
 

 

 

 

 

 

Agenda 

 

*Special Meeting of the Oakland Parks and Recreation Advisory 

Commission (PRAC) 

Wednesday, December, 2020, 4:30 PM 
 

 

 

Meeting Participation Information 
 

PARKS AND RECREATION ADVISORY COMMISSION (PRAC) 

The public may observe and/or participate in this meeting as follows. 

 

When: Dec 9, 2020 04:30 PM Pacific Time (US and Canada) 

Topic: Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission (PRAC) Special Meeting - December 9, 2020 

 

Please click the link below to join the webinar: 

https://zoom.us/j/95636599370 

Or iPhone one-tap :  

US: +14086380968,,95636599370# or +16699006833,,95636599370#  

Or Telephone: 

Dial(for higher quality, dial a number based on your current location):  

US: +1 408 638 0968 or +1 669 900 6833 or +1 253 215 8782 or +1 346 248 7799 or +1 312 626 

6799 or +1 646 876 9923 or +1 301 715 8592  

Webinar ID: 956 3659 9370 

International numbers available: https://zoom.us/u/adBc9D43Yo 

Public Comments: 
Public comments on action items will be taken after the presentation of each report on the 
agenda. Comments on items not on the agenda will be taken during Open Forum.  
 

How To Submit Public Comments: 
1. To comment by Zoom video conference, click the “Raise Your Hand” button to request 
to speak when Open Forum comments are being taken or on an eligible agenda item after it 
has been presented. You will be permitted to speak during your turn, allowed to 
comment, and after the allotted time, re-muted. Instructions on how to “Raise Your 
Hand” is available at: https://support.zoom.us/hc/en-us/articles/205566129 - Raise- 



 

 

Hand-In-Webinar. 
2. To comment by phone, please call on one of the above listed phone numbers. You will be 
prompted to “Raise Your Hand” by pressing “*9” to speak when Open Forum is taken or 
after an eligible agenda item has been presented. You will be permitted to speak during 
your turn, allowed to comment, and after the allotted time, re-muted. Please unmute 
yourself by pressing *6. 
 
3. To submit comments to the PRAC prior to the meeting, send an email to: 
publiccomments2prac@oaklandca.gov by 10:00 a.m. the day before.  List the following 
information on the “subject” line of your email:  
Public Comments: PRAC item #____, dd/mm/yy (date of the scheduled meeting) 

>>>Replies will not be sent from this email address<<< 

 
If you have questions, email Diane Boyd, Executive Assistant to the Director of 

Oakland Parks, Recreation and Youth Development dboyd@oaklandca.gov . 
 

Thank you. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

        

 

 

 

*Special Meeting of the Oakland Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission 

 

Agenda 

Wednesday, December 9, 2020, 4:30 P.M. 

Zoom Teleconference 

 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER: 

2. ROLL CALL: 

AIKENS, COLE, DUHE, HA, HOWZE, KOS-READ, MOORE, REILLY, SMITH, 

TORRES 

3. DISPOSITON OF MINUTES: 

• October 14, 2020 Meeting Minutes 

• November 18, 2020 Meeting Minutes 

4. OPEN FORUM 
5. MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA:  
6. CONSENT NEW BUSINESS: 
7. NEW BUSINESS 

       A. Request For The Parks And Recreation Advisory Commission To Approve The Friends 

 Of Sausal Creek Coordination With Eagle Scouts To Install Fencing Between Sinawik 

 Trail And Palos Colorado Trail. 

      B. Supplemental Report For Tree Permit Appeal For 1125 Hollywood Avenue 

 
8. PLANNING AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS: 

A. Request For The Parks And Recreation Advisory Commission To Review The 
 Design, Conditional Use, Tree Removal/Protection And Creek Protection Permit 
 For The Caldecott Trailhead Project Adjacent To The North Oakland Sports Field 
 
9. MEASURE Q: OVERSIGHT/UPDATES/REPORTS 
10. DIRECTOR’S REPORT/COMMITTEE AND/OR ADVISORY COUNCIL UPDATES: 
11. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
12. CONTINUATION OF OPEN FORUM: 
13. ADJOURNMENT:  
 

Next Meeting:  

Wednesday, January 13, 2021 

TeleConference 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Special Meeting of the Oakland Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission 

 

Minutes 

Wednesday, October 14, 2020, 4:30 P.M. 

Zoom Teleconference 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER: 

2. ROLL CALL: 4:30 P.M. 

AIKENS, COLE, DUHE, HA, HOWZE, KOS-READ, MOORE, REILLY, SMITH, 

TORRES, WOLFSON 

 
      Present – 9:   Commissioners Aikens, Cole, Duhe, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore  
                  Smith, Torres, and Wolfson. Excused -1: Commissioner Ha.  
       Absent -1 Commissioner Reilly 

 

3. DISPOSITON OF MINUTES: 

September 16, 2020 Special Meeting Minutes 

 

Motion:  Commissioner Cole entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC approve the 

September 16, 2020 Special Meeting Minutes. Moved by: Commissioner Aikens. Second 

by: Commissioner Duhe. Vote: Yes (8): Aikens, Cole, Duhe, Howze, Kos-Read, Smith, 

Moore. and Wolfson. Abstained: 1 – Commissioner Torres. Motion: Passed. 

 

4. OPEN FORUM 
5. MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA:  
6. CONSENT NEW BUSINESS: 
7. NEW BUSINESS: 
 

      A.  Tree Permit Appeal for 863 Vermont Street 

 
       The Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission reviewed report7A presented by Tod 
       Lawson, Arboricultural Inspector, Oakland Public Works Tree Division. 



 

 

 
      On November 18, 2019, the Tree Services Division approved tree removal permit ND19-               
      172 for 863 Vermont Ave.  After the property inspection, Tree Services approved the        
       applicant’s request for the removal of two black acacia trees and one beefwood tree as        
      requested by the applicant and property owner. 
  
       Staff findings cited various structural defects including cracking seams, bark seam                  
      bulging, unbalanced canopies, high risk of truck failure by splitting, dried and splitting               
      stems. And one tree leaning at such an angle as to cause total failure on collapse. 
 
       All three trees were recommended for removal under section 12.36.050(A) of the 
 Protected Tree Ordinance. 
 
       Applicant: 
     The applicant asserted that once the trees have been removed, and in keeping with Tree 
 Ordinance 12:36.05(A) requirement to provide drainage, erosion and land stability or 
 windscreen, plans to supplement the area with 5 new trees and 3 to 4 terraces and other 
 vegetation will be installed. 
 
       Appellant: 
      The property owner at 872 Walker Avenue submitted an appeal for Tree permit ND19-  
 172 on November 26, 2019.  The appellant cited that both properties are in a       
       landslide area and claimed removal of the trees at the Vernon Avenue address would 
 cause soil erosion and subsequent landslide and considerable damage to the Walker 
 Avenue property located below.  It was suggested that young trees would not control soil 
 erosion and must be supplemented. In addition, it was stated that if the trees in question 
 are removed, they must be replaced with mature trees and adequate provisions must be 
 made for drainage.  The applicant requested a copy of the drainage plan and that a 
 licensed GEO Tech engineer sign off on the project.  
  
 The Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission (PRAC) Tree Committee toured the site 
       in early March  
 
       The Commission inquired about nesting birds and learned that the tree removal would not 
 occur during the spring to fall months.  The applicant informed the Commission that 
 there was motivation to have the trees removed between November and December 2020.  
 The tree stumps will be retained through spring or until they dry out. 
  
       Staff informed the Commission that the City does not remove trees from private  
       property and recommended that the US Wildlife Fish and Game Office be  
       contacted for additional information on the project. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
       PRAC Tree Committee members agreed with staff findings regarding the declining 
 health  of the trees and the possibility of one falling in the sloped area.  
 
         Motion:  Commissioner Cole entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC agree with             
           the City Tree Division staff assessment to deny the appeal to not remove the trees as cited 
 by the appellant. Moved by: Commissioner Moore Second by: Commissioner Wolfson. 
 Vote:  Yes (9): Aikens, Cole, Duhe, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore. Smith, Torres and 
 Wolfson.  Motion: Passed. 

 
       B. Request For The Parks And Recreation Advisory Commission To Review, Provide 

Comments, And Recommend Acceptance Of A Gift From Under Armour, In 

Partnership With Eat. Learn. Play. Foundation, And Project Delivery Partners 

Connor Sports, And Oakland Artist Hueman, For The Manzanita Recreation 

Center Outdoor Basketball Court Project 

 
 The Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission reviewed report 7B by Donte Watson, 
 General Recreation Supervisor from Oakland Parks, Recreation and Youth Development 
 (OPRYD). 
 
 Staff from OPRYD requested PRAC approved the request to accept the gift to renovate 
 and enhance the aging outdoor basket courts at the Manzanita Recreation.  The scope of  
 the project would include cleaning and patching surface cracks, and installing basketball 
 court surface tiles manufactured by Sports Courts. 
 
 Jose Corona representing Eat. Learn. Play Foundation  
 The Eat. Learn. Play Foundation was established by Steph and Ayesha whose goal is to  
 promote childhood food security and to create safe spaces for children to play.  
  
 Eat. Learn. Play. and their Under Armour partners collaborated and sponsored other  
 basketball court projects as well as OPRYD’s Town Camp summer program. Mr. Corona 
 informed the PRAC that the Foundations looks forward to creating more opportunities to  
 work on with Director Williams.  They have identified local artist, Hueman, to provide 
 minimal artwork for the Manzanita project. 
 
 The Commission learned that the proposed gift and upgrade to the Manzanita basketball 
 courts is valued at $49,000.00 and equitability benefits the community as funding for the 
 work in not in the department’s budget.   
 
 Staff acknowledge that there will be no ongoing maintenance of the courts and that basic  
 grounds work will be performed by Oakland Public Works (OPW) without burden. 



 

 

 
 The Commission expressed concern that OPRYD’s logo is not represented. 
 Eat. Learn. Play. offered willingness to work with the design team in incorporating 
 OPRYD’s logo on current and future projects. In addition, the Commission confirmed 
 that because of the City’s position, that project logos do not include Chase Bank. Eat. 
 Learn. Play. acknowledged OPRYD’s position and that their major brand partners are 
 committed to supporting the work in Oakland.  Looking forward  to a long partnership 
 with the community and the department. 
 

Motion:  Commissioner Cole entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC approve the 
staff request to accept the gift to renovate the outdoor basketball courts at Manzanita 
Recreation Center for the Under Armour, in Partnership with Eat. Learn. Play. Moved 

by: Commissioner Aikens. Second by: Commissioner Duhe. Vote: Yes (7): Aikens, 
Cole, Duhe, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore, and Wolfson. Abstained (2) Commissioners 
Smith and Torres): Motion: Passed. 
 

      C.  Information Report and Overview of the 2020 City of Oakland Parks and Recreation   

            Preservation, Litter Reduction, and Homeless Support Act (Measure Q, 2020) 

 

 Measure Q Co-Chairs, John Bliss and Brooke Levin, provided the 7C information report  

for review by the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission. 
 
The Co-Chairs recommended that PRAC evaluate compliance with and provide detailed 
review and input on three critical elements of Measure Q including: 1) Allocation of 
Revenue – 64% for parks, 30% for homelessness services, 5% for water quality and 1% 
toward evaluation and auditing the Measure Q program. 2) Service Deliverables specific 
to park maintenance, equipment and staffing. 3) Maintenance of Effort allocates 55% of 
the budget to be used to balance the parks maintenance budget, while 45% may be spent 
on new or additional landscaping maintenance and recreational services. 
 
Measure Q Co-Chairs announced that Daniel Hamilton from Oakland Public Works 
(OPW) would be the staff liaison for Measure Q and recommended the PRAC request a 
presentation from (OPW) in preparation for monitoring Measure Q and the two-year 
budget due in early spring 2021. The areas suggested to be integrated in the presentation 
include services related to parks and park assets such as ballfields, facilities, trees, 
vandalism, repairs, landscaping, clean water and storm water programs. 
 
In addition, it was recommended that PRAC require a monthly update and matrix for 
hiring to show the progress.  Required deliverables cannot be met without new staff. 
 
Regarding financial oversight, Co-Chairs Levin and Bliss recommended the PRAC 
request a detailed financial and service level analyses from OPW and the Finance 
department every 6 months for the first 36 months and annually afterward. 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 To assist with monitoring the Measure Q deliverables and receive community 
 feedback, it was recommended that OPW staff be available at the monthly PRAC 
 meetings.  

 
Motion:  Commissioner Cole entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC accept the 
information report and move forward with the requests from the Measure Q Co-Chairs as 
cited therein. Moved by: Commissioner Cole. Second by: Commissioner Kos-Reed. 
Vote: Yes (8): Aikens, Cole, Duhe, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore, Smith, and Wolfson. 
Abstained (1) Commissioner Torres. Motion: Passed. 
 

8. PLANNING AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS: 
9. DIRECTOR’S REPORT/COMMITTEE AND/OR ADVISORY COUNCIL UPDATES: 
10. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 
11. CONTINUATION OF OPEN FORUM: 
12. ADJOURNMENT: 6:16 P.M. 
 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

/s/ J. Nicholas Williams 
J. Nicholas Williams 

Secretary 
 
 

       /s/ Diane L. Boyd 

Diane L. Boyd 
Recording Secretary 

 

 

 

 

Next Meeting:  

Wednesday, November 18, 2020 

TeleConference 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

        

 

 

 

*Special Meeting Minutes of the Oakland  

Parks andRecreation Advisory Commission (PRAC) 

 

Wednesday, November 18, 2020, 4:30 P.M. 

Zoom Teleconference 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER: 

2. ROLL CALL: 4:31 P.M. 

AIKENS, COLE, DUHE, HA, HOWZE, KOS-READ, MOORE, REILLY, SMITH, 

TORRES 

 
       Present – 8:   Commissioners Aikens, Ha, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore, Reilly, Smith, Torres.           
       Excused -1:  Commissioner Cole. In Transit -1:  Commissioner Duhe.  
    
3. DISPOSITON OF MINUTES: 

October 14, 2020 Special Meeting Minutes: 

 

Note: Insufficient members were present to approve the October 14, 2020 minutes. 

Commissioner Aikens received the following vote: Yes - 5: Commissioners Aikens, Howze, 

Kos-Read, Moore and Smith. Abstained - 3: Ha, Reilly, Torres. 

 

The item will be moved to the December agenda for consideration. 

 

4. OPEN FORUM 
5. MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA:  
6. CONSENT NEW BUSINESS: 
7. NEW BUSINESS: 

 
 
 



 

 

       A.  Tree Permit Appeal for 1125 Hollywood Avenue 
 
The Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission reviewed report 7A presented by Tod 

 Lawson, Arboricultural Inspector, Oakland Public Works Tree Division. 
On April 3, 2020, Tree Services Division approved tree removal permit ND20- 032 for 
1125 Hollywood Avenue.  After the property inspection, Tree Services staff approved the 
applicant’s request for the removal of a 42” diameter Canary Island pine tree from the 
property. 
 
Staff cited structural defects regarding the Canary Island pine including its poor structure 
due to topping in May 2011.  Topping has impacted the natural growth of the tree and has 
compromised the shape and formation of its limbs and the overall appearance from that 
of a Christmas tree with larger limbs at the bottom, to a more rounded shape with larger 
limbs at the top.  The compromised limbs grow longer with heavier tips. Because the tree 
has been cut many times over many years the irregular growth supports the high 
likelihood of limb failure.  
 
The canopy of the tree covers portions of three properties including 3 backyards, 3 
homes, a deck and a patio. 

 
Appellant 
 
Appellants at 1111 Hollywood Avenue asserted that the tree had not been topped prior to 
the applicant’s ownership of the property, and that the applicant did so 5 years prior to 
their action to appeal the tree removal permit.  
 
Their opposition to removing the tree include the reduction of nesting, foraging and 
overall habitate for local bird species, and the provisions in the Big Tree Registry 
initiated by the Quan Administration to prevent unnecessary tree loss. 
 
The appellants asserted there was no evidence of structural failure of the Canary Pine and 
referenced an arborist’s report not provided to Trees Services staff for the presentations 
of this appeal. 
 
The property owners at 1111 Hollywood Avenue offered to financially support the care 
of the Canary Island pine located at 1125 Hollywood Avenue. 

 
Applicant 
 
The applicant asserted that she had not topped the tree.  That the topping occurred prior 
to her ownership of the property and that the tree appears the same as it did 11 years ago. 
The property owner also stated that the tree poses a significant danger to human life, pets 
and property. She reported that limbs and pine cones drop into the yard, and for 11 years 
she has been afraid to use a section of the property which has been cordoned off.  She 
also reported that her gardener wears a hard hat for protection from falling pine cones, 



 

 

which when closed, drop like projectiles from the tree. Evidently, there are too many 
limbs to be moved manually, and roots are growing in the crawl spaces of the home. 

 
The Appellant’s offer to participate with the financial care of the tree was declined.  The 
applicant offered that she was formerly employed by the National Parks Service and 
cares for the health of trees, and would not opt to remove the tree without cause.  
The applicant reminded the appellants and the Commission that she holds the liability 
associated with harm to persons or property.  
 
Staff apprised the Commission that Protected Tree Ordinance does not make provisions 
for consideration of nesting birds or the Big Tree Registry when determining the removal 
of a tree. Further, staff informed the Commission that homeowners should consult with 
the State Fish and Wildlife Office when scheduling a tree removal. Tree Division Staff 
affirmed that the City’s main criteria when approving a tree removal request is to ensure 
public health and safety relative to the health of the tree.  They consider the likelihood of 
limbs snapping off or the tree failing and what is situated below its canopy.   
 
PRAC Tree Committee members informed the body that as is required, they toured the 
property with staff and met with the applicant/homeowner.   

 
Commission 

 
PRAC Tree Committee members informed the body that as is required, they toured the 
property with staff and met with the applicant/homeowner.   
 
Staff confirmed for the Commission that, the Big Tree Registry is a platform where the 
community can enter a tree of interest and that the venue is not relied on when 
determining removal of a tree, a tree cannot be removed until all nesting has ended and 
proper notice was made to those associated with the permit appeal including adjacent 
property owners. 
 
The Commission confirmed with staff that the tree is not structurally sound and is 
growing backward. 
 
Before rendering a vote on the item, PRAC requested staff report back in December with 
the findings from the appellant’s arborist.  

 

Motion:  Commissioner Aikens entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC hold the 

vote on item 7A until the December meeting, and at the time receive and review the 

arborist report prepared on behalf of the appellant. Moved by: Commissioner Ha. Second 

by: Commissioner Moore. Vote: Yes - (7): Aikens, Ha, Kos-Read, Moore, Reilly, Smith, 

Torres. Abstained (2): – Commissioners Duhe and Howze. Motion: Passed. 

 
 Note:  Commissioner Duhe arrived before the vote on Item 7A. 

  



 

 

       B. Request For Parks And Recreation Advisory Commission To Approve Leasing Of 
 Lowell Park For SquashDrive 

 

The Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission reviewed report 7B presented by Myka 
Hammock, Recreation Supervisor, Oakland Parks, Recreation and Youth Development. 

 

 In partnership with Oakland Parks, Recreation and Youth Development (OPRYD), 

 SquashDrive representatives requested approval to conduct a feasibility study to build 2-

 4 portable outdoor squash courts at Lowell Park in West Oakland. 

  

Squash is a two-person sport played with a racket and rubber balls in a four-wall setting. 

The proposed court will be used for the SquashDrive program currently serving 80 black 

and brown Oakland youth including 4th-12th graders and college students.  Sixteen of 

these players are ranked nationally. Squash is considered a heathy, fun, low cost sport 

with little equipment needed.  SquashDrive will work with OPRYD and Oakland Unified 

School District (OUSD) to introduce the health and fitness program to the community. 

 

 SquashDrive’s mission is to foster an environment where program participants have the 

 opportunity to thrive through their academic pursuits and character development. 

 The organization supports students high school, post-secondary education and further. 

Berkeley Maynard Academy is SquashDrive’ s primary partner.  

 

Full funding for the program will be raised by the SquashDrive board, consisting of 

mostly squash players, and its community donors. SquashDrive will maintain the courts.  

Squash Drive does not anticipate OPRYD incurring costs for the program. 

 

 Director 

 Great amenity to the Lowell Park community. The addition will complement the recently   

 installed Outdoor Fitness amenity. 

  

 The department will work with SquashDrive to develop program specifics including, 

 program schedule, OPRYD and community access.  Staff and program representatives 

 will report back.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 Commission 

 

The Commission responded favorably to the concept of SquashDrive and its possible 

addition to the Oakland community.  Commission members expressed appreciation for 

the health benefits, diversity of the program participants, as well as the social and 

educational aspects it offers youth. 

 

Motion:  Commissioner Aikens entertained a motion to recommend that PRAC approve 

the staff request to allow SquashDrive to install a temporary squash court structure at 

Lowell Park and conduct a feasibility study and community engagement event to explore 

building a permanent structure. Moved by: Commissioner Kos-Read. Second by: 

Commissioner Torres. Vote: Yes – (9): Aikens, Duhe, Ha, Howze, Kos-Read, Moore, 

Reilly, Smith, Torres. Motion: Passed. 

 
8. PLANNING AND CONDITIONAL USE PERMITS 
9. MEASURE Q: OVERSIGHT/UPDATES/REPORTS 

 Brooke Levin, Co-Chair Measure Q  

• Oakland Public Works (OPW) is working to schedule a required presentation to the 
PRAC. 

10. COMMITTEE AND/OR ADVISORY COUNCIL UPDATES: 

• Tree Committee – Commissioner Wolfson’s position on the PRAC expired in 
November leaving a seat on the Tree Committee vacant. 

• After a discussion between Commissioner’s Kos-Read and Aikens, Commissioner 
Aikens agreed to join the Committee with Commissioners Moore and Ha. 

• Topics/Comments for future discussion: 
o Equitable climate change – shade is an amenity. 
o To OPW - What is the current assessment of Oakland’s tree canopy? 
o To OPW -  How can PRAC comment? What is PRAC’s role? 

11. ANNOUNCEMENTS AND COMMUNICATIONS: 

• Commissioner Kos-Read   
o The Lake Merritt community met to discuss improving conditions and 

conducting community engagement. 
o Volunteers are needed for District 2 

• Commissioner Aikens 
o Lake Merritt vendors are interested in what will happen with the program 

during the winter months? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

12. CONTINUATION OF OPEN FORUM: 
13. ADJOURNMENT: 5:59 P.M. 
 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

/s/ J. Nicholas Williams 
J. Nicholas Williams 

Secretary 
 
 

       /s/ Diane L. Boyd 

Diane L. Boyd 
Recording Secretary 

 

 

 

 

Next Meeting:  

Wednesday, December 9, 2020 

TeleConference 

 





























 TO:   Amy Cole, Acting Chair, Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission (PRAC) 
      FROM:   David Ferguson, Interim Director, Public Works Agency    
       DATE:   November 23, 2020   
SUBJECT:   Supplemental Report For Tree Permit Appeal For 1125 Hollywood 

Ave. 

The following report is prepared for the PRAC’s consideration.   

REASON FOR SUPPLEMENTAL 

This report supplements Report 7A titled Tree Permit Appeal for 1125 Hollywood Ave. dated and 
presented by the Tree Services Division to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission 
(PRAC) on November 18, 2020. 

Tree Services staff was tasked with circulating a 3rd party arborist report, submitted by a consulting 
arborist who was hired by Laura Wolff, an appellant to the 1125 Hollywood Ave. tree removal 
permit.  The PRAC’s requested the information for review and consideration before making a 
decision on the tree permit appeal in question. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Works Agency recommends that the Park and Recreation Advisory Commission: 

• Deny the appeal by John Kenny & Robin Mogavero of 1131 Hollywood Ave. and Laura &
Steve Wolff of 1111 Hollywood Ave.

Respectfully submitted, 

__________________ 
Prepared by: 
Tod Lawsen 
Arboricultural Inspector 

PRAC December 9, 2020 
Item 7b



__/s/  David Moore (for David Ferguson) 
Approved by: 
David Ferguson 
Interim Director 

For questions please contact David Moore, Senior Forester, at 510-615-5852 

ATTACHMENTS 

A – November 18, 2020 PRAC Tree Appeal Report  Item 7A – 1125 Hollywood Ave. 
B- Canary Island Pine Tree Inspection – Paul Rudy Consulting Arborist

PRAC December 9, 2020 
Item 7b



INFORMATIONAL REPORT 

TO:     Amy Cole, Acting Chair, Parks and Recreation Advisory Commission 
FROM:       David Ferguson, Interim Director, Public Works Agency    
DATE:         November 18, 2020   
SUBJECT:  Tree Permit Appeal for 1125 Hollywood Ave.

The following report is prepared for the PRAC’s consideration.   

SUMMARY 

On April 3, 2020, the Tree Services Division made a decision for tree removal permit ND20-032 
(Attachment A) for 1125 Hollywood Ave.  The Applicant (Charlotte Hennessy) wanted to 
remove a 42” diameter at breast height (DBH) Canary Island pine tree on her property. After 
inspection, Tree Services approved the removal of the tree. 

The Appellants (John Kenny, Robin Mogavero, Laura Wolff, Steve Wolff) appealed the tree 
permit decision on April 6, 2020 (Attachments B & C).  On the appeal claim forms the 
appellants have stated 3 reasons why the tree should not be removed. 1) All birds use this tree to 
move throughout the neighborhood and in particular the Great Horned Owl, that they have 
stated, use this tree for foraging and courting. They continue to explain that if the tree was 
removed the birds would go missing from the neighborhood. 2) Mayor Jean Quan initiated the 
registry as a way to prevent unnecessary tree loss. 3) The appellants claim that every tree is 
flawed, and the applicant is the one who topped the tree 5 years ago. The PRAC is the hearing 
body for non-development tree removal permit appeals, per Chapter 12.36.110 of the Oakland 
Municipal Code (OMC), the Protected Trees Ordinance (PTO). 

BACKGROUND 

On March 6, 2020 Tree Services received a non-development tree removal application ND20-
032 for 1125 Hollywood Ave. (Attachment D). The applicant and property owner is Charlotte 
Hennessy. She requested the removal of the Canary Island pine on the grounds of: (a) The large 
cones fall from the tree and are a danger to her and her guests. (b) The tree is a fire hazard. (c) At 
the time of the inspection she verbally said that she had concerns of limbs falling and her 
liability. On April 3, 2020 Tree Services approved tree permit ND20-032 on the basis that the 
tree has poor structure from being repeatedly topped and over thinned. Section 12.36050(A) of 
the Protected Trees Ordinance states a tree can be removed to insure the public health and safety 
as it relates to the health of the tree, potential hazard to life or property, proximity to existing or 
proposed structures, or interference with utilities or sewers.  

PRAC November 18, 2020 
Item 7a

Attachment A



Tree permit ND20-032 was appealed on April 6, 2020 by John Kenny & Robin Mogavero, the 
property owners of 1131 Hollywood Ave. and Laura & Steve Wolff the property owners at 1111 
Hollywood Ave. The appellants have stated 3 claims as grounds for appeal. a) If the Canary 
Island pine tree is removed, there will be no nesting raptors in the trees in our neighborhood. 
Great Horned Owls, which have expanded into the upper Glenview neighborhood in the last 2 
years, use this tree for foraging and courting. Many birds need this tree. This hilltop is a beacon 
for birds moving through the hills. This is how they move - from canopy to canopy like island 
hopping above the streets - If this tree were lost then they would go missing from the 
neighborhood. B) Mayor Jean Quan initiated the registry as a way to prevent unnecessary tree 
loss. C) Every tree is flawed - but comments from inspector regarding “the tree has poor 
structure from being topped”. This tree (NEVER) topped until Charlotte Hennessy, owner of 
1125 instructed her tree trimmers 5-years ago to top the tree, for over 15 years prior to Charlotte 
Hennessy moving into 1125 Hollywood, all 3 trees were NEVER topped. 

DISCUSSION 

Tree Services approved the removals of tree removal permit application ND20-032 on April 3, 
2020. City staff determined that the tree has poor structure from topping and over thinning (lions 
tailing) that causes the lateral limbs to have poor tapper with weighted tips. See detailed account 
listed below of staff findings:  

Tree (#1) (Attachment E,) is a 42” DBH Canary Island pine located in the backyard at 1125 
Hollywood Ave. The tree has poor structure from topping and over thinning (loins tailing) that 
causes the lateral limbs to have poor tapper with weighted tips. Topping a tree significantly 
changes how a tree grows and reacts in wind loading events. This is especially true with single 
stem conifer trees. First there is a heading cut that is hard for the tree to callus over. The wound 
area is exposed deadwood that is susceptible to fungal decay. Second, topping redirects the 
growth to the lateral limbs causing them to grow unnaturally long. Third, over thinning (lions 
tailing) is the practice of removing all the interior secondary limbs creating a tree that looks like 
an umbrella. This compounds the problem by leaving the only active buds on the tree at the end 
of the limbs. The secondary limbs in the interior of the tree provide much needed carbohydrates 
to the main lateral limbs so they can increase their diameter, known as taper. Over thinning, 
(lions tailing) is commonly done in the tree industry because this type of pruning appeals to 
many home owners and is easier on the contractor. Fourth, the lateral limbs have been headed 
back which create more irregular growth. Canary Island pines should look like a Christmas tree 
with the smallest limbs at the top of the tree and the largest limbs at the bottom of the tree. See 
(Attachment F, G) photos of good structure of Canary Island pines. The tree at 1125 Hollywood 
Ave. is round in shape with the largest diameter limbs at the top of the tree.  (Attachment H). 
This tree has been cut many times for many years causing poor structure with a high likelihood 
of limb failure. The canopy of the tree is over 3 backyards, 3 homes, a deck and a patio. 
(Attachment I) The tree is recommended for removal under section 12.36.050(A)1 of the 
Protected Trees Ordinance.  

The Appellants, John Kenny, Robin Mogavero, Laura Wolff, and Steve Wolff have stated 3 
reasons why the tree should not be removed. 
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1) If the Canary Island pine tree is removed, there will be no nesting raptors in the trees in our
neighborhood. Great Horned Owls, which have expanded into the upper Glenview neighborhood
in the last 2 years, use this tree for foraging and courting. Many birds need this tree. This hilltop
is a beacon for birds moving through the hills. This is how they move - from canopy to canopy
like island hopping above the streets - If this tree were lost then they would go missing would go
missing from the neighborhood.

Tree Services Response – The Protected Trees Ordinance does not have a section pertaining to 
birds. Therefore, the City of Oakland Tree Services cannot consider birds as a reason to approve 
or preserve a tree for removal.  

2) Mayor Jean Quan initiated the registry as a way to prevent unnecessary tree loss.

Tree Services Response – The Protected Trees Ordinance does not have a section pertaining to 
the Big Trees Registry. Therefore, the City of Oakland Tree Services cannot consider the Big Trees 
Registry as a reason to approve or preserve a tree for removal.   

3) Every tree is flawed - but comments from inspector regarding “the tree has poor structure
from being topped”. This tree (NEVER) topped until Charlotte Hennessy, owner of 1125
instructed her tree trimmers 5-years ago to top the tree, for over 15 years prior to Charlotte
Hennessy moving into 1125 Hollywood, all 3 trees were NEVER topped.

Tree Services Response – When the City of Oakland Tree Services received a tree removal 
permit application, staff evaluate each tree that is proposed for removal and make judgements of 
the condition of each tree. This includes field observations and measurements as well as 
referencing historical imagery. According to Google Maps Street View History dated May 2011, 
the tree was already topped at this time. (Attachment J) It is unclear as to the specific date the 
tree was topped. This type of punning (topping) over a long period of time negatively and 
permanently changes the structure of the tree. 

Chapter 12.36.110(C) of the OMC states, “In considering the appeal, the Park and Recreation 
Advisory Commission shall determine whether the proposed tree removal conforms to the 
applicable criteria.  It may sustain the decision of the Public Works Agency or require such changes 
or impose such reasonable conditions of approval as are, in its judgment, necessary to ensure 
conformity to said criteria.” 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Public Works Agency recommends that the Park and Recreation Advisory Commission: 

• Deny the appeal by John Kenny & Robin Mogavero of 1131 Hollywood Ave. and Laura
& Steve Wolff of 1111 Hollywood Ave.
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Respectfully submitted, 

__________________ 
Prepared by: 
Tod Lawsen 
Arboricultural Inspector 

____________________ 
Approved by: 
David Ferguson 
Interim Director 

For questions please contact David Moore, Senior Forester, at 510-615-5852 

ATTACHMENTS 

A – Tree removal Permit Decision, ND20-032   
B – Tree Appeal Claim Form dated April 6, 2020 From John Kenny, Robin Mogavero 
C – Tree Appeal Claim Form dated April 6, 2020 From Laura Wolff, Steve Wolff  
D – Non-development tree removal application for 1125 Hollywood Ave. 
E – Photo of tree (#1) a 42” DBH Canary Island pine tree 
F – Photo of a Canary Island pine tree with good structure  
G – Photo of 2 Canary Island pine trees with good structure  
H – Photo of the tree at 1125 Hollywood Ave showing the upper canopy limb structure. 
I – Photo of the canopy spread extending over neighboring properties. 
J – Photo from May 2011, Google History, showing that the tree was topped at that time. 
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To: Laura Wolff November 16, 2020 
      1111 Hollywood Avenue / Oakland 

Re: Canary Island Pine Tree Inspection:  
       1125 Hollywood Avenue / Oakland, CA 

Hello Laura, 
Thank you for being patient with my letter / report on the Canary Island Pine located at 
the above address. The inspection took place on April 8, 2020 from your neighbor’s 
property; John Kenny and Robin Mogavero of 1131 Hollywood Blvd. The tree is located 
very close to their property line and I could see what I needed to see from their yard. 
Species characteristics: The Canary Island Pine has naturalized well to the Bay Area 
ecosystem. It is very drought tolerant and can handle windy conditions well. It is one of 
the most fire-resistant Pines in the world. It is also capable of holding large amounts of 
water in the needles. They are known as a tree that is not prone to failure 

The following are my findings from the inspection: 
Pinus canariensis 

• Diameter at breast height: around 40+”
• Crown width: around 40’
• Large and Healthy tree with a massive presence
• Live Crown Ratio: Over 75%
• Basal roots were very well developed and healthy
• There is very little dead wood in the tree.

Many years ago the tree was topped, but grew into the cuts naturally and not out of 
balance. The lateral limbs were tipped back and they also are not out of balance or of 
concern to fail. Between the strong root system and the balanced branching, this tree is 
currently in no danger of structural failure. There are no past failures that could be seen. 

Recommended work: 
Every 3 – 5 years the tree should be cleaned of dead wood and have its lateral ends 
lightened. There should be no topping in the crown or heading back on the lateral 
branches. Ideally, a certified arborist would be in charge of the work when it is done.   
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The tree provides beauty and aesthetic to the neighborhood and as long as general 
maintenance is provided every 3-5 years, this tree could live failure free for many more 
years. Although this tree is not a native California tree, it is native to a similar 
Mediterranean climate as the Bay Area. It thrives in this environment and has become 
one of the more handsome, long lived and safer large trees in the Oakland environs.  

Thank you, please let me know if you have any other concerns about this 
situation. 

Peter K. Rudy 
Certified Arborist #WC3166 
California Contractor #740394 

PRAC December 9, 2020 
Item 7b

Attachment B



35$& ± 'HFHPEHU��������
,WHP ��$BBBB

&�,�7�<���2�)���2�$�.�/�$�1�'
2DNODQG�3DUNV�	 5HFUHDWLRQ

72� $P\�&ROH��$FWLQJ�&KDLU��3DUNV�DQG�5HFUHDWLRQ�$GYLVRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ�
)520� $OL�6FKZDU]��2DNODQG�3XEOLF�:RUNV
'$7(� 1RYHPEHU���������

68%-(&7� 5HTXHVW�)RU�7KH�3DUNV�$QG�5HFUHDWLRQ�$GYLVRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ�7R�5HYLHZ�7KH�
'HVLJQ��&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH��7UHH�5HPRYDO�3URWHFWLRQ $QG�&UHHN�3URWHFWLRQ�3HUPLW�
)RU�7KH�&DOGHFRWW�7UDLOKHDG�3URMHFW�$GMDFHQW�7R�7KH�1RUWK�2DNODQG�6SRUWV�
)LHOG

6800$5<

6WDII�IURP�WKH�'HSDUWPHQW�RI�3XEOLF�:RUNV�$JHQF\��3:$��DQG�WKH�2IILFH�RI�3DUNV��5HFUHDWLRQ�
DQG�<RXWK�'HYHORSPHQW�UHTXHVW�HQGRUVHPHQW RI�WKH�GHVLJQ�DQG�LPSOHPHQWDWLRQ�RI WKH &DOGHFRWW�
7UDLOKHDG�3URMHFW�DQG�WKH�DVVRFLDWHG�'HVLJQ�5HYLHZ��&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH��7UHH�5HPRYDO�3URWHFWLRQ�
DQG�&UHHN�3URWHFWLRQ�SHUPLWV��7KH�SURSRVHG�SURMHFW�LQFOXGHV�LPSURYHPHQWV�WR�SURYLGH�DFFHVVLEOH�
SDUNLQJ� EDWKURRP�XSJUDGHV� DQG DFFHVV�WR�WKH�KLNLQJ�WUDLOKHDG��SOD\�VWUXFWXUH� DQG�D�ILUH�
GHPRQVWUDWLRQ�JDUGHQ WKDW�ZLOO�EH�ORFDWHG�DORQJ�WKH�H[LVWLQJ�GLUW SDWKZD\�DGMDFHQW�WR�WKH�1RUWK�
2DNODQG�6SRUWV�)LHOG�

7KLV�SURMHFW�RULJLQDWHG IURP�D�SODQ�WR�FRQQHFW�WKH�7HPHVFDO�3DUN�DQG�1RUWK�2DNODQG�6SRUWV�)LHOG�WR�
6LEOH\�5HJLRQDO�3DUN��7KH�IXWXUH�IRUPDOL]HG�KLNLQJ�WUDLO�ZLOO�UHTXLUH�DQ�DFFHVVLEOH�WUDLOKHDG���7KH�
GHVLJQ�RI�WKH�SURMHFW�LV�WKH�FXOPLQDWLRQ�RI�D�IRXU�PRQWK�FRPPXQLW\�HQJDJHPHQW�SURFHVV�ZKHUH�
FRPPXQLW\�UHVLGHQWV�H[SUHVVHG�D�GHVLUH�IRU�D�SOD\�VWUXFWXUH�DQG�D�ILUH�GHPRQVWUDWLRQ�JDUGHQ��LQ�
DGGLWLRQ�WR�WKH�$'$�XSJUDGHV� 7KH�SURMHFW�DOVR�DGGUHVVHV�VWRUP�ZDWHU�UXQRII�DQG�EHDXWLILHV�WKH�
WUDLOKHDG�ZLWK�QHZ�ODQGVFDSLQJ�

),6&$/�,03$&7

7KHUH�ZLOO�EH�QR�ILVFDO�LPSDFW�RQ�WKH�2IILFH�RI�3DUNV��5HFUHDWLRQ�DQG�<RXWK�'HYHORSPHQW��7KH�
LPSURYHPHQWV�DUH�IXQGHG�E\�0HDVXUH�::� 5HJLRQDO�2SHQ�6SDFH��:LOGOLIH��6KRUHOLQH�DQG�3DUNV�
%RQG�([WHQVLRQ��0HDVXUH�++��6XJDU�6ZHHWHQHG�%HYHUDJHV�7D[��DQG�0HDVXUH�..�± ,QIUDVWUXFWXUH�
DQG�$IIRUGDEOH�+RXVLQJ�%RQG�DQG�$'$�&,3�IXQGV� &RQVWUXFWLRQ�RI�WKH�SURMHFW�LV�DQWLFLSDWHG�WR�FRVW�
EHWZHHQ�QLQH�WKRXVDQG�GROODUV���������������

2YHUWLPH�WKH�QHZ�DQG�LPSURYHG�IDFLOLWLHV�ZLOO�KDYH�RQJRLQJ�PDLQWHQDQFH�FRVWV�DV�QHFHVVDU\��7KH�
QHZ�SOD\�VWUXFWXUH�DQG�EDWKURRP�PDLQWHQDQFH�DUH�IXQGHG�E\�WKH�LQWHUQDO�)DFLOLWLHV�)XQG��)XQG�
�������7KH�UHFHQWO\�SDVVHG�0HDVXUH�4�ZLOO�SURYLGH�DQ�LPSRUWDQW�QHZ�VRXUFH�RI�IXQGLQJ�IRU�RQ�JRLQJ�
SDUN�PDLQWHQDQFH�



35$& ± 'HFHPEHU��������
,WHP ��$BBBB

�

352-(&7���352*5$0�'(6&5,37,21

7KH�&DOGHFRWW�7UDLOKHDG�SURMHFW�LV�ORFDWHG�DW������%URDGZD\�LQ�&LW\�&RXQFLO�'LVWULFW����7KH�SURMHFW�
VLWH�LV�DGMDFHQW�WR�WKH�1RUWK�2DNODQG�6SRUWV�)LHOGV�WKDW�KDYH�KLVWRULFDOO\�EHHQ�XVHG�E\�EDVHEDOO�DQG�
VRFFHU OHDJXHV�IURP�DURXQG�WKH�UHJLRQ�

7KHUH�LV�FXUUHQWO\�D�ILUH�URDG�WKDW�OHDGV�IURP�WKH�SDUNLQJ�ORW�XS�WKH�KLOO�LQWR�D�HXFDO\SWXV�IRUHVW���7KH�
URDG FRQWLQXHV�WKURXJK�&LW\�RZQHG�SURSHUW\�RQWR�SULYDWHO\�RZQHG�SURSHUW\�DQG�HQGV�DW�6N\OLQH�
%OYG��

7KH�&DOGHFRWW�7UDLOKHDG�SURMHFW�LV�3KDVH���RI�D�IXWXUH�KLNLQJ�WUDLO�SURMHFW�WKDW�IRFXVHV�RQ�DQ�
LPSURYHG�WUDLOKHDG�ZLWK�QHZ�$'$�SDUNLQJ�DQG�SDWKZD\�WKDW�OHDGV�WR�QHZ�LPSURYHPHQWV�LQFOXGLQJ�
VHDWLQJ��SOD\�VWUXFWXUH��LQIRUPDWLRQDO�VLJQDJH��ILUH�GHPRQVWUDWLRQ�JDUGHQ�

3KDVH�,,�ZLOO�LQFOXGH�D�SXEOLF�DFFHVV�HDVHPHQW�WR�SURYLGH�DFFHVV�WR�6N\OLQH�%OYG� 3KDVH�,,�LV�QRW�SDUW�
RI�WKH�FXUUHQW�VFRSH�

%$&.*5281' ��/(*,6/$7,9(�+,6725<

7KH�&DOGHFRWW�7UDLOKHDG�3URMHFW�ZDV�ERUQ�RXW�RI�ORFDO�UHVLGHQWV� KLNHUV�DQG�(DVW�%D\�5HJLRQDO�3DUNV
�(%53��DGYRFDWLQJ�IRU�D�IRUPDOL]HG�KLNLQJ�WUDLO WKDW�ZRXOG�VRPHGD\�FRQQHFW�7HPHVFDO�3DUN��1RUWK�
2DNODQG�&DOGHFRWW�6SRUWV�)LHOG�DQG�6LEOH\�5HJLRQDO�3DUN��7KH�WUDLO�ZRXOG�FURVV�IURP�&LW\�RZQHG�
SURSHUW\�RQWR�SULYDWHO\�RZQHG�SURSHUW\��ZKLFK�UHTXLUHV�SXUFKDVH�RI�DQ�HDVHPHQW� $IWHU�\HDUV�RI�
ZRUNLQJ�ZLWK�(%53��DQG�VHYHUDO�DWWHPSWV�WR�QHJRWLDWH�ZLWK�WKH�SULYDWH�SURSHUW\�RZQHU��WKH�FLW\�ZDV�
QRW�DEOH�WR�DFTXLUH�DQ�HDVHPHQW�WKDW�ZRXOG�DOORZ�IRU�D�IRUPDOL]HG�WUDLO�WR�6N\OLQH�%OYG���$W�WKLV�
SRLQW��LW�ZDV�GHWHUPLQHG�WKDW�WKH�SURMHFW�ZRXOG�IRFXV�RQ�LPSURYLQJ�WKH�WUDLOKHDG�DW�WKH�1RUWK�
2DNODQG�&DOGHFRWW�6SRUWV�)LHOGV�SDUN�

,Q�WKH�IDOO�ZLQWHU�RI������D�IRXU�PRQWK�FRPPXQLW\�HQJDJHPHQW�SURFHVV�ZDV�FRQGXFWHG�WR�KHOS�
GHILQH�WKH�SURJUDPPLQJ�RI�WKH�SURMHFW��'XULQJ�WKLV�SURFHVV�GHVLJQ�HOHPHQWV�ZHUH�LGHQWLILHG�DQG�
SULRULWL]HG�E\�SDUWLFLSDQWV��,Q�DGGLWLRQ��FRQYHUVDWLRQV�ZLWK�LQWHUQDO�VWDNHKROGHUV�LQFOXGLQJ�WKH�)LUH�
'HSDUWPHQW�DQG�$'$�&RRUGLQDWRU�DOVR�LQIRUPHG�WKH�SURMHFW�GHVLJQ�



35$& ± 'HFHPEHU��������
,WHP ��$BBBB

�

5(&200(1'$7,21

6WDII�UHFRPPHQGV�WKDW�WKH�3DUNV�DQG�5HFUHDWLRQ�$GYLVRU\�&RPPLVVLRQ�HQGRUVH�WKH�&DOGHFRWW�
7UDLOKHDG�3URMHFW DQG�UHFRPPHQG�DSSURYDO�WR�WKH�%XUHDX�RI�3ODQQLQJ��=RQLQJ�0DQDJHU�IRU�WKH�
'HVLJQ�5HYLHZ��&RQGLWLRQDO�8VH��7UHH�3HUPLW�DQG�&UHHN�3URWHFWLRQ�SHUPLW�DSSOLFDWLRQV� 7KH�
SURSRVHG�SURMHFW�ZLOO�UHVXOW�LQ�SDUN�LPSURYHPHQWV�WKDW�HQKDQFH�WKH�UHFUHDWLRQDO�XVHV�RI�WKH�&DOGHFRWW�
7UDLOKHDG�DQG�ZLOO�PDNH�WKHVH�LPSURYHPHQWV�DFFHVVLEOH�IRU�DOO�XVHUV��

5HVSHFWIXOO\�VXEPLWWHG�

BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB��6LJQDWXUH�
3UHSDUHG�E\�
$OL�6FKZDU]��3URMHFW�0DQDJHU
2DNODQG�3XEOLF�:RUNV��3URMHFW�DQG�*UDQW�0DQDJHPHQW�'LYLVLRQ

BBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBBB��6LJQDWXUH�
$SSURYHG�E\�
0DWW�/HH��$VVLVWDQW�'LUHFWRU
2DNODQG�3XEOLF�:RUNV��%XUHDX�RI�'HVLJQ�DQG�&RQVWUXFWLRQ

$WWDFKPHQWV� ([KLELW�$�±/RFDWLRQ�0DS
([KLELW�%�±6LWH�3ODQ



�ĂůĚĞĐŽƚƚ dƌĂŝůŚĞĂĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ DĂƉ

�ǆŚŝďŝƚ � �ĂůĚĞĐŽƚƚ dƌĂŝůŚĞĂĚ WƌŽũĞĐƚ >ŽĐĂƚŝŽŶ DĂƉ



$'$
9$1

$'$


�&/5�


�0,1�

�&/5�


�&/5�

0
$
7
&
+
/,
1
(


�7<3�

�����&203$&7

�����67$1'$5'

�����67$1'$5'

0
$
7
&
+
/,
1
(

0
$
7
&
+
/,
1
(

� 
�7<3�

&21&(37�3/$1
&$/'(&277�75$,/+($'�,03529(0(176

$7�7+(�1257+�2$./$1'�5(*,21$/�632576�&(17(5
�����%52$':$<

&,7<�2)�2$./$1'
'$7(���-$18$5<���������

6&$/(������� ���
�����

,17(535(7,9(�6,*1$*(��7<3�

3/$<�$5($
������<�2��$'$�$&&(66,%/(��
6((�3+2726

$''�$/7� ��
$5($ 29(5/22.,1*

67250:$7(5
5(7(17,21�=21(

$''�$/7� ��)8//�$63+$/7
6(&7,21�5(3/$&(0(17�	
5(675,3,1*
1(7�*$,1���67$//6

%,.(�3$5.,1*

%(1&+��7<3�

$'$�5$03

$'$
:$/.:$<

(526,21�&21752/
3/$17,1*

$'$
$&&(66,%/(
$�&�:$/.:$<
�(0(5*(1&<
9(+,&8/$5
6(&7,21�

&203$&7('
'5$,1�52&.
),5(�52$'
�(0(5*(1&<
9(+,&8/$5
6(&7,21�

$'$
$&&(66,%/(
$�&�:$/.:$<
�(0(5*(1&<
9(+,&8/$5
6(&7,21�

&203$&7('
'5$,1�52&.
),5(�52$'
�(0(5*(1&<
9(+,&8/$5
6(&7,21�

�����3/$<�$5($�&20321(176

35(&('(17�,0$*(6

?9ROXPHV?%7'6KDUHG?&XUUHQW?3URMHFWV�&XUUHQW?���$�&DOGHFRWW�7UDLOKHDG?3URGXFWV?��B&RQFHSWXDO�'HVLJQ?'UDZLQJV?%DVH?%DFNJURXQGV?3/$<�,0$*(6?7)B����BZHE�MSJ

:22'�	�32:'(5�&2$7('
67((/�6758&785(��),;('
3$576

6$/9$*('�/2*�5281'�67(33,1*�&2/8016

3/$<*5281'�6$)(7<
685)$&,1*���(1*,1((5('
:22'�),%(5�	�3285('�,1
3/$&(�58%%(5

%$55,(5�*$7(

),5(�7
5$,/

),5(�5(6,67$17
'(021675$7,21�3/$17,1*

75$6+���5(&<&/,1*�%,16

$'$ 83*5$'(6�72�
5(675220 )$&,/,7<

$'$�5$03

%$55,(5�*$7(

%
5
2
$
'
:
$
<

352326('�75((�
�7<3�

(;,67,1*�75((�7<3��75((�/,0%6�$'-$&(17
72�),5(�52$'�0867�%(�/,0%('�72�3529,'(
��
������9(57��&/($5$1&(




	test agenda and 7a b.pdf
	PRAC Special Meeting Agenda December 9, 2020 i.pdf
	PRAC  ITEM 7A  12 9 20  Sausal Creek Fense.pdf
	PRAC 12 9 20  Item 7B Supplemental Report for Tree Permit Appeal 1125 Hollywood (PRAC 11 18 20).pdf�
	PRAC Appeal Supplemental Report - 1125 Hollywood Ave. 11-23-2020
	RECOMMENDATION

	PRAC Appeal Report - 1125 Hollywood Ave. 11-18-2020 Signed
	SUMMARY
	BACKGROUND
	RECOMMENDATION

	1125 Hollywood Ave Attachments A-D
	1125 Hollywood Ave Attachments E-J Photos
	Laura Wolff  Canary Island Pine Report  1111 Hollywood Avenue  Oakland 11-16-20


	8a test2.pdf

