Public Works Department
Maintenance Operations Division

CITY OF CULVER CITY

9505 West Jefferson Boulevard, Culver City, California 90232

Request for Parkway Tree Removal
(Pursuant to Culver City Municipal Code Section 9.08.210: See reverse side of this form)

-~ ~ N PR

Applicant: C-mﬂ‘\"\l‘a N ma’ bbu s Telephone __ v v o -- « v wo
— J (Name) - — it aae 2IA ch- . . I T
R ‘VU(&[dregs)' - —— PR VI ’ = ,._ - \")'l|'|"f\t'l"'v‘l_1\;' V'.l\lv!lu'.ayxil-|\|
Request for removal of A tree(s) ' 7
Location: ___Infront of, and/or 3 R ‘ .
X_ On side of property located at 16724 /[1073) NerHaAR ST UALVER C;IT(fil Quz3a
(Street Address)

Reason for removal:
(Criteria set forth in Culver City Municipal Code Section 9.08.210.C must be satisfied. See reverse side of this form.)
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Request for removal (subject to availability of City resources and funds), OR
Request for priority removal at applicant’s expense.

PROCEDURE FOR TREE REMOVAL:

If applicant’s request for tree removal is granted, rémoval of aforementioned tree(s) will be accommodated on a priority basis subject to
availability of City resources and funds. Applicant has the option to be granted priority removal if they agree to pay for the removal at
their expense. Applicant will be presented with a quote from City’s tree trimming contractor prior to removal. Upon authorization of
quote and payment by applicant, tree(s) will be removed by City’s tree trimming contractor as their schedule permits.

FILING FEE: —
The applicant shall post a non-refundable filing fee in the amount of $ ; 5 along with this request form.

DECISION AND APPEAL:

The decision of the Public Works Director is final, unless appealed by the Applicant, a member of the City Council or an Interested
Person. Appeals shall be submitted in writing and filed with the City Clerk within 10 days after the decision date identified in the notice
of decision. (See CCMC Section 9.08.210.E and F for more information.), )

Date /0_//'/?0/(}’ Signature &ﬂﬂzx @%’Jm

7

(Applicant)
"FOR CITY USE - S
Species of tree(s) to be removed: T_c:,m YWAiCreCarpa ¥ .‘-\ .‘/-J o
Tree(s) to be removed: 33 inches ‘—P:; feet feet
(Approx. diameter) (Approx. height) (Parkway width)

, = \
Permission is hereby: X Granted for removal (subject to availability of City resources and funds) 1| ree s ‘4 | - iZ
: ._Granted for priority removal at applicant’s expense

Denied &‘“\.\ k
Date '2-/ 4 / 2020 Signature %{“‘T\_ﬁ ._l_ . l—-
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2 asion

Sie/Address: 10731 Norhtgate StTree # 1 . HAZARD RA":G: 3 o
TP, Z - Y = 2 X =
Map/Location: Tract 14843 Lot 112 Block 10000 - _ i Sl o et
Owner. public ——X— privats .- unknown 2 other Potential  of part Rating Rating
bate: 12/31/201 Gnspector: __ DAVid Talavera : _ Immediate action needed
ate of st inspection: _ 12/24/2019 ' e 3/ Needs further inspection

: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree#: 1 species: _Ficus microcarpa nitida

DBH: 33" # of frunks: 1 Height: 48' Spread: ‘_ﬁi__
Form: Xganerally symmetric (] minor asymmetry ] major asymmetry Cistump sprout  (J stag-headed
Crownclass: [ dominant  1¢Co-dominant  Clintermediate [ suppressed
Liva crown ratio: 85 9%  Ageciass: [lyoung [Jsemi-mature Xmamre {0 over-mature/senescent
Pruning history:  CJcrown cleaned Maxcessively thinned §(opped O crown raised [ potiarded {J crown reduced [1flush cuts (] cabled/braced
: CInone T3 multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: iflegal trimming
Special Value: [Ispecimen (3 heritage/historic [ wildlife [T unusual Xstreet tree [Jscreen [lshade [Jindigenous [Jprotected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Nmrmat Clchloratic  TInecrotic  Epieommics? Y N Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: (] normal Xsparse Leaf siza: pqnormal  (1smal Ostakes Jwireties [signs  [cables
Annual shoot growth:  [Jexcellent Xaverage Clpoor  Twig Diaback? y (@ D curt/pavement [ guards

Woundwood development: [ excellent Xayarage Cpoor Tnone O other

Vigor class: [ excellent %verage Dfair  Clpoor
Major pests/diseases: 1NONE pests or diseases

SITE CONDITIONS
Sitg Character: )Z(residence Clcommercial [Clindustrial  Olpark [lopenspace [Dnatural [ woodland\orest
Landscape type: Warkway Clraisedbed Olcontainer [Tmound lawn [ shrub border [ wind break
frrigation; )(none [ladequate ([linadequate [Jexcessive  [Jtrunk wettled

Recent site disturbanee? Y () Oeconstruction [ soil disturbance [ grade change  [lfine clearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75:100%  Pavementlifted? Y N
% drigline wi fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-79% 75-100%

Soil problems: [J drainage (] shallow Xoompacted Cldroughty [3saline Clalkatine Clacidic £l smalt volume L disease center [Dhistory of fait
Oclay [lexpansive [lslope °© aspect:

-~ Obstrictions:” [Jlights [Isignage D lineoF-5ight. (3 view ~ [ overhead lines Xﬁde'rg?oﬂnd’uﬁmie? Oinffic Tagjacentveg. O

Exposure to wind: [Isingle tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy 1 recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge Xarea prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: _NL__ Occurrence of snowfice storms  [mever  Useldom L regularly

TARGEY
Use Under Tros: Cbuiding WRGarking Ctraffic Ypedestrian [lrocreation Cllandscape 1 hardscape R(emall features Dl utiity ines

Cantargetbemoved? Y(I  Canuse berestricted? Y (K
Occupaney: [ occasional use M\termittent use (dfrequentuse [Jconstant use

The international Society of Arboricufture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.




TREE DEFECTS
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect roat rot: v[Il Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y 0:
Exposed roots:  [severe ﬂmoderate Cliow Undermined: [JIsevere [Imoderate low

Root pruned: 2 digtance from trunk  Root araa affected: S50 %  Butresswounded: Y (]  When:
Restricted root area: Mevere Clmoderste [llow  Polential for root failure: Isevere [lmoderate [low
LEAN: 0 deg. from vertical Xnatural Clunnatural O self-corrected Soil heaving: Y GL]
Decayinplane of lean: Y N Rootsbroken Y N Solicracking: Y N

Compounding factors: unbalance canopy by illegal trimming, Lean severity:  Llsavere WKmoderats  Cllow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | = low) N= Negative
DEFECT ROGT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS nngncues

Poor taper
Bow, sweep s
Codominants/forks v o S
Muttiple attachments R v Q
Included bark ' M )
Excessive end weight : "% L
Gracks/splits - N-: -
Hangers : . N
Girdling
Wounds/seam S [ S
Decay M
Cavity N
Conks/mushrooms/bracket N _- N - N
Bleeding/sap flow N - N -
Loose/cracked bark N : ' "N
Nesting hole/bes hive ’ N _
Deadwood/stubs M - S - S . 9
Borers/termites/ants " N N
Cankers/alis/burls N N
Previous failure " Several

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fail: Big Scaffold : Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection perlnd x annual biannual other Size of part 1-<6" (15 Cm); 2-618" (15'45 Gm):

; . . _ ) B 3 - 18-30~ (45-75 cm); 4 - >30” (75 cm)
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - jonal use; 2 intermittent use;

2 + 4 + 3 = 9 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrown clean Clthin [ raise canopy X:mwn reduce Xrestructure (O shape
Cable/Brace: tnspect further: Clroot crown [Jdecay [aeridd [l monitor

Removetree: G- ﬂanlam?@% - anﬂargel:—Y{m> L e — N I et
Effect on adjacentirees: [lnone [Gvaluate lllegal pruning créate unbalafice crown canopy

Notification: anner [Cmanager Sgoverning agency ~ Date: Jgﬂﬂaﬂﬂ_hﬂ_bil@m_mhight)
COMMENTS _tree will be’aifected by wind efects if tree#2 ben remove
tree damadge the entire street, and curb

history of previous broken limb
recomendation tree remove and replace

¥

Note: Approximmately 6 years back the City have a sidewalk improvement on this location
1)

we recommended tree remove ,but a city resident from this address camplain and
regard to save this trees , so we decided to skip this improvement.
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM 2neaiion

Ste/Address: 10731 Norhtgate St Tree #2 - = . HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: _T78Ct 14843 Lot 112 Block 10000 3 .4 . 2 . 9
i Failure + OSiza + Target = Hazard
Owner: public__x___ private _____: unknown i other __ _ Potertiaf  of part Rafing Rating
Date: _12/31/2019nspector. __David Talavera _ immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: ___David Talavera - —/___ Needs further inspection
- - Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

]'ree #: s‘,ecies: Ficus Microcal‘pa Nitlda

pgH; 33" # of trunks: ___1 Height: 48" Spread: 50 ' e - ‘ TR

Farm: Xgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry (I major asymmetry Clstumpsprout  [stag-headed

Crown clags: [ dominant J(co-dominant  Clintermediate L] suppressed

Livecrownratio: 90 %  Ageciass: [Clyoung [Isemi-mature [Xmature [over-mature/senescent

Pruning history:  [Jcrown cleanedﬂexcessiveiythinned Ctopped E_lcmwn raised C]_pol!arded [ crown reduced [ flush cuts CJ cabled/braced
Clnone [ multiple pruning events  Approx. dates: _illegal trimming

Special Value: [Jspecimen [J heritage/historic [Iwildiife [Yunusual B strest tree [lscreen [lshade [Jindigenous [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ~ [Xnormal "Olchiorotic Clnecrotic “Eplcommics? Y N Growth ebstructions:

Foliage denstty: [Xpormal [sparse teafsize: [lnormal [Jsmall [lstakes Owireies [signs [lcables
Annual shoot growth: ] excellent Mverage [poor TwigDieback? Y N Ol curb/pavement [T guards

Woundwood development: [T excellent @@rarage Clpoor [Inone [Rother _traffic et

Vigorclass: [l excellent Xaverage Clfair  Clpoor
Major pests/diseases: __None pests or diseases

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: Xresidence Ocommercial Clindustrial Tlpark [Clopenspace [natwral [ woodland\orest
Landscape type: X(parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer [Imound [Jlawn [J shrubborder [ wind break
trigation; X{none [ladequate [linadequate (Jexcessive (Jtrunk wettled

Recent site disturbance? Y [__M] Clconstruction T soil disturbance  [Igrade change  [lline clearing [ site clearing

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% Aa0Z8% 75-100%  Pavementlified? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% Z&:100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage CJshallow &3 compacted)"(dmugiﬂy [ satine Xalkaline [Tacidic [ small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
[dclay [expansive [1slope ©  aspect:

Obstnictions: [Jlights TTsignage’ [Tline-of-sight [Iview ~(J overhead fings ~X{underground utiiies ™ £ traffic - 5 adjacentveg. O3 _

Exposure to wind: [Jsingletree [ below canopy [ above canopy Nﬂcenﬂy exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge ([Jarea prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: N/E Occumence of snowfice storms Xnever Jseldom [l regularly

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Clbuilding [DParking [Riraffic [Xpedestrian [lrecreation \andscape [Jhardscape [ small features (1 utilty lines ‘.{/
y

Cantargetbe moved? Y (M)  Canuse berestricted? Y (W) i “i .

Occupancy: (Joccasionaluse [Jintermittentuse  (Xdrequentuse  (Jconstant use ’<

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes no responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.




TREE DEFECTS _Tree #2

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y () Mushroom/conk/racket present: Y @
Exposed roots: Mevere Omoderate  [How Undermined: Tsevere [lmoderate Olow

Root pruned: __ 10 distancefromtrunk  Root area affected: 25 %  Buftresswounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: Xsevere Omoderate [llow  Potential for root failure: [Jsevere O moderate [low
LEAN: 0 deg. fromvertical (Onatural [Tunnatural [ self-corrected Soilheaving: Y N

Decay inpiane of tean: Y () Rootsbroken Y ()  Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: _. NONe pests or diseases Lean severity: [Jsevere [lmoderate [llow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate their severity (s = severe, m = moderate, | =low) N=negative

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper L
Bow, sweep . L
Codominants/foris v S - ' Ll
Muttiple attachments SR PG S ' S .
Included bark \Y) ’ i ’ ]
Excessive end weight : ' S - - 8
' Gracks/splits S N - o N
Hangers : - N_ ,

Girdling N

. | Wounds/seam N = S S -
Decay N N _ ‘ -

Cavity N N :

Conks/mushrsoms/bracket N : N

Bleeding/sap flow N N -

Loose/cracked hark N g N

Nesting hole/bee hive ) ) ) N~

Deadwood/stubs : ’ - -k

Borersftermites/ants - N N

Cankers/galis/burls Al ) ' N

Previous failure :

HAZARD RATING —.

Tree part most likely to fail: Big Scaffold : Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe

Inspection period: X aowal biannual other Size of part: 1 - <8 (15 cm); 2 - 648" (15-45 cm);
3 - 18-30” (45-75 cm}; 4 - >30” (75 cm)

Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating ' Target rating: 1 - occasional use: 2 intermittent use;
3 +_ 4 +_2 =_9 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: Xremnve defective part [ reduce end weight [lcrownclean [Ithin O raise canopy [dcrown reduce [ restructurs (1 shape
Gable/Brace: tnspect further: [ root crown [ldecay [aerial [Jmonitar
Removetree: O N - Heplaoa?@ N  Movetarget: Y (W) oOther - - - - - o= _ =

side walk and crurb damage by the tree roots:
pate: \llegal trimming

N

Efiest on adjacentrees:  [Jnone  JXpvaluate

Notification: Kowner Ol manager Rgoverning agency
COMMENTS .nclude bark hazard condition at this time tree

tree encroaching with tree #1
Under ground utility, roots over the lawnscape area
Recomendation remove and replace

Note; same condition to tree #1
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UEFORT EXCAVATING OR IN EMERGENCY CALL







