),
Japanese privet (Ligustrum japonicum), and wild plum (Prunus cerasifera).
As shown in Table 1, the CNDDB contained occurrences for five special-status plant species within 2
miles of the project site. For most of these species, there is no potential for them to occur on the
project site due to lack of suitable habitat and/or isolation from known populations. For example, many
of the species are only found in alkaline areas, chaparral, native and non-native grasslands, vernal
pools, and serpentine soil communities, which are not present on the project site. Urban development
throughout the area makes it unlikely that even native habitats such as riparian woodland support
sensitive plant species. Therefore, tree removal activities occurring within the riparian woodland areas
within and adjacent to the project site would not adversely affect any special-status plant species and
this impact would be less than significant.

9 Sawyer, J. 0., T. Keeler-Wolf, and J. M. Evens, 2009. A Manual of California Vegetation, Second
Edition. California Native Plant Society in collaboration with the California Department of Fish and Game,

Sacramento, CA.
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Species

--/--/lB.2

Monolopia gracilens
Woodland wooly threads

Habitat/Blooming Period

Occurs in chaparral and coastal scrub in gravelly
alluvium,
Elevation: 15-355 m.
Blooms: April-September
Openings in broadleaf upland forest, chaparral,
cismontane woodland, North Coast coniferous forest, and
valley and foothill grassland; Serpentine
Elevation: 100-1200 m.
Blooms: March-July

coniferous forest, riparian forest, and riparian woodland
on brushy slopes, mesic sites.
Elevation: 30-395 m.
Blooms: January-March (April)

coniferous forest, cismontane woodland, north coast

Broadleafed upland forest, chaparral, closed-cone

Elevation: 305-730 m.
Blooms: January-April er

forest, chaparral, and north coast coniferous forest,

Elevation: 52-300 m.
Blooms: May-June
Granitic or sandstone outcrops in broadleaved upland

volcanic, often serpentinite.

Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill grassland/clay,

The conditions of the project site are unlike those
required for this species_ The species is considered
extirpated from the local area due to conversion of
habitat.
No • otential to occur.

due to the disturbed habitat and developed
conditions surrounding the site. This species was
not observed onsite although survey was conducted
outside the period when the plant is most
identifiable.
No potential to occur on the project site due to lack
of chaparral and coastal scrub habitat.

the project site, this species is not expected to occur

extirpated from the local area due to conversion of
habitat.
No potential to occur.
Although riparian woodland habitat is present on

required for this species. The species is considered
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The conditions of the site are unlike those required
for this species. The species is considered extirpated '
from the local area due to conversion of habitat.
No_potential to occur.
The conditions of the project site are unlike those

Discussion
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*Status:
IA = Plants that are presumed extirpated in California and Either Rare or Extinct Elsewhere
1B.1 = Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere; seriously threatened in California (over
80% of occurrences threatened/high degree and immediacy of
threat)
1B.2 = Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere; moderately threatened in California
(20-80% occurrences threatened/moderate degree and immediacy
of threat)
Source: LSA Associates, Inc., 2017.

--/--/lB

Malacothamnus arcuatus
arcuate bush mallow

—

--/ /lB

Dirca occidentalis

western leatherwood

—/--/lB

Arctostaphyks
regismontana
Kings Mountain
manzanita

All/urn peninsulare var.
franciscanum
Franciscan onion

Status*
(Federal/
State/Other)
-4---/lB.2

Table 1: Special-Status Plant Species Within the Proiect Vicinity
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As shown in Table 2, the CNDDB contains occurrences for eight special-status animal species within
2 miles of the project site. For most of these species, there is little or no potential for them to occur on
the project site due to lack of suitable habitat and/or isolation from known populations. For example,
many of the species on the CNDDDB species list are only found in salt marsh vegetation communities, which are not present on the project site. For bird and bat species, the potential to occur only
describes the potential to nest or roost on or adjacent to the project site. Several special-status bird
species may fly over the project site but would not be impacted by the project. None of the specialstatus wildlife species known from the region are expected to occur on the project site due to the
isolation of the site from other occupied habitat and the lack of suitable habitat for these species
onsite.
However, the eucalyptus trees, trees in the riparian area, and other landscaping trees and shrubs may
provide nesting habitat for raptors, passerines, and other birds protected under the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act and the California Fish and Game Code. Activities that may result in nest abandonment or
mortality of eggs or young could result in significant impacts to protected bird species. Implementation of the following standard measure should be implemented to avoid impacts to nesting birds
during tree removal or other ground disturbing activities that occur during the nesting season
(February 1 through August 31). With the implementation of this mitigation measure, impacts to
nesting birds would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.
Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Whenever possible, tree removal activities should occur outside the
avian nesting season (September 1 through January 31). If tree removal is scheduled during the
avian breeding season (February 1 through August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a
pre-construction nest survey of all trees, shrubs, and other suitable nesting habitat in and within
200 feet of the limits of work to search for active nests of native birds. If the pre-construction
survey indicates the presence of active nests of raptors or other native birds, the biologist shall
determine an appropriately sized buffer around the active nest. No work shall be allowed within
this buffer until the young have successfully fledged and are foraging independently. The size
of the nest buffer shall be determined by a qualified biologist based on the nesting species and
its sensitivity to disturbance. In general, buffer sizes of 250 feet for raptors and 50 feet for other
birds have been used to prevent disturbance. These buffers may be increased or decreased, as
appropriate, depending on the bird species and the level of disturbance anticipated or observed
near the nest. Buffers shall be identified with environmentally sensitive area fencing placed at
the edge of the buffer whenever possible. Given the urban nature of the site and high degree of
disturbance already due to car, pedestrians, and noise along the roadway, buffers may be
adjusted to avoid blocking traffic as needed.
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Status*
(Federal/
State/Other)

-

-

-

Lives in tidal salt marshes with sloughs and
substantial cordgrass (Spartina sp.) cover.

FE/SE/CFP

PUBLIC REHEW DRAFT

Nests on sandy beaches and salt pond
levees.

Lives primarily in salt marshes bordering
larger bays; also found in brackish and
freshwater marshes.

—/ST/CFP

FT/—/—

Habitat typically consists of freshwater
marsh and adjacent grassland that supports
amphibian and invertebrate prey. Limited
, distribution on the San Francisco Peninsula.

Lives in ponds, streams, drainages, and
associated uplands; requires areas of deep,
still, or slow-moving water for breeding.

Habitat

FE/SE/FP

FT/—/CSC

PACNH1701 San Carlos AveWROD1JCTSUS-MNDTublie1San Carlos Tree Removal Petblic IS.docx (07/2B/17)

(Formerly known as:
California clapper rail
&dims longirostris obsoletus)
Western snowy plover
(Pacific coast population)
Charadrius alerandrinus
nivosus

Rallus obsoletus obsoletus

Ridgway's rail

Birds
California black rail
Laterallus jamaicensis
coturniculus

tetrataenia

Thamnophis sirtalis

Reptiles
San Francisco gartersnake

Species
Amphibians
California red-legged frog
Rana draytonii

The CNDDB has three occurrences within 5 miles of the
project.-Not expected to occur due to project site's distance
from Bay shoreline and consequent lack of habitat.
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The CNDDB has three occurrences within 5 miles of the
project site. The closest of these occurrences is based on
one California black rail that was killed and collected in
1949 by the University of California, Berkeley's Museum
of Vertebrate Zoology. Not expected to occur due to lack of
tidal salt marsh or freshwater marsh on the project site.
No potential to occur.
The CNDDB has five presumed extant occurrences within
5 miles of the project. The project site is isolated from these
occurrences by extensive urban development. No potential
to occur due to lack of tidal salt marsh on the project site
and lack of connection to the occupied habitat.

This species is not expected to occur on the project site due
to an absence of suitable marsh habitat and more
importantly and isolation from other populations due to the
dense urban nature of the site and surrounding areas..

The CNDDB lists three presumed extant occurrences within
3 miles of the project. There is no suitable breeding habitat
on the project site and the site is isolated from open space
areas that could serve as source populations. Dense urban
development makes overland dispersal to this site unlikely
Not expected to occur within the project site.

Discussion

_
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FE/SE/CFP

Salt marsh harvest mouse
Reithrodontomys raviventris
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Roosts in caves, tunnels, and buildings,
wader bridges, and in-tree hollows; forages
over a variety of habitats. Most common in
open, dry habitats with rocky areas for
roosting.
Tidal salt marshes of San Francisco Bay and
its tributaries. Requires tall, dense
pickleweed (Salicornia spp.) for cover.

Habitat
Found in tidal salt marshes on the fringes of
south and central San Francisco Bay. Nests
primarily in pickleweed and marsh
gumplant.

*Status:
FE = Federally endangered
FC = Federal Candidate species
FT = Federally threatened
SE = State endangered
ST = State threatened
CSC = California Species of Special Concern
CFP = California Fully Protected Species
Delisted (Federal or State) = Removed from the respective lists
Source: LSA Associates, Inc., 2017.

—/—/CSC

— —

Pallid bat
Antrozous pallidus

Mammals

Species
Alameda song sparrow
Melospiza melodia pusillula

Status*
(Federal/
State/Other)
/ /CSC .

This bat may forage along the creek corridor; however, the
dense urban surroundings make it unlikely for this species
to occur here. Cavities in large eucalyptus may provide
roost sites. No evidence of roosting observed on the site.
Not expected to occur on the project site.
No potential to occur due to lack of tidal salt marsh.

Discussion
The CNDDB has seven presumed extant occurrences within
5 miles of the project. Not expected to occur due to lack of
tidal salt marsh in the project site. Not expected to occur on
the project site.
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b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensiti
ve natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the Califor
nia Department of
Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? (Potentially Significant
Unless Mitigation
Incorporated)
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) tracks the occurre
nces of plant communities
that are either known or believed to be of high priority for inventory in
the CNDDB. Northern coastal
salt marsh and serpentine bunchgrass grassland are the only sensitive
natural communities with a
CNDDB occurrence within 2 miles of the project site, but neither is present
on or in the immediate
vicinity of the project site. 1° No other sensitive natural communities
were identified on the project site
during the biological surveys.
The project site is adjacent to the Pulgas Creek riparian corridor. No native
riparian tree species
would be removed as part of the proposed project; however, 44 eucalyp
tus trees along the riparian
corridor would be removed. Removal of the eucalyptus would improv
e the existing riparian woodland
conditions in the long term by increasing light penetration into native
tree canopy and by reducing the
amount of eucalyptus leaf litter falling on to the woodland floor. In the
short term, tree removal
activities could result in damage to existing native trees within the riparian
habitat by disturbing soils
of the slopes or accidentally dropping branches on the trees. With the
implementation of the
following mitigation measure, impacts to the sensitive riparian woodla
nd would be reduced to a lessthan-significant level.

Mitigation Measure B10-2: Tree removal activities shall conform to best manag
ement practices
(BMPs) to reduce injury to existing native trees within the riparian corrido
r. These BlVfPs shall
be in place prior to the commencement of tree removal activities and shall
remain in place (and
intact) for the duration of the work. Protection measures for native trees within
the Pulgas
Creek riparian corridor shall include installation of avoidance fencing and
other tree
preservation measures. Large native trees shall be enclosed in a tree protect
ion zone (TPZ) to
prevent direct damage to the trees, and their growing environment. The tempor
ary fencing shall
be installed for each free or group of trees at their drip line or at a radial
distance ratio of one
foot for each inch of diameter of the tree at DBH (diameter at breast height)
, whichever is
greater. If the canopy of a native tree within the riparian corridor is to be
pruned to allow
equipment passage, this work must be performed by a professional familia
r with and in
compliance with American National Standards Institute standards for tree
pruning 11 The BMPs
shall also preserve existing native trees by ensuring that heavy equipment
avoids direct contact
with tree trunks and heavy limbs. No heavy machinery shall be allowed to
pass through or park
within this area, nor shall debris, tools, or other materials be stored within
the 'TPZ or against
tree trunks. The felling of tree material shall occur in a controlled manner
such that trunks and
large limbs do not land on native trees during tree removal. All felled tree
material (including
In California Department of Fish and Wildlife, 2017.
Query of the California Natural Diversity Database for specialstatus species occurrences within 5 miles of the project site. Biogeographic Data Branch,
California Department of Fish and
Wildlife, Sacramento. May 10, 2017.
11 American National Standards Institute, 2001. America
n National Standard for Thee Care Operations, Tree, Shrub,
and Other Woody Plant Maintenance, Standard Practices(ANSI A300 [Part

1] —2001 Pruning).
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chipped branches, trunks, and ground stumps) shall be removed from the project site. The
ground surface where stumps are removed shall be covered with a layer of oak mulch.
c)

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) Through
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means? (No Impact)

Although a formal delineation of Pulgas Creek was not conducted as part of this assessment, the creek
is likely jurisdictional under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. There are no wetlands within the
project site. No work within the creek is proposed as part of this project; therefore, no impacts to the
creek are expected. The proposed project would not impact federally protected wetlands.
d)

Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites? (No Impact)

Based on a review of aerial photographs and a site review, it appears that over 90 percent of the
Pulgas Creek channel has been modified from its original condition. Downstream toward the Bay, the
creek is contained in culverts and by levees until it reaches the Bay. These conditions make it unlikely
that the channel provides a viable movement corridor between the hills and bay. On a very local level,
a variety of wildlife may use the riparian corridor to move through this section of the City, but
residential activity, fences, and the general disturbance associated with urban life limit the value of
this area to local wildlife. The proposed project would not impact the movement of any native
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites.
e)

Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree
preservation policy or ordinance? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The City of San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 12.20 (maintenance and removal of private
landscaping on public property) requires a permit for any person to remove any protected tree within
the City of San Carlos. A protected tree is any significant or heritage tree, as defined in the municipal
code and reiterated below. The City is exempt from the tree permit requirement, but in its decision to
remove a protected tree shall be subject to assess the need for removal by determining if the tree
meets one or more of the required findings in the City's Municipal Code Chapter 18.18.070
including: if it has a biotic or abiotic condition that could become a hazard to the general public's
health and safety, cause substantial damage to property and infrastructure, the tree is a public or
private nuisance, the tree substantially detracts from the value of property, or the tree acts as a host of
plant pathogens (i.e., sudden oak death) and is in proximity to another species of tree which is healthy
yet susceptible to the same pathogen. This determination shall be provided to the Community
Development Director of the City of San Carlos (Director).
A "significant tree" is any tree that is 36 inches in circumference (or more) (which is approximately
11.5 inches in diameter), outside of bark, measured at 48 inches above natural grade. The following
trees shall not be classified as significant or heritage trees regardless of size: acacias (Acacia
baileyana, A. decurrens. A. melanoxylon); tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima); fruit tree of any kind;
Monterey pine (Pinus radiata); and blue gum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus) unless a Founder's
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tree (any tree known to have been planted prior to the City's 1925 incorporation) or group
of trees. A
"heritage tree" is any of the following native tree species whose size, as measured at 48 inches
above
natural grade (unless otherwise indicated), is as follows:
California buckeye (Aesculus californica) with a single stem or multiple stems touching
each other at 48 inches above natural grade and measuring 30 inches in circumference.
Pacific macirone (Arbutus menziesii) with a single stem or multiple stems touching each
other at 48 inches above natural grade and measuring 30 inches in circumference.
• Coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia) of more than 30 inches in circumference.
• Valley oak (Quercus lobata) of more than 30 inches in circumference.
• Blue oak (Quercus douglasii) of more than 24 inches in circumference.
• Interior live oak (Quercus wislizeni) of more than 24 inches in circumference.
• Coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) of more than 72 inches in circumference.
• California bay (Umbellularia californica) with a single stem or multiple stems touchin
g
each other at 48 inches above natural grade and measuring 30 inches in circumference.
A heritage tree can also be defined as one individual of a community of trees (meaning a group
of any size which are ecologically related to each other), a Founder's tree, or a tree so designa of trees
the City Council, based upon findings that the particular tree is unique and of importance to ted by
the public
due to its unusual age, appearance, location or other factors.
As previously discussed, a survey of the eucalyptus trees located within the project site evaluate
d the
probability for each tree to cause damage or injury if it were to fail (refer to Appendix A).
12 The
location of each tree surveyed is shown in Figures 3a and 3b. Each tree was given a hazard
rating on a
scale of 1 to 12, with 1 being the least hazardous and 12 being the most. Trees were also given
priority rating of 1 to 4 based on when the tree should be removed, with 1 being immediately a
and 4

being within the fourth pruning cycle. Of the 62 trees surveyed on the project site,
approximately 16
trees failed and have been removed; 6 were given a hazard rating of 12; 15 were
given a hazard rating
of 11; 15 were given a hazard rating of 10; 9 were given a hazard rating of 9; 3
were given a hazard
rating of 8; and 2 were given a hazard rating of 6. Of the trees with a hazard rating
of 12, 4 were given
a priority rating of 1 (these trees have already been removed), and the rest of the
trees on the project
site were given a priority rating of 2.
A Historical Resource Evaluation (refer to Appendix B) prepared for the project
briefly describes the
history of San Carlos Avenue and indicates that the eucalyptus trees were planted
on both sides of the
avenue around 1888. 13 Initially the trees lined the street from the train station to
beyond the current
intersection of Alameda de las Pulgas, but many have since fallen down and/or
been removed.

Kielty Arborist Services, 2017, op. cit.
Heritage Resources Consulting, 2015. Historical Resource Evaluation: San Carlos
Avenue Eucalyptus Trees.
November 5.
12
13
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LSA's reconnaissance visit to the project site on May 10, 2017, found that the results from the prior
arborist report accurately describe the potentially hazardous condition of the eucalyptus trees on the
project site. LSA has also determined that the eucalyptus trees have biotic or abiotic conditions that
could threaten the general public's health and safety, and could cause substantial damage to property
and infrastructure. Additionally, LSA determined that 30 of the 44 existing trees are from the original
plantings that predate the incorporation of the City. These 30 trees are large enough in diameter and
are aligned in a way that suggests they are the same trees planted along San Carlos Avenue in the
19th century. Eucalyptus trees included in this category are Founder's trees based on the estimated
tree planting date information derived from the Historic Resource Evaluation. The remaining 14 trees
are too small in diameter to belong to the original plantings.
The proposed project would remove 30 Founder's trees. Because these trees could threaten the
general public's health and safety, and could cause substantial damage to property and infrastructure
their removal would be permitted under the tree ordinance; therefore, this impact would be less than
significant. As previously noted, the City would implement a tree replacement plan along the corridor
once the proposed project is completed. Replacement trees should be a minimum of 24-inch box of a
species, size, and location approved by the City's Planning Division.
f)

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan or other approved local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan?(No
Impact)

The project site is not within the boundaries of a habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan. This condition precludes the possibility of the proposed project conflicting with
the provisions of such a plan and no impacts related to conflicts with the provisions of an adopted
habitat conservation plan or other similar plan would occur.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant No
Impact
Impact

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeolo gical resource pursuant to
§15064.5?
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Potentially
Significant
Unless
Less Than
Mitigation
Significant No
Incorporated Impact
Impact

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries?
a)

Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resourc
e as defined in
§15064.5? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

A Historical Resource Evaluation was prepared for the trees that line San Carlos Avenue and
report is included as Appendix B. 14 According to the evaluation, Timothy Guy Phelps arrangethis
the planting of the eucalyptus trees on San Carlos Avenue (then called Cypress Avenue) at d for
about the
same time as construction of the railroad depot building in 1888. At the time of its complet
ion, the
tree-lined avenue was a narrow dirt carriage track extending from the railroad station nearly
a mile to
the Alameda de las Pulgas. Widening of the road in about 1910 eliminated most of the eucalyp
trees on the northern side of the avenue. As discussed in Section IV.e, 30 of the 44 existing tus
trees
located within the project area are from the original plantings that predate the incorporation
City. These 30 trees are large enough in diameter and are aligned in a way that suggests theyof the
are
same trees planted along San Carlos Avenue in the 19th century and are considered to be Foundethe
r's
trees. The remaining 14 trees are too small in diameter to belong to the original plantings.
An avenue of trees can be a historic resource if the feature meets at least one of the criteria
for listing
on the California Register and displays sufficient integrity to convey its significance.
A cultural
resource is evaluated under four California Register criteria to determine its historical signific
(CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)(3); PRC 5024.1(c)). To be eligible for listing on the ance
Register, a resource must be significant at the local, State, or national level in accordance California
with one or
more of the following criteria:
•
•
•

•

Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of
California's history and cultural heritage;
Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;
Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction,
or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values;
or
Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in pre-contact history or history.

14 ibid.
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The evaluation found that the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue may have been eligible for
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources under Criterion 3, but that the trees do not
appear eligible under the other criteria.
The practice of lining a roadway with trees of one (or two) species became popular on European
estates in 1700s, spreading to the United States in the second half of the 1800s on private estates and
along public roads as campaigns began to beautify city streets in the young nation. Eucalyptus,
introduced to California from Australia during the Gold Rush, were a popular choice in California for
their tall, straight trunks, rapid growth, ornamental and fragrant bark and foliage. Eucalyptus required
less water than native redwoods and were considered more suitable than native oaks (which tend to be
lower and more globular in form) for planting along an avenue. Many local roads were lined with
eucalyptus trees, including the Alameda de las Pulgas and portions of the El Camino Real.
In order to meet Criterion 3, the trees would need to embody the distinctive characteristics of a treelined avenue: regular spacing, uniform size, consistent roadway width, trees along both edges of the
road, and sometimes framing an ornamental terminus. San Carlos did frame the railroad depot on one
side and, as originally planted, appears to have displayed the other characteristics as well; thus, the
avenue may have "embodied" the distinctive characteristics at one time. However, there is considerable loss of integrity in the spacing and continuity of the trees. Originally beginning at El Camino
Real, the trees have been entirely removed on both sides of the road from El Camino Real to Prospect
Street — about 0.4 miles or nearly half the original length of the tree-lined avenue. The view of the
railroad depot is no longer framed by the avenue. Second, the trees are no longer regular in size or
spacing, and rarely occur on both sides of the roadway in any location. In 2005, the trees varied in
height from 30 to 90 feet and in girth from 35 to 96 inches and in canopy spread from 20 to 80 feet.
These are not evenly matched trees and suggest that many of the smaller specimens were not part of
the original planting by Phelps. Therefore, the eucalyptus-lined avenue along San Carlos Avenue no
longer displays the character-defming features it once had and lacks sufficient integrity to qualify as a
historic resource. Therefore, the proposed project, which would remove 44 eucalyptus trees along San
Carlos Avenue, would not result in an impact to a historical resource and this impact would be less
than significant.
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant
to §15064.5? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. Excavation
that would occur as part of stump grinding or removal of root systems in order to restore public
sidewalks would be minimal. Due to the existing development on site, it is not expected that the
project would unearth artifacts or resources during removal of the trees. However, in the unlikely
event that an archaeological resource is discovered, the City would implement standard conditions of
approval that are required of all ground-disturbing development projects within the City. Specifically,
if prehistoric or historical archeological resources are found during construction activities, all
activities would be redirected off site and a qualified archaeologist would be notified to assess the
situation. The City of San Carlos, County of San Mateo, and the qualified archaeologist would
evaluate the significance of the deposit and make recommendations regarding the treatment of the
deposit in accordance with local and State regulations. Therefore, development of the proposed
project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archeological resource
and there would be no impact.
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Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic
feature? (No Impact)

The project site consists of paved and disturbed land and a steep creek corridor that is not
known
contain paleontological resources. The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature to
trees
and associated activities. Minimal excavation would be necessary to remove stumps
and root systems
of the existing trees. As a result, it is unlikely that construction activities could unearth previou
undiscovered paleontological resources. However, in the event that paleontological resource sly
discovered during construction the City would implement standard conditions of approval s are
that
required of all ground-disturbing development projects within the City. Specifically, if paleontoare
logical resources are found during construction activities, all activities would be redirected
off site
and a qualified paleontologist would be notified to assess the situation. The City of San Carlos,
County of San Mateo, and the qualified paleontologist would evaluate the significance of
the
and make recommendations regarding the treatment of the deposit in accordance with local deposit
regulations. Therefore, development of the proposed project would not cause a substantial and State
change in the significance of a paleontological resource and there would be no impact. adverse
d)

Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside offonnal cemeter

ies? (No Impact)

The potential to uncover human remains exists at locations throughout the Bay Area. Due
to the
existing urban nature of the area, it is not expected that the project would unearth artifacts
or
resources during removal of the trees. However, as required by the San Carlos 2030 General
Plan
Policy LU-12.5, the discovery of human remains shall be treated with respect and dignity
and must

fully comply with the California Native American Graves Protection and Repatri
ation Act and other
appropriate laws. In the unlikely event that artifacts are uncovered during the
construction of the
project the City would implement standard conditions of approval that are required
of all grounddisturbing development projects within the City. Specifically, if human remains
are encountered
during construction activities, work would cease and the San Mateo County Coroner
would be
notified immediately. A qualified archaeologist would also be contacted to assess
the situation in
consultation with the appropriate agencies. If the human remains are of Native
American origin, the
Coroner would notify the Native American Heritage Commission within 24 hours
of this identification. The Native American Heritage Commission would provide recommendatio
ns for the proper
treatment of the remains and associated grave goods. The City of San Carlos
would follow the
recommendations from the Native American Heritage Commission or the archaeo
logist, as required.
Therefore, no impacts to human remains interred outside of formal cemeteries
would occur.
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ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

El
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iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction?

0
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0
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0
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the
State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.

iv) Landslides?
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of
topsoil?

El

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 181-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating
substantial risks to life or property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for
the disposal of waste water?
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss,
injury, or death involving: i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area
or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42; Strong seismic groundshaking; Seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction; iv) Landslides? (No Impact)
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The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associa
ted activities. The proposed
project would not include any new construction, and would not increase the
residential or working
population on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not
expose any people or
structures to a potential substantial adverse effect related to rupture of a known
earthquake fault, strong
seismic groundshaking, seismic-related ground failure, or landslide, and there
would be no impact.
b)

Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? (Less-Than-Significa
nt Impact)

Exposed soils on the site could be subject to erosion during the tree remova
l process, particularly
along the slopes of the creek corridor. The potential for soil erosion exists
during the period of
earthwork activities and between the time when earthwork is completed and
new vegetation is
established or hardscape is installed. However, earthwork associated with
the removal process would
be limited and short-term and new hardscape would be installed within the
public right-of-way to
restore the sidewalk, as needed. Within the creek area, a layer of oak mulch
would be required to be
placed in locations where the trees have been removed (see Mitigation Measu
re BIO-2), which would
prevent erosion. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less-tha
n-significant impact related
to soil erosion or loss of topsoil.
c)

Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would becom
e unstable as a result
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spread
ing, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse? (No Impact)

The project site is not known to consist of unstable geological units and, therefo
re, it is unlikely that
impacts associated with lateral spreading, subsidence, or collapse would occur.
As mentioned above,
the potential for erosion and landslide exists during the period of earthwork
activities in sloped areas;
however, earthwork associated with the removal process would be limited
and short-term. Although
liquefaction could occur during a seismic event, no new construction would
occur on the project site.
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact associated with
unstable geologic
conditions.
d)

Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Buildin
g Code (1994),
creating substantial risks to life or property? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associa
ted activities. The
proposed project would not include any new construction, and would not
increase the residential or
working population on the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would
not create a substantial
risk to life or property by being located on an expansive soil, and there would
be no impact.
e)

Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water
disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste
water? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associa
ted activities. The
proposed project would not include septic tanks or alternative waste water
disposal systems and there
would be no impact
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VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a)

a)

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 0
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the
environment?

b)

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation 0
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissicins of
greenhouse gases?

Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant
impact on the environment? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. Removal
activities that include the use of diesel and gas powered equipment, such as wood chippers, chain
saws, and hauling equipment, would produce combustion emissions from various sources; however
these emissions would be minimal and temporary in duration. Therefore, the proposed project would
not generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would have a significant
adverse effect on the environment and there would be no impact.
b)

Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the
emissions of greenhouse gases? (No Impact)

Please refer to Section VII.a. The proposed project would generate a minor amount of short-term and
temporary greenhouse gas emissions during removal of the trees. However, once removal is complete,
the proposed project would not generate any greenhouse gas emissions. Additionally, while the
eucalyptus trees do store some carbon, the increased growth of other vegetation, as described in
Section IV, Biological Resources, would off-set the loss of sequestered carbon. Therefore, the
proposed project would not conflict with a plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions, and there would be no impact.
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c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste
within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed
school?

0

0

0
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d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of •
hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?
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0

0
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e) For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?
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f)

For a project located within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

0

0

0
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g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

0

0

0
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h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,
including where wildland.s are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences are intermixed with
vvildlands?

El

El

0
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VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS.
Would the project:
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or
disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?
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Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use,
or disposal of hazardous materials? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project would not involve the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials
when complete. Additionally, tree-removal activities for the proposed project would not involve the
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials and no impact would occur.
b)

Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

As stated below in Section VIII.d, the project site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites,
and is not expected to create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. Utility infrastructure within the project area is typically located within the public right-of-way within or near San
Carlos Avenue. This infrastructure would be required to be identified and delineated prior to
substantial stump grinding or root system removal activities, in conformance with all applicable local,
State, and federal regulations and standards pertaining to hazardous materials (i.e., gas lines).
Therefore, this impact would be less than significant.
Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or
waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? (No Impact)
Arundel Elementary School is located along San Carlos Avenue, near the intersection with Phelps
Road, immediately adjacent to the project area. As explained above, construction activities related to
the proposed project would not involve the transportation, use, or disposal of hazardous materials.
Additionally, the proposed project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous
materials, substances or waste. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact related
to hazardous emissions or materials within a quarter-mile of a school.
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a signfficant hazard to the
public or the environment? (No Impact)
The project site is not listed on the Regional Water Quality Control Board's Leaking Underground
Tank Cleanup Site (LUST) or any other Cleanup Program Sites. ° These two components comprise
the State Cortese List of known hazardous materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5. Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment, and no impact would occur.

15 California State Water Resources Control Board, 2015. GeoTracker. Website: geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/
(accessed April 21, 2017).

PACNHI701 San Celina AvaSPRODUCTSM-MND NPubliMan Claim Tree 'Removal Public TS.docx (07/20/I?)

PUBLIC REVIEW DRAFT

34

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC.
JULY 2017

0
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For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project result in a
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area? (No Impact)

The San Carlos Airport is the closest airport and is located approximately
1 mile east of the project
site. However, the proposed project would consist of the removal of mature
trees and associated
activities, and would not increase the residential or working population of
the project site and no
impact would occur.

f)

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project
result in a safety
hazard forpeople residing or working in the project area? (No Impact)

The project site is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore,
implementation of the
proposed project would not result in a safety hazard to people working or
residing in the area due to
the proximity of a private airstrip and no impact would occur.

g)

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or
emergency evacuation plan? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associa
ted activities. The
proposed project would not alter any of the streets within, or adjacent to, the
project site. Tree
removal activities may at times require street closures; however, it is anticipa
ted that at no point
would San Carlos Avenue be entirely closed to vehicular traffic. Any partial
roadway closures would
be conducted by a construction traffic management crew to direct traffic as
needed. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in an impact related to an adopted emerge
ncy response plan or
emergency evacuation plan.

h)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involvin
g wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residen
ces are intermixed
with Midlands? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not include any new construction, and would
not increase the residential
or working population of the project site. The project site is located within
the Moderate Threat to
Development area in the San Carlos General Plan. 16 Additionally, the
proposed project would remove
eucalyptus trees, which are known to be highly flammable, which would decreas
e the risk of wildland
fire. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact related
to exposure of people or
structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires.

16

San Carlos, City of, 2009, op. cit.
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the
project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements?
b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table
level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby
wells would drop to a level which would not support
existing land uses or planned uses for which permits
have been grated)?
c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including through the alteration of
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?
d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river, or substantially increase
the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
e) Create or contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted runoff?
0 Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

0

0

0EZ)
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h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures
which would impede or redirect flood flows?
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IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the
project:

a)

i)

Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving flooding, including
flooding of as a result of the failure of a levee or
dam?

j)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

El

X

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? (No Impact)

The State Water Resources Control Board and nine Regional Water Quality Control Boards
regulate
the water quality of surface water and groundwater bodies throughout California. Runoff water
quality is regulated through the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES
) Program
(established through the federal Clean Water Act). The NPDES Program objective is to control
and
reduce pollutant discharges to surface water bodies. Compliance with NPDES permits is mandate
d by
State and federal statutes and regulations. Locally, the NPDES Program is overseen by the
San
Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (Water Board). The San Mateo Countyw
Water Pollution Prevention Program (SMCWPPP) assists cities, towns, and unincorporated ide
areas
with coordination and consistency of approaches across the County in implementing the Water
Board
requirements. As with most communities, the City of San Carlos does not treat stormwater.
Consequently, the City of San Carlos requires the implementation of Best Management Practice
(WI's) for new development and construction as part of its stormwater management program s
.
The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 trees within the public right-of-way and
within the
creek corridor and associated activities including stump and root removal and restoration of
sidewalks
in some locations. Runoff from the project site is eventually conveyed to the San Francisc
o
through the City's stormwater system and these conditions would not be altered with the Bay
proposed
project. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in a violation of any water quality
standards
or waste discharge requirements and no impact would occur.
b)

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundw
ater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lowering of the local
groundwater
table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a
level which
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which permits have been
granted)? (No
Impact)

The proposed project would not include the use of any groundwater supplies. Therefore,
project would not result in an impact related to the depletion of groundwater supplies. the proposed
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Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would result in substantial
erosion or siltation on- or off-site? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not alter the course of a stream or river and no work would occur within
the channel of Pulgas Creek. The proposed project would consist of the removal of 44 trees and
associated activities, which would result in pervious coverage that is similar to existing site
conditions. Additionally, as mentioned above, the proposed project would not result in substantial
erosion on- or off-site with the implementation of Mitigation Measure B10-2. Therefore, no impact to
the existing drainage pattern of the area would occur.
d)

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? (No Impact)

Refer to Section IX.c. The proposed project would not result in the alteration of the drainage pattern
on the project site in a manner that would result in substantial on- or off-site flooding and no impact
would occur.
e)

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff? (No
Impact)

As discussed in Section IX.a above, implementation of the proposed project would result in a similar
amount of impervious surface coverage on the project site compared to existing conditions and the
rate of stormwater runoff from the project site would not substantially change. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in stormwater runoff rates that exceed the capacity of the existing
storm drainage infrastructure and no impact would occur.
f)

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? (No Impact)

The potential for the construction and operation of the proposed project to degrade water quality is
described in Section IX.a. No additional impacts to water quality would be expected and no impact
would occur.
g)

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?(No Impact)

The proposed project would not include construction of an housing. Therefore, the proposed project
would not result in an impact related to housing located within a 100-year flood hazard.
h)

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood
flows? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not include any new construction. Therefore, the proposed project would
not result in an impact related to structures located within a 100-year flood hazard area.
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Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding,
including flooding of as a result of the failure of a levee or dam? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not include any new construction, and would not increase the residential
or working population of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an
impact related to the exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of loss related to flooding.
.1)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? (No Impact)

The project site is not located near any large bodies of water and would not be subject to seiche or
tsunami. Additionally, the project site is in a generally flat, developed area and would not be subject
to mudflows. The potential for erosion and mudflows to occur within the creek area would be reduced
with implementation of Mitigation Measure B10-2, which requires mulching of areas where trees are
removed. Therefore, there would be no impact related to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.
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b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or E
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including, but not limited to the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?
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X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community?

IZI

LI

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan 0
or natural community conservation plan?

a)

Physically divide an established community? (No Impact)

The physical division of an established community typically refers to the construction of a physical
feature (such as an interstate highway or railroad tracks) or removal of a means of access (such as a
local road or bridge) that would impair mobility within an existing community, or between a
community and an outlying area. For instance, the construction of an interstate highway through an
existing community may constrain travel from one side of the community to another; similarly, such
construction may also impair travel to areas outside of the community.
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The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project would not alter the existing streets within or adjacent to the project site. Therefore,
the proposed project would not result in a physical division of an established community or adversely
affect the continuity of land uses in the vicinity, and there would be no impact.
b)

Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction
over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal
program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

The project site is primarily located within the public right-of-way and areas of the Pulgas Creek
corridor. The 44 trees to be removed as a part of the proposed project are identified as blue gum
eucalyptus trees (Eucalyptus globulus) and 32 of these trees are identified as protected trees according
to the San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 12.20 (maintenance and removal of private landscaping on
public property). However, removal would be consistent with the required findings to remove a
protected tree, including: the tree could adversely affect the general health and safety; the tree could
cause substantial damage; and, the tree is in danger of falling. 17 Therefore, the proposed project would
be generally consistent with applicable policies and ordinances, and this impact would be less than
significant. Refer to Section IV.e for additional discussion related to protected trees.
c)

Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?
(No Impact)

Refer to Section IV.f. No impact would occur.
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XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the
residents of the State?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site delineated
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land
use plan?

17

X

San Carlos, City of', 2017. San Carlos Zoning Ordinance. February 27.
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Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the
region and the residents of the State? (No Impact)

The project site is located in an urban area. There are no areas within the City designated
by the
California Department of Conservation as having the potential for being a significant source
of
composite materials or industrial materials. 18 The proposed project, which involves the
removal of
several mature trees, would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource
of value
to the region and the residents of the State and no impact would occur.
b)

Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineat
ed
on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?(No Impact)

Refer to Section Xl.a. The proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of
a locallyimportant mineral resource recovery site. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels
in excess of standards established in the local
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?
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b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise
levels?
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c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
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El
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XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:

0

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

18

San Carlos, City of, 2009. 2030 General Plan, Land Use Element. October 12.
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XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a)

e)

For a project located within an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport,
would the project expose people residing or workin g
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Li

f)

For a project within the vicinit y of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residin g or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

ID

0

Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in the
local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?(Less-ThanSignificant Impact)

The proposed project would consist of the removal of mature trees along a 0.7-mile segment within
the public right-of-way adjacent to residential areas. Tree removal activities would include the use of
diesel and gas-powered equipment, including chain saws, wood chippers, and large hauling vehicles.
Although these activities would result in periods of noise as individual trees are removed, this noise
would not be sustained and would occur only during the temporary tree removal period. As the trees
are located along a 0.7-mile segment of roadway, noise associated with tree removal would not be
concentrated in any one location. No construction activity that would generate very high noise levels
or ground borne vibration would occur. The City of San Carlos' Construction Hours Ordinance is set
forth in Section 9.30.070(B) of the San Carlos Municipal Code, which restricts construction activities
to the hours of: 8:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on

Saturdays and Sundays. No construction noise-related activities are permitted on certain holidays.
The code also requires that all gasoline-powered construction equipment be equipped with an
operating muffler or baffling system as originally provided by the manufacturer, with no modifications allowed to these systems. Only the Building Official has the authority to grant exceptions to
construction noise-related activities. The proposed project would be subject to these regulations.
Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people to or generate excessive groundborne
vibration or noise and the temporary increase in noise levels during the tree removal period would be
less than significant.
b)

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise
levels? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XH.a. The proposed project would not generate excessive ground borne vibration or
noise and no impact would occur.
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A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above levels
existing without the project? (No Impact)

Refer to Section Xil.a. The proposed project would not permanently increase noise levels in the
area
and no impact would occur.
d)

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project? (Less-Than-Significant Impact)

Refer to Section 3al.a. Tree removal activities on the site would increase ambient noise levels during
the removal period. However, this increased noise level would be temporary, intermittent and short
term, and would be less than significant.
e)

For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? (No Impact)

The proposed project is located approximately 1 mile West of the San Carlos airport and is not located
within 2 miles of a private airstrip. The proposed project would consist of tree removal and associated
activities. The proposed project would not result in an increase in population on, or in the vicinity
of,
the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people residing or working in
the
project area to excessive noise levels, and no impact would occur.
fi

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing
or working in the project area to excessive noise levels? (No Impact)

Refer to Section )(The. No impact would occur.
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a) Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (for example, by prciposing new homes
and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
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b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
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Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? (No Impact)

The proposed project includes the removal of existing mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project does not include housing and is located in a developed urban area. Therefore, the
proposed project would not directly or indirectly induce population growth, and no impact would
OCCUT.

b)

Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of replacement
housing elsewhere? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XIII.a. The proposed project would not displace any existing housing and no impact
would occur.

c)

Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XIII.a and XIII.b. No impact would occur.
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES.
a) Would the project result in substantial adverse
physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for
new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
i. Fire protection?
Police protection?
iii. Schools?
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iv. Parks?
v.

Other public facilities?
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Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services: Fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, other public facilities?
(No Impact)

The proposed project includes the removal of existing mature trees and associated activities.
The
proposed project would not include any new construction, and would not increase the residentia
l or
daytime population of the project site. The proposed project would not alter any of the streets
within,
or adjacent to, the project site. The proposed project would not require the provision of any
public
services, including fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, and other public facilities.
Therefore, no impact to public services would occur.
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Significant
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XV. RECREATION.
a)

Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or

require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect
on the environment?

El

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not result in an.increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities. The proposed project includes the removal of existing mature
trees and associated activities. The proposed project would not result in population growth which in
turn could increase demand for recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact to parks or recreational
facilities would occur.
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b)

Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (No
Impact)

Refer to Section XV.a. The proposed project does not include any recreational facilities nor does it
require the construction or expansion of existing recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would
occur.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project

0 Z

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy
establishing measures of effectiveness for the
performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all modes of transportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation system, including but
not limited to intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass
transit?
b) Conflict with an applicable congestion management
program, including, but not limited to level of service
standards and travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?
c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including
either an increase in traffic levels or a change in
location that results in substantial safety risks?

O

0

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

O

0

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

O

0

f) Conflict with adopted polices, plans, or programs
regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian
facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or
safety of such facilities?

0

0
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Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation
including mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of the circulation
system, including but not limited to intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and
bicycle paths, and mass transit? (No Impact)

The proposed project includes the removal of existing mature trees and associated activities. The
proposed project would not include any new construction, and would not alter any portion of the
circulation system within, or adjacent to, the project site. The proposed project would require traffic
control on San Carlos Avenue, ranging from closing one direction of the street with flagmen for oneway traffic control, to complete closure to allow for tree removal equipment to be set up and for large
trucks to haul off the large tree trunk sections. However, traffic controls and closures would be shortterm, and operations along San Carlos Avenue would return to existing conditions after completion of
the proposed project. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in an impact related to
consistency with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of effectiveness for
the performance of the circulation system.
b)

Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including but not limited to level
of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards established by the county
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XII.a. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to level of service
standards, travel demand measures, or other standards.
c)

Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results in substantial safety risks? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XII.a. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to air traffic
patterns.
d)

Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XIT.a. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to hazards due to
design features or incompatible uses.
e)

Result in inadequate emergency access? (No Impact)

Refer to Section )(Ma. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to emergency
access. During tree removal activities, roadways would remain open and vehicle traffic would be
directed by construction crews as needed to maintain traffic flows.
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.1)

Conflict with adopted polices, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities? (No
Impact)

Refer to Section XII.a. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to adopted policies,
plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or result in a decrease in
the safety of such facilities.
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i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k); or

0

0

0

ii) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1. [In applying the criteria set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider
the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.]

0

0

0

XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a tribal cultural resource,
defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as
either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope
of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural
value to a California Native American tribe, and that
is:

a)

1E1

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural
resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place,
cultural landscape that is geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:
i) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k); or II) A
resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
Section 5024.1? (No Impact)
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As noted in Section V, Cultural Resources, a historic resource evaluation was completed,
and did not
identify any historical resources within the project site (see Appendix B). Addition
ally, no tribal
resources are known to occur or have been identified within the site or in the vicinity of
the site.
Furthermore, the proposed project includes the removal of approximately 44 trees and would
not
require substantial excavation or grading activities beyond stump grinding and minor slope,
sidewalk,
and asphalt repairs, as needed.
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a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

O

0

012l

b) Require or result in the construction of new water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

O

0

0

El

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm
water drainage facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

O

0

0

El

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve
the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

Cl

0

0

El

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the
project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

O

0

0

El

0 Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project's solid waste
disposal needs?

O

0

El

0

O

0

XVIII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the
project:

Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?
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Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control
Board? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of tree removal and associated activities within the public right-of-way
and adjacent creek corridor. The proposed project would not generate any wastewater and no impact
related to wastewater requirements would occur.
b)

Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? (No Impact)

The proposed project would not result in an increase in demand for water or wastewater services.
Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the construction of new water treatment or
wastewater facilities, and no impact would occur.
c)

Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of
existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental effects? (No
Impact)

The proposed project would not result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.
d)

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? (No Impact)

Please refer to Section xvm.b. The proposed project would not result in an impact related to water
supplies.
e)

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments? (No Impact)

Please refer to XVIII.a. The proposed project would not generate any wastewater, and therefore
would not impact the capacity of the wastewater treatment provider.
fi

Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid
waste disposal needs? (No Impact)

The proposed project consists of the removal of 44 mature trees, which would be chipped into mulch
by the tree removal service or contractor. The proposed project would not generate substantial
amounts of solid waste and no impacts related to landfill capacity would occur.
g)

Comply with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste? (No Impact)

Refer to Section XVIII.f. No impact would occur.
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XVIV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE.
a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range
of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or
eliminate important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

El

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and
the effects of probable future projects.)

ID

p

1:1

c) Does the project have environmental effects which
will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

El

I=1

El

IZI

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important
examples of
the major periods of California history or prehistory? (Potentially Significa
nt Unless
Mitigation Incorporated)
Implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and B10-2 would ensure
that potential impacts to
nesting birds and riparian woodlands would be reduced to a less-than-significant level.
There are no
historic or cultural resources present on the project site. Therefore, development of the proposed
project would not: . 1) degrade the quality of the environment; 2) substantially reduce
the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species; 3) cause a fish or wildlife species population to drop below self-sust
aining
levels; 4) threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; 5) reduce the number or restrict
the
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal; or 6) eliminate important examples of the
major
periods of California history.
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Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,
and the effects of probable future projects.) (No Impact)

All potential impacts that could result from of the proposed project are considered to be less than
significant. The proposed project's potential impacts associated with tree removal activities within the
public right-of-way and creek corridor would be individually limited and not cumulatively
considerable.

c)

Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? (No Impact)

The proposed project involves the removal of hazardous trees and associated activities. The proposed
project would not result in any environmental effects that would cause substantial direct or indirect
adverse effect to human beings.
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Kielty Arborist Services LLC
Certified Arborist WE#0476A
P.O. Box 6187
San Mateo, CA 94403
650 —515-9783

April 18, 2017
City of San Carlos
Attn: Ms. Lisa Costa Sanders
City of San Carlos Principle Planner
600 Elm Street
San Carlos, CA 94070
RE: Survey of eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue from Prospect
north to the San Carlos
city limits.
Dear Ms. Costa Sanders,
At your request during the month of February, March and April of 2017,
I visited the above sites
for the purpose of inspecting and commenting on the eucalyptus trees along
San Carlos Avenue.
Your request for a tree assessment and recommendations for future tree
maintenance has
prompted this report.
Method:
All of the trees were observed from the ground. The trees included in this
a map provided by you. Each tree was given an identification number. report were located on
This
embossed on a metal tag and nailed to the trees at eye level. The location number was
of the nearest mailbox
or landmark was noted. Where possible, the trees were measured at
54 inches above ground level (DBH or diameter at breast height).
A condition rating of 1 — 100 was assigned to each tree representing
form and vitality using the following scale:
1 29 Very Poor
30 49 Poor
50 - 69 Fair
70 - 89 Good
90 - 100 Excellent
The height of each tree was estimated and the spread was paced off.
A priority of 1 to 4 was assigned to each tree signifying the time
frame the work should be carried out.
-

-

Blue gum trees along San Carlos Avenue.
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The scale is as follows:
• Priority 1: Urgent - work should be completed immediately. Within the first
pruning cycle.
• Priority 2: Significant - work should be completed during the second pruning cycle.
• Priority 3: Moderate - work should be completed the third mining cycle.
• Priority 4: Modest - work should be completed in the fourth pruning cycle.

in

Matheny and Clark 12 Point Assessment Method:
The Matheny and Clark International Society of Arboriculture approved - 12 point hazard
assessment method was used to help prioritize work that is needed. The hazard rating system
rates each tree with a possible four points in three categories. The 3 categories represent a) part,
the section of tree causing the possible hazard that may fail; b) chance; the likelihood that the
part will fail; c) target, what will be damaged if the part fails. An explanation of the ratings is as
follows.
Target
Chance
Part
1 = Open space or fencing
1 =Not likely
1 = Small limbs or branches
= Wires and not heavily used roads
2
chance
Slight
=
2
limbs
lateral
Larger
=
2
= Heavily used roads
3
likely
3 = Failure
3 = Trunks or leaders
4= Entire tree or large trunks 4= Failure eminent 4= Homes
Using the hazard assessment method chosen for this project, the trees rated with the higher
combined hazard rating, the higher the risk of that tree failing. A total rating of "12" would be
considered a high probability for damage and or injury. A rating of "3" would be considered a
very low chance of failure and or injury. This hazard rating method will help you prioritize the
recommended tree work. Lastly, a brief comments section is provided for each tree.
A mallet test and (if needed) a drill test should be performed on the trunks of the trees. Lastly, a
comment section is provided for each tree, which includes trimming recommendations. Photo
documentation is provided for all priority 1 trees.
Observations of Failed Trees:
During severe winter storms one large eucalyptus #28A failed. The tree was located on the
northwest side of the street near the entrance of the school and one of the school pickup and
drop-off locations. The tree felt at a school non-use time avoiding any student injury. The
weather was severe and the tree failed without warning. The up-rooted root ball was quite
shallow and of small diameter. The tree had a limited rooting area with asphalt surrounding the
tree.
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Tree #22 failed on New Year's Day 2006. The very large eucalyptus,
91.6 inch DBH failed onto
the corner of Cordilleras and San Carlos Avenue. The tree crushed
a vehicle with a large leader
hitting the hood of the tree and another large leader hitting the trunk
. The vehicle was destroyed
however the driver had no physical injuries. Weather was severe (winte
r storm), the tree was
declared a high risk in a report earlier that year.
Remaining Trees Observations:
The remaining trees on site have not been well maintained. Many
trees have been removed by home owners. All of the remaining
trees are Tasmanian blue gum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus).
Several of the trees have been struck by vehicles in the past with
large scars as a result. Damage to the pedestrian walkway is
evident (northeast of Alameda). A large number of the trees are
located slightly off the street in the riparian woodland to the rear
of the houses on Carmelita. The eucalyptus trees have a history
of limb and leader.
Site of the failure of tree #22. The large blue gum failed onto
Cordilleras.
Drill Test Observations:
A drill test was performed of trees with obvious decay areas. Trees
#13, #15 and #44 were drill
tested. The purpose of the drill test was to help verify the amount
of sound wood surrounding the
decayed areas. A Resi700 drill attachment was used for the
test. The Resi is a non-digiial
instrument made by the same producers of the Resistograph a highly
regarded decay detection
device. The Resi attached to a cordless drill borers a 1/16 of an
inch 12 inch long hole in the
trunk of the tree. A sliding scale measures the depth of the drill
bit. When a decayed area is
encountered the drill will surge forward indicating a loss of wood
resistance. The method is
considered an accepted practice by Best Management Practices and
ANSI standards.
The results of the drill test are as follows:
Tree #13
Drill point #1 has 12 inches (depth of
drill) of sound wood.
Drill point #2 has 8 inches of sound wood.
Tree #15
Drill point #1 has 11 inches of sound
wood.
Drill point #2 has 6 inches of sound
wood.
Tree #44
Drill point #1 has 4 inches of sound
wood.
Dill point #2 has 6 inches sound wood.
Blue gum #44 has a 12 foot long and 3 foot wide decayed
area. Flags denote drill point locations.
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The three drilled trees all had dry solid cores. The solid core is common for damaged blue gums.
The wood becomes very hard and brittle. The blue gums do not normally have normal decay
with softened wood, the wood generally gets very solid. The cores of the tree loose the
flexibility often causing failures. When the dead section extends into the root zone failure is
more likely.
Summary:
The large blue gums that line San Carlos Avenue are mature and need of removal or heavy
trimming. Trees have damaged walkway and have suppressed native trees in the area. Failure of
the trees are quite un-predictable and the lack of pervious root zone is a contributing factor to the
trees chances of failure. Remove the eucalyptus trees as trimming within ANSI standards or
Best Management Practices cannot improve the trees form or lessen the trees chances of failure.
Recommendations:
The three options for maintenance are availed for the maintenance staff:
• Continue to maintain the trees as was done in the past reducing the trees crowns to
reduce wind sail and lessen the chances of limb failure.
the trees radically to the height of an aerial lift truck (approximately 50 feet).
Reduce
•
Re-trim the trees that survive the trimming every three years as the new watersprout
growth will not be well attached.
• Remove the entire row of eucalyptus trees and re-plant with another species of tree.
Removal and replacement is the only methods that eliminates all hazards and
liabilities associated with the trees.
Discussion of options:
The three methods discussed all have valid arguments and can be easily defended. The
unpredictability of the species which was evident in past failures contributes to the argument of
total removal of all of the trees.
Option 1: is the continued trimming of the trees as has been done for the last 40 years that I know
of. The recent failure of the trees has exposed this maintenance option as one that had limited
success at best. With the continuance of this option continued failure may be a reality.
Option 2: is the heavy heading and topping of the trees. This method is not an accepted practice
and far exceeds ANSI and Best Management Practices. The denuded trees should re-sprout with
rapidly growing water sprout growth. The watersprouts will be connected in the outer edges of
the bark and will have ho heartwood for strength. The watersprouts will have a propensity for
breakage and trimming of the sprouts will be required every three years. Some trees will die
from this type of trimming. Root loss may continue as the overall vigor of the trees will be
reduced. Heavily trimmed trees are susceptible to eucalyptus long homed borer which not only
kills heavily trimmed trees but rapidly damages the structural integrity of the trees. Aragon High
School recently lost 4-5 blue gums to this insect on trees that were heavily trimmed.
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Option 3: is the removal and replacement of all of the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue
and the riparian.areas. This method is the only method that will eliminate all hazards and
liabilities associated with the trees.
Using a combination of all three options is an option however at this point due to the
unpredictability of the trees it would be difficult to decide which trees are most likely to
I
strongly recommend removal of the trees as the trees unpredictable nature of the trees andfail.
the
advancement of the riparian wood land. Future failure of these trees or parts of these trees is
likely.
Public Opinion:
During the many hours spent on the Avenue I discussed the trees with home owners, residents
and people walking on the street. The strong majority of the curious people on the street were
quite concerned with the safety of the trees. People that witnessed the failed tree or saw the
damage that had occurred were alarmed by the damages to property and were grateful that no
one was injured. Removal of the trees was the common opinion of the people on the street.

Wildlife Habitat:
The trees were inspected several times during the survey work for Rnimal life using the trees
as
habitat. One large nesting bird was located during the survey. The red tail hawk or red
shouldered hawk had an active nest high in the trees canopy. The young hawk has left the nest
and the nest is no longer active. Two more abandoned nests were observed with no birds visiting
the nests_ Large nesting birds would include but are not limited to birds of prey (hawks, falcons
owls or kites). Three squirrel nests were identifies in the lower canopy of trees. Squirrel nests ,
are usually removed unless they are occupied during the pruning or removal process.
Riparian Woodland:
The creek bank area southeast of San Carlos Avenue east of
Alameda to the Doctor's office east of Cordilleras has a
riparian woodland on both sides of the creek. The native trees
that line the creek area include coast live oak, California
buckeye and bay laurel. The natives have good vigor and a
suppressed growth habit from the large eucalyptus trees that
have encroached in the woodland. Several of the trees have
poor form (suppressed) due the competition for light with the
blue gums. The oak woodland would flourish with the
eucalyptus being removed. The allopathic tendencies, debris
from the trees and root and light competition all contribute to
the suppression of the natives in the oak woodland.

Debris from the blue gums is one of the contributing factors to a suppressed riparia
n
woodland (woodland to left).

(6)
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Fire Danger:
Eucalyptus trees are known to have very flammable oils in the wood, stems and leaves. Debris
below the trees is a common source of fire as the peeling bark and small failed limbs pile up at
the trees base (see photo on page 5). The debris behind the fence is not seen by the public and a
is very good source of the start of a fire. Debris fires are common with the species.

Public Walkway:
The public pathway on the southeast side of San Carlos
Avenue between Alameda and Cordilleras has been
destroyed. The expanding trunks, root damage and the
receding soil at the fence line all have contributed to the
destruction of the walk way. ADA requirements for the
walkway cannot be achieved with the trees in place.

Tree #12 with destroyed pathway. The location of the
tree makes ADA requirement difficult to fulfill.

Actions Taken By Other Municipalities:
Several municipalities are taking action due to the failure of large trees, litigation from failed
parts of trees, neighboring complaints and fire danger. This is a few of the local municipalities
who have taken action:
• City of Burlingame lost 5 large eucalyptus trees in 2017 on a busy street. The trees were
well maintained with multiple trimming events. The city is looking at heavier than
normal trimming or removal.
• Town of Hillsborough is looking at rows of large eucalyptus due to litigation from limb
. failure.
• Hillsborough School District is looking at removal of a large row of eucalyptus.
• San Bruno is making an attempt to have home owners trim and maintain eucalyptus trees
in the public right of way. Neighbor's complaints are the reason for the action.
• Los Altos Hills Fire District will remove any eucalyptus free on a property at no cost to
the home owner to help reduce fire danger.

San Carlos Avenue/3/16/17
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Photo Documentation of the #1 Priority rated trees along San Carlos Aveime:
Tree #12 blue gum eucalyptus with a diameter at breast
height of 52.4. The eucalyptus has a condition rating of 45
percent (poor). The tree is located at the corner of Alameda
and San Carlos Avenue. The height of the tree is 65 feet with
a total crown spread of 70 feet. The tree has fair vigor, poor
form, the canopy one sided to South East, root crown covered
with asphalt, lifted curb failing. Limb failure is likely.

Blue gum #13 with a diameter at breast height of 53.4
inches. The tree is located on the pathway east of
Alemeda. The condition ration of this tree 40 percent
(poor). The estimated height of the tree is 55 feet with
a total crown spread of 50 feet. The tree has Poor
vigor, poor form, decline in canopy, a large scar on
irunk, the root crown covered with asphalt, very poor
crotch at 6 feet with a seam from the poor crotch.

Tree #15 is a blue gum with a diameter at breast height of
32.6 inches. . The tree is located on the pathway east of
Alemeda. The condition ration of this tree 35 percent
(poor). The estimated height of the tree is 55 feet with a
total crown spread of 50 feet. The tree has Poor vigor, poor
form, decline in canopy, a large scar on trunk, the root
crown covered with asphalt, decay on street side from
vehicle damage, oozing from scar and asphalt to the base.

San Carlos Avenue/3/16/17
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Tree #44 with a diameter at breast height of 64.8 inches. The tree
is located west of Cordilleras behind the existing fence. The
condition rating is a 30 percent (Poor). The estimated height of
the gum tree is 70 feet with a total crown spread of 40 feet. The
tree has fair vigor, poor form, is codominant at 5 feet with poor
crotch and has decay at base.

The information included in this report is believed to be true and based on sound arboricultural
principles and practices.
Sincerely,
Kevin Kielty
Certified Arborist WE#0476A

San Carlos Avenue/3/16/17
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Glossary
Adventitious

Arising from parts of the root or stem and having no connection to apical
meristems

Air Excavator

A device that directs a jet of highly compressed air to excavate soil.

ANSI

An acronym for American National Standards Institute.

ANSI A300

In the United States, industry developed national consensus standards of
practice for tree care.

Bifurcation

A natural division of branch or stem into two or more stems or parts.

Branch union

A point where a branch originates from the trunk or another branch. Fork.
Crotch.

Brown rot

A fungal wood rot characterized by the breakdown of cellulose.

Buttress roots

Roots at the trunk base that help support the tree and equalize mechanical
stress

Butt rot

Decay of the lower trunk, trunk flare or buttress roots.

Cabling

Installation of steel or synthetic cable in a tree to provide supplemental
support to week branches or crotches.

Canker

A dead, discolored, often sunken area (lesion) on a branch, root, stem or
trunk.

Canopy

The part of the crown composed of leaves and small twigs.

Cavity

Open or closed hollow within a tree stem, usually associated with decay.

Compartmentalize Natural defense process in trees which chemical and physical boundaries
are created that act to limit the spread of disease and decay organisms.
Decay

An area of wood that is undergoing decomposition.

Epicormic shoot

Shoot arising from latent or adventitious bud (growth point).

Eradicate

Total removal of a species from a particular area. May refer to pathogens,
insects, pests or unwanted plants.

San Carlos Avenue/3/16/17
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Hypoxylon

Black hemispherical fruiting bodies that develop on the surface of dead
bark or wood. The fungus causes a white rot of the sap wood of living
trees and dead wood.

Included bark

Bark that becomes embedded in a crotch between branch and trunk or
between codominant stems. Causes week structure.

Infectious

Capable of being spread to plants from other plants or organisms

Lateral

Secondary or subordinate branch or root.

Live crown ratio

Ratio of the height of the crown containing live foliage to the overall
height of the tree.

Mycelium

Vegetative body of a fungus.

Watersprout

Upright, epicormic shoot arising from the trunk or branches of a plant
above the root graft or soil line.

References
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Kielty Arborist Services
P.O. Box 6187
San Mateo, CA 94403
650-515-9783

ARBORIST DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training and experience
to examine trees, recommend measures to enhance the beauty and health of trees, and attempt to
reduce the risk of living near trees. Clients may choose to accept or disregard the
recommendations of the arborist, or seek additional advice.
Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of
a tree. Trees are living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand. Conditions are
often hidden within trees and below ground. Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be
healthy or safe under all circumstances, or for a specified period of time. Likewise, remedial
treatments, like a medicine, cannot be guaranteed.
Treatment, pruning, and removal of trees may involve considerations beyond the scope of
the arborist's services such as property boundaries, property ownership, site lines, disputes
between neighbors, landlord-tenant matters, etc. Arborists cannot take such issues into account
unless complete and accurate information is given to the arborist. The person hiring the arborist
accepts full responsibility for authorizing the recommended treatment or remedial measures.
Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled. To live near a tree is to accept
some degree of risk. The only way to eliminate all risks is to eliminate all trees.

Arborist:
Kevin R. Kielty
Date:

April 17,2017
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Removed. Tree failed.
Fair vigor, poor form, canopy one sided to South
East, root crown covered with asphalt, lifted curb
failing.
PoPoor vigor, poor form, decline in canopy,
large scar on trunk, root crown covered with
asphalt, veruy poor crotch at 6 foot seam.
Fair vigor, poor form, topped at 20 feet, decay
and water sprouts from that location, asphalt at
base.
Poor to fair vigor, poor form, decay on street
side from vehicle damage, oozing from scar,
asphalt to base.
Good vigor, poor form, codominanat at 8 feet,
topped in past at 20 feet, decay from topping
point.
Good vigor, poor to fair form, codomlnanat at 20
feet, restricted root zone on North West side,
steep slope to creek on South East.
Fair vigor, poor form, multi leader at 10 feet with
poor crotches, asphalt to base.

Removed. Tree failed.

Poor to fair vigor, poor form, multi at 8 feet with
poor crotches, northern leader extend over road,
history of limb drop Including vehicle damage.

Poor vigor, fair form, decline In canopy,
codominant leaders at 15 feet with poor crotch,
decline more than usual from past frost damage.
Poor vigor, fair form, codominant at 10 feet, poor
to fair crotches, decline in canopy more than
usual from past frost damage.
Fair vigor, poor to fair form, codomlnant at 30
feet, heavy lateral limbs, history of limb loss.
Good vigor, fair form, multi at 20 feet, heavily
trimmed in past.
Fair vigor, poor form, multi at 8 feet with poor
crotches, heavy arching leaders over road,
history of limb loss causing damage.
Fair vigor, poor form, multi leader at 2 feet with
poor crotches, spreading form, history of limb
loss causing damage.

•
Tree failed.
Fair vigor, poor to fair form, multi at 30 feet with
poor crotcjes, callus formed on trunk, oozing
heavy to South East over home.

Removed.

.

Kevin R. Kielty
Certified Arborist - WE0476A
650-515-9783
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Removed. Tree failed.
Fair vigor, poor form, cod ominant at 1 foot with
poor crotch, debris piled on base.
Fair vigor, poor form, topped at 25 feet,
watersprouts from that point, trunk leans East.
Fair vigor, poor form, topped in past at 20 feet,
decay at that point, watersprouts, on steep
slope, root crown buried.

Removed. Tree failed.
Removed. Tree failed.
Fair vigor, fair form, multi leadr at 10 feet,
heavily trimmed in past on South East side,
including large limb removal.
Fiar vigor, poor form, topped repeatedly in past
on steep bank above creek.
Fair vigor, poor form, re-sprout from previous
removed tree on steep bank above creek,
topped repeatedly, volunteers from original
street planting.
Fair vigor, poor form, resprouted from previously
removed trees, on creek bank above creek,
volunteers from original street planting.

Removed. Tree failed.

Good vigor, poor form, topped in past at 15 feet,
multiple leaders from that point, poor leader
attachments, decayed area on Wesdtem trunk.

Removed. Tree failed.
Good vigor, poor form, topped In past at 15 feet,
multiple leaders from that point, poor leader
attachments.

, Removed. Tree failed.

Removed. Tree failed.
Good vigor, poor form, topped in past at 35 feet,
watersprouts from that location.
Good vigor, poor form, topped in past at 35 feet,
watersprouts from that location.
Good vigor, poor form, decay on trunk, vehicle
damage, multi at 15 feet.
Good vigor, poor form, decay on trunk, vehicle
damage, multi at 15 feet

Fair vigor, poor form, multi leader at 10 feet with
poor crotches, asphalt to base, heavy laterla
limbs to East over creek.
Poor to fair form, poor form, decay at base,
asphalt to trunk, codominanat at 8 feet with poor
crotch.
Fair vigor, poor form, codominant at 5 feet with
poor crotch, decay at base.

Kevin R. Kielty
Certified Arborist - WE0476A
650-515-9783
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Poor to fair vigor, poor form, heavy lean to North
over doctors office, poor location on creek bank,
shares root zone with #58, ivy on trunk.
Removed. Tree failed.
Removed. Tree failed.
Good vigor, poor to fair form, multi leader at 12
feet with poor crotches, heavy lateral limbs,
steep slope to home, trimmed by utilities.

Poor to fair vigor, poor to fair form, poor location
on creek bank, decline in canopy, ivy on trunk,
heavy leaders to South, home doctor office.
Poor vigor, poor to fair form, heavy lateral limbs
to South East, poor location on creek bank,
home doctor office, ivy on trunk.
Poor to fair vigor, poor form, poor location on
creek bank,shares root zone with #59. target
home or doctor office, ivy on trunk.

Ceintnenta :
Fair vigor, poor form, trunk leans North at 45
degrees over road.
Removed. Tree failed.
Fair vigor, poor form, 3 feet wide x 12 feet tall,
decayed area on South East side (advanced),
limited root zone on North West side.
Good vigor, poor form, suppressed by #19
heavy to East, target creek landscape.
Fair vigor, poor form,suppressed by #44,
volunteer from original planting.
Fair vigor, poor form, suppressed by #44,
volunteer from original planting.
Good vigor, poor to fair form, suppressed by
#44, tall for DBH, leans South.
Removed. Tree failed.
Removed. Tree failed.
Poor to fair vigor, poor form, leans North over
road, ivy to 20 feet, shares root zone with #51.
Poor to fair vigor, poor form, leans North over
road, ivy to 20 feet, shares root zone with #51.
Poor to fair vigor, poor form, suppressed, leans
North over road, volunteer.
Fair vigor, poor form, poor location at fence,
leans toward road.
Poor vigor, poor form, topped in past, poor
location on creek bank.
Poor vigor, poor form, heavy lean North over
road.
Removed. Tree failed.

Kevin R. Kielty
Certified Arborist - WE0476A
850-515-9783
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2

2
11

10

Good vigor, poor to fair form, multi leader at 8
feet, poor crotches, trimmed by utilities, steep
slope to home.
Fair vigor, poor form, suppressed by #63, heavy
to South, steep slope to home.

Comments

Kevin R. Kielty
Certified Arborist - WE0476A
650-515-9783

APPENDIX B
Historical Resource Evaluation:
San Carlos Avenue Eucalyptus Trees

November 5, 2015
Chris Valley, Chief Building Official
City of San Carlos
600 Elm Street
San Carlos, CA 94070

Historical Resource Evaluation: San Carlos Avenue Eucalyptus Trees
Background
A review of historical sources suggests that Timothy Guy Phelps arranged for the planting of
eucalyptus trees on both sides of San Carlos Avenue (then called Cypress Avenue) at about the same
time as the construction of the railroad depot building in 1888. A Mr. Julius Johnson is credited
with actually planting the trees for Phelps.' Phelps owned the property adjacent to the depot and
hoped that eager buyers would jump on the railroad from San Francisco to buy lots for houses near
the station.
Mr. Phelps, having only sold a handful of lots, sold about 400 acres of the property nearest to the
station (the area that is now downtown San Carlos) to a local developer; his widow sold most of the
rest of the Phelps estate landholdings to the San Carlos Park Syndicate in about 1912.
At the time of its completion, the tree-lined avenue was a narrow dirt carriage track extending from
the railroad station nearly a mile to the Alameda de las Pulgas (the Alameda de las Pulgas was later
realigned). Widening of the road in about 1910 eliminated most of the eucalyptus trees on the
northern side of the avenue.' And the trees near downtown San Carlos were entirely removed on
both sides when sidewalks were constructed in the 1920s and may individual trees have fallen or
been removed along the avenue over the years. Currently a spotty series of eucalyptus trees (some
very large and many younger sprouts from the stumps of cut trees) can be seen from about
Sycamore Street to Plymouth Avenue. Tr' 2005, at least 33 large trees were still alive along San
Carlos Avenue.'
Evaluation
An avenue of trees can be a historic resource if the feature meets at least one of the criteria for
listing on the California Register and displays sufficient integrity to convey its significance. The
criteria are:
1. Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
local or regional history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States (Criterion
1).
2. Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history
(Criterion 2).

3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction
or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values (Criterion 3).
4. Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history
of the local area, California or the nation (Criterion 4). i"
The San Carlos Avenue trees were planted as part of a marketing campaign for suburban house lots;
while the tree lined avenue was certainly an attractive feature Phelp's sales campaign fizzled and the
tree planting was not directly associated with the pattern of residential and commercial development
in San Carlos that picked up steam some 30 years later in the 1920s. The trees do not appear to be
eligible under Criterion 1 for association with the expansion of development in San Carlos.
The trees were installed by a pioneering resident of San Carlos, Timothy Guy Phelps, who was also a
figure of statewide renown. To be eligible under Criterion 2, the trees would need to be directly
associated with important activities in Mr. Phelps' career or private life. Mr. Phelps lived at two
locations in San Carlos, first at the former Arguello home near Magnolia and Cedar Streets before
building a large new home closer to the railroad depot along Old County Road. Neither home was
located on San Carlos Avenue. Mr. Phelps enjoyed a long career in politics, public service and
various business pursuits (he was a customs agent, a grain speculator, a dairyman, a banker, and one
of the directors of the San Francisco-San Jose Railroad)." Many of these activities took place from
his home and office in San Francisco. He was not a successful real estate developer. The trees do
not appear to be eligible under Criterion 2 for association with important aspects of the career of
Timothy Guy Phelps.
The tree-lined avenue could be a significant example of a tree-lined avenue. The practice of lining a
roadway with trees of one (or two) species became popular on European estates in 1700s, spreading
to the United States in the second half of the 1800s on private estates and along public roads as
campaigns began to beautify city streets in the young nation." Eucalyptus, introduced to California
from Australia during the Gold Rush, were a popular choice in California for their tall, straight
trunks, rapid growth, ornamental and fragrant bark and foliage. Eucalyptus required less water than
native redwoods and were considered more suitable than native oaks (which tend to be lower and
more globular in form) for planting along an avenue. Many local roads were lined with eucalyptus
trees, including the Alameda de las Pulgas and portions of the El Camino Real.
In order to meet Criterion 3 the trees would need to embody the distinctive characteristics of a treelined avenue: regular spacing, uniform size, consistent roadway width, trees along both edges of the
road, and sometimes framing an ornamental terminus. San Carlos did frame the railroad depot on
one side, and as originally planted appears to have displayed the other characteristics as well; thus the
avenue may have "embodied" the distinctive characteristics."' If the avenue displays sufficient
integrity in these features, it might be considered a historic resource under Criterion 3.
The trees along San Carlos Avenue do not appear to have the potential to yield important scientific
information and are thus not eligible under Criterion 4 (generally reserved for archaeological sites).
No archaeological survey was conducted for this report; however it should be noted that
archaeological deposits may be present in the vicinity of Pulgas Creek and care should be taken if
any trees along the creek are considered for removal. (Grinding the stump is preferred over digging
it out.)

Integrity Considerations
The San Carlos Avenue eucalyptus trees may be eligible under Criterion 3 as embodying the practice
of lining an avenue with trees, particularly eucalyptus trees, in late 19t h century California. To convey
these characteristics however the trees would need to be largely continuous, on both sides of the
avenue, displaying consistent size and framing the view of the railroad depot.
First, there is considerable loss of integrity in the spacing and continuity of the trees. Originally
beginning at El Camino Real, the trees have been entirely removed on both sides of the road from
El Camino Real to Prospect Street — about .4 mile or nearly half the original length of the tree-lined
avenue: The view of the railroad depot is no longer framed by the avenue.
Second, the trees are no longer regular in size or spacing, and rarely occur on both sides of the
roadway in any location. In 2005, the trees varied in height from 30 to 90 feet and in girth from 35
to 96 inches and in canopy spread from 20 to 80 feet. These are not evenly matched trees and
suggest that many of the smaller specimens were not part_of the original planting by Phelps.

Conclusion
The eucalyptus-lined avenue planted by Julius Johnson for Timothy Guy Phelps no longer displays
the character-defining features it once had and lacks sufficient integrity to qualify as a historic
resource.

Prepared by: Laura Jones, PhD. Heritage Resources Consulting
http://www.cityofsancarlos.org/residents/about/history_of san_carlos/san_carlos_in_the_1800.asp
Linda W. Garvey. San Carlos Stories. City of San Carlos. 2000. Page 29.
iii Mayne Tree
Expert Company report dated July 9, 2005. City of San Carlos.
i° http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21238
° Mitchell P. Postel. San Mateo Co:iv: A Sesquicentennial Histog. Belmont, CA: Star Publishing. 2007. Page 171.
vi Tom Turner. Garden History PhilosoAl and Design 2000BC to 2000AD. London: Spon Press. Pages 166-7.
" See images of the avenue in Images of America: San Carlos by Nicholas and Betty Veronico. Arcadia Publishing 2007.
Copyright page, pages 12, 13.

EXHIBIT B
SAN CARLOS AVENUE TREE REMOVAL PROJECT
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

The San Carlos Public Works Director is responsible for implementing and monitoring the work
and Mitigation Measures listed below:
Mitigation Measure B10-1: Whenever possible, tree removal activities should occur outside
the avian
nesting season (September 1 through January 31). If tree removal is scheduled during the avian
breeding
season (February 1 through August 31), a qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction nest
survey
of all trees, shrubs, and other suitable nesting habitat in and within 200 feet of the limits of work
to search
for active nests of native birds. If the pre-construction survey indicates the presence of active
nests of
raptors or other native birds, the biologist shall determine an appropriately sized buffer around
the active
nest. No work shall be allowed within this buffer until the young have successfully fledged and are
foraging
independently. The size of the nest buffer shall be determined by a qualified biologist based on the
nesting
species and its sensitivity to disturbance. In general, buffer sizes of 250 feet for raptors and 50 feet
for other
birds have been used to prevent disturbance. These buffers may be increased or decrease
d, as
appropriate, depending on the bird species and the level of disturbance anticipated or observed
near the
nest. Buffers shall be identified with environmentally sensitive area fencing placed at the edge of
the buffer
whenever possible. Given the urban nature of the site and high degree of disturbance already due
to car,
pedestrians, and noise along the roadway, buffers may be adjusted to avoid blocking traffic as needed.
Mitigation Measure B10-2: Tree removal activities shall conform to best management practices
(BMPs) to
reduce injury to existing native trees within the riparian corridor. These BMPs shall be in place prior
to the
commencement of tree removal activities and shall remain in place (and intact) for the duration of
the work.
Protection measures for native trees within the Pulgas Creek riparian corridor shall include installatio
n of
avoidance fencing and other tree preservation measures. Large native trees shall be enclosed
in a tree
protection zone (TPZ) to prevent direct damage to the trees, and their growing environment. The
temporary
fencing shall be installed for each tree or group of trees at their drip line or at a radial distance ratio
of one
foot for each inch of diameter of the tree at DBH (diameter at breast height), whichever is greater.
If the
canopy of a native tree within the riparian corridor is to be pruned to allow equipment passage,
this work
must be performed by a professional familiar with and in compliance with American National
Standards
Institute standards for tree pruning. 1 The BMPs shall also preserve existing native trees by ensuring
that
heavy equipment avoids direct contact with tree trunks and heavy limbs. No heavy machiner
y shall be
allowed to pass through or park within this area, nor shall debris, tools, or other materials be stored within
the TPZ or against tree trunks. The felling of tree material shall occur in a controlled manner
such that
trunks and large limbs do not land on native trees during tree removal. All felled tree material
(including
chipped branches, trunks, and ground stumps) shall be removed from the project site. The ground
surface
where stumps are removed shall be covered with a layer of oak mulch.

EXHIBIT C
SAN CARLOS AVENUE TREE REMOVAL PROJECT
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
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MEMORANDUM

SAN LUIS OBISPO

DATE:

August 30, 2017

T O:

Lisa Costa Sanders, City of San Carlos

FROM:

Theresa Wallace, AICP, Associate/Project Manager
Judith H. Malamut, AICP, Principal

SUBJECT:

San Carlos Tree Removal Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration ‐
Response to Comments

In accordance with Section 15074 of the CEQA Guidelines, prior to approving a project, the decision‐
making body of the lead agency shall consider the proposed environmental document together with
any comments received during the public review process. Although there is no legal requirement to
formally respond to comments on a proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) as there is for
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR), this memorandum provides a response to the written
comments received on the proposed San Carlos Tree Removal Project (project) Draft Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) to aid the City of San Carlos decision‐makers in their
review of the project. Minor changes to the IS/MND initiated by City staff that are required to clarify
or correct the description of the project or analysis in the IS/MND are also identified in this
memorandum. In no case do the comments received or staff‐initiated changes result in any new
significant impacts that were not considered in the IS/MND or any increase in the severity of any
significant impacts set forth in the IS/MND.
The Draft IS/MND was available for public review and comment from July 28, 2017 to August 21,
2017. Eleven comment letters were received on the Draft IS/MND. In the following pages, the
comments and responses are enumerated to allow for cross‐referencing of CEQA‐related
comments. The enumerated comment letters are included in this memorandum, each preceding
their respective responses. As noted above, CEQA does not require or provide guidance on
responding to comments on MNDs; therefore, this memorandum follows CEQA Guidelines Section
15088, applicable to responses to comments on EIRs, which requires that agencies respond only to
significant environmental issues raised in connection with the project. Therefore, this document
focuses primarily on responding to comments that relate to the adequacy of the information and
environmental analysis provided in the IS/MND.

STAFF‐INITIATED CHANGES
The IS/MND incorrectly identified a total of 62 trees surveyed as part of the Tree Assessment
prepared for the proposed project and included in Appendix A and a total of 44 trees proposed for
removal as part of the proposed project. The actual number of trees identified and surveyed in the
Tree Assessment is 66, 16 of which were already removed at the time of the survey, and 4 of which
were later removed as these were identified as Priority 1 trees. Therefore, the correct total of trees

2215 Fifth Street, Berkeley, California 94710

510.540.7331

www.lsa.net

to be removed as part of the proposed project is 46 trees. Therefore, all references to the number of
trees to be removed as part of the project are corrected as follows, beginning on page 5 of the
IS/MND:
The proposed project includes the removal of approximately 44 46 Tasmanian blue gum
eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus, herein referred to as “eucalyptus”) trees along the length of
the project site. Existing conditions on the project site and the proposed project itself are
described below.
In addition, all references to the number of trees surveyed are corrected as follows, beginning on
page 6 of the IS/MND:
On page 6 of the IS/MND, it was noted that: “A survey of the eucalyptus trees located within
the project site evaluated the probability for each tree to cause damage or injury if it were to
fail (refer to Appendix A). A total of 62 66 trees were inventoried. The location of each tree
surveyed is shown in Figures 3a and 3b. Each tree was given a hazard rating on a scale of 1 to
12, with 1 being the least hazardous and 12 being the most. Trees were also given a priority
rating of 1 to 4 based on when the tree should be removed, with 1 being immediately and 4
being within the fourth pruning cycle. Of the 62 66 trees surveyed on the project site, approxi‐
mately 16 trees failed and have been removed; 6 were given a hazard rating of 12; 15 were
given a hazard rating of 11; 15 were given a hazard rating of 10; 9 were given a hazard rating
of 9; 3 were given a hazard rating of 8; and 2 were given a hazard rating of 6. Of the trees with
a hazard rating of 12, 4 were given a priority rating of 1 and the rest of the trees on the project
site were given a priority rating of 2. The four priority 1 trees have already been removed, as
their removal was deemed urgent due to their poor condition and possibility of failure.
Therefore, 44 46 of the surveyed trees remain within the project site alignment.
LSA biologists identified 34 Founder’s trees on the project site through review of the Tree
Assessment and verification in the field. The IS/MND incorrectly identified a total of 30 existing
protected Founder’s trees proposed for removal, assuming that the four Priority 1 trees that were
surveyed and previously removed were all Founder’s trees. However, one of these trees, Tree #15,
was actually not identified as a Founder’s tree. Therefore, the correct total of Founder’s trees to be
removed as part of the project is actually 31, assuming that 3 have already been removed.
Therefore, all references to the number of Founder’s trees to be removed are corrected as follows,
beginning on page 6 of the IS/MND:
The proposed project would result in the phased removal of the 44 46 eucalyptus trees within
the project area. A total of 30 31 of these trees are designated as protected Founder’s trees.
In addition, as part of the proposed project, the City is proposing to adopt an Ordinance amending
the Municipal Code Section 18.41.020 to remove “Founders tree” from the definition of trees and
from the list of Heritage trees. This action was not considered in the IS/MND. The IS/MND considers
removal of all Founder’s trees within the project site. Although the City does not have any documen‐
tation or historical records of any other early tree planting (defined as planted prior to the City’s
incorporation in 1925), there may be other trees throughout the City that currently qualify as a
Founder’s tree. However, any other tree that would qualify as a Founder’s tree would be protected
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as a Heritage tree per Municipal Code Chapter 12.20. Eucalyptus trees are not otherwise protected
unless they are Founder’s trees or in a grove. This action would not result in any impacts related to
the environmental issue topics evaluated in the IS/MND and existing native and mature trees would
continue to be protected by the City’s Municipal Code.

COMMENT LETTERS
This memorandum includes a reproduction of each comment letter received on the IS/MND. Each
comment letter is assigned a letter (A, B, C, etc.), and individual comments within each letter are
numbered consecutively. For instance, comment A‐1 is the first numbered comment in Letter A.
The following comment letters on the IS/MND were submitted to the City:
LETTER A
Cara Vonk, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association
July 20, 2017
LETTER B
Sandra Althouse
August 1, 2017
LETTER C
Linda Ferreira
August 7, 2017
LETTER D
Alison Lyon
August 7, 2017
LETTER E
Jeanette Collins
August 8, 2017
LETTER F
Carole Tanklage and Dennis Sorg
August 8, 2017
LETTER G
Joseph Zimmerer
August 8, 2017
LETTER H
Tom Haxton
August 9, 2017

8/30/17 (P:\CNH1701 San Carlos Ave\PRODUCTS\RTC\Final\San Carlos Tree Removal RTC.docx)

3

LETTER I
Sandra Mentan
August 20, 2017
LETTER J
Nancy Oliver, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association and San Mateo County Historic
Resources Advisory Board
August 21, 2017
LETTER K
Cara Vonk, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association
August 21, 2017

RESPONSES
Written responses to all written comments on the IS/MND are provided in this section. Letters
received on the IS/MND are provided in their entirety. Each letter is immediately followed by a
response keyed to the specific comment.
Please note that text within individual letters that has not been numbered (if any) does not raise
environmental issues or relate to the adequacy of the information or analysis within the IS/MND,
and therefore, no comment is enumerated or response required, per CEQA Guidelines Section
15132.
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LeƩer
A

1

LETTER A
Cara Vonk, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association
July 20, 2017
November 7, 2016

Response A‐1:

This comment, which expresses general opposition to the proposed project
based on the commenter’s opinion that the existing trees along San Carlos
Avenue qualify as a historic resource, is noted. The 46 eucalyptus trees
proposed for removal were evaluated in a Historical Resource Evaluation
(HRE) report, prepared by Heritage Resources Consulting (dated November
5, 2015). The information and analysis contained in the HRE is summarized
and referenced in the IS/MND and included as Appendix B. As stated on
pages 27 through 28 of the IS/MND and supported by the analysis contained
therein, the eucalyptus‐lined avenue along San Carlos Avenue no longer
displays the character‐defining features it once had and lacks sufficient
integrity to qualify as a historic resource. On that basis, the analysis in the
IS/MND determined that the proposed project would not result in an impact
to historic resources, as defined by CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5.
The commenter’s recommendation that the existing trees be documented
according to Historic American Building Survey (HABS)1 standards prior to
their removal is noted and will be considered by City decision‐makers,
although this level of documentation is not required given that the project
would not adversely affect historic resources as defined by CEQA.

1

Documentation according to HABS standards is prepared by a professional that meets the standards for
history as set forth by the Secretary of Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR, Part 61)
and typically includes photo documentation and preparation of a historical report that includes a
written historical narrative, per HABS Historical Report Guidelines.
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LeƩer
B
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LETTER B
Sandra Althouse
August 1, 2017

Response B‐1:

This comment, which expresses general opposition to the proposed project,
is noted. The commenter also questions if alternatives to the proposed
project were considered. Per the Tree Assessment Report prepared for the
project and included as Appendix A of the IS/MND, as well as an evaluation
of the existing trees by an LSA biologist, it was determined that the trees
proposed for removal present potentially hazardous conditions and that the
trees have biotic or abiotic conditions that could threaten the general
public’s health and safety and could cause substantial damage to property
and infrastructure. Therefore, removal of the trees, including those
currently designated as Founder’s Trees, is permitted by the City’s Tree
Ordinance. Also refer to Response A‐1 regarding the historic status of the
trees.
The commenter’s request that alternatives to removal of the trees,
including potential topping and trimming in lieu of removal, is noted and
will be considered by City decision‐makers.
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LeƩer
C

1

LETTER C
Linda Ferreira
August 7, 2017

Response C‐1:

This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project, is noted.
As noted on page 26 of the IS/MND, the City would implement a tree
replacement plan along the corridor once the proposed project is
completed. Replacement trees should be a minimum of 24‐inch box of a
species, size, and location approved by the City’s Planning Division. As noted
on page 6 of the IS/MND, replacement trees would include trees that are
native species and compatible for placement under electrical lines. As also
noted on page 6 of the IS/MND, all debris generated by tree removal
activities would be removed.
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LETTER D
Alison Lyon
August 7, 2017

Response D‐1:

This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project, is noted
and will be considered by City decision‐makers.
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LeƩer
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LETTER E
Jeanette Collins
August 8, 2017

Response E‐1:

This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project, is noted.
Please refer to Response C‐1 regarding replacement trees.
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LETTER F
Carole Tanklage and Dennis Sorg
August 8, 20176

Response F‐1:

This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project, is noted.
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LETTER G
Joseph Zimmerer
August 8, 2017

Response G‐1:

This comment, which expresses support for the proposed project, is noted.
Please refer to Response C‐1 regarding replacement trees.
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LETTER H
Tom Haxton
August 9, 2017

Response H‐1:

Tree removal activities are described on page 6 of the IS/MND. Tree
materials would be disposed of by the contractor.
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cont.

LETTER I
Sandra Mentan
August 20, 2017

Response I‐1:

This comment, which expresses general opposition to the proposed project,
is noted. Please refer to Response A‐1 regarding the historic status of the
existing trees proposed for removal. As noted on pages 17 through 23 if the
IS/MND, impacts to biological resources would be less than significant with
implementation of recommended mitigation measures.
Refer to Response C‐1 regarding tree replacement. The commenter’s
request that a landscape plan for the corridor be developed and funded
prior to tree removal is noted and will be considered by City decision‐
makers.
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LETTER J
Nancy Oliver, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association
and San Mateo County Historic Resources Advisory Board
August 21, 2017

Response J‐1:

This comment, which expresses general opposition to the proposed project
based on the commenter’s opinion that the existing trees along San Carlos
Avenue qualify as a historic resource, is noted. Please refer to Response A‐1.
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LETTER K
Cara Vonk, Member, San Carlos Heritage Association
August 21, 2017

Response K‐1:

This comment, which contends that the existing trees qualify as a historic
resource under the Secretary of Interior criteria, is noted. Please refer to
Response A‐1.

Response K‐2:

The background documents referenced by the commenter, including the
City’s Historic Resources Survey, the Tree Ordinance, and the General Plan,
are noted and referenced as appropriate in the IS/MND.
The HRE report prepared for the proposed project represents the most
current documentation related to the historic status of the existing eucalyptus
trees, and the analysis determined that the trees no longer qualify as a
historic resource for the purposes of CEQA (refer to Response A‐1); therefore,
impacts to historic resources were determined to be less than significant.
Potential conflicts with the City’s Tree Ordinance, including removal of trees
designated as Founder’s Trees, are addressed on pages 24 through 26 of the
IS/MND. As discussed on page 26, because the trees could threaten the
general public’s health and safety, and could cause substantial damage to
property and infrastructure their removal would be permitted under the Tree
Ordinance and this impact would be less than significant.
As discussed on page 12 of the IS/MND, San Carlos Avenue is designated as a
scenic corridor within the General Plan. The analysis supports the conclusion
that although removal of the trees would alter existing views from public
vantage points along San Carlos Avenue, the corridor would still retain its
scenic value and integrity and this impact would be less than significant.

Response K‐3:

Please refer to Response A‐1 regarding the historic status of the eucalyptus
trees proposed for removal.

Response K‐4:

The status of each tree was evaluated in the Tree Assessment report
(Appendix A of the IS/MND) according to a 12‐point hazard rating system.
Based on this evaluation, the City is proposing to remove the 46 existing
trees along the corridor. The commenter’s request that alternatives to
removal of the trees, including pruning and maintenance in lieu of removal,
is noted and will be considered by City decision‐makers.
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Response K‐5:

As noted on page 32 of the IS/MND, while the existing eucalyptus trees do
store some carbon, the increased growth of other vegetation, as described
in Section IV, Biological Resources, would off‐set the loss of sequestered
carbon associated with removal of the trees.
In addition, although the existing trees may provide some noise attenuation
where they are densely grouped together in a few locations, homes along
the corridor are set back from the roadway and/or are buffered by the
existing creek corridor in some locations. The trees were not planted to act
as a noise buffer in order to meet the City’s established interior noise
standards for sensitive receptor land uses (i.e., residential uses).
Based on the significance criteria established by the CEQA Guidelines and
identified in the IS/MND, impacts associated with air quality, greenhouse
gas emissions, and noise would be less than significant.

Response K‐6:

This comment, which requests location of cement sidewalk on the north
side of the street to meet ADA compliance (and which is not proposed by
the project), is noted and will be considered by City decision‐makers.

Response K‐7:

Please refer to Response C‐1 regarding replacement trees.

Response K‐8:

Please refer to Response A‐1 regarding HABS documentation.
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RESOLUTION NO. 2017RESOLUTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF SAN CARLOS
RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT AMENDMENTS TO THE SAN
CARLOS
ZONING ORDINANCE, TITLE 18 OF THE SAN CARLOS MUNICIPAL CODE, CHAPTE
R 18.41.020;
REMOVING DEFINITION OF FOUNDERS TREE

WHEREAS, in order to implement the City Council's Capital Improvement Project (#C1722
) for
the San Carlos Avenue Pathway and Eucalyptus Tree Removal Project and address safety
concerns
associated with the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue, certain Municipal Code amendm
ents are
necessary to remove the protected status of eucalyptus trees; and
WHEREAS, the California Government Code Section 65000-66035 establish Plannin
g and
Zoning Laws for General Plans and Zoning including: Section 65850 providing for regulatio
n by the
Zoning Ordinance; and section 65860 requiring consistency between the General Plan
and Zoning
Ordinance; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code Section 65853 and 65850 and San Carlos Municipa
l
Code Chapter 18.35, when amendments to the Zoning Ordinance, Title 18 of the San Carlos
Municipal
Code are found necessary, the Planning Commission shall hold a public hearing to
consider such
changes and render its decision to the City Council as the official recommending body to
the City council
on matters concerning land use; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 18.35 and the Californ
ia
Government Code Section 65090 and 65091 a Public Hearing Notice was published on July
28, 2017 for
amendments to the Zoning Ordinance in the newspaper; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality act ("CEQA") an Initial Study
and
Mitigated Negative Declaration was prepared; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission conducted a public hearing on amendments to the
Zoning
Ordinance, Title 18 of the San Carlos Municipal Code to hear and consider all comments
of all persons
interested in or concerned with the proposed amendments to Chapter 18.41.020 to remove
founders tree
from the definition of protected trees; and
WHEREAS, pursuant to San Carlos Municipal Code Chapter 18.35 the Planning Commis
sion
adopted Resolution No. 2017- recommending to the City Council adoption of
Zoning text
amendments and including the reasons for the recommendation and the consistency
of the proposed
amendment to the General Plan pursuant to Chapter 18.35; and
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission desires to make findings for the proposed amendm
ents to
the Zoning Ordinance, Title 18 of the San Carlos Municipal Code, Section 18.41.020 to
implement the
City Council's Capital Improvement Project for the San Carlos Avenue Pathway and Eucalyp
tus Tree
Removal Project.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FOUND, DETERMINED AND RESOLVED BY THE PLANNI
NG
COMMISSION THAT:
ATTACHMENT 2

I . Findings. The Planning Commission makes the following findings:
A. Regarding the California Environmental Quality Act an Initial Study and Mitigated Negative
Declaration was prepared to evaluate the removal of the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos
Avenue. The analysis concluded that the project would not have a significant impact on the
environment with the implementation of two mitigation measures.
B. Relative to Chapter 18.35 of the San Carlos Municipal Code Zoning Ordinance Text
Amendment findings:
1) The ordinance amendment is consistent with the General Plan.
Basis for Finding: The text amendment to remove the protected status of the eucalyptus
trees along San Carlos Avenue is consistent with the General Plan polies to reduce
potential conflicts, safety hazards and physical obstacles and ensure convenient bicycle
and pedestrian access as well as the policies to eliminate non-native invasive species in
riparian areas and promote the establishment of native veg vegetation.
2) The ordinance amendment is consistent with the purpose of this Ordinance to promote
the growth of the City in an orderly manner and to promote and protect the public health,
safety, peace, comfort and general welfare.
Basis for Finding: The text amendment is limited to the protected status of the eucalyptus
trees along San Carlos Avenue for the purpose of protecting the public health and safety
by addressing the potential hazards associated with eucalyptus tree limb and total tree
failure.
2. Adoption. The Planning Commission recommends that the City Council adopt amendments to
San Carlos Municipal Code Title 18 Zoning, Chapter 18.41.020 as set forth in Exhibit "A".
Passed and adopted as Resolution of the Planning Commission of the City of San Carlos at a regular
, 2017 by the following vote:
day of
meeting thereof held on the
AYES, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS
NOES, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS
ABSENT, PLANNING COMMISISON MEMBERS

CHAIR of the Planning Commission
ATTEST:

PRINCIPAL PLANNER of the City of San Carlos

EXHIBIT A

San Carlos Municipal Code Section 18.41.020 shall be amended

as follows:

23. "Tree" means any live woody or fibrous plant, the branches of which

spring from and are supported

upon a trunk.
a. "Community of trees" means a group of trees of any size which are ecolog

ically related to each

other.
b.

"Exotic tree" means any tree known not to be an indigenous tree, hence

any tree which has

been planted for or has excepted from cultivation.
••

•

incorporation.
Etc. "Heritage tree" means any:
i. Indigenous tree whose size, as measured at forty-eight inches above

natural grade

(unless otherwise indicated), is defined below:
•

Aesculus californica (buckeye) with a single stem or multiple stems touchin

g

each other at forty-eight inches above natural grade and measuring

thirty inches

in circumference.
•

Arbutus meniesii (madrone) with a single stem or multiple stems touchin

g each

other at forty-eight inches above natural grade and measuring thirty

inches in

circumference.
•

Quercus agrifolia (coast live oak) of more than thirty inches in circum

•

ference.
Quercus lobata (valley oak) of more than thirty inches in circumference
.

•

Quercus lobata (valley oak) of more than thirty inches in circumference

•

.
Quercus douglassii (blue oak) of more than twenty-four inches in circum

•

Quercus douglassii (blue oak) of more than twenty-four inches in circum

•

Quercus wislizneii (interior live oak) of more than twenty-four inches

ference.

ference.

in

circumference.
•

Sequoia sempervirens (redwood) of more than seventy-two inches in
circumference.

•

Umbrellularia californica (California bay laurel) with a single stem or

multiple

stems touching each other at forty-eight inches above natural grade

and

measuring thirty inches in circumference.
ii. Community of trees;

iii.

Founders tree;

iv.

Tree so designated by the City Council, based upon findings that the particular tree is
unique and of importance to the public due to its unusual age, appearance, location or
.other factors.

e. "Private tree" means any tree located within the boundaries of privately owned property, and
includes any tree located within any unimproved right-of-way abutting a private property and in
any park strip or sidewalk abutting a private property.
f. "Protected tree" means any significant or heritage tree. The following trees shall not be
classified as protected trees regardless of size:

g.

i.

Bailey, Green or Black Acacia: A. baileyana, A. dedurrens or A. melanoxylon;

ii.

Tree of Heaven: Ailianthus altissima;

iii.

Fruit trees of any kind;

iv.

Monterey Pine: Pinus radiata;

v.

Eucalyptus: Eucalyptus globulous (unless a founder tree or group of trees).

"Public tree" means any tree located within any street median, City park or other parcel of
publicly owned property, including any tree located in a City-maintained park strip on Laurel
Street, and San Carlos Avenue (1100 and 1200 blocks only).

h. "Significant tree" means any tree that is thirty-six inches in circumference (or more) (which is
approximately eleven and one-half inches in diameter), outside of bark, measured at forty-eight
inches above natural grade. The following trees shall not be classified as significant or heritage

trees regardless of size:
i. Bailey, Green or Black Acacia: A. baileyana, A. dedurrens or A. melanoxylon;
ii. Tree of Heaven: Ailianthus altissima;
iii. Fruit trees of any kind;
iv. Monterey Pine: Pinus radiata;
v.

Eucalyptus: Eucalyptus globulous (unless a founder tree or group of trees).

I. "Street-oriented tree" means a private tree that is within the first five feet of the front

property
line, in a park strip of a sidewalk, or in a portion of a public street or within the public right-of-w

ay

that is not improved or maintained by the City.
j. "Trim" means the cutting or removal of a portion of a tree which removes less
than one-third of
the crown or existing foliage of a tree, removes less than one-third of the root system,
and does
not kill the tree.

CITY HALL
600 ELM STREET
SAN CARLoS CA 94070-3085

PLANNING DIVISION
TELEPHONE (650) 802-4263
FAX (650) 595-6763
WEB: http://www.cityofsancarlos.org

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING AND
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATIO
N FOR
THE SAN CARLOS AVENUE TREE REMOVAL PROJECT
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the San Carlos Planning Commission
will hold a public
hearing in the City Council Chambers, City Hall, 600 Elm Street, San Carlos,
on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00 p.m., for the purpose of hearing and considering
all comments of all
persons interested in or concerned with an Ordinance Amending San Carlos
Municipal Code Section
18.41.020, Definitions.
The Planning Commission will consider recommending the City Council
adopt an Ordinance
amending San Carlos Municipal Code Section 18.41.020 to remove "Found
ers tree" from the
definition of frees and from the list of Heritage Trees. Founders tree is any
tree known to have been
planted prior the City's 1925 incorporation and includes the eucalyptus trees
along San Carlos
Avenue.
NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN THAT the City of San Canoe has prepare
d an Initial Study to
evaluate the environmental impacts of the Ordinance amendment describ
ed above and removal of
the eucalyptus trees along San Carlos Avenue, and intends to adopt a Mitigate
d Negative
Declaration in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act.
The Initial Study concludes
that the proposed project would not have a significant adverse effect on
the environment if the
mitigation measures identified in the Initial Study are adopted and made conditi
ons of approval of the
proposed project.
PUBLIC REVIEW: The Initial Study and Proposed Mitigated Negative Declara
tion are available
for public review at the following locations:
• San Carlos Library, 610 Elm Street
• City Hall, 600 Elm Street
• Online at the City's website: http://www.cityofsancatlos.org/planning/eucal
yptus trees.asp

_

The Initial Study and proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration are availab
le for a 21-day review
period beginning Friday, July 28, 2017 and ending on Monday, Augus
t 21, 2017. Comments on
the Mitigated Negative Declaration must be submitted in writing within the
21-day review period and
sent by mail or email to:
City of San Carlos, Planning Division
Attn: Lisa Costa Sanders, Principal Planner
600 Elm Street, San Carlos, CA 94070
E-mail: Icostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org
Staff reports will be available for Viewing at www.epackets.net, the San
Carlos Library, 610
Elm Street, San Carlos, and/or for purchase at $0.25 per page at the San
Carlos Planning Division
beginning Thursday, August 31, 2017. Written comments may be e-maile
d to Lisa Costa Sanders at
Icostasanders@cityofsancarlos.org , or mailed to the San Carlos Planning Divisio
n.
All persons interested in the above are hereby Invited to attend this public
meeting and be
heard. If you challenge this proposal in court, you may be limited to raising
only those issues you or

ATTACHMENT 3

someone else raised at the public meeting and hearing described in this notice,or in written
correspondence delivered to the Planning Department at, or prior to, the public meeting and hearing.
Lisa Porras, AICP
Principal Planner

•
Mailing Date:
Publication Date:

July 27, 2017
July 28, 2017

Laurie Cudworth
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

melinda_vazquez@dailyjournalcom
Wednesday, July 26, 2017 4:51 PM
Laurie Cudworth
Confirmation of Order 3036300 for Eucalyptus Trees - NOI

Dear Customer:
The order listed below has been received and processed. If you have any questions regarding this order, please
contact
your ad coordinator or the phone number listed below.
Customer Account Number: 130529
Type of Notice
: GPN - GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE
Ad Description
: Eucalyptus Trees - NOI
Our Order Number
: 3036300
Newspaper
: EXAMINER - ENQUIRER-BULLETIN
Publication Date(s)
: 07/28/2017
Sales/Hrg Date

: 07/28/2017

Thank you.
MELINDA VAZQUEZ
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
Phone: (800) 788 7840 / (213)229-5300
Fax: (800) 540 4089 / (213)229-5481

This email has been scanned for spam and viruses by Proofpoint Essentials. Visit the following link to report
this email as
spam:
https://us2.proofpointessentials.com/indexOtphp?modid=11&mod_option=logitern&mail jd=1501113
055S%2BHGOIK6xQ4484r_address=lcudworth%40cityofsancarlos.org &report=1
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CALIFORNIA NEWSPAPER SERVICE BUREAU
DAILY JOURNAL CORPORATION
Mailing Address : 915 E FIRST ST, LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
Telephone (800) 788-7840 / Fax (800)464-2839
Visit us CD www.LegalAdstore.com

LAURIE CUDWORTH
CITY OF SAN CARLOS/PLANNING DEPT
600 ELM ST
SAN CARLOS, CA 94070

COPY OF NOTICE
Notice Type:

GPN GOVT PUBLIC NOTICE

Ad Description

Eucalyptus Trees - NOI

To the right is a copy of the notice you sent to us tor publication in the
ENQUIRER-BULLETIN. Please read this notice carefully and call us with any
corrections. The Proof of Publication will be filed with the County Clerk, if
required, and mailed to you after the last date below. Publication date(s) for
this notice is (are):
07/28/2017

The charge(s) for this order is as follows. An invoice will be sent after the last
date of publication. If you prepaid this order in full, you will not receive an

SPEN# 3036300
NOTICE OF PUBLIC
HEARING AND NOTICE OF
INTENT TO ADOPT A
MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION FOR THE
SAN CARLOS AVENUE
TREE REMOVAL PROJECT
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN
THAT the San Carlos
Planning Commission will
hold a public hearing in the
City Council Chambers, City
Hall, 600 Elm Street, San
Carlos, on Tuesday,
September 5, 2017 at 7:00
p.m., for the purpose of
hearing and considering all
comments of all persons
interested in or concerned
with an Oniinance Amending
San Carlos Municipal Code
Section 18.41.020, Definitions.
The Planning Commission
will consider recommending
the City Council adopt an
Ordinance amending San
Carlos Municipal Code
Section 18.41.020 to remove
"Founders tree" from the
definition of trees and from
the list of Heritage Trees.
Founders tree is any tree
known to have been planted
prior the City's. 1925
incorporation and includes
the eucalyptus trees along
San Carlos Avenue.
NOTICE IS FURTHER
GIVEN THAT the City of San
Carlos has prepared an
Initial Study to evaluate the
environmental impacts of the
Ordinance amendment
described above and
removal of the eucalyptus
trees along San Carlos
Avenue, and intends to
adopt a Mitigated Negative
Declaration In accordance
with the California Environmental Quality Act. The
Initial Study concludes that
the proposed project would
not have a significant
adverse effect on the
environment if the mitigation
measures identified in the
Initial Study are adopted and
made conditions of approval
of the proposed project.
PUBLIC REVIEW: The Initial
Study and Proposed
Mitigated Negative Declaration are available for public
review at the following
locations:
- San Carlos Library, 610
Elm Street
- City Hall, 600 Elm Street
,Online at the City's website:
http://www.cityofsancarlos.or
g/planning/eucalyptus_trees.
asp
The Initial Study and
proposed Mitigated Negative
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Declaration are available for
a 21 - day review period
beginning Friday, July 28,
2017 and ending on
Monday, August 21, 2017.
Comments on the Mitigated
Negative Declaration must
be submitted in writing within
the 21 - day review period
and sent by mail or email to:
City of San Carlos, Planning
Division
Attn: Lisa Costa Sanders,
Principal Planner
600 Elm Street, San Carlos,
CA 94070
E-mail: !costasanders@cityofsancarlos.org
Staff reports will be available
for viewing at
www.epackets.net , the San
Carlos Library, 610 Elm
Street, San Carlos, and/or
for purchase at $0.25 per
page at the San Carlos
Planning Division beginning
Thursday, August 31, 2017.
Written comments may be emailed to Lisa Costa
Sanders at Icostasanders@cityofsencarlos.org , or
mailed to the San Carlos
Planning Division.
All persons interested in the
above are hereby invited to
attend this public meeting
and be heard. If you
challenge this proposal in
court, you may be limited to
raising only those issues you
or someone else raised at
the public meeting and
hearing described in this
notice,or in written correspondence delivered to the
Planning Department at, or
prior to, the public meeting
and hearing.
Lisa Porras, AICP
Principal Planner
7/28/17
SPEN40383000
EXAMINER - ENQUIRERBULLETIN

