Public Works Department
Maintenatice Operations Division

CITY OF CULVER CITY

9505 West Jeffersoi Boulevatd, Culver City, Callfornia 80232

File O
P

&xceﬂem:c

Request for Parkway Tree Removal
{Pursuant to Culver City Municipal Code Section 8.08.210: See reverse side of this form)
310-699-8238

Applicant: Richard Slechta Telephione
4381 Motor Ave. Culver City, CA 90232
: {Address)
" Request for removal of 2 tresls)

Location: X _ In front of, and/ar . Left & right side of driveway apron’

———

~ ____ On side of property locatad at

(Stfeet Addreés)

Reason for removal: A .
(Criteria $ét forth in Culver Gity Municipal Code.Saction 8.08.210.C.must be-satisfied. See reverse side of this form.)

We have 2 large Ficus trees that have aggressive root growth throughout the front yard of our new home construction.
IfTess than a year from installing new landscaping, we have shallow ficus roots 1.5" in dlameter that were niot present
when we installed the landscaping in March 2019, This presents property damage risk for near and mid term to
foundation, driveway and hard-scaping. We are willing to pay for removal of trees, replacement with 2 new oak trees as
outlined in Urban Forest Master Plan and repair.to damaged concrete sidewalk. .. .

X__Supporting documentation is attached. _ .
Reqtiest for removal (subject to availability of City resources and funds), OR

X Request for priority removal at applicant’'s expense.

PROGEDURE FOR TREE REMOVAL: L _
d, removal of aforementioned tree(s) will be accommodated on a priority basis subjest to

If applicant's reguest far tree removal is granted, rem

availability of City reseurces and funds. Applicant has the eption 1o be granted priotity removal if they agree to pay for the removal at
their expense. Applicant wifl be presénted with a guofe fiom City’s tres trimming contractor priorto removak. Upéti authorization of quote
and paymerit by applicant, free(s) will be removed by Gity's tree trimming contractor as their schedule permits. -

FILING FEE: . . : n .
The applicant shall post a non-refundable filing fee in the amount of , along with this request form.

DECISION AND APPEAL: . .
The.degision of thé Public Works Director is. final, unless appeaiad by the Applicant, 8 member of the City Coungil or an Interested
Pergon: Appeals shall be submitted in writing and filed with the City Clerk within 10 days after t decision date identified in the notice

of decision. (See CCMC Section 9.08.210.E and F for r%vy
Date May 19, 2020 Signature

{ARPT Tcang

FOR CITY USE
Species of tree(s) to be removed: Ficuwo M]M 0. LCenDa n}l i ft A

: — . | =
Tres(s) fo be removed: 2.2,/ 25 _inches ___2S -30D _ fest 5 feet
(Approx.'diameter) (Approx. height) (Parkway width)

Permission is hereby: Granted for removal (subject to availability of City resources and funds) )(
AM e S ic(pw -CAw

Granted for priorify removal at applicant's expense .
. /. Denied N\ M‘V’(ﬂ ﬂ? 6
Date , [ Signhature ' Dlire n Ay @ Wi
n/;g,/m | \%X bo reptied ‘ dl,

\
* White: H-operlx Owner/Applicant Yefiow: Fublic Norks Direclor Pink: Maigtenance Operations Division L 41"
ey pran [Yepo one

e heyHhy Ltr\;p \"\MO podkoale Wyw’
rA%v



SR A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas
T TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM st

4381 Motor Ave. . : o HAZARD RATING:

Site/Address:

- tract 17273 lot 13 block 4300 1 1 _+_ 83 =__5
MapfLocatio: * > Failure + Swe + Target = Hazard
Owner:public X private __ unknown & othes __ Potential  ofpat  Rating Rating
Date: 9/22/2020  |ngpector. ___David Talavera _ Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: __9/22/2020 B X___ Needs further inspection

: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree d: __1 Species: __Ficus Microcarpa nitida
paH: _ 25 #oftrunks: Helght: __25-30"_ Spread: 30"

Form: generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry Ostumpsprout [ stag-headed

Crowneclass: (X dominant [Jco-dominant  [lintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratlo: _85 %  Ageciass: [lyoung semiq-mature O mature [ over-mature/senescent

Pruning history: 1 crown cleaned ) excessively thinned Cltopped [Jcrown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced [1flush cuts L cabled/braced
Cnone I multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: (Jspecimen [1heritage/historic Clwildlife [Junusual XJstreattree CJscreen [Oshade Dindigenons [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliagecolor: Clnormal  Cfchloratic  Clnecrotic  Epicommics? Y @ Growth obstructions:

Foliage density: TInommal Elsparse Leatske: [Xnormal  Clsmall DOistakes Ciwireties [signs [lcables
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcetient Kaverage [lpoor Twig Dieback? YE Clcurb/pavement  [Jguards

Woundwood development:  [Jexceliant [Maverage [Dpoor [lnone O other Parkway 7'

Vigorctass: Oexceient [Raverage Olfair [ poor
Major pests/diseages; _ None

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: residence (Jcommercial [Jindustriat [lpark [Jopenspace [natural [ woodiandVorest
Landscape iype: (iparkway [lraisedbed Clcontainer [mound [llawn {1 shrub border [ wind break
Imigation: (Xrnone [Jadequate [Jinadequate [lexcessive [Jtrunk wettied

Recsnt site disturbance? %N [lconstruction  [Isoll disturbance  Elgradechange  [lline clearing [ site clearing

% dripline pavet: 0%  10-25% 25-50% 50-75% Pavement lifed? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soi; 0% 10-25% \2550%) 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage () shallow KJcompacted [ droughty (lsaline [ alkaline [Tacidic [Jsmall volume (1 disease center [ history of fail
Oelay DOexpansive [slope °  aspect

Obstructions: (lights Jsignage [lhne-of-sight [Tlview [DJoverhead lines [1underground utilies Dltraffic [ladjacentveg. 03 _None

Exposure to wind: X singlstree (Ibslow canopy [labove canopy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone fo windthrow

Prevailing wind diraction: _ NE Occurrence of snow/ice storms Anever [ssidom I reguiarly

TARGET
Use Under Tree: [Jbuilding Xlparking Oitraffic (X pedestrian [Jrecreation Xllandscape [ hardscape T smali features (] utifity lines

Cantargetbomoved? v () Canuse bareswictes? ¥ (1
Occupancy: [Joccasionaluse Xlintermittentuse  (Jfrequentuse [ constant use

The International Society of Arboriculture assumes nio responsibility for conclusions or recommendations derived from use of this form.




%
TREE DEFECTS _ Lt |

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect roof rot: Y@ Mushroom/coni/bracket present: Y@ D
Exposed roots: [Jsevere [Nmoderate (iow Undermined: [lsevere [Imoderate [Jlow

Root pruned: _2' distance fromtrunk  Rootoreaalfected: __50 %  Bufiress wouaded: Y@ Whan:
Restricted root area: [Xisevere Cimoderate Cllow  Potential for rost fallure: [Jsevere [imoderate [(flow
LEAN: _0 deg. from vertical  (Rnatural  Ounnatural  Oseff-corrected  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y N Rootsbroken Y V) Soll cracking: Y

Compounding tactors:; __None Leanseverity: [Jsevere [Imoderste Ollow

CROWN DEFECTS: Indicate presence of individual defects and rate thelr severity (s = severe, m =maderate, | =low} ~ N= Negative

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper L

Bow, sweep . L
Codominants/forks Y- L- { 7
Multiple attachments .. L L M
Included bark N
Excessive end weight : i N
Cracks/splits .
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds/ssam

Decay

Cavity
Conks/mushrooms/bracket
Blesding/sap flow
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galis/buris

Previous failure ) : N

HAZARD RATING

Tree part most likely to fail; ___ Small branches , Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severe
Inspection period: 1 annual biannual other Size of part: 1 - <6” (15 cm); 2 - 6-18" (15-45 cm),
. . . . . 3 - 18-30" (45-75 cm); 4 - >307 (75 cm)
leur:Putsnnal+S|zeofPan+'hmetRat|ng_HazardRatlng Target rating: 1- ional se; 2 intermitient use;

+ 1 + 3 = 5 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use
HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: P remove defective part [ reduce end weight Herownclean (Jthin Draise canopy Terownreduce [ restructurs [ shape

Cable/Brace; Inspect further: (Jrootcrown [ldecay [Claeridd (O monitor
Remavetee: v (W) Repiaco? YCR) Movetaret: v (N) omer
Etiect on adjacent trees: Rnone [Jevaluate

Notitication: [Xowner Clmanager Klgoverningagency  Date: _ 9/22/202
COMMENTS

P-4

P-4
Z

SIZERPEI|IZEE(IZ
ZIZ|2Z2|Z

ZhZZZZ Z| Z|Z

Medium size tree NO hazard at this moment

Full recovery from ficus disease

root pruning on the past full recovery

Sidewalk lifted and is OK to repair if is necessary

tree branches clear from fraffic

only 25 % of canapy on top of the private landscape no berries at this time

Recommendation : preserve the free and manage the inconveniences




A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM zn eson

Site/Address; _ 43 81 Motor Tree #2 HAZARD RATING:

. Trast 17273 Lot 13 Block 43000 1+ 1+ 3 =8
Map/Location: ) Failure + Ske + Target = Hazard
Owner: public X private unknown ___ other Polential  ofpat  Rating Rating
Date; _9/22/2020 _ |nspector: __David Talavera i Immediate action needed
Date of last inspection: ___9/22/2020 - X__ Needs further inspection

Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Treed: 2 Species: Ficus Microcarpa nitida
DBH: _22" _ #aftrunks: 1 Height: _25-30" _ Spread: ___25'

Ferm: O generally symmetric (A minor asymmetry
Crownelass: X dominant [Jco-dominant  Jintermediate [ suppressed
Ageciass: [lyoung [Jsemi-mature matwre ] over-mature/senescent

Live crown ratle; __80 %

[ major asymmetry CIstump sprout [ stag-headed

Pruning history: X0 crown clsaned X0 excessively thinned (topped [ crown raised O poilarded (3 crown reduced [1flush cuts [J cabled/braced

CInone O multiple pruning events  Approx. dates:

Special Value: [Jspecimen (1 heritage/historic [ wildife [Junusual (X strest tree Cscreen [Dshade Clindigenous [ protected by gov. agency

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: T normat
Foliage density: [Inormal [Asparse

Annual shoot growth: [Jexceflent [Javerage [Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N

Klchlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Lealsize: Dnormal  XJsmall

Woundwood development: [Jexcellent [laverage [Jpoor [Inone
Vigorclass: [lexcellent [laverage [lfair  [Jpoor

Growth obstructions:

[Cistakes Clwireies OIsigns [cables
O cub/paverment [l guards

Clother

Major pests/dissases: 80% recovery from ficus disease
SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: residence [(Jcommercial [lindustrial [lpark [Clopenspace [lnaturdl Ll woodiandVorest

Landscape type: [Kiparkway [lraisedbed [ container
Dladequate inadequate [excessive  [Jtrunk wettled
Cleonstruction X soil disturbance £ grade changs
0%  1025% 25-50% 75-100%
% 1025% G550%)5075% 75100%
0% #0-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

trigation: Xnone
Recent site disturbence? v N
% dripiine paved:

% dripline w/ fill soik:

% dripline grade lowerad:

Cmound Cllawn O shrubborder [ wind break

Oiineclearing D site clearing
Pavamant lilted? Y,

Soll prablems: [ drainage [ shallow & compacted &I droughty (saline D atkaline [T acidic Llsmall volume O disease center [ history of fall

Oclay [Oexpansive

Oslope ° aspect:

Obstructions: Cllights [isignage [ lins-of-sight Elview [Joverhead lines (3 underground utilities Otraffic [Jadjacentveg. (R none
Exposure to wind: [Isingletree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy I recertly exposed ] windward, canopy edge [l area prone to windthrow

Prevailing wind direction: __ N/E
TARGET

Decurrence of snow/ce storms X1 never

Oseidom [ regularty

Use Under Tree: [Jbuikding Xlparking (Rtraffic X pedestrian [Jrecreation £1landscape LIhardscape O small features O utikity lines
Can largetbemoved? Y (i) Canuse be restrictes? Y

Occupancy: Joccasional use Xintermittentuse  [lfrequentuse [ constant use

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




TREE DEFECTS —t

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root rot: Y@ Mushroom/conk/bracket present: Y@ (14

Exposed roots: [Jsevere [Hmoderate low Underminad: [Isevere moderate [llow

Root pruned: __0 distance fromtrunk  Roefareaafiected: _ 0 %  Buliress wourded: Y@ When:

Reslricted root area: [Jsevere (Nmoderate [liow  Potenial for rootfallure: [Jsevere Imoderate [Tlow
LEAN: _o __ deg.fromvertical (fnatural Olunmatural (Jselfi-corrected  Sofl heaving: Y @

Decay in plane of lean: Y@ Roots broken Y@ Soll cracking: Y@

Compounding tagtors: _"one

Lean severity: [isevere [lmoderate C[llow

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

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper L L

Bow, sweep ] L

Codominants/forks PR M- :

Muttiple attachments . « M.

Included bark N N - )

Excessive end weight ) L L

Cracks/splits N N .

Hangers N Al

Girdling N

Wounds/ssam N M :

Decay N N

Cavity N N N

Conks/mushrooms/brackst N - N

Bleading/sap flow ‘N N - N

Loose/cracked bark N "N N

Nesting hole/bee hive N N

Deadwood/stubs N TN

Borers/iermites/ants N N -

Cankers/galis/burls N N N

Previous failure N N N -
HAZARD RATING
Tree part most likely to fail: Small branches Failure potential: 1 - low; 2 - medium; 3 - high; 4 - severs
Inspection period: ____1 annual biannual other Size of part: ; - :::'3&'5:;)752 . 6)'1?; (1;'5(?;‘)‘ )

) o . - em); 4->. cm
Failure Potential + Size of Part + Target Rating = Hazard Rating Target rating: 1 - occasional use; 2 intermitient use;

1 +_ 1+ 3 = S 3 - frequent use; 4 - constant use

HAZARD ABATEMENT i

Prune: X remove defective part X reduce end weight P crownclean Tithin [Iraise canopy Clcrownreduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

Remove tree: Y® Replaca? \® Move target: Y@ Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: nong  [Jevaluate

Notification: Sowner [Imanager (Xigovemingagency  Date: _9/22/2020

Inspec! further: (Jrootcrown Odecay [laedal O monitor

COMMENTS

Minor sidewalk damage
clear from traffic

Only 10% of canopy on private landscape No berries at this time

85% tree recovery from ficus disease No root pruning on the past feasible for root pruning if is necessary
Recommendation : preserve the tree and manage possible inconveniences
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At Foundation, new ficus roots:

at 4", in 12 months old soil, - |
discovered when planting. f
Pulled out 1.5" root to tree’ n_:mnz<. il
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