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400 SMITH RANCH ROAD; SAN RAFAEL; CA 94903 & (41&) 472 4300 w FAX {413) 4 8650}

Novembier 4, 2010

Sausalito, CA 94945

RE:Mohferey Pine (Pinds fadiafi) focated on the comer of MillsrAve and Spenicer Ave

On Monday, NoVernbier 152010, 1 lRspecied the Monierey Pin ””us radiaia) located at
%he corner of Mille: Ave ond Spencer : The purpose of “ihis mspechon was o i’
determine the cument hedlth condifion of the free and ifs. scxfe’ry :

?he \‘ree has ok fuli conopy of need es wp‘h s;gmf‘ccm% ccmdie drebt}ck cmd some dead

p F
i‘urpenhne beeﬂe ah‘ccks The :
trunk theat should be removed Fex

Bdsed on my. Vtsual snspechon of ’rhe free csnd censxdeﬁng its spedies, healih eondifion
' yeatior i '%7;3 ’ree fo recfu«:e the dsk of

bossqble' The croWn shou!d be Glear ,d removxng deod di seased and broken branches’
thatare % inch and latgerin digimeter:. Also; the crownshoul id be thinned not to exceed:
’fhe removal z}f ¥5% of lwe branches ’fo redu«::e wexghf on brcmch ends fo feduce fhe :fﬁkv

ehmmw‘e lei‘)’ pc;’renhml hdzords the Tree Eeprésems he, removc Qf ihe free s
recommended.

it you have any questions or concems apbout my assessment; please contact me directly.

Sincerely,

~3u&n Ochoa o
; SA Bocrd Ce{hf‘ ed Masfe{ Arborist WE-64808:

18] 472-8650

F (4
jochoa@barflett.com

‘C‘uigbrzi&’d?fﬁce PQ Box 3(}67 Smmford Cers
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Ed Gurka, Cansu&?mg f&rbomsﬁ*
Member; American Seciety.of Consulting Arborists

A)&Ls{z' )
ECQNSE;L N “les

November 21, 2010

ASSIGNMENT:

A requ st by the- Czty of Sausilite Public Warks, _Dcpartmam ta- mspect a Pifie tree at’ Spencer and Miller
Avenie: in Sausalito. The: inspection resu sts be Ppresented: in’ an Arborist féport. that will prowde 4
recommendation based on the findings,

GBSERVEET} (}NS and DISCEES@IGNS

: s Firdiand; Monterey
Heightis 7 1 feetfwzﬁx & catiopy spredd of 8540 9
et ] 9 : sitable species o prxvate pmpe ty; Hlowever, all treésion public property-are
cmmdered protccted fthé DBH s 12 mch Theseaffold Timnbs pread over Spenwr Avenue and ,nto‘
ﬂeit,hhormg backyard of 58 and 6(} Spench i%vmue properties;  The'limb# .
away from the frurk center. '

Thi§ eondition ‘appears random ¥ throughout
the canopy.

 This dxeoack of! bxancﬁ 21p“ and neecﬂc. '
brovi
fuiigal disease that moqt com*ncniy ox,curs.

ih: ugh woundmg from prunmg outsordinsdct




. Vi P ""ee' Spencer & Miller Avenue, Sausalil
Pie;ared ’ 3’ EBd Gur aIndependent. Sewmcs, Saﬂ R

The. result of ‘canopy imbalance from pruning cuis’is. that the- tree: will shed othier pottions of the caniopy i an
attempt to rebalance ﬁie altaratxofz The corrective: actmm ocenrs as the sheddin 3 of smialler diafieter branches or
larger limbs. '

Pruning cits performed during the.
orowmv seasm pzoduw @ aap pztch

nreqence 0‘ » Derfdroctonm
Red Turpentme fo: &

‘wery s:de '.
beeztle produces.

) tubes vmble on
ﬂlasimted m ‘the;

Thexe are muiﬁfpleh» 1 alua,' isk: targeis present in me fa
A he*zvv pmecone p1 0{iucnon ml &iss aéd to tha ch

within the fall. path miist bi-ev laated by the Ctty i ﬂm "j,eel y.
F hé: ‘commm i ,tmn based 021 theﬂe discoverad i nditigs from, the site m;pecﬂon. ig-that the.

i
i
:

i

\_& 1218 thaldeclsmn 0, rcmove tﬁ 'iree ES maéa, Te "Iaeement pﬁam‘.;'_ z
bem:ﬁt 1l commamt}

-should be cons%dered A matisrg tice iva
uce oxygei thr eugh photosymhﬁszs PIoGess.
y pmducc shade eeolmﬁ suramer hrz




renue; Sausality, CA,

Arbiotist Report, Montéfey Pine Thee, Spw(,:‘r & Miller A :
fasel, California:

Prepared by Ed Gurka/Independent Services. San

Contact information:
Ed Gurka ’

Indepérident Services:
S4n Rafdel, CA 9490

?'Arbonsis Member »2000 a3 pre:sent
de Rezzuiamm Pest Congrol Advisor PCA 74846, 1989 to present.

g Agyros, pag "’48] Canker Qf' oresi l"rees
uvemt\« o}‘ (Lahﬁom | Publication 8025, Freguestly Asked Quéstions about Pine Pitch Canker (included)y

i
il
i
I3
|
i
:

Pige 3013
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FIELD REPORT

l
Mositz Art omu{tura{ Cunstr!ﬁng

. . Client laformation ‘
8 Willow Street, San Rafael, CA 94901 Engpection Date Phome :
Tel: 415 454-4212  Fax: 415 454-4218 T ; ;
arborforestry@sbeglobal net [éq" EI iﬁ; %? W’l”“
i ple Frojec Nany
Biito: _ WA ANN 2 Suu e} - e
12 WhvenE et | e Address
L (0% Secony ST
B erAr . A, A 3p TG, o, AL
{ . Referred By:.

_KpenVBp paent” |

ISSUE / PURPOSE OF INSPECTION: PvT V5. Fovnpapod, [T (& H‘?TIMQ Freof-
N e, G BT BE CUT W(THIUT WAL NG ey of SALveVisAL 'zi?if’”ﬂT

sr Teow?

A. OBSERVATIONS I ; B C(}I\CLUSEONS i O RECOMMENDATIONS O
(D&, ceepim e, %50 Ds&%r/ (0s. 8" cF#

TWE SoyuTt wesT COPNER- oF e thas 4 &ﬁw‘ i THE SO —oTpsTE 2 e |
MDA VPP oF e cMer. Thepe KE ees BTTHBS BrT Brenins
FPam Brcse Thuregs bowe, THE SONGRETE b SIPBWRLE- 1§ Cpaziml & AND UF -
werep (PevestPiuny THE AR TTPFS Kpe TV unjif-TarTs patewipinig PuntD
Tt [weupinie warep), TVEE BiRPLRTEs € Aokl heovie GrpE T

| Kt ferTs ANGLE agﬂa— wnrm@?@{?zw Eﬁ’-{é THE & A U Frou x«vf;mu:g

EAM& KT &Y, (9" Grom e cRPTH — WK W\( o ECTBNP NG e
(ke Wy CHTA TEPE 15 BEShING ox pope BELo mmx@{%m inc2aclizare
—ve 15 Oeem N N 5B DIRT BXTeMps i TearrPes = Boap, VWBEE Ape
' E’Wéfﬁf & FUAGE TEAING N Ppr T /ETHE |68 Buibbide, NEF ME & & SEfaeaTlong

This is vour invoice, The fee for this cansulietion is due and Additional work needed [:[
payable npon teceipt, This fee is not contingent on any particular
| cutcome or third party event. This fee is for services rendered to date. ’ Yonrs ) [ 2

Additional consaltation (vecbal or writien), court appearances,
depositions or any other services will be adéitiorally billable. ) ¢
KHsc. Charges

Arborist Name: Q/A‘f Wit 2

IiirbariztSEgnsmre: /%;af//:'/ %’% AMGUNT DUE *y 5o, 00

cd = 28011 L) 80 By




Utban Foresity 5 Aasociates, Enc.
Motz Arbarie Cosrsuiliing

8 Willow Street, San Rafael, CA 94901
Tel; 415-454-4212 Fax: 415-454- 4218
athorforestry@sbeglobal nes

i vnw(\g UNE AemnsT TE bpwe, 7ERifemd € G

Em wia VeTedlEp With The Sonomt 5 e, — Bxdfeunr f dpuad - LEss
N b o Gosp Wi 1 5w e, —~ WELE b Webhele (4 R Shuor
wes T (Seer éig?) % EAST SiVE, Pruikse |5 ﬁmﬁmﬂocfw\ﬂ;@&
B W5 WeE Has ot WAEILE WoueL o7
A0 P e l‘mm%a T Ure + "Z?»?em{_ﬂh-s s 1o 4 Tudlde W@#j

=, [MERInTE temart § Ving T o APATE fazpen, . % PEPAL -
F WigrneE P e T ’i’“?’%ﬂécwwv@z kBAlE e iW?} AD
Froolipm Drmipe b Tre |69 ?M@“‘T\f‘
~ M’EL\{ o EM%émt Femav Al pERMIT]

¥ WS REE S A TheaT P
Wﬂa T F@Fﬂ? ANp

LIMITATIONS:

Field Report

Clieat: &' Guli A vaN

Page: 2' of Date: ﬁ« % 1 |

Project: EMM ¥ort iﬂchF’j‘ib‘ﬁ

T HSE-AND {5 B A NUispees

/Hf"

The bealth and hazard escessments in this report are fimited by the visnal namre of fhe assestent Defects may be obseored
by perial folinge, branches, mulfiple frunks or sther trees, The probabilify of tree fuitare ks dependent on & number of factors
including: topography, geology, seil characteristics, wind patterns, species charscteristics, strnctaral defects (both visuslly

evident and concenied), sad the cheracteristics of a specxﬁr storm. Strueturslly sonnd, heslthy trees are wind thrown during

severe storme. C quently, & conclusion that a tree does not requlre corrective surgery ar removal fs not & guarantee of
o risk, hazerd or sound health,
ed

- B80:L1 LI Q0 Bny



ﬁ % B @ ESSE t?‘é@ = PROVIDING SOUND TREE ABVICE

P.0.BOX 111 o WOODACRE, CA 94973 = (415) 419-5197 s KENT.JULIN@GMAIL.COM

August 10, 2011

Lisa G. Wells
81 Cazneau Ave.
Sausalito, CA 94965-1801

View Obstruction Arborist Report
81 Cazneau Avenue, Sausalito, CA

ASSIGNMENT

ARBORSCIENGE was hired by Lisa Wells to prepare an arborist report
in support of her request to trim one City of Sausalito coast live oaks (Quercus
agrifolia) to maintain her downslope view of Richardson Bay and Sausalito Yacht
Harbor from her home at 81 Cazneau Avenue. | conducted my inspections on
July 27, August 5, and August 9, 2011.

SCOPE OF WORK AND LIMITATIONS

Information regarding property boundaries, land and tree ownership were
provided by Lisa Wells and confirmed using a recorded survey for 81 Cazneau.
Sausalito Public Works Division Manager Loren Umbertis helped to verify—in the
field—that the subject tree is within the City public right-of-way. | have neither
personal nor monetary interest in the outcome of this matter. All determinations
reflected in this report are objective and to the best of my ability. All
observations and conclusions regarding the subject tree and site conditions in
this report were made by me, independently, based on my education,
experience, and inspection of the site.

SITE PLAN

Attached is a site plan that includes information including trunk location,
circumference and diameter at breast height, total height, drip line, species,
appraised value (Trunk Formula Method), nearby structures, parcel lines, and
view impairment lines. Appraisal calculation sheets are also attached.

PHOTOGRAPHS
On the next page are two photographs showing the views from the Wells

fiving room that were present in 1998 and in 2011. The approximate line of
proposed pruning is shown on the 2011 photo in red.

Wells Arborist Report August 10, 2011 Page1of3
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NARRATIVE

Description-and reasons for alteration. Ms. Wells
proposes to prune one coast live oak downslope
of her property to restore a documented, pre-
existing view of Richardson Bay and Sausalito
Yacht Harbor from her living room. Approximately
2-4 feet of the upper canopy would be pruned per
American National Standards Institute (ANSI
A300) pruning standards. See pruning profile in
photo at right.

Dangers which may result by continued existence
of the tree if alteration is not performed. Without
this maintenance, Ms. Wells’ view will continue to
diminish the enjoyment and value of her home.

Structural _or _health effects on the tree which
would result from the proposed alteration. The
subject tree is expected to maintain its structural
integrity and systemic health after pruning is completed.

Estimated frequency and future costs to_sustain the desired view. Proposed
pruning work is estimated to be $500. Future maintenance will occur at 2- o 3-
year-intervals at a comparable cost to the proposed work as adjusted by inflation.

Effects of the alteration on neighboring vegetation. The proposed work is not
expected to adversely affect the health of surrounding vegetation which consists
of two other nearby oaks, a plum tree, green wattle acacias, English ivy, and
Himalaya berries.

Suggestions for improving the health of the tree. such as improving root or soil
conditions beneath the free. | have no recommendations for improving the
health of the subject tree.

Sincerely,

ARBORSCIENCE

G A o e AT
R A -
a4 C;»’r!' /4}"//’
oz .
p / )4/
7 7

Kent R. Julin, Ph.D.
Principal Consulting Arborist and Forester
International Society of Arboriculture Certified Arborist WE-8733A

Wells Arborist Report August 10, 2011 V Page 3 of 3
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a7

Tree Species B Height (ft) | Value
Subject Oak | Quercus agrifolia : 12.0 16 $3,000

A%g@gggggﬁgg PROVIDING SOUND TREE ADVICE

PO, BOX 111 « WOODACRE, CA 94873 - (415) 419-5197 - KENT.JUUN@GMA{LCOM
e A
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OV

'E'mnk Formula Me%h@é

WELLS
Case # Property C&ZN%&A Saug. Date ’*C’\“ if
Appraiser Kard . }u:\\ N (ShE 373 3R

Field Observations
1 Specles (/7\ DEECUS (;@ gz‘\\q

2. Condition - 5O % . \
3. Trunk Circumference 37,7 @cm Diameter J}Q__Jcm he v Codeted wMan W‘Whﬂg
4, Location % = [Site 90% + Contribution 75% + Placement 70 74 %]
~3=7T5%
Regional Plont Appraisal Comamittee and/or Appraiser-Developed
or -Modified Information
b. Species rating ?O %
6. Replacement Tree Slz dla:meter) 2R @’cm
(Trunk Area) 380  (dem? TAp

7. Replacement Tree Cost $ A\72.75
(see Regional Information to use Cost selected)
8. Installation Cost $ 17273
9. Installed Tree Cost (47 + 48) $ 345,46
10. Unit Tree Cost - §_ M5 AG, per(rdem?

(see Regional Information to use Cost selected)

Caloulations by Appraiser using Field and Begional Information

11 Appramsed Trunk Area:
' (TAAs or ATA,; use Tables 4.4-4.7) f :
orc®(#3) %008 (= 3 emntlem?
ord? (#3) /44 x0.785 ]

TA, or ATA(I3. 44 35ere? (#11) - Thy, 3.80 fidder® (#6) =169, 52
13. Basic Tree Cost = TAyep (#12) 10724 in%/cm? x Unit Tree Gost (#10) $45.4¢
per in%/cm? + Installed Tree Cost (49} § 245,50, - $ 53] i

14. Appraised Value = Basic Tree Cost (#13)$ 931145« Speczes rating
(#5)70 % Condition (#2)80% x Location (#4)78 % = § 2095, 66

15. I the Appraised Value is $5,000 or more, round it to the nearest $100; if it
is less, round to the nearest $10.

16. Appraised Value = (#14) $.3000), %2 L\/:

Items 5 through 10 are determined by the Regional Plant Appraisal Corarnitiee. The
Wholesale Replacement Tree Cost, the Retail Repla,cemevnt Tree Cost, orthe
Installed Tree Cost ( #9) divided by thp Replacement Tree Size ( (#6) can be used for
the Umt Tree Cost (nlO\ Or it can be set by the Regional Plant Appraisal Committee.

12, Appraised Tree Prunk] EncreaSe UAN(JZE )
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