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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Patricia Goity <trishgoity@att.net>
Tuesday, August 11, 2020 9:36 AM
Council, City
2353 Webster Street Appeal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine, Vice Mayor DuBois, and City Council Members,
I am writing to you in regard to Item #1 on next week’s agenda (postponed from last night’s meeting), the
appeal to the approved project at 2353 Webster Street. I write with a deeply rooted connection to the
property: 2353 Webster was my childhood home. My parents lived in the house for 48 years, selling the
property in 2014 to the current owners. One of the unique features of this lot is the towering Valley Oak
in the backyard which has grown and flourished there for over 300 years. This magnificent tree is one of
the largest and oldest of its kind in Palo Alto. It is irreplaceable treasure and immeasurable asset to
the property and the surrounding community. As a child I liked to imagine what the property looked like
before any European settlers, when our beautiful oak stood tall in its natural setting.
I am greatly concerned that the health of this ancient oak will be threatened by the proposed
construction of a mega-basement in the project plans. The imminent depletion of groundwater for a
basement of this magnitude and the severing of the tree’s extensive root system will surely have a
devastating effect on the oak, despite all precautionary drilling techniques. The only way to mitigate
risk to the continued health of this tree is to eliminate the construction of a basement in the plan
or at the very least substantially decrease the basement’s depth and scope.
Palo Alto’s beautiful trees are an integral part of what makes Palo Alto such a delightful and desirable
place to live. The Valley Oak at 2353 Webster Street is outstanding in size and age and merits heritage
status and protection. I urge the council to take its tree protection ordinances to heart and weigh the
issue carefully. Is building a huge basement worth risking the life of this beautiful arboreal giant that
predates us all by hundreds of years? I implore you to put this construction project into perspective and
consider the ramifications of its approval as it stands. If groundwater depletion and root damage cause
the tree to sicken and die, the council and neighborhood will surely regret not amending the project plan.
My family and I greatly appreciate the council’s careful consideration in this appeal and sincerely hope
for an outcome that benefits the entire community.
Respectfully,
Trish Bingham Goity
2825 Garfield Street
San Mateo, CA 94403
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Dan Knickerbocker <dknicker@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 9:42 PM
Council, City
Construction dewatering

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I have noticed redwood trees in my yard and neighbors brown for a year after construction draining of groundwater a
block away. A year later a block away more construction draining of ground water and the foundation of my wooden
house shifted 1.5 inches. I had to reset door frames and rebuild my deck at my own expense.
We need more responsible groundwater draining legislation. There are better more efficient ways to do this. Granted
they are more costly to the builder but why should we suffer and waste our natural resources?
Daniel Knickerbocker
Palo alto resident
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Geraldine Hraban <singsosweetly@yahoo.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 9:12 PM
Council, City
SAVE THE TREE! NIX THE BASEMENT!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.
I urge you NOT to issue a permit to cut down the 300-year-old oak tree at 2353 Webster.

Please protect our heritage trees and our groundwater. A basement is NOT a necessity.
G Hraban
921 Webster
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Elaine Johnson <elaine@swagman.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 9:12 PM
Council, City
Comment about item 8, 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Palo Alto City Council,
I’m writing in protest of the proposal to demolish the home at 2353 Webster Street and build a two‐story home which
will involve extensive dewatering, lowering of the groundwater by 8 feet, and destruction to a 300‐year‐old protected
oak tree.
Groundwater is a shared community resource that does not begin and end at property lines. I am completely opposed to
pumping out this precious resource so that one family can dig a basement. Heritage oaks are also a community resource,
shared not only by people but by wildlife, and should not be put under threat because someone wants a basement.
Please vote NO.
Sincerely,
Elaine Johnson
251 Chestnut Ave.
(Ventura)
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Lynn Hollyn <lynn.hollyn@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 8:03 PM
Council, City
This tree must be preserved: the code is clear

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Of course the oak must be saved. And it is the law!!
There is no question that the basement cannot be constructed!
In addition, post and beam construction must be used anywhere within the canopy, and care of the tree is first
and formost. This is the essence of Palo Alto.
A tree like this is priceless. It should have been a disclaimer in the sale of the property.
This is simply, follow the laws in palo alto about oaks and redwoods. Codes are codified.
As an architect, I myself have followed the code and tree preservation for 25 years.
Best,
Lynn Hollyn
‐‐
lynn hollyn
www.lynnhollyn.com
1.650.799.1129
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Penny Proctor <plumbago1927@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 7:59 PM
Council, City
Protect 300 yr Oak on Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Mayor Fine and City Council Members,
Please protect the heritage Oak at 2353 Webster! Modifications to the huge basement could prevent damage to the
tree. How come City staff thinks it is ok to cut down this tree?
Penny Proctor
Greer Rd
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

mankos@att.net
Monday, August 10, 2020 7:43 PM
Council, City
Oak Tree at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council,
I urge you to reconsider the building of the basement that could potentially damage the 300+ year oak tree, by
damaging the root system and draining the ground water. It is unconceivable to me that the Development Department
would be so out of touch with our values and allow to proceed with this project under these conditions! Please let me
know how this plays out, I’d like to know the vote count.
Best regards,
Marian Mankos
2331 Tasso Street (within a few hundred feet of said oak) Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sarah Curtis <scurtis@sfsu.edu>
Monday, August 10, 2020 7:28 PM
Council, City
oak tree at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council members,
Please save this oak tree. New residents to Palo Alto are being allowed to build monster homes
with no consideration of Palo Alto's natural beauty. It is up to the City Council to keep Palo Alto
green.
Sincerely,
Sarah Curtis
820 Forest Ave.
Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Esther Rubin <emrubin36@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 6:51 PM
Council, City
Tree at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Please do not allow the digging of a basement on the adjacent property to 2353 Webster which will place this
magnificent tree in peril. Aesthetics aside, we all know the value that trees provide to the wellbeing of our planet and all
who live here. Building another over‐sized house adds nothing and certainly will detract from the neighborhood and the
health of the tree and our environment should permission be granted to remove this tree and build the basement. Go
back to the drawing board and try again.
Thank you,
Esther Rubin
Greer Rd
Sent from my iPad
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

dedra <dedra@pacbell.net>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:43 PM
Council, City
Do not set a terrible precedent by allowing the removal of a 300 year old protected oak

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council Members,
I am really dismayed to hear you approved the removal of a 300 year old protected oak tree so that the owners of 2353
Webster can dig a basement, overturning the City's tree ordinance. Presumably these home buyers knew it was a
protected tree when they bought the property. Why would you aid and abet them in defying city rules and the
community's widespread support of our urban canopy? As a landscape designer and frequent volunteer for Canopy, I
know that you are undermining the environment of the entire neighborhood for many decades to come. Is their ability
to build a 10 foot deep basement worth the degradation of the neighborhood and the setting of a dangerous precedent
that will encourage home buyers to expect the same breaks from this short‐sighted City Council?
I entreat you to reverse your decision. I will be tracking this issue carefully, and will campaign actively to remove City
Council members who have so little concern about the value of trees and the health and well being of the community.
Sincerely,
Dedra Hauser
410 Stanford Avenue
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Linda Anderson <andersonlinda911@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:25 PM
Council, City
Old Palo Alto Oak Tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Members of the City Council:
It is appalling you are considering sacrificing a 300 year old oak tree in order for a mega home to have a mega
basement. I thought one of Palo Alto's identifying slogans is City of Trees. Is the tree diseased? Is it a danger to
the public? If not, please spare the tree.
Hope hope my message is not too late.
Linda Anderson
401 Webster Street #306
Palo Alto CA 94301
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Stephanie Desmarais <stephanie.cox@sjsu.edu>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:22 PM
Council, City
Oak Tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

As a Palo Alto resident, I wanted to express that I do not support the cutting down of the 300 year old oak tree at 2353
Webster to allow for basement construction. This is disgraceful.The owners need to find other options, of which many
exist. This is not conducive to the values of Palo Alto residents. Furthermore, it is detrimental to the survival of many
native species and birds, which could contribute to other issues down the line.
Sincerely,
Stephanie Desmarais
Palo Alto Resident
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bill Gargiulo <bill_gargiulo@yahoo.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:20 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Council
I am sure you will listen to the property owner plans and advise appropriately on modifications so as to not harm this
tree. As a 30 year resident of PA I appreciate the great canopy that we have and want to make sure we preserve our old
healthy oaks.
Thanks
Bill Gargiulo
1730 Middlefield rd

Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Philip Levy <levy24@comcast.net>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:13 PM
Council, City
300 Year Oak Tree - please Preserve it!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

City council,
Please take note that it would be shameful if city Council ignored the tree which is the Valley Oak and issued a permit to
cut it down. Preserve the tree and please tune in to the values of Palo Alto residents.
Thank you,

‐Phil
Philip Levy
levy24@comcast.net
(650) 533‐6625
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anne Rosenthal <greategret2018@gmail.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:06 PM
Council, City
NO on approval of construction with deep basement / 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear City Council Members,
Absolute NO on approval of construction with deep basement at 2353 Webster.
This is negligence on the part of the Development Department. A 300‐year old oak should NEVER be placed at risk
because a house is being constructed.

I request that:
1. The City not allow this magnificent 300-year old oak tree, in the prime of its life, to be cut down
under any circumstances
2. If a basement is constructed:
A. Limit the basement floor surface to a maximum depth of 8’ 0” below ground surface.
Dewatering will not be required if the bottom of the excavation is sufficiently above the water
table (and you have a good and careful architect and contractor). A basement deeper than 8’
will almost certainly require dewatering, however, the applicant will need to determine the
depth of the basement that can be constructed without requiring dewatering.
B. No groundwater shall be discharged to either the storm drains or sanitary sewer. Any
incidental groundwater discharged onsite shall be outside the critical root zone, so as to not
increase risk to the heritage oak.
As a science writer specializing in ecosystem complexity, I would like to convey that a 300-year old
oak is absolutely irreplaceable in terms of the insect and avian life it supports.
I would like to request that the Development Committee be further educated by the City Arborist as to
what constitutes protecting venerable oaks, since their decision indicates that they are not
knowledgeable in this regard.
Sincerely,
A. Rosenthal
45-year resident of Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Laura Michele <lmagigian@yahoo.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:02 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council Members,
Please, I implore you, do not allow one home on her to destroy 300 years worth of beautiful growth. Please do
whatever is necessary to save this beautiful tree that has been here for centuries. Let’s please respect them. It is not like
a pine tree which can grow back in a few years.
Palo Alto is known for its trees, thus its namesake. People who move here, or have lived here for a long time, value the
greenery dearly. This is too big of an issue to be decided at one city Council meeting.
Please protect our city treasures!
Thank you,
Laura Agigian (and the Lorax!)

Laura
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Susan Castle <scastle@therapeias.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 4:06 PM
Council, City
Agenda item #8, 2353 Webster Appeal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Council,
As someone who grew up in Palo Alto and whose mother still lives there after 55 years, I write with great concern about
the fate of the majestic, grand, and vital oak tree that stands at 2353 Webster Street. You don't have to be an arborist to
know the value of trees and this oak is no exception.
The Webster Oak not only provides shade and cooling to those about it in this time of global warming and releases
countless amounts of oxygen into our atmosphere, but it greatly enhances the value of the property not just at 2353,
but also for that of many of its neighbors. Significant disruption of its root system will surely threaten the life of the tree.
Loss of this tree will result in the change in the microclimate of the neighborhood and probable loss of whole gardens
that depended on the oak for its shade. Monetary loss aside, this neighborhood and the city as a whole will suffer the
aesthetic loss of a living entity that graced us with its beauty for three centuries.
I don't know about you, but I don't have three centuries to wait around for another such as The Webster Oak. Please
stop the overbuilding of Palo Alto and save its treasures instead.
Thank you,
Susan Castle
Claremont, CA
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Minor, Beth
Monday, August 10, 2020 4:15 PM
Mary Ellen White
Council, City
RE: council meeting

Hi Mary Ellen,
Below is the information on how to participate in the meeting. I don’t know if that item is going to stay where it is on
the agenda, move up sooner, or moved out to September. Please let me know if you have any questions.
Public Comment Instructions
Members of the Public may provide public comments to teleconference meetings via email, teleconference, or by
phone.
1.

Written public comments may be submitted by email to city.council@cityofpaloalto.org.

2.
Spoken public comments using a computer will be accepted through the teleconference meeting. To address the
Council, click on the link below to access a Zoom‐based meeting. Please read the following instructions carefully.
A.
You may download the Zoom client or connect to the meeting in‐ browser. If using your browser, make sure you
are using a current, up‐to‐date browser: Chrome 30+, Firefox 27+, Microsoft Edge 12+, Safari 7+. Certain functionality
may be disabled in older browsers including Internet Explorer.
B.
You may be asked to enter an email address and name. We request that you identify yourself by name as this
will be visible online and will be used to notify you that it is your turn to speak.
C.
When you wish to speak on an Agenda Item, click on “raise hand.” The Clerk will activate and unmute speakers
in turn. Speakers will be notified shortly before they are called to speak.
D.
When called, please limit your remarks to the time limit allotted.
E.
A timer will be shown on the computer to help keep track of your comments.
3.
Spoken public comments using a smart phone will be accepted through the teleconference meeting. To address
the Council, download the Zoom application onto your phone from the Apple App Store or Google Play Store and enter
the Meeting ID below. Please follow the instructions B‐E above.
4.
Spoken public comments using a phone use the telephone number listed below. When you wish to speak on an
agenda item hit *9 on your phone so we know that you wish to speak. You will be asked to provide your first and last
name before addressing the Council. You will be advised how long you have to speak. When called please limit your
remarks to the agenda item and time limit allotted.
https://zoom.us/join Meeting ID: 362 027 238 Phone:1(669)900‐6833
Thanks and have a great day.
B‐
Beth Minor, City Clerk
City of Palo Alto
250 Hamilton Avenue
1

Palo Alto, CA 94301
(650)329‐2379

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Mary Ellen White <mewhite@me.com>
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 2:57 PM
To: Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org>
Subject: re: council meeting
CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I would like to speak at the meeting tonight concerning the oak tree at 2353 Webster Street. Mary Ellen White
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Harriet Lehrbaum <harriet.lehrbaum@gmail.com> on behalf of Harriet Lehrbaum
<harriet@lehrbaum.net>
Monday, August 10, 2020 4:35 PM
Council, City
2343 Webster (corrected address)
2343 Webster.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Sorry! I had the wrong street address on my document emailed a few moments ago. Please discard 2353 Webster.pdf
Thanks,
Harriet Lehrbaum

3

Aug. 10, 2020
A protected Valley Oak tree at 2343 Webster Street is in danger of being severely injured and possibly
killed by the construction of a replacement home with a large deep basement, if the excavation and
dewatering required by the current building plans are permitted to proceed as they currently stand.
I understand that this oak has been growing on this spot since before the Gold Rush. It was part of the
canopy of this area before the houses around it were built. It was treasured by the previous owners of
the property, and due to its grandeur it is an important part of the landscape of the neighboring
property owners, who treasure it as well. This tree has a 77-inch diameter truck, a 100-foot spread, and
a height of 60 feet. It towers over the house that has existed on this property during only a small
fraction of the tree’s lifespan. Its beauty and majesty are admired by the entire neighborhood and
whoever else is fortunate enough to see it.
This beautiful specimen of the protected species Quercus lobata is being endangered by a basement. A
basement! This tree deserves respect, and is indeed respected by those who know it. It should not be
casually compromised by the lack of foresight and inadequate technical planning in the building plans
that, as they stand, will endanger its life. As I understand it, the current owners of the property can
have a basement that can be built with the safety of the tree in mind, provided the plans are modified.
This should certainly be required for the benefit of all.
Sincerely,
Harriet and Rick Lehrbaum

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Anne Anderson <aa@andpac.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:53 PM
Council, City
Do NOT approve

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
The cutting down of a protected, 300 year old oak in my neighborhood!
The “workaround” on this is the worst kind of public policy. Please get back to the basics of why this protection exists.
The people bought the lot knowing there was a huge oak on it.
😳
Respectfully,
Anne Anderson
2080 Tasso Street
Palo Alto, CA
650‐566‐9234
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sylvia Gartner <sgartner@ix.netcom.com>
Monday, August 10, 2020 5:21 PM
Council, City
Agenda Item #8 - Groundwater - Heritage Oak

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Speaking as a homeowner who has significant damage to my property from new basement construction on my street, I
can definitely weigh in.
This magnificent oak should not die from someone digging a basement.
There were about 3 basements dug on my street with in the last 3 years. My deadbolt locks had to be replaced because
the lock part would hit the wood instead of the hole. My toilet rocks unless I put wood shims under it. Palo Alto
plumbing tried twice to re‐seal the toilet, but the house has just sunk because of loss of groundwater.
I have a large crack in the ceiling of my Living Room.
I have lived in my house since 1982 and none of these physical changes happened until the basements were dug on my
street.
Sylvia Gartner
824 Moreno Avenue
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Penny Proctor <plumbago1927@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:51 PM
Council, City
Save 300 year old Oak at 2353 Webster!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Mayor Fine and City Council Members,
This 300+ year old Oak is a treasure. It is protected, or is supposed to be. If this tree is allowed to be removed for a huge
basement, then all of our protected trees in Palo Alto are at risk!
My understanding is that the new owners have approval for a large 2 story house, and want a 2000 square foot
basement in addition, even though it would kill the Oak, and they want to remove the protected Oak. A smaller, less
deep basement would likely spare the tree.
Please protect one of the oldest, most beautiful trees in Palo Alto! And please keep the rest Palo Alto's protected trees
actually protected.
Penny Proctor
Greer Road

1

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

marty s <buckabestma@yahoo.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:51 PM
Council, City
Please save the oak tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

I do not live in the neighborhood- However, I know the tree and I assume you do too
inasmuch as Palo Alto is named after a tree.
Why in this world, or any, would you allow for the slow death of a three hundred year old
tree?
Margaret Simmons
2910 Waverley Street
Palo Alto, California 94306
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carla Carvalho <ccarvalho98@hotmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:45 PM
Council, City
Historic Oak on Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Council Members,
I am writing regarding the potential removal of the Valley Oak from 2353 Webster. I have been presented with
various aspects of the Code, of which I was previously unfamiliar. It's pretty clear that there is a strong case in
8.10.050 (b) of the code to support maintaining this tree.
Yes, there are nuances of code to debate, but I also call on your sense of environmental stewardship
when voting tonight to preserve this tree.
Your decision tonight, while specifically about 2353 Webster, is very important because it will also affect other
homeowners when they consider the environmental and historical impact of their future construction.
Sincerely,
Carla Carvalho
1924 Edgewood Drive
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Julie Tomasz <julika99@yahoo.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:38 PM
Council, City
Please save the oak tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Please do not allow the Webster Ave. construction to harm the 300‐year old oak tree. The City of Palo Alto was literally
named for a tree—it would be a terrible precedent on many levels to allow this to pass.
Respectfully, and with thanks,
Julie
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Margaret Feuer <portulaca24@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:38 PM
Council, City
Webster St. Oak

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Mayor Fine and Members of the Council,
Please stand up for what you believe in: don't allow
developers to destroy the magnificent Webster St.
oak.
Thank you,
Margaret Feuer
1310 University
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wendy Crowder <wcrowder@hotmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:30 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster St proposed tree removal

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

If this protected tree is allowed to be removed, all of the protected trees in Palo Alto are at risk! This is a
PROTECTED tree. And that means protected. Please do not allow these homeowners to remove this
magnificent old oak. It is possible for them to build a perfectly acceptable house without damage to the tree and
its root system. Please see also the letter from Karen Holman.
Thank you.
Wendy Crowder
1336 Webster St.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

julianneasla@sonic.net
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:21 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster - Oak Tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To Mayor Adrian Fine and the City Council,
We were fortunate to be able to buy a house in Palo Alto in 1996. We felt fortunate to become part of a
community made beautiful in large part because of the grand street trees, and the stately heritage Oaks
scattered throughout town. We inherited one of those Oaks at 1175 Channing Avenue.
It is upsetting to me as a landscape architect to think that there are architects who lack the interest and
imagination to save and feature a heritage Oak that they and the future property owners have been
gifted. And yet this appears to be happening at 2353 Webster.
The City Council should act to save this heritage Oak. No one property owner should be allowed to kill such a
magnificent tree.
Thank you
Julianne Frizzell
Julianne Adams Frizzell / ASLA
650-325-0905
julianneasla@sonic.net
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Carol Kiparsky <ckiparsky@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:09 PM
Council, City
Ian Irwin
Re: Your e-mail to City Council was received

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

We realize that the usual practice is to send email several days in advance of the meeting where the topic will be
discussed. However, this issue, the Webster St oak, only recently came to our attention and we strongly urge you to
make an exception and include relevant emails as there are many residents who are very concerned about it.
Carol Kiparsky and Ian Irwin

On Aug 17, 2020, at 1:59 PM, Council, City <city.council@cityofpaloalto.org> wrote:
Thank you for your comments to the City Council. Your e‐mail will be forwarded to all seven Council
Members and a printout of your correspondence will also be included in the next available Council
packet.
If your comments are about an item that is already scheduled for a City Council agenda, you can call
(650) 329‐2571 to confirm that the item is still on the agenda for the next meeting.
If your letter mentions a specific complaint or a request for service, we'll either reply with an
explanation or else send it on to the appropriate department for clarification.
We appreciate hearing from you.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Carol Kiparsky <ckiparsky@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 1:59 PM
Council, City
Ian Irwin
Save the heritage oak at 2353 Webster!!

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Councilpersons,
This evening Palo Alto City Council will decide the fate of a heritage Oak, which some people in the Development
Department apparently consider less valuable than a large basement, or than the interests of a presumably influential
property owner.
We hope that you, our elected officials, will have a different view.
The Development Department has approved the construction of a two story house with a large, deep basement at 2353
Webster. Neighbors are courageously appealing this approval because the basement and the de‐watering needed for its
construction would endanger a 300 year old Valley Oak on the property. The approval document includes this verbiage:
"It is important to state that if the applicant were to propose to remove the Valley Oak tree, the application
would be processed administratively, by the Urban Forestry Team, in accordance with Municipal
Code. PAMC 8.10.050(d)(2) states:
Removal is permitted as part of project approval under Chapter 18.76 (Permits and Approvals) of
this Code, because retention of the tree would result in reduction of the otherwise-permissible buildable area
by more than 25%. "

In other words, “property rights” reign over the right of a tree to live, and over the rights of residents to the
benefits that such a tree bestows upon the environment which we all share, not to mention the role of trees
in providing clean air for us to breathe and, so vitally, in slowing climate change.
(for details visit: https://savepaloaltosgroundwater.org/construction-dewatering-threatening-300-year-oldoak-council-hearing-monday-8-10/#comment-8623 )
We are counting on you, so please vote with your constituents not with influential property owners. Vote to save the
oak.
Respectfully,
Carol Kiparsky and Ian Irwin
800 Cowper St, Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Phyllis Sherlock <phyllissherlock2@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 12:51 PM
Council, City
Tree removal at 5383 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

For heavens sake do NOT allow removal of this beautiful, old ,healthy
Oak tree
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Beth Guislin <beth.guislin@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 12:29 PM
Council, City
Save the heritage oak tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Our ground water is precious. The trees need the water, and the trees provide shade to cool houses, provide homes for
the birds, and enhance Palo Alto's beauty.
Please do not approve underground water removal for 2353 Webster. This protected tree is an integral and essential
part of the neighborhood, and spans 4 lots. It is irreplaceable, and therefore any approval of the project must absolutely
protect this tree, as required by PAMC 8.10.050 (b).
Thank you.
Beth Guislin
Middlefield Rd.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Casey Cameron <alt.caseyc@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 10:36 AM
Council, City
I oppose the basement construction at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To the Palo Alto City Council:
I oppose the proposal to build a deep basement under 2353 Webster that
will endanger the groundwater supply for the heritage oak on the
property. Trees save energy and cool the air ‐‐ they play a huge role in
preserving our ecosystem!
Thank you for your consideration,
Casey Cameron
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alex Scully <alexscully.design@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 8:07 AM
Council, City
300+ year old oak threatened by basement construction.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Hi! I’ve lived in Palo Alto area for the past 10 years and I’m incredibly disheartened to see local government placing
value on an an individual’s basement rather than an invaluable, 300 year old oak tree we all benefit from.
I do not approve.
All the best,
Alex
‐‐
Alex Scully | LinkedIn
The link ed image cannot be display ed. The file may hav e been mov ed, renamed, or deleted. Verify that the link points to the correct file and location.
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Peter Himes <peterhimes@comcast.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 6:49 AM
Council, City
City Council Hearing on 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I am writing in support of the call to revoke or suspend the building permit for 2323 Webster because of the real and
substantial risk of damage or death of the protected oak tree on the property due to the basement drilling. I am also
writing to object to the council’s decision to apparently overlook the hidden intention to turn a single family residence
zoned property into a multi‐dwelling unit. I call on the council to act responsibly on behalf of the town, its
neighborhoods, and its valued living assets.
Respectfully
Peter Himes
2302 Webster St
Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barbara Jackson <bb9@pacbell.net>
Sunday, August 16, 2020 11:50 PM
Council, City
Oak tree at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

To members of the City Council,
I would like to say that I think that an old oak tree is more important than someone having a home
with a deep basement. Our underground water and large trees seem like items we would like to
preserve for the area more than have homes with basements. It is obviously possible to build a home
without a basement. I hope that you Council members will take into consideration the importance of
our lovely trees in Palo Alto and also think about the importance of NOT depleting our groundwater
anymore than absolutely necessary. I realize the groundwater isn't just a Palo Alto issue, but we
should surely be doing our part, here in Palo Alto, of trying to preserve what we have. Thank you for
your consideration of these two important issues and grant the prospective home owner a permit that
will be as environmentally friendly as possible.
Sincerely yours, Barbara Jackson, a long-time Palo Alto resident
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Carol Hubenthal <carolhubenthal@mac.com>
Sunday, August 16, 2020 8:08 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Council Members,
It seems to me that this is an easy decision. Oak trees like this are protected by a long‐standing city ordinance, depleting
the aquifer by pumping to build basements is practically insane. Please use your collective heads and vote against this
basement and for the oak and our previous water.
Thank you
Carol Hubenthal
1228 Byron Street
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Winter Dellenbach <wintergery@earthlink.net>
Sunday, August 16, 2020 10:20 AM
Council, City
2353 Webster Appeal - Aug. 17 meeting

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Date: 8-16-2020
From: Winter Dellenbach
RE: 2353 Webster – Director’s Appeal

Dear Council Members:
When John C. Fremont rode on horseback from Sacramento to the Tehchapis, he noted in his diary that he seldom left the shade
of Valley Oaks (Quercus lobata). When Henri Matisse saw a photo of Valley Oak leaves, he remarked how similar they were to
his own now famous brightly colored Oak leaves. To me and many others, Valley Oaks are the most dramatic, the most
haunting and huge and lovely of our California Oaks. Less than 5 acres of old growth Valley Oaks are left in the world.
The staff report on page 4 notes:
It is important to state that if the applicant were to propose to remove the Valley Oak the application would be
processed administratively, by the Urban Forestry Team, in accordance with Municipal Code. PAMC 8.10.050(d)(2)
states: Removal is permitted as part of project approval under Chapter 18.76 (Permits and Approvals) of this Code,
because retention of the tree would result in reduction of the otherwise-permissible buildable area by more than 25%.
In such a case, the approval shall be conditioned upon tree replacement in accordance with the standards in the Tree
Technical Manual

I take issue with staff’s reliance on PAMC 8.10.050 section (d)(2) rather than on the appropriate section, (b)(1) that applies to
residential development such as at 2353 Webster (see bold sections of PAMC 8.10.050 below).
There is a pre-existing home on this lot. The Valley Oak in question, according to page 3 of the staff report, is 4.5-feet from this
home’s foundation (footprint*), some of which should remain as a pre-existing condition of approval. Neither the tree truck nor
its basal flare [bottom of trunk] touch the home, therefore the tree cannot be removed under (b)(1). Nor can it be removed under
(d)(2) because (d)(2) as you can read, only applies when none of the other sections in 18.10.050 do apply, such as section (b)(1).
Conclusion:
Therefore, under section (b)(1) there is no legal basis or justification for removal of this Valley Oak.
*Building footprint. The two-dimensional configuration of a building’s perimeter boundaries measured on a horizontal plane
at grade level (Palo Alto Tree Technical Manual)
Recommendations:
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1. Lack of ability to remove this tree frees you to attach whatever strict conditions of approval you wish to – an 8-foot basement
limit, building construction, de-watering, and tree protection mitigations such as leaving some foundation intact near the tree
trunk from the existing home, a much longer time to monitor the tree health after the end of construction. A year and a half
monitoring is nothing – a tree will not show its slow death in that time and can be lost with no requirement to replace this huge
amount of canopy. This sort of shortsighted requirement is folly.
2. Continue your decision beyond tonight so that you may require a second opinion from an independent certified arborist from
Canopy’s list (not the city’s), who has expertise with Oaks. This arborist should do a new assessment of the impact on the roots
of construction/basement at 8 feet and 10 feet, whether shallow or deep roots, and a new evaluation of the health of the tree. The
roots have grown where the current home isn’t, including where the planned house with basement is to be constructed.
3. Or just turn down this project down altogether. Here we are taking a gamble on the long-term survival of a 300-year old
Valley Oak, relying on sketchy mitigations. We cannot fully be assured we can protect this tree such for the long term. The way
to protect this tree is to have no basement. The owner can return without the basement or sell the property as happened on my
block with another 300-year old Oak. The original owners wanted the tree removed which was far into the lot and wanted it
removed. Instead they sold the property. The tree remains and the house was built with the needs of the tree in mind.

8.10.050
It shall be a violation of this chapter for anyone to remove or cause to be removed a protected tree, except as allowed
in this section:
(a) In the absence of development, protected trees shall not be removed unless determined by the director of planning and
development services, on the basis of a tree report prepared by a certified arborist for the applicant and other relevant
information, that the tree should be removed because it is dead, is hazardous, is a detriment to or crowding an adjacent protected
tree, or constitutes a nuisance under Section 8.04.050(2) of this code.
(b) In the case of development on a single-family residential lot, other than in connection with a subdivision:
(1) Protected trees shall not be removed unless the trunk or basal flare of the protected tree is touching or within the
building footprint, or the director of planning and development services has determined, on the basis of a tree report prepared
by a certified arborist for the applicant and other relevant information, that the tree should be removed because it is dead, is
hazardous, is a detriment to or crowding an adjacent protected tree, or constitutes a nuisance under Section 8.04.050(2) of this
code.
(2) If no building footprint exists, protected trees shall not be removed unless the trunk of the tree is located in the building
area, or the director of planning and development services has determined, on the basis of a tree report prepared by a certified
arborist for the applicant and other relevant information, that the tree should be removed because it is dead, is hazardous, is a
detriment to or crowding an adjacent protected tree, or constitutes a nuisance under Section 8.04.050(2) of this code.
(3) If removal is allowed because the tree trunk is located in the building footprint, or the trunk or basal flare is in the building
area, or because the director of planning and development services has determined that the tree is so close to the building area
that construction would result in the death of the tree, the tree removed shall be replaced in accordance with the standards in the
Tree Technical Manual.
(c) In connection with a proposed subdivision of land into two or more parcels, no protected tree shall be removed unless
removal is unavoidable due to restricted access to the property or deemed necessary to repair a geologic hazard (landslide,
repairs, etc.). The tree removed shall be replaced in accordance with the standards in the Tree Technical Manual. Tree
preservation and protection measures for any lot that is created by a proposed subdivision of land shall comply with the
regulations of this chapter.
(d) In all circumstances other than those described in paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of this section, protected trees shall
not be removed unless one of the following applies:
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(1) The director of planning and development services has determined, on the basis of a tree report prepared by a certified
arborist for the applicant and other relevant information, that the tree should be removed because it is dead, dangerous or
constitutes a nuisance under Section 8.04.050(2). In such cases, the dripline area of the removed tree, or an equivalent area on
the site, shall be preserved from development of any structure unless removal would have been permitted under paragraph (2),
and tree replacement in accordance with the standards in the Tree Technical Manual shall be required.
(2) Removal is permitted as part of project approval under Chapter 18.76 (Permits and Approvals) of this code,
because retention of the tree would result in reduction of the otherwise-permissible building area by more than twentyfive percent. In such a case, the approval shall be conditioned upon replacement in accordance with the standards in the Tree
Technical Manual.

19

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Thomas Schwertscharf <thomasschwertscharf@gmail.com>
Saturday, August 15, 2020 3:14 PM
Council, City
Preserve large oak.

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
I am writing in response to a request to save a 300 year oak tree from being destroyed if construction near it is not
carefully completed. I would urge you to speak with someone at the Oak Society to ascertain the dollar amount value for
the tree in addition to the aesthetic, shade, and ecological values. I have seen other trees of this size and age to be
valued at over $150,000. Maybe if the next owner knew that they would want to be more interested in preserving it.
Thank you Thomas Schwertscharf
Sent from my iPhone
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Ruth Benz <rhbenz@sbcglobal.net>
Friday, August 14, 2020 9:31 AM
Council, City
jack; Mary Ellen White; Sandra Browman; keith Atsuko Bennett
Status of 2353 Webster St. New Construction

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council Members:
I was disappointed that the 2353 Webster St. agenda item was postponed until August 17, and I hope it will be placed
near the beginning of the session. The City Council has a chance to make a difference between giving in to the selfish
whims of a homeowner who will create a living space to inhabit for maybe 50 years versus a centuries old natural
creation which enhances the environment of countless people over the years. Does having an oversized basement in
breadth and depth take precedence over the beauty and benefits of the oak tree? Do we have a report from the
arborist who assessed the safety of the tree, and is this arborist familiar with the dewatering technique planned for this
project? Thank you for acting upon this by exercising your right to preserve this protected tree and see the bigger Palo
Alto picture, not just the desires of one new homeowner.
Respectfully,
Ruth Benz
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Deborah Goldeen <palamino@pacbell.net>
Thursday, August 13, 2020 1:06 PM
Council, City
Oak Tree at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
It doesn’t take construction of a basement to kill a tree. Ground up new home construction can kill trees period. There
are two dead street trees, both Camphors, next door to me (Birch St at Oxford) to prove it. Basement construction (my
house shaking from dirt compaction) at 2105 Birch (different house) almost killed me! Yeah it’s going to kill that tree.
You all put Castilleja through the wringer, yet saying no to a basement is not possible? That’s nuts.
To be clear, basement is not inherently problem. Full foot print basment is. If that oak is as described, seems to me
basement plans need to be modest at best.
Thank for your time. I will be joining meeting on Monday.
Deb Goldeen, 2130 Birch, 94306, 321‐7375
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

wielandkrispin@gmail.com
Thursday, August 13, 2020 9:24 AM
Council, City
2353 Webster / Basement construction

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear Palo Alto City Council,
My Alexia and I are residents of 2333 Webster street and would like to comment the proposed construction at 2353 and
the potentially harmful effects on the old oak tree on the lot.
After having reviewed the materials, I am honestly shocked that the project was in its current form approved in the first
place.
The arborist report is either ignoring potential affects of the project (e.i the removed of 17% of the roots which
translates to 34% on on side, as well as the affects of dewatering the area.)
It’s sad that it seems like a construction project is valued higher than a 300 year old tree. The current plans essentially
ignore the the presence of the tree and were put together in almost blatant disregard for it.
My wife and I believe that a much thorough review is needed and any approved project should in no way endanger or
even potentially harm to such a magnificent organism such as the tree in the lot.
Best regards,
Wieland and Alexia Krispin
2333 Webster St, Palo Alto CA94301
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

KRISTINA P SMITH <jubilada@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 3:43 PM
Council, City
300+ year old oak at 2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Members of the City Council,
Please do not allow the Old Oak Tree at 2353 Webster to be removed to satisfy the construction of a 2000 square
foot basement. It will set a dangerous precedent for the protected Oak Trees of the City of Palo Alto. Nobody
needs a 2000 square foot basement at the risk of the life of this magnificent tree. Such a tree is of far more benefit
to the environment and the population than a big basement. It would be criminal.
Sincerely,
Kristina P. Smith
Palo Alto, CA 94301

1

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Diane McCoy <dianemccoy10@comcast.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 3:07 PM
Council, City
Save the tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Dear Palo Alto Council Members,
Please consider saving the Valley Oak at the residential address of 2353 Webster, in Palo Alto.
Due to remodeling the resident has requested this tree be killed and removed.
It is one of the oldest trees in the city and does not meet the residents' request to remove the tree.*
At the very least, give the option of a much smaller basement be permitted rather than the one
submitted in the current building plan.
Two blocks from my house on Greer and Embarcadero is a city welcoming sign for people entering
Palo Alto.
It says 'Welcome to Palo Alto The City of Trees.' Please hold true to that by maintaining this historic
oak, it's value to the environment and what we believe in; now more than ever.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Diane McCoy
Resident
dianemccoy10@comcast.net
*see letter submitted to the council by Karen Holman, dated August 16, 2020.
PS Really; a 2000 square foot basement.....in a residence......
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Jan Rubens <rubens.jan@gmail.com>
Monday, August 17, 2020 2:42 PM
Council, City
cutting down tree

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening
attachments and clicking on links.

Please vote no! Cutting down a healthy 300‐year old tree for a single residence home with two stories plus basement is
just plain WRONG.
Thank you.
Jan Rubens
2115 Oberlin
Palo Alto
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Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Ruth Benz <rhbenz@sbcglobal.net>
Monday, August 17, 2020 1:37 PM
Council, City
Agenda item 2353 Webster St.
City Council Mtg.docx

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council,
I wish to speak regarding the 2353 Webster St. item at tonight’s Council meeting. Please put me on the agenda for
community input. Here is my content.
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My name is Ruth Benz and I live directly across the street from the proposed
mega two story construction at 2353 Webster St. For 44 years, my family
and I have enjoyed the full view of the canopy and upper trunk of the
majestic 300 plus years old oak tree at 2353 Webster. Visitors to my home
marvel at this giant environmental gem which houses wildlife, oxygenates
the air, and provides shade and respite.
When this new construction process first began with the Planning
Commission, the 2300 block of Webster St. homeowners all agreed that the
tree should be preserved and certain changes needed to be made to the
blueprint of the new house. A petition was submitted to the Planning
Commission, some changes were made, and the neighbors assumed that the
tree was indeed safe. Now, it seems clear that the dewatering methods used
to excavate the proposed oversized basement will endanger the tree.
It is incumbent upon the City Council to act upon this issue, referring to the
Palo Alto Municipal Code, section 8.10.050b (b as in boy) which would
allow the Council to save this legally protected oak tree. The proposed
basement already will be larger than the footprint of the first floor and is
deeper than necessary. The City Council has the opportunity to choose
between giving in to the self-centered whims of a homeowner who will
create a living space to inhabit for a few decades versus saving a centuries
old natural creation which has enhanced the environment of countless people
over the years. Does having an oversized basement in breadth and depth
take precedence over the beauty and benefits of the oak tree? Thank you for
acting upon this by exercising your right to preserve this protected tree and
see the bigger Palo Alto picture as a leader in the green movement, not just
give in to the desires of one new homeowner. Thank you.

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Mary Ellen White <mewhite@me.com>
Saturday, August 15, 2020 3:19 PM
Council, City
the ancient oak at 2353 Webster Street
Kansas.rtf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Dear City Council Members,
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Dear Council Members,
I urge you once again to protect the ancient oak at 2353 Webster Street. As a
native of Western Kansas and someone who still farms in that area, I am familiar with
environmental catastrophe. As a child I was constantly reminded of the fragility of life
and of the fact that my family (along with all the other families) had lost everything in the
dust storms of the 30’s. I was told stories about driving, lights on, unable to see more
than a foot ahead on pitch black roads in the middle of the day. I was told that everyone
had to wear masks (sound familiar), but these masks were worn wet to keep the dust
out of people noses and throats. Babies were kept in closets with their cribs wrapped
in wet cheese cloth. Even now the city hall in my home town has pictures of Black
Sunday, and towering dust clouds, an ever present reminder of what could happen
again. There have been no major dust storms since the 30’s, but the danger remains
ever present. No one forgets.
The dust storms were caused not just by dry conditions and terrible winds (those
conditions still exist frequently) but by bad farming practices, selfish self-reliance, and a
disregard for the neighbors. Now there are strict regulations about land use meant to
prevent a reoccurrence of the 30’s era dust storms. If you buy land in Western Kansas,
you may or may not be able to farm it. If you are allowed to farm your land, you can only
farm half of it. (The other half must be left fallow for a year.) No land can be left bare;
you must leave your land covered with stubble or covered with a row crop or ground
cover. Farm techniques change frequently: no till, little till, grazing animals moved
frequently to imitate the movement of buffalo in the past. There are severe penalties for
ignoring these regulations. And, in Kansas (not too different from Texas), there is
always the chance that a neighbor will shoot you if you allow your top soil to blow onto
their land. The environment is serious business because it affects everyone.
Obviously, the protection of ancient trees in Palo Alto is not quite the same
matter of life and death, but one day it may be. What we don’t protect can not be
reproduced. If early on the Bay had been paved over, there would be no bay now or
ever again. Save The Bay was the salvation of the bay area. And the women who
championed Save The Bay did not cower or compromise: did not imagine that maybe
they should let half the Bay be paved over to mollify the objecters. The environment
can’t be saved by half measures or weak regulations. The environment that we count
on, the trees that provide us with fresh air, bird life, and noise protection will not grow
back. The buyer of 2353 was well aware that there was a 300 year old tree on the
property when she bought it. There were plenty of other properties in the area (and still
are) which don’t have protected trees on them. We were told that the buyer was a single
mother with a daughter just ready for school who she was very anxious to have go to
Walter Hays. Of course the buyer never moved into the house which has been rented
serially for many years. Just recently at a meeting with staff the neighbors were told that
the buyer really needed such a big house because she was a single mother with 4
children and parents to take care of. Frankly none of us believe that this woman will
ever move into the house; to us it seems a money making scheme at our expense.
Destruction of our environment for no good reason.

I beg the council to support the tree protection ordinance and save this
magnificent oak without compromise. The life of the tree depends on you. Making a
few changes in the depth or size of the basement will only prolong the agony and end
up killing the ancient oak slowly. But a slow death is still death.

Baumb, Nelly
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

dsimoni16@gmail.com
Wednesday, August 12, 2020 9:37 PM
Council, City
2353 Webster

CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. Be cautious of opening attachments and clicking on
links.
________________________________
Please do not let this tree die
Sent from my iPhone
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