SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

JOINT MEETING OF DESIGN COMMISSION AND
URBAN FORESTY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

JANUARY 12, 2009

MOTION: Agreement to continue workshop to a future date and to support
policy objectives in the staff report with the following exceptions:

1. Significant concerns about use of an in-lieu fee; and
2. Concerns about the replacement matrix—i.e., lack of specificity about how
the trees will be replaced.

e Ordinance penalizes developers who acquire heavily forested
parcels.

e Maybe have a tree-overlay district as in some other cities?

e Maybe have a fee for removing trees instead of an in-lieu fee?

e With in-lieu fee, will trees be replanted near the project site? In-lieu
fee transfers trees from private to public areas, and developers may
use it in too many cases instead of modifying their projects to
preserve existing trees.

Other comments:

e More findings to explain proposed waiver of development standards and
on application of State law on solar panels and tree removals;

e What options may be available for the in-lieu fee;

e Return with examples from several projects illustrating growth pattern of
new trees and comparing options between proposed matrix and
replacement canopy (e.g., do we lose or gain tree canopy);

e More clarification about what is in ordinance and what is in guidelines
(preference is to have more in ordinance and to have information clearly
stated in the ordinance);

e Public does not read administrative guidelines—information should be in
the ordinance;

e What kind of replacement canopy does the City want over the long term
(e.g., water conserving, wildlife, beautification)?

e Conflict between subterranean/on-site parking and mature trees remains
unresolved,;

e Torrey Pines should remain as a protected specimen tree;

Public comment:
¢ Importance of considering appropriate spacing of trees should be in
ordinance or in list of protected trees.



