PARKS AND RECREATION COMMISSION QUESTIONS
March 13, 2019 MEETING

Item 3.1 – Approval of Minutes
1. Items 2.0, 3.1, 6.2, and 6.3 list “Chair Herbach” (instead of “Chair Devine”). “Chair Devine” is listed in other places. 
Thank you for catching this. Staff has updated the minutes to reflect the correct Chair and Vice Chair across all sections of the minutes. The updated minutes have been emailed to the Commission, posted online, and will be available at the meeting. Since no changes were made to the actions within the minutes, this is considered an administrative error and any motions should be made on the updated version. 

Item 6.1 – Deer Hollow Farm Report
1. Do we vote on this, or just list in the minutes that the report was received?
The Commission will not vote on this item as the recommendation is to “note, receive, and file.” However, there will be a presentation and chance for the Commission to ask questions at the meeting. 

Item 6.2 – Charleston Park Improvements – Concept Plans, Project 16-59
1. From your experience, can you estimate how much (just a range) that Google may be investing in this project?
Google will fund the entire cost to design and construct the project. The estimated construction cost for the proposed park improvement is $5M. 

2. What is the plan for access (or not) from the Charleston East Campus? On one hand, Google could want convenient park access for employees; on the other hand, Google may not want non-employee park-goers wandering on to their Charleston East Campus. 
After completion of both the proposed park improvement and the Charleston East Campus, there will be two pedestrian paths connecting Charleston Park to the new Joaquin Road adjacent to the Charleston East Campus. 

3. Is either tree proposal for removal: a) a “native species”? or b) on the NBPP Plant Palette?
Both Heritage trees proposed to be removed are non-native to Mountain View and SF Bayshore Area. They are not on the NBPP Plant Palette. 

4. Is the Canary Island Date Palm the one located in the fenced off future plaza area? Yes

5. Where is the Evergreen Ash?
This tree is located among the grove on the west side close to Google parking lot. 

Item 6.3 – Community Garden Guidelines and Fee Structure
1. [bookmark: _GoBack]To be clear, will the Latham plots be equally sized at 108sf (or some similar number)?
Latham Garden plots will be standard 6ftx18ft (108sq ft). The only exception is ADA plots which are 5ft wide by 21ft long (105 sq ft) and 30in tall.

2. The Shoreline parking adjacent to the park is currently closed off. Previously that area had been used by RVs. The City will at some point be looking at citywide parking regulations, but in the interim, is there any plan to hold some parking for gardeners? Or will they park on adjacent streets? (or wherever there’s space)
There will be two hour parking restrictions along Shoreline in front of the garden (Council approved on December 11, 2018). There will also be designated ADA parking along Shoreline directly in front of the garden. 

3. Another clarification. Since there’s just a single wait list (for the non 1-yr plots), will anyone who’d been on the Willowgate wait list previously maintain their spot at the top of the list, with “newcomer” Latham wait list folks getting in line behind them?
Yes. Those who were already on the existing waitlist will be given the opportunity to take a plot at Latham Garden.

4. In viewing Willowgate from the fence, it appears several of the nearby plots are grasses/poppies (weeds?). Is the City more lenient about upkeep in the winter months?
Guidelines state that gardeners must actively maintain their plots at all times. Staff understands that in early spring there will be an uptick in weed growth and is generally more lenient during winter months. Staff’s general practice is to request that weeds are pulled before they begin to flower. This helps to keep them from spreading. Additionally, California poppies are very popular in the garden and many gardeners line the perimeter of their plots with them for aesthetics. This has generally been accepted as long as they are controlled.

Item 6.4 – Advisory Body Input on the Fiscal Year 2019-20 through Fiscal Year 2020-21 City Council Major Goals Work Plan 
1. Should we really only be weighing in on items that fall fairly directly under the auspices of PRC? (As opposed to other items where we may have opinions, but they’re really just personal opinions more appropriately expressed individually in a public Council meeting?)
The PRC (and every other advisory body) will review and prioritize the top three projects/activities for each of the four major goals from the ENTIRE list under each goal. This ensures that the advisory bodies are able to provide input on all projects/activities and not excluded from the commenting on a project that they main deem under their “domain”.

In order to provide consistency and transparency, the same memo, attachments, and process are being provided from the City Manager’s Office to all Advisory Bodies for input. 

2. Note the wording in #2…”Propose any projects that are more important…” (underline added). If that’s the true intent, as opposed to a “laundry list”, that would seem to put firm parameters on the item. Is that the intent?
Due to the number of projects suggested by Council for consideration (69), the number of carryover projects from the last two year cycle (23), and the number of advisory bodies providing input and possibly suggesting additional projects, the intent of the language is to guide advisory bodies to only propose projects, initiatives, and programs of the highest priority. This will facilitate allocating staff time and set up greater success for completing the projects. However, Attachment 4 is the form that CSD staff will fill out after the meeting for PRC’s recommendations. There is an opportunity to provide three additional projects from the PRC under each major Council Goal. Again, staff are just ensuring that the most important goals, initiatives, and programs are being considered and prioritized. 

February Monthly Report
1. Burrowing Owl counts have been at an all-time low each of the past 3 months. Is this cause for concern? Could it be cyclical or weather related?  
The wet and rainy weather has most likely had an effect. Staff will continue to track and have better idea of the situation over the next couple of months during breeding season. 


