Frank Ono

International Society of Arboriculture
Certified Arborist # 536
Society of American Foresters Professional Member 48004
1213 Miles Avenue

Pacific Grove, CA 93950
Telephone (831) 373-7086

January 16, 2020

Elizabeth Herning Vaughan Trust
C/O Mr. Michael McWalters

626 Funston Ave.

San Francisco, CA 94118

RE: Scenic Avenue 2N of 11" -Cypress Tree Assessment
APN: 010-303-009-000

Mr. McWalters;

A visual tree assessment (VTA) was requested for a Cypress tree located at the right of the
driveway and front yard of the above referenced property. The VTA is requested because of
safety concerns regarding a cracked limb. The VTA determined the tree to carry a tree
hazard evaluation form (THEF) score of nine (trees that rate a score of 12 present the most
likelihood of failure). The THEF score rates the relative hazard of trees based upon the
criteria of probability of failure, size of failure part, and target from the Photographic Guide
to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas (Mattheny and Clarke). This letter and the
accompanying THEF score sheet may be submitted with other required documents as part of
an application for tree removal or significant pruning by the property owner (or their
designated representative). The report (and photos which must be submitted in color) is
background information for use by the City of Carmel to determine under what
circumstances a permit may be issued.

Assessment

The tree (#91) is a well-maintained tree, standing approximately 55 feet tall with a crown
spread of 50 feet. The base of the tree, at the time of assessment, appears to be secure. There
are obvious signs of lifting of the hardscape (exposed aggregate concrete) by surface roots.
Judging by old face cuts, the crown and scaffold limbs appear to have a history of
significant pruning. Currently the tree appears to be well maintained, and tree foliage is dark
green appearing healthy.

Structurally the tree has problems. There are two main stems originating from the base of
the tree measuring 31” dbh to the south and 37” dbh just to the west. The smaller diameter
stem crosses under the larger stem and its foliage is woven into the crown of the larger stem.
The 31” diameter stem acts as a large diameter scaffold limb. It supports the 37” stem but as
it narrows to approximately 20” in diameter it is fractured. This fractured area supports
several branches which now weakly rests on the adjacent stem’s branching. It appears the
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end branches are slipping downward placing downward and twisting torque on the tree
stem, further compromising the structure of the tree. Obvious decay is seen from the ground,
within the end of the fractured limb which is supported by the lower scaffold limbs (see
attached pictures). The situation represents unacceptable risk for total failure of the 31”
diameter stem. Significant damage will occur to adjacent areas when failure occurs. The
tree has been determined to have a very high risk for limb failure and has a tree hazard
evaluation form score of nine. Target ratings factored into the THEF score include
surrounding high value landscape and structures.

Recommended Tree Limb Removal

Because the tree appears to remain a healthy tree its removal does not appear to be
necessary at this time but the 31” stem needs to be significantly pruned back to the outside
edge of 37” stem. It should not be removed in its entirety because it supports the 37 stem.
The removal of the limb will not significantly alter air movement, contribute to erosion, or
create a significant impact to wildlife; no active bird or animal nesting sites were observed
at the time of assessment.

After proper authorization, the tree limb shall be removed by a licensed insured professional
tree service. No surrounding tree protection is necessary when the tree drop zone is clear of
City protected vegetation. Tree pruning shall be consistent with safe arboricultural work
practices utilizing removal of trees parts in smaller manageable pieces and roped down
carefully so as not to damage any surrounding trees or plants. The use of specialized
equipment may be authorized if it can be shown that no damage to surrounding ecosystem
will be sustained. At no time shall any part of the tree be dropped in large pieces so as to
damage any surrounding vegetation or property. Tree wood and clippings are to be disposed
of consistent with current California Department of Forestry guidelines which includes
stockpiling of material on site or disposal at an approved refuse site. When the tree limb is
removed, other portions of the trees crown trees should be crown clean pruned (utilizing
current arboricultural standards).

Disclosure Statement

Use of report: This letter and the THEF score sheet are to be considered and used as
background information for the current tree removal application process implemented by the
City of Carmel. The report is prepared to assist the City , along with other required
documents, in determining if and under what circumstances a permit may be issued.

Inspection limitations: The inspection of the tree consisted solely of a visual inspection from
the ground. While more thorough techniques are available for inspection and evaluation,
they were neither requested nor considered necessary or appropriate at this time. This report
is based on a visual inspection of tree condition and for obvious defects. It is not intended to
constitute a complete health and hazard evaluation. Further investigation would be required
to more definitively evaluate the health and hazards posed by the subject trees, some of
which may not be disclosed by visual inspections. Investigations include but are not limited
to core samples, root crown excavation, and visual inspection of the entire trees by
climbing. Please be advised that healthy trees and/or limbs may fail under certain
conditions, and that the above recommendations are based on industry standards of tree
care.
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Urban Foresters/Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge training
and experience to examine trees, recommend measures to enhance their health and beauty
and to attempt to reduce the risk of living near trees. Clients may choose to accept or
disregard the recommendations of the arborist or to seek additional advice. Trees and other
plant life are living, changing organisms affected by innumerable factors beyond our
control. Trees fail in ways and because of conditions we do not fully understand.

Urban Foresters/Arborists cannot detect or anticipate every condition or event that could
possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree. Conditions are often hidden within the trees
and below ground. Urban Foresters/Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or
safe under all circumstances, for any specific period or when a tree or its parts may fail.
Further, remedial treatments, as with any treatment or therapy, cannot be guaranteed.
Treatment, pruning, bracing and removal of trees may involve considerations beyond the
scope of the arborist’s skills and usual services such as the boundaries of properties,
property ownership, site lines, neighbor disputes and agreements and other issues.
Therefore, urban forester/arborists cannot consider such issues unless complete and accurate
information is disclosed in a timely fashion. Then, the urban forester/arborist can be
expected, reasonably, to rely upon the completeness and accuracy of the information
provided. Trees can be managed but not controlled. To live near trees, regardless of their
condition, is to accept some degree of risk. The only way to eliminate all risk associated
with trees is to eliminate all trees.

Hazard/hazard potential: For the purposes of this evaluation and/report, a tree or tree part
that presents a threat to humans, livestock, vehicles, structures, landscape features or other
entity of civilization from uprooting, falling, breaking or growth development (e.g., roots).
While all large landscape trees in proximity to such targets present some degree of hazard
regardless of their condition, such inherent hazard is not intended as within this definition
and its usage in this evaluation and report. As trees and other plant life are living, changing
organisms effected by innumerable factors beyond our control, F. O. Consulting and its
personnel offer no guarantees, stated or implied, as to tree, plant or general landscape safety,
health, condition or improvement, beyond that specifically stated in writing in accepted
contracts.

Thank you very much and please feel free to call if there are any questions or if I can be of
further assistance.

Sincerely,
- __','.37 Z, :
Frank Ono
Certified Arborist #536
This report is based on a visual inspection of tree condition and for obvious defe Itis not i ded to constitute a complete health and hazard evaluation.
Further investigation would be required to more definitively evaluate the health and hazards posed by the subject trees, some of which may not be disclosed
by visual inspections. Investigations may include but are not limited to core samples, root crown excavation, and visual inspection of the entire tree or trees by

climbing. Please be advised that healthy trees and/or limbs may fail under certain conditions, and that the above recommendations are based on industry
standards of tree care. This report is made with the understanding that no representations or warranties, either expressed or implied are made that any trees
referred to in the report or located on or adjacent to the subject property are sound or safe.

Scenic Avenue 2N of 11th -Cypress Tree Assessment 3
January 16, 2020 Not an Official City Document



& o

PHOTOGRAPHS

Tree #91 and limb recommended for removal to dashed area

Scenic Avenue 2N of 11th -Cypress Tree Assessment
January 16, 2020 Not an Official City Document



Cracked limb off 317 diametér stem should be removed to dashed line
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31” stem’s branching is enmeshed with the branching of the 37” diameter stem
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Fractured limb and wood separation of the 31” stem; dashed line represents recommended
area to prune back.

. Ra : , &
End weight of enmeshed crown branching and stem are now slipping downward
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31” diameter stem is fractured but assists in supporting the 37” stem
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31” diameter s ms.braﬁching should be removed
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 24 esition

of o : .

SterAdoress: A o Yo-24 HAZARD RATING:
Nap/Location; ¢ . £ *_;.,__”/"4 + 0_”‘& D - k

) ] o Failure + Size + Tamget = Hazard
Owner: public _ private unknown other i | Potentiat  of part Rating Rating
Date: fd= 4% & \nspector: A D - - ' Immediate action needed
Datg of last inspecﬁon: e o NeEds ’Unhﬂr inspecﬁo“

YWiicldeo mctas o O S ’ Dead tres

TREE CHARACTERISTICS i -
e 21 Spesies: __E‘é?_ T O 4 —— _ S
oBM: ' “sottmmks: . Weight  Spread:
Form: Qﬂﬁneraﬂy symmetiic  [Iminor asymmetry [ majorasymmetry [Cstumpsprout [l stag-headed
Crown class: dominant  [Jco-dominant  [lintermediate {7 suppressed

: ? i —~ .
tivecrownratioo " . % Ageclass: [lyoung Ulsemi-mature {Dfnature 7] over-malure/senescent

Pruning history: [ }crown cleaned (1 excessively thinned Cltopped Tl crown raised (J pollarded (2 crown reduced Tl flush euts [ cablad/braced
{Jnone [} multiple pruning events  Approx.-dates:

Special Value: Ulspecimen {Jheritage/historic Clwitdiife [Tunusual () sireettree [1screen [lshade [_lindigenous [=Fprolected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage cotor:  CJformal. Clehlorotic  Clnecrotic. Epicormics? Y N Grawth abstructions:

Foliage density: @formal [lsparse Leafsize: [viormal  Clsmall [lstakes [Clwirefties Clsigns Ucatxlés
Annual shoot grawth:  [lexcellent [Daverage [Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N DOeurb/pavement D guards

Woundwood development: [lexcellent [Tdverage [lpoor Ulnone Dlother

Vigor class: [Texcellent [Javerage (Jfair Tl poor

Major pesis/diseases: _ : ) . _—

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character:  [Tresidence [Jcommercial (industdal Clpark [Jopenspace {[Tnatural  [Jwoodland\orest
Landscape fype: [parkway Ciraisedbsd Oeontainer DOmound llawn 3 shrubborder 3 wind break
trigation: [Bnone [adequate [linadequate [Jexcessive [ irunk wetlled

Recent site distorhance? Y N )Dconstruction [soil disturbance  [Jgradechange Cllineclearing  [lsite clearing

N

% dripline paved: 0%  10-25% 25-50% 5075% 7500%  Pavementfified? Y
% dripfine w/ Hill soil: 0%  10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75100%
% dripling grade fowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Sait problems: [drainage D shatiow U compacted [ droughty Tlsaline Talkatine [ acidic [ small volume () disease center T history of fail
{Jclay [Jexpansive [Jslope _°  aspect o

Obstractions: [Hights [Clsignages O fise-of-sight Ulview [Toverheadlines [1underground utiliies [Jtraffic [Dadjacentveg. T

Exposure to wind: [ Isingfe tree (lbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [ area prone 1o windthrow

__ Occurrence of snow/ice storms  [Inever [Jseidom (7 regularly

Prevailing wind direction:
TARGET
Use Under Tree: Kui’ldin_g Oparking Cliraffic Cipedestian Clrecreation [Cllandscape Tihardscape [ small features [ utility ines
Cantarget be moved? Y N Canusehe restricted? ¥ N -

Occupancy:  [Joccasionat use  (lintermitientuse  [lirequentuse [ constant use

The interaational Society of Acboriculture assimes na responsibifity for conclusions of recommendations derived from use of this form.
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TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect reot rot: Y QN Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y. N iD:

Exposed raots:  [lsevere [Jmoderate {How Undermined: Clsevere [Imoderate (HMow

Root pruned: distance from tnink  Rootareaaffecled: % Buttresswounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area:  (Jsevere [lmoderate 1Jlow  Patential for root failure: T severe Dmuderate Clow
LEAN: ___ deg.fromvertical {Jnmatural Clonnatural  (Jself-corrected Soil heaving: Y ;N
Decay in plane of lean: | Y rﬁ Rools braken Y Igf .- Seil cracking: Y. W

Compounding factars: _ ~~.% /L% o Loz a o/ Leanseverity: (lsevere [nioderate ([ llow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicale presence of individual defects and rate their severity {s = severe, m = moderate, | = low}

| DEFECT | RDOTCROWN TRUNK T SCAFFOLDS 4 ~ BRANCHES

| Poor taper i
i

Bow, sweep. i
Codominantsforks | ]
Multiple attachments i ] _ |
lncluded bark :
. Excessive end weight _
| Cracksfsplits I
" Hangers ‘
| Girdling i - _ -
Mﬁeﬁf“_. : = - e e i
| Decay
[ Cavity
Cord(slmushmomslbrackel ) _
| Bleeding/sapflow | - | , . .
1 Lonse/cracked bark 1
_ Nesting hole/bee hive |
| Deadwood/stubs
l Borers/termites/ants
| Cankers/galisfburs o B R i
| Previous failure , e |
HAZARD RATING =
Tree part most fikely to fail: el F D Failure potential: 1 -low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Size of par: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18” (15-45 cm):
3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75cm)
Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermittent use;

inspection period: annual biannual other P
Failure Potenhal +Size of Part + Targel Ralmg  Hazard Rating

7 _.ési__ R f__ 3 - trequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT _

Prune: Eﬁf/mdﬁecﬁ% part [Jreduce end weight [Clcrownclean {Jthin . raise canopy [Jcrown reduce  Llrestructure [shape
Cable/Brace: tnspect further: (lrootcrown [decay ilaerial [1monitor

Remove free: Y O:F " Replace? Y N __-Movelarget Y. N  Other:

Etiect on ad;asenuraes: ilnone [Jevaluate

Nofification: E}’owner CImanager (Jgoverning agency  Date: > [ 2% £
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