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To City Council & Staff Sending a final email today regarding the proposed wireless installation H27m3 at the
Marlborough water tank site and the catastrophic threat to the health and safety of myself
and my family it poses if executed.
As mentioned in my previous email, the primary, but minimal screening around the tank site
is provided by the 7 Monterey pine trees along the property line between my home and the
water tank site, all on my property. Crown Castle’s proposal plans to dig a four foot wide
(depth not provided, but it will need to be deep since it will carry power and fiber) trench for
30+ feet along my property line and then approximately 45’ perpendicular to my property
line for the purposes of a private, fenced-in access path to the proposed wireless
installation.
My concern immediately was that the roots of my seven 60’+ trees would be damaged
critically with the proposed construction, and after having certified arborist Kevin Kielty of
Kielty Arborist Services LLC, a long time advisor for the Town of Hillsborough around tree
care and adjacent issues, my fears only increased exponentially.
Kevin mentions that the “planned location of the access path is well within the driplines of
the pines. Excavation and the compaction needed for the path will be quite extensive and
will damage the roots on the tension side of the tree,” and more importantly that “[m]ature
Monterey pines are quite sensitive to trimming of live tissue including root pruning. Root
loss on the tension side of the trees will likely result in full tree failure with the home at
1635 Marlborough Road being the target. The westerly winds common for this area
would also contribute to the trees chances of failure.”
No homeowner wants to have the safety of their home compromised, but even more so
with so much severity via the statement that “damage to the home would be significant and
could result in personal injury or even the loss of life.” On the 12 point industry
standard “hazard assessment method,” the score was 11 (12 is the highest). Exacerbating
the issue is that the area where my children play is along the property line, as well as
bedrooms in our home being in the portion of our residence closest to the property line.

Children playing in the backyard of their own home should never be dangerous.
One of the trees along the property already had to be removed 2 years ago due to age and
condition to prevent failure and in the 4-5 years ago one of the trees along our home’s
property line did in fact fall, thankfully away from the structure.
With 480-720 cubic feet of trenching planned to be done within the dripline area of these
trees (dripline being a calculation Kevin notes is “used throughout the peninsula for
construction projects where tree protection is required”) on the water tank site, the work is
quite significant.
While I have not investigated legal liability in this scenario with the Town as the property
owner and the entity authorizing the construction, but I will look into it further and also share
the estimated value of the trees once provided to me for your records.
I will also say it is disheartening to have to execute this diligence around basic project
safety on my own, as clearly the Town is extensively involved in this project in collaboration

with Crown Castle and has extensive resources dedicated to it, but somehow the safety
impact on surrounding homes was never on the list of priorities for this project. This
potentially catastrophic issue should have been easily uncovered at the beginning of the
project process and not mere days before approval of the project is being considered.
In closing, the health and safety of residents seems to be top of mind for Council after
having attended all the proposed tower site hearings to date, and therefore I am hopeful
that you will consider the health and safety of all residents, including myself and my family
when evaluating the application for H27m3 at the Marlborough tank site and the
catastrophic threat it poses to us; I cannot in good conscience keep my family in our home
if the project proceeds as planned based on the known potential of injury or death, and
therefore ask you to deny the application for the proposed wireless installation at the
Marlborough tank site (H27m3).
I have attached Kevin’s full report to this message for your further review, as well as a PDF
of this letter.
Regards,
Josh Burns
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Kielty Arborist Services LLC
Certified Arborist WE#0476A
P.O. Box 6187
San Mateo, CA 94403
650-515-9783
June 16, 2021
Mr. Josh Burns
Hillsborough, CA 94010
Site: 1635 Marlborough, Hillsborough, CA
Dear Mr. Burns,
As requested on Monday, June 7, 2021, I visited the above site to inspect and comment on a row
of mature pine trees along the southwest side of the property. Construction is planned for the
city property to the southwest and your concern as to the future health and safety of the trees has
prompted this visit.
Method:
All inspections were made from the ground; the tree was not climbed for this inspection. The
trees in question were located on a hand drawn map provided by me. The tree was then
measured for diameter at 54 inches above ground level (DBH or diameter at breast height).
A condition rating (CON) is provided using 50 percent
vitality and 50 percent form, using the following scale.
1 - 29 Very Poor
30 - 49 Poor
50 - 69 Fair
70 - 89 Good
90 - 100 Excellent
The height of the tree was measured using a Nikon
Forestry 550 Hypsometer. The spread was paced off
(HT/SP). The Matheny and Clark 12-point hazard
assessment was used. Comments and
recommendations for future maintenance are provided.

Seven Monterey pines near the southwest property line. Root damage on the tension side
of the trees and the full wind exposure would cause the home to become the likely target.
Survey of trees:
Tree# Species
1
Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

DBH CON HT/SP Comments
35.9 55
55/50Fair vigor, fair form, heavy lateral limbs.

2

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

27.2

55

50/40 Fair vigor, poor-fair form, codominant at
35 feet.

3

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

28.3

50

55/55 Poor-fair vigor, poor form, trunk bends east.

4

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

26.8

50

55/45 Poor-fair vigor, fair form, heavy cone crop.

5

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

19.9

50

60/40 Fair vigor, poor-fair form, codominant at
45 feet, leans east.

6

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

18.3

50

60/40 Poor-fair vigor, fair form, pine pitch canker.

7

Monterey pine
(Pinus radiata)

28.1

55

55/45 Poor-fair vigor, fair form, deadwood in
Summary:
The trees in question are all Monterey pines. The
planned construction will include an access path to the
planned cell site. The planned location of the access
path is well within the driplines of the pines.
Excavation and the compaction needed for the path
will be quite extensive and will damage the roots on
the tension side of the tree. Even a raised grade will
require compaction resulting in root loss.
Mature Monterey pines are quite sensitive to trimming
of live tissue including root pruning. Pine pitch canker
and bark beetle are common in this area and are often
caused by trimming or root damage. Root loss on the
tension side of the trees will likely result in full tree
failure with the home at 1635 Marlborough Road being
the target. The westerly winds common for this area
would also contribute to the trees chances of failure.

The seven Monterey pines are quite close to the property line. Planned construction is well
within the driplines of the pines.
Damage to the home would be significant and could result in personal injury or even the loss of
life. Trimming of the trees is not an option as trimming at the percentage required to help
stabilize the trees will hasten the death of the trees.
For these reasons I am recommending no work be done within the driplines of the subject trees.
The dripline can be calculated with an easy calculation (10xDBH of the largest tree as a radius),
which would be 30 feet based on the DBH of tree #1 being 35.9 inches. These calculated
driplines are used throughout the peninsula for construction projects where tree protection is
required.
Matheny and Clark 12 Point Decay Assessment Method:
The Matheny and Clark International Society of Arboriculture approved - 12 point hazard
assessment method, was used to help to determine the degree of risk. The hazard rating system
rates each tree with a possible four points in three categories. The 3 categories
Represent, the Part, section of tree causing the possible hazard that may fail; the Chance of
failure, and the Target that will be damaged if the Part fails. An explanation of the ratings is as
follows.
Part
1 = Small limbs or branches
2 = Larger lateral limbs
3 = Trunks or leaders
4 = Entire tree or large trunks

Chance
1 = Not likely
2 = Slight chance
3 = Failure likely
4 = Failure eminent

Target
1 = Open space or other trees
2 = Road or fencing
3 = Patios or carports
4 = Residences

The higher the hazard rating, the higher the risk of tree failure. A rating of “12” would be
considered a high probability for damage and/or injury. A rating of “3” would be considered a
very low chance of failure and/or injury. This hazard rating method will help you prioritize the
recommended tree work.
The pines have been rated for full tree failure (if the project is carried out as planned):
Full tree failure
Part
4
Likelihood
3
Target
4
Total 11
The information included in this report is believed to be true and based on sound arboricultural
principles and practices.
Sincerely,

Kevin R. Kielty
Certified Arborist WE#0476A

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

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

____________________________
Kevin R. Kielty

Date:

June 16, 2021

