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5 Miller

Ed Gurka, Consulting Arborist
Member, American Society of Consulting Arborists

AMERICA N SOCIETY of
COUNSULTING ARBORISTS

Movember 21, 2010

ASSIGNMENT:

A request by the City of Sausalito Public. Works Department fo inspect = Pine trée at Spencer and Miller
Avenue in Sausalito. The inspection results will be presented in an arborist report that will provide a
recommendation based on the findings:

UBSERVATIONS aund DISCUSSIONS:

On November 19, 2010, 1 performed a site inspection at the locatich, The wee iy localed on 4 steep bank
approximately 15 feet above Spencer Avenue where Miller Avénue intersscts with Spencer Avenie, “The base of
the trunk is just outside of & property ferice of 58 Spencer Avenue.  The tree is & mature Pinus radiata, Monterey
Pine. The Diameter at Breast Height, (DBH) is 54.4 inches. Tree height is 71 feet with a canopy spread of 85 to 90
feet. The tree is considered an undesirable species on private property, however, all trees on public property are
considered protected if the DBH is 12 inches or greater. The scaffold limbs spread over Spencer Avenue and. into
neighboring backyard of 58 and 60 Spencer Aveniie properties. The limbs‘extend over 45 feet it sach direction
away from the trunk center:

The Monterey Pine canopy inspection noted that there is tip. dieback of terminal growth points tiroughout the
upper canopy. Incother Hmb tips, where smialiée branches terminate, there appcared brown foliage, described as
brown needle coloration. It is very possible that the two conditions are related, First; the limb tips produce brawn
needles. that result in bare [imb tip branches | :
indicating 4 condition described as “dieback.™
This condition appears randomly throughout
the canopy,

This dieback of branch fips and needie
browning is a sign of Ping Pitch Canker, a
fungal disease. that ‘most commonly oecurs
through wounding from pruning euts or insect
aftacks.

At mid-height in the canopy where the
main - stetny divides- into scaffold Timbs that
form the canopy spread center, a group of five
0F SIX pruning cuis were noticed. At these
prusiing cuts, aged sap drip was noticed, This
indicates that pruning culs were made during
the time of year when the tree’s active growth
takes place, The results of the pruning cuts
are that the Balance of the canopy is altered.




Arbanist Report, Monterey Pine Tree. Spencer & Miller Avenire, Sausalifos OA:

Preparedby Bd GurkerindepetidentServices; San Rafasl, California

The result of canopy imbalance from pruning cufs is that the tree will shed other pottions of the canopy in an
atiempt to rebalance the alteration, The corrective acfion occirs as the shedding of smaller diameter branches or
larger limbs.

Pruning cuts performed during the
growing season produce ‘a sap pitch
dlfracting pine beetles that are also
active during the late spring, summer,
and early fall months of the year. Since
Pine Pitch Canker was noted during the
time of visual inspection; the lower
trunk’ area was. examined for the
presence of " Dendroctonus valens,
Red Turpentine Beetle. . This beetle
attacks the lower base of Pine trunks
and exposed 7oois just below the soil
surface.  The Red Turpentine. Bestle
was detected i miultiple Tocations on
every side of the lower ree trunk. The
beetle produces pitch tubes visible on
the outer bark illusirated in the b
photograph fromy just one’ location on, |
the lower trunk of this pine tree.

RECOMMENDATIONS: - ' -

This Monterey Pine tree is in & Siressed condition that has compromised its defense mechanisms, This is
exhibited by the symptoms identified and discussed in this report. The tree will continue to decline and will be
determined by factors such as continued beetle attacks, advancement of the fungal disease and climate conditions,
There are multiple high value risk targets present in the failire path from falling branches and debris from the tree.
A heavy pinecone production will also add to the debris produced by the tree. These events will incredse with
frequency as the tree declines and risk associated within the fall path-must be evaluated by the City if the tree is on
public right of way. The recommendation, based on these discovered findings from the site inspection, is that the
tree should be removed to eliminate the risk.

SUMMARY:

When the decision to remove the free is made, replacement planting shounid be considered. A mature tree wa
benefit to the comuiumity.. Tress absorb carbon monoxide and produce oxygen through photosynthesis process.
Trees filter the air and prevent erosion and rainwater runoft They produce shade cooling summer heat, and
produce a desirable environment and enjoyment surroundings.  These advantages should be included 3 a tree
managesient prograr. '

Pase 2of]




Arborist Repart, Morterey Pine Tree, Spencer & Miller Avenue, Sausalito, TA.
P S %

Prepared by Ed Gurka Independent Services, San Ralael. California

Coptact Information:
Ed Gurka

Independent Services

Sani Rafael €A, 94901
Mobiler 41586015337
Ewah Eorkal ool com

Affiliations and Licenses:
¢ International Society of Arboriculture, Certified Arbortst #'418, 1984 1o present,
+  American Society of Consulting Arborists, Member, 2000 to present.
s - California Department of Pesticide Regulation, Pest Control Advisor PCA 74846, 1989 fo present.
& Independent Consulting Arborist Services, 2004-present.

Refercuces:

Dast Notes, Uniiveraity of California Division of Agricutture and Nalural Resources, Piihlication 7421 {included)
Plant Pathology. Fifth Bdition. George Agrios, page 487, Canker of Forest Trees :
ANR University of California, Publication 8025, Frequently Asked Cuestions about Pine Pitch Canker (included)




81 Cazneau

M RBORSCIENCE PROVIDING SOUND TREE ADVICE

P.O.BOX 111 ¢ WOODACRE, CA 84973 & (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
living 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 Page 1 of 3
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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- to 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 tree. | have no recommendations for improving the
health of the subject tree. :

Sincerely,

ARBORSCIENCE

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

Height (ft)

Subject Oak | Quercus agrifolia

16

$3,000

ARBORSCIENCE

FROVIDING SOUND TREE ADVICE

P.C. BOX 111 » WOODACRE, CA 34973 = (415) 419-5197 « KENT.JULIN@GMAIL.COM




1L Appraised Trunk Area;

e e et e oo

Trunk Formula Method
WELLS

Case # Property Ai ﬁﬂw%wﬁauﬁ Date & "‘Cl?“‘ei f
Appraiser Kand dolin 1Sps 8?3 3R

Field Observations 4
1. Species %\)QKCUS GO EQ; k-\a
2. Condition ~ AO % , o oy
3. Tromk Circumference 37.7 @cm Diameter [32 @cm ;’vy Covesed\ wiagan &Mea}wﬂé
4. Location % = [Site 90% + Contribution 75% + Placement 78 %)
+3=T78%
Regional Plant Appraisal Committee and/or Appraiser-Developed
or -Modified Information
b. Species rating ?O %
6. Replacement Tree Size (diameter) _ 2.2 @cm
(Trank Area) _3.20  fnZem? TA

7. Replacement Tree Cost $ V7275
(see Regional Information to use Cost selected)
8. Installation Cost $ 17273
9. Installed Tree Cost, (7 + #8) $ 345 46
10. Unit Tree Cost 5 MGAG, per(ndem?

(see Regional Information to use Cost selected)
Coleulations by Appraiser using Field and Regional Information

—_—

(TA4 or ATA ,; use Tables 4.4-4.7) {
|

or ¢ (#3) ____x0.08 = }3ehem?
ord2 (#3) _/44 x0.785 ]

12. Appraised Tree Trunk Increase (TApep) = .
TA, or ATAN3. 4 e (#11) - TAg 382 fdem? (#6) =/67. Hi2/em?

13. Baste Tree Cost = TAjyop (#12) 167,24 in%em? x Unit Tree Cost (#10) $ 45,96
per in“/em? + Installed Tree Cost (§9) § 245.4;, - $.52] 1. HE

14. Appraised Value = Basic Tree Cost (#13) § 531145  « Species rating
(#5)0 9% x Condition (#2)80% x Location (#4)78 % = § 2 395, 6

15. If the Appraised Value is $5,000 or more, round it to the nearest $100; if it
1s less, round to the nearest $10.

16. Appraised Value = (414) $.2000), %8 4
i

Iterns & through 10 are determined by the Regional Planf Appraisal Commitiee. The
Wholesale Replacement Tree Cost, the Retail Replacement Tree Cast, orthe
Installed Tree Cost (#9) divided by the Replacement Tree Size (#6) can be used for
the Unit Tree Cost (#10), or it can be set by the Regional Plant Appraisal Committee.




‘San Rafas), CA 94901
(415) 4656-0933 Main
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CREW + / 1/4 1/2 3/4 FULL

Fully Insured

(415) 455-9933 » Fax (415) 455-9934 &%

3175 Kerner Blvd Ste. A » San Rafael, CA 94901 Fest
WWW. TREEMASTERS.COM .
cﬁz:“ m;s Tdspertenly e . - CA Lic. #660226
Hon o Gl . treemail@tresmasters.com
Name: Miguel Micheltorena Date: _ hllo /79/2010
Jchelt H.
Company: S - ) E-mail: miguel.micheltorenal@eiti.com
Address: en Dr Sausalito CA 94965
Bi;ﬂing:

Phone: A15-971-3190 Cell 650-496-3286 Office 415-324-5816 Home
Map: 627-B3 X-Sireet: Bridgeway Hef. By: Google

Description of Job: TREEMASTERS will perfox'lﬁ the following work itemized below and furnish the following labor, materials &
equiprent to complete that work:

Job Items Set-up, breakdown and dump fee: $120
1) Reduce just below secondary lines (lines below highest set of lines) and shape

Pittosporum Pitfosporum andulatum across street for improved view 760

Tote; Trees not Histed O this contract wete not mspected of evaluaied by TREEMASTERS

ﬁ%aul Brush & Debris %‘%mﬂ Wood [1Wood left cut 16" Rounds piled at base of tree [l Leave Stump Mulch.

Unel Batron

Estimator: 1532 Certified Avhorist WE-1328A  Date: }L 1/6f 10 Job Caost Total: $88006
CLIENT HAS THE RIGHT TG REQUIRE CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE A PERFORMANCE AND PAYMENT BOND.
Authorization To Proceed: The Client hereby authorizes Treemasters to perform the job as described above, Unless otherwise agreed
upen in writing by Treemasters, Client agrees to make total payment of the estimated costs and all authorized additional costs upon
completion of the Job. By signing below, Client acknowledges that Client has read and un derstands all of the provisions on the front and
back of thisdgreement and agrees to abide by all terms and conditions. Client also acknowledged receipt of the attached Notice of Owner.,
Client’s Signature Date:

Time For Completien: Treemasters’ work crews and equipment will artive a%gle job site unannounced unless otherwise noted in this
Agreement. Treemasters agrees to substantially commence worl within days after Client has executed this agreement and shali
diligently pursue the Job to completion within working days, subject to permissible delays. Work will begin approximately on

sand all work will be completed approximately on N/ & ubstantial commencement of the work shall be deemed to be the date
when Treemasters first supplies workers to the job who actually start Job operations, Treemasters’ failure to commence work substantially
within 20 days after the approximate date specified is a violation of the Contractors’ State License Law.

, . 0 o .
Deposit. Client agrees to make the following deposit of § . (Pursuant to California law, deposit cannot exceed 31,000 or 10% of
contract price, whichever is less). Client shall pay said deposit with signed contract, or by: N/A

“Providing great care and attention to the One TREE we are working on at that moment.” %\ﬂ §
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P.O.Box 111 ¢ WOODACRE, CA 94973 e {415)419-5197 e KENT.JULIN@GMAIL.COM

' November 26, 2011
Kent Basso
Public Works Supervisor
City of Sausalito
420 Litho Street
Sausalito, CA 94965
Independent Arborist Review

View Restoration Request

255 Glen Drive, Sausalito
ASSIGNMENT

At your request, | have reviewed a view-restoration request made by Miguel
and Gina Micheltorena at 255 Glen Drive. The purpose of my review was to assess
second-story view changes related to City-owned trees across from their property on
Glen Drive. | conducted 4 site visits in October and November 2011 to gather
information regarding the subject trees by examining the trees and interviewing
involved residents. | also collected current and historical photographs of the view.

DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT TREES

The five trees of interest are rooted on City of Sausalito right-of-way, inside a
fence and nearest to a home owned by Thomas and Suzanne Hodapp at 254 Glen
Drive. These trees include four large sweet pittosporum (Pittosporum undulatum) and
one medium-sized coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia). The pittosporums range in
diameter at breast height (dbh) from 8.8” to 26.5”, have a total height of 30" to 40’, and
lean heavily to the east. These trees have been regularly pruned for electrical
transmission line clearance by PG&E. The largest of these pittosporums has a multi-
spar stem with acute angle attachments with included bark. This condition is a
recognized tree defect that increases the likelihood of stem failure. The oak has a 25.6”
dbh, stands about 25’ tall, and has a relatively shallow hedge-pruned, dome-shaped
canopy that is slightly weighted more heavily toward the street to the west.

VIEW CHANGES

The Micheltorenas purchased their home on March 3, 2006. Their realtor, Jane
Richmond (Pacific Union International & Christie’s Great Estates, Mill Valley, 380-6123),
captured the eastward view from the 3 floor of the Micheltorena home in a photograph
at the time of the sale. On November 21, 2011 Gina Micheltorena took a photograph
from approximately the same location (3" floor). This photo pair clearly shows that the
pittosporums and the oak have both grown significantly in the last five years. In 2006,
the upper canopy of the pittosporum was below the lower, secondary electrical

View Restoration Request, 254 Glen Drive, Sausalito 11/26/2011 Page 1



Sausalito ridgeline to the east have been significantly been reduced by the subject trees
(Figure 2).

Figure 1. View photographs taken in 2006 and in 2011 from the 3" floor of the Micheltorena home.
Shown are the upper canopy extents of the sweet pittosporums and the coast live oak. A blue-dotted
reference line was added along the lower roofline of St. Mary Star of the Sea Church on Harrison Avenue.

Figure 2. November 2011 view panorama from the 2" floor of the Micheltorena home. Views of
Richardson Bay, the Belvedere shoreline, and a Sausalito ridgeline to the east have been significantly
diminished by the subject trees over the past 5 years.

RECOMMENDATIONS

All five subject trees are healthy and will tolerate moderate to heavy view-
restoration pruning without compromising their systemic health. The sweet
pittosporums have demonstrated their capacity to vigorously respond after pruning by
producing lateral branches. The Hodapps desire a dense tree canopy over their front
patio; this outcome will be realized several years after the proposed pruning. Pruning
will also bring all the subject trees into better balance and reduce the likelihood of trunk-
or root failure. | recommend specific measures described below and illustrated in
Figure 3.

View Restoration Request, 254 Glen Drive, Sausalito 11/26/2011 Page 2



1. Pittosporums. Initially reduce the height of the pittosporums using drop-crotch

pruning in an arc that is about 3 feet below the secondary (lower) electrical
transmission wires (Figure 3). Every 2 years—before the growing season
begins—perform maintenance pruning to a height of 2 feet below the secondary
wires to maintain view of the ridgeline to the east.

Coast Live Oak. Reduce the overall height of the oak by 2 feet and window

crown by 2-4 feet using drop-crotch pruning. This may need to be done in stages
over a two-year period to achieve the recommended final crown height. Balance
the tree canopy by pruning more heavily over Glen Drive. Every 2 years, before
the growing season begins, perform maintenance pruning to maintain view of the
Sausalito waterfront. Both neighbors expressed support (independently) for
pruning the oak as proposed.

Figure 3. Final pruning height recommendations for the coast live oak (red) and the sweet pittosporums
(yellow).

3. Pruning Administration. Engage an independent arborist to contract with tree

trimming company and to oversee work to avoid further neighbor disagreements
over management of the subject trees.

Documentation. Once pruning has been completed, document canopy heights
with a photograph taken from the 2" floor deck of the Micheltorena home for
future reference.

Sincerely,

ARBORSClEN%E y
i A v 5 ~;(
$7 =

&

jr /g’
Kent R. Julin, Ph.D.
Principal Consulting Arborist
ISA Certified Arborist #WE-8733A

View Restoration Request, 254 Glen Drive, Sausalito

11/26/2011

Page 3




October 18, 2011

City of Sausalite
Atin: Kent Basso
420 Litho St
Sausalito, CA 24965

RE: Black Acacia {Acacia melanoxylon) located at the intersection between Sausdalito
Blvd and Spencer Ave, on the left side of the stairway on Cooper Lane

On Monday, October 17, 2011, | inspected the Black Acacia (Acacia melanoxylon)
located at the intersection between Sausalito Bivd and Spencer Ave, on the left side of
the stairway on Cooper Lane. The objective of the inspection was to evaluate the
current safety and health condition of the tree.

The current hedlth condition of the tree is good, based on a visual inspection of the trunk,
limbs and foliage. The canopy of the free is full indicating good vigor (Picture 1).

Picture 1. Black Acacia on the left side of Cooper Ln with a full canopy of green leaves.




There are dead and broken branches that have accumulated in the crown of the free
that should be removed to reduce the risk of branch failure. The free has two trunks
(codominants) that seem to be solid and structurally sound. No structural problems were
evident during my inspection. (Picture 2).

Picture 2. The two-trunk Acacia appears to be structurally sound regardless of its
codominant condition.

The root collar area will need to be exposed to allow for inspection to determine how
safely attached these stems are at the base (Picture 3).

Picture 3. Soil and ivy from the base of the free need to be cleared to expose the root
collar and to dllow for a better inspection.




Recommendations

The cument condition of the tree does not allow for a proper safety inspection. Therefore,
before a decision is made as to whether or not the tree be removed, | recommend that
the root collar be exposed and that the tree be pruned according fo the following
specifications: ,

- Remove ivy and scil from the bottom of the tree.
- Thoroughly inspect crotches to determine the presence of included bark or other
defects. »

if after these procedures are performed and, if the free is considered a hazard, the free
should be removed to eliminate the risk of failure.

If no major structural defects are detected and, if the tree is not considered a hazard,
the tree should be pruned according to the following specifications to reduce the risk of
faiture:

- Clean to remove all dead, diseased and broken branches that are %" in
diameter and larger throughout crown fo improve health and appearance and
reduce risk of branch failure.

- Thin crown to remove approximately 15%-20% of live branches to reduce weight
on branch ends and to dllow more light penetfration and air circulation
throughout the crown.

- Install EHS cables to provide branch/stem support to limit branch/stem movement
to reduce the risk of branch failure. Cables require periodic inspection for
evidence of fatigue and to verify functionality.

If you have any questions or concems regarding my assessment, please contact me
directly. ’

Sincerely,

Juan M. Ochoa

Board Certified Master Arborist WE-6480B
Bartlett Tree Experts

400 Smith Ranch Rd.

San Rafael, CA 94903

Tel: (415) 472-4300 ext. 18

Fax: {415) 472-8650
jochoa@bartlett.com




[93/109 Bulkley Ave

; TO:  Bud Toly WORE PERFOR

it

MIED AT
189 Bulldey Avenne _
Sausalite, A 949635 26 143 Bulldey Avenue

Saasaiite, Ch. 94565

- DATE: Movember 13, 2818 § WORK ORDER: Authorization by Mr. Tely to compete sife inspection.

L

1 : !

 development is severely lmited. The conflict with the rock refaining wall and stairway emtrance to the comples will

DISCRIPTION OF WORK PERFORMED:

Advise properiy owsers Emw fo proceed regavding a cenflict with a Campher free’s root system ézsa@zw;mg & rock
retaining wall 2t the entranee to 38-183 Bulldey Avenne. ;

Site visit to collect information was performed on Novermber 13, 2086 from 10:38-12:30 AN,

The tree is » Clunamoemwm camphor. DEH is 74, 7.2, and 9.5 inches. This is the messurement of | ﬁéze three malin
upright hranches, Tree height is 25 feet. The tree & located af the beginning of a planter strip at the entragee to 90-
163 Bulkley Avemue. There i3 a rock wall on ope side and the stairway that is the entranes 1o the condomininm
complez, The Camphor tree Is growisg in a small confined space that Is 4 feet wide. Soll Is compacted and very
shallow, The tree camepy cover is estimated at 50 percent of normal. This is atfributed to shellow compaeted soif and |
height redection for electric ntlity lincs thet sepply the comples. A section of the retzining wall had separated and
was lying in the sivest at the time of the site visit. 4 claster of roots from the tree was visible where the wall had fallen
into the road. The roof growih has frcreased and separated this section of the wall where it now lay In the street. On
the opposite side of the ires, tiles from the sizirway were separated firom the stairway. This was ﬁwﬂeﬂ‘y e Hine with
the tree trunk and roof system. ; :

Camphor trees grow to considerable size and bave competitive ool sysiems. The space for ams Camphar’s

come into greater copflict if the tree remains. There & no alfernative to preserving the treé. E¢ must b2 removed
before root damage to the wall and stairway reguires complete replacement. When the Camphor free; §s removed, the
tree roots must be removed to prevent re growih ard elirinate further confiieds. :

‘Qan Rc&"aei CA 94901
Wohila: 415 6031-5337

Member, American Society of Consulting Arborists {2080-present}
nternational Society of Asboriculture Certified Arborist# 418 {193?@%5&:1{:}
California Department of Pesticide Regulation, Pest Conirol Advisor # 974846 (1984 -presenty




Camphor tree photographs, $8-183 Bullidey Avenue, Ssusalite, CA, 1113.2



