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June 26, 2104        via hand delivery  
 
Ann Lazarus, President 
San Francisco Board of Appeals 
1650 Mission, Room 304 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 
RE:  Appeal of Tree Removal Permit Application 771015 
 2051 3rd Street----Board of Appeals Appeal No. 14-058 
 Hearing Date: July 2, 2014   
 
President Lazarus and Members of the Board:  
 
Introduction 
 
 The subject tree removal permit seeks permission for the removal of four small street 

trees on 3rd Street and for the removal of two large, significant Eucalyptus sideroxylon, 

commonly known as Red Iron Bark Eucalyptus. These significant trees (as defined by the San 

Francisco Public Works Code) are located on Illinois Street (shown below) and are just steps 

from the public sidewalk. These trees are more than 50’feet in height and are an integral part of 

the community and add an invaluable slice of greenery in this industrial and stark landscape. 
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This Board granted jurisdiction for this appeal on March 19, 2014. Although all of the 

neighbors treasure the trees, because the trees themselves were not posted by DPW with notice 

of removal, as required by the statute, none of the neighbors realized the trees were in danger. It 

is the neighbors’ contention that the trees should be preserved as a crucial amenity for the 

community—including the future inhabitants of the proposed development. Appellants’ points 

on appeal include the following: 

(1) The San Francisco Urban Forestry Ordinance (under which this appeal is brought) was 

specifically designed for situations such as that before the Board. It was enacted for the purpose 

of saving “significant” trees exactly like the subject trees for the benefit of all. 

(2) The subject trees are in the code required rear yard and the development needs an 

“exception” or variance to build in the area (which, in turn, requires cutting the trees). The 

development also proposes numerous other “exceptions” and concessions from the Planning 

Code and will bring tremendous negative impacts to the adjacent neighbors and this blue-collar 

community. It is reasonable to expect some fair concessions or return to the neighborhood such 

as saving these treasured trees. 

(3) The subject trees stand as the only significant greenery for many blocks around and will 

nicely transition with the Crane Cove Park, a proposed 9-acre recreation and park facility 

directly across Illinois Street. 

(4) Whatever decision the Board may reach, it makes no sense to issue such a permit and allow 

the trees to be destroyed prematurely before any entitlements or construction permits are issued. 

Further, the neighbors are also seeking “landmark” status for the trees and respectfully ask the 

Board to hold its decision in abeyance, or to make it contingent on final approval of construction 

permits or subject to a determination on the status of the trees and their future. 
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The Purpose of the Ordinance was to Save Important Trees Like These 

The San Francisco Urban Forestry Ordinance was enacted in January 2006. Public Works 

Code Article 16, Section 8.01 sets forth the overarching purpose of the ordnance as follows:  

“SEC. 801.  PURPOSE. 

   The San Francisco Urban Forestry Ordinance is enacted to further the following public 

purposes: 

   (a)   To realize the optimum public benefits of trees on the City's streets and public places, 

including favorable modification of microclimates, abatement of air and noise pollution, 

reduction of soil erosion and runoff, enhancement of the visual environment, and promotion of 

community pride; 

   (b)   To integrate street planting and maintenance with other urban elements and amenities, 

including but not limited to utilities, vehicular and pedestrian traffic, and enhancement of views 

and solar access; 

   (c)   To promote efficient, cost effective management of the City's urban forest by coordinating 

public and private efforts within a comprehensive and professional management system; 

   (d)   To reduce the public hazard, nuisance, and expense occasioned by improper tree 

selection, planting, and maintenance; 

   (e)   To provide for the creation of an equitable, sustained, and reliable means of funding 

urban-forest management throughout the City; 

   (f)   To create and maintain a unified urban-forest resource, enhancing the City's overall 

character and sense of place. 

   (g)   To recognize that trees are an essential part of the City's aesthetic environment and that 

the removal of important trees should be addressed through appropriate public participation and 
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dialogue, including the California Environmental Quality Act (Public Resources Code Sections 

21000 et seq.). 

   (h)   To recognize that green spaces are vital to San Francisco's quality of life as they provide 

a range of environmental benefits and bring beauty to our neighborhoods and commercial 

districts. 

   (i)   To ensure that landscaping in sidewalk areas is properly constructed and maintained in 

order to maximize environmental benefits, protect public safety, and limit conflicts with 

infrastructure.” (Added by Ord. 165-95, App. 5/19/95; amended by Ord. 17-06, File No. 051458, App. 1/20/2006; Ord. 121-06, File No. 

060142, App. 6/14/2006) 

The Ordnance is aimed at saving trees and green spaces throughout our ever more urban 

and dense city. The goal of the legislation is to “optimize public benefits” and to promote and 

recognize trees in our City as a crucial resource. This law also for the first time defined 

“significant trees” and created legal protection for significant trees on private property. Prior to 

the passage of this Ordinance private property owners had no limitation or controls on removal 

of any and all trees located on private property. Significant trees are defined in Section 8.10A of 

the Ordinance as follows:  

“SEC. 810A.  SIGNIFICANT TREES. 

   (a)   Definition. For purposes of this Section, a significant tree shall be a tree: (1) on property 

under the jurisdiction of the Department of Public Works or (2) on privately owned-property 

with any portion of its trunk within 10 feet of the public right-of-way, and (3) that satisfies at 

least one of the following criteria: (a) a diameter at breast height (DBH) in excess of twelve (12) 

inches, (b) a height in excess of twenty (20) feet, or (c) a canopy in excess of fifteen (15) feet.” 

 For the first time, trees within view of the public right with significant size and 

importance received protection from removal by the owner of the property. For many years, the 
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City and members of the public had watched hopelessly as large and important trees were cut 

down and removed by private owners, generally for development purposes. Prior to the passage 

of this law, any and all trees on private property could have been removed without the City’s 

permission or the public’s participation. By extending the permitting process for removal of 

significant trees not only to City-owned street trees but also to trees on private property, the 

Ordnance reflected a national move by many communities to attempt to protect the urban forest 

as a shared public resource from the ravages of unchecked development. 

 There is a clear recognition now that trees – and collectively the urban forest - are major 

capital assets in cities across the United States. Just as streets, sidewalks, and public buildings are 

a part of a community's infrastructure, so are trees and they must be protected. Trees are on the 

job 24 hours every day working for all of us to improve our environment and quality of life. 

Trees are important to San Francisco. Environmentally, they help conserve and reduce energy 

use, reduce local and global carbon dioxide levels, improve air quality, and mitigate storm-water 

runoff. Additionally, trees provide a wealth of well documented psychological, social and 

economic benefits related primarily to their aesthetic effects. Environmentally, trees make good 

sense, working ceaselessly to provide benefits back to the community. (See, City and County of 

San Francisco Street Tree Census: Resource Analysis of Inventoried Public Trees—April 2013)  

However, San Francisco has a shortage of trees and the citywide canopy coverage is estimated at 

only 13.7%. We need to protect the trees we have, especially larger, significant trees which take 

decades to grow. The benefits of trees to the urban landscape and the people who inhabit it are 

countless: 

Trees increase property values and provide residents with a greater sense of community 

Trees produce oxygen, clean the air and reduce global warming by reducing energy use 
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Trees provide a critical habitat for wildlife and birds and promote connect to nature 

Trees reduce the impact of urbanization and industry by reducing airborne particulate 
matter such as smoke and dust  

Trees slow and reduce runoff and help protect critical waterways from excess pollutants 

 Trees calm traffic and soften the urban landscape 

 Trees and sidewalk gardens increase revenues in shopping districts 

 Trees and sidewalk gardens reduce crime and promote community 

 Trees and sidewalk gardens promote exercise and foster psychological health 

Trees bring neighbors together to transform their block. 

 These particular trees bring many of these attributes to this neighborhood. The trees are 

filled with birds and local schoolchildren have named the trees “Mr. and Mrs. Murray,” and keep 

track of the trees health and status. The trees serve as a meeting ground and “water-cooler” 

discussion area for daily dog-walkers and other neighbors. The trees are far older than the 

buildings in the area and are estimated at 50-60 years of age. (Attached as Exhibit 1 are photos 

taken in the area in the early 1990’s before any adjacent residential buildings were constructed). 

The Subject Trees are the Only Significant Greenery in the Area and a Transition Should 
be Created for Crane Cove Park --Directly Across Illinois Street  

 
 The trees are the only significant trees and indeed, the only real greenery in the 

surrounding area. This area is transitioning from a 100% industrial neighborhood to a mixed-use 

residential enclave. Along with the transition is the need for amenities such as parks and other 

open space green areas. Street trees, sidewalk gardens and other “greening” practices are needed 

to ease this transition. Accordingly, every bit of existing greenery is needed. As can be seen from 
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the below panoramic view of Illinois Street, these older, larger, significant trees are one of the 

few green spots in the entire area and the only street trees of any size in the entire area.  

 

 A survey of the area reveals that these trees are the only trees with a trunk diameter 

greater than 18” for the entire area. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 3 is a map and survey 

of the five block area of the Central water front which shows that these trees are unique and 

significant not just for the block but for the entire area. Other trees in the area are new and very 

small street trees. Attached as the second page of Exhibit 3 is a view looking north on Illinois 

Street, which shows the other street trees…which are small and have been “topped” to stunt 

growth. 

The Trees Are Healthy and Saving Them Places Little Burden on the Developer 

 Because of the depth of the concern in this matter, the neighbors have a retained a 

professional arborist to examine and report on the trees. Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 4 

is a copy of the Arborist report from Ray Moritz of Urban Forestry Associates, Inc. As set forth 

therein, the Arborist examined the trees and has determined that they are in “excellent health and 

structural condition.”(Page 3—“Condition”) He also notes the dominant contribution to the 

neighborhood made by the trees and that the trees are viable for the future even though planted in 

a raised bed (Page 2---Observations). The Arborist also notes that the trees meet all of the 

criteria for qualification a “significant trees” under the Public Works Code (Pages2-3 ---

Qualifications as Significant Trees).  
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As also noted in the arborist’s report, the trees convey significant benefits to the 

community and hold a prominent visual position not only on the block, but also in the entire 

area. The trees contribute significantly to the environmental health of the area and at the same 

time maintaining and saving these trees will present very little financial burden on the subject lot 

because the trees are immediately adjacent to the public sidewalk (Page 3---Benefits & Burdens). 

Attached hereto and marked as Exhibit 5 are photographs showing the immediate proximity of 

the trees to the public sidewalk. As may be seen, the trees are approximately four feet from the 

public right of way and the canopy of the trees reaches into Illinois Street.  

It is the Arborist’s considered opinion that these trees are valuable, healthy contributing 

resources for the community. In a community with so little greenery and virtually no trees of this 

size, it would be a tragic error to issue a permit to remove the trees. Removal of these trees from 

this neighborhood would run directly counter to the legislative purposes of the San Francisco 

Urban Forestry Ordinance and is counter to all intelligent thinking on such matters. Such 

wonderful, valuable trees should only be removed as a very last resort or if the trees pose a 

danger or hazard to the surrounding neighborhood---not the case in this instance. 

In fact, simple setbacks such as the project utilizes on the Third Street side of the project 

would create sufficient room for the trees on Illinois Street. Further, saving these large 

significant trees would create a nice transition from the site to Crane Cove Park, directly across 

the street. attached as Exhibit 7 is a rendering from the Crane Cove Park master Plan dated 

December 2013 which shows the approximately location of the subject site, the trees and the new 

Park.  

If the Board somehow reaches a decision that the trees should be removed, it makes no 

sense to issue such a permit now and allow the trees to be destroyed prematurely before any 
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entitlements or construction permits are issued. If the Board should come to such a decision, the 

appellants respectfully request that the Board to hold its decision in abeyance, or make the 

decision contingent on final approval of construction permits or subject to a determination on the 

status of the trees and their future. The neighbors are in the process of seeking Landmark status 

for the trees. Similar trees (Eucalyptus) have been granted landmark status in other areas. The 

DPW printout on Significant and Landmark Trees is attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 

Conclusion 

The significant trees located on Illinois Street should be retained. The trees are a rare 

green spot for this section of the city and are healthy and structurally sound. The San Francisco 

Urban Forestry Ordnance was designed for the preservation of such precious urban resources and 

given the trees’ close proximity to the public right of way little burden will be placed on the 

development parcel for the retention of the subject trees. The trees are located in what will be the 

required rear yard of the proposed new development parcel and “exceptions” should not be 

granted to the project which would result in the destruction of the trees. The retention of the 

significant trees will provide a nice transition to the new Crane Cove Park directly across Illinois 

Street. If the Board determines to permit the removal of the trees, the neighbors respectfully 

request that such permission be contingent upon the developer receiving all final entitlements for 

the project. 

Very Truly Yours, 

Topher Delaney   
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COLLEGE OF NATURAL RESOURCES BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94720 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE, POLICY & MANAGEMENT                                                (510) 642-9712 

DIVISION OF ECOSYSTEM SCIENCE   FAX (510) 642-6632 

139 MULFORD  HALL MC 3114 

  
          June 23, 2014 
 
Ms. Topher Delaney 
Delaney + Chin 
600 Illinois Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 
 
Dear Ms. Delaney, 
 
 At your request I visited the two red ironbark (Eucalyptus sideroxylon) trees at 
650 Illinois Street yesterday.  Both trees are in good condition, although both 
support a few, small diameter dead branches that should be removed.  I saw no 
evidence of any pathogenic fungal attack, eucalyptus long horned borer, or lerp 
psyllid on either tree.  Nor was there any evidence of the root platform lifting the 
soil around the trees, which indicates the trees are well balances in terms of their 
crown canopies and show no signs of tree fall hazard.  The trees have been 
appropriately pruned in the past to provide both trees with a stable canopy and 
shade for the outdoor space at 650 Illinois Street.  Since the trees were on private 
property I was not able to measure their diameters, but I estimated the diameter of 
the southernmost tree to be 20 inches and the tree on the north to be 27 inches.  I was 
able to measure the height of the tree.  Their heights were 63 feet (south tree) and 67 
feet (north tree).  Trees of this size qualify for heritage tree status in San Francisco. 
 
 The two trees are important landmark trees for this section of Illinois Avenue.  
The industrial area where they were planted many years ago was for the most part 
without trees.  These trees, because of their size and uniqueness, served as important 
visual hallmarks to the local community.  They also contributed locally to a 
reduction in the urban heat island by providing shade and absorbing heat from the 
air. Their canopies no doubt provided nesting sites for songbirds and their flowers 
nectar for overwintering Anna’s hummingbirds.  They are and should be allowed to 
continue to be important members of the community.  Their presence can serve both 
as an historical reminder of the past San Francisco landscape and as providers of the 
ecological services mentioned above. 
 
 The recently published San Francisco Urban Forest Plan identified as a major 
issue the insufficient and shrinking tree canopy in the city. Currently the tree canopy 
of San Francisco amounts to only 13.7%, as compared to 21% for Los Angeles, 23% 



for Seattle, and 30% for Portland.  One of four key recommendations of the plan is to 
“stabilize and grow” the urban forest.  The issue of the limited tree canopy and the  
recommendation for growing the urban forest will not be met with the removal of 
these trees.  Both trees are of heritage status and should be protected.  The small 
amount of square feet of buildable space achieved by removing these trees may add 
to the personal profit of the developer, but will seriously diminish the local 
environment these trees provide.  
 
        Sincerely, 

        
        Joe R. McBride 
        Professor 
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Approved 

Street Tree List

San Francisco Street Tree Species List –a collaboration with SF Department of Public Works and 
Friends of the Urban Forest 

Disclaimer: these lists contain trees that can work as sidewalk trees in San Francisco. Every planting site has unique conditions. A lot of factors go into choosing a tree. 
This list can help you decide but you must have species approval from the Department of Public Works prior to planting your tree. 

List A: Species that perform well in many locations in San Francisco 

Arbutus x ‘Marina’ 
Callistemon citrinus 
Callistemon viminalis 
Cordyline australis 
Eriobotrya deflexa 
Ginkgo biloba ‘Autumn Gold’, ‘Saratoga’ 
Lagunaria patersonii 
Lophostemon confertus (formerly Tristania conferta) 
Magnolia grandiflora ‘Sam Sommers,’ ‘St. Mary,’ ‘Majestic Beauty,’ ‘Little Gem’ 
Melaleuca linarifolia 
Melaleuca quinquenervia 
Metrosideros excelsus 
Olea europaea 
Pittosporum undulatum 
Platanus x acerifolia ‘Bloodgood,’ ‘Yarwood,’ 
Prunus cerasifera ‘Krauter Vesuvius’ 
Prunus serrulata ‘Kwanzan’ 
Pyrus calleryana ‘Aristocrat’ or ‘Chanticleer’ 
Pyrus kawakamii 
Trachycarpus fortunei 
Tristaniopsis laurina 
Tristaniopsis laurina ‘Elegant’ 
Ulmus parvifolia 
Washingtonia robusta 

List B: Species that perform well in certain locations, with special considerations, as noted 

Acacia baileyana ‘Purpurea’ –fast growing, high maintenance 
Acer buergeranum –prefers heat, wind protection 
Acer rubrum –prefers heat, wind protection 
Aesculus carnea –gets windburn easily in summer even in protected sites 
Celtis sinensis –prefers heat, wind protection, uneven performer 
Ceratonia siliqua –needs large space, good drainage 
Corymbia ficifolia –needs lots of sidewalk space 
Crataegus phaenopyrum 
Crataegus laevigata –needs wind protection 
Cupaniopsis anacardioides –uneven performer, needs heat, wind protection 
Eucalyptus nicholii –needs space, fast growing, high maintenance 
Eucalyptus polyanthemos –needs space, fast growing, high maintenance 
Geijera parvifolia –prefers heat, wind protection 
Gleditsia triacanthos ‘Shademaster’ –fast growing, prefers heat, wind protection 
Hymenosporum flavum –uneven performer, prefers heat, wind protection, good drainage, does well when protected from wind 
Jacaranda mimosifolia –uneven performer, prefers heat, wind protection, good drainage 
Koelreuteria paniculata –uneven performer, prefers heat, wind protection 
Laurus nobilis ‘Saratoga’ –uneven performer, prefers heat, wind protection, gets pests 
Leptospermum laevigatum –roots poorly, needs staking for many years, or even permanent metal staking 
Ligustrum lucidum –pollen irritates allergies 
Liquidambar styraciflua –needs space for canopy and roots 
Liriodendron tulipifera –uneven performer, gets pests, prefers heat and wind protection 
Lyonothamnus floribundus asplenifolius –prefers heat, wind protection 
Magnolia grandiflora ‘Russet’ –large cultivar, needs space 
Maytenus boaria –needs space for roots, produces many suckers 
Melaleuca ericifolia –roots poorly, needs staking for many years 
Melaleuca styphelioides –prickly and can root poorly 
Michelia doltsopa –uneven performer, very slow grower, prefers heat and wind protection 
Phoenix dactylifera –needs space due to height and width 
Phoenix canariensis –needs space due to height and width 
Pistacia chinensis ‘Keith Davey’ –prefers heat, wind protection 
Pittosporum crassifolium –best for narrow sidewalks in foggy and windy areas. Can leak sap from trunk. 
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Podocarpus gracilior –gets pests, better as a shrub 
Quercus agrifolia –uneven performer, prefers heat, wind protection, good drainage 
Rhus lancea 
Syragus romanzoffianum –needs heat, wind protection 
Tilia cordata –needs space, produces a lot of suckers. 

List C: Species that need further evaluation 

Acer x freemanii 
Brachychiton populneum –prefers heat, wind protection 
Carpinus betulus ‘Fastigiata’ 
Chorisia speciosa –prefers heat, wind protection 
Corylus colurna, Turkish hazel 
Elaeocarpus decipiens 
Gingko biloba ‘Princeton Sentry’ –more upright form 
Magnolia soulangeana ‘Rustica Rubra’ 
Michelia champaca –needs wind protection, prefers heat, clay soil 
Platanus x acerifolia ‘Columbia’ 
Pittosporum rhombifolium 
Pittosporum tenuifolium 
Prunus lyonii 
Prunus ilicifolia 
Quercus frainetto ‘Forest Green’, Italian Oak 
Quercus ilex –needs wind protection, sidewalk space, gets powdery mildew 
Quercus suber 
Quercus phellos (Willow oak) 
Sorbus aucuparia (or other species) 
Ulmus parvifolia x carpinifolia ‘Frontier’ 
Ulmus wilsoniana ‘Prospector’ 
Ulmus japonica x wilsoniana ‘Accolade’ 

Click here to download a .pdf of this document.

City and County of San Francisco ©2000-2014
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Raintree Partners 
Attn: Richard W. Price 
25 Taylor Street 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Case: 2051 3rd Street (650 Illinois Street) 
  San Francisco, CA 
 
Date: 4/30/14 
 

ARBORIST REPORT 
 
Assignment 

 
• Inspect and evaluate two red ironbark eucalyptus (Eucalyptus sideroxylon) trees located 

at 650 Illinois Street. 
• Review and consider various documents related to a permit application for tree removal 

and a subsequent appeal of the permit granted by the City. 
• Provide an Arborist Report of findings and to make recommendations. 
 

Background 
 
Raintree Partners owns the through lot parcel at 2051 3rd Street / 650 Illinois Street.  This 
owner has development plans that include removal of two trees on private property near the 
Illinois frontage. The trees are approximately 50 feet in height.  The north tree is 
approximately 30 inches in diameter and the south tree is approximately 24 inches in 
diameter.  San Francisco Public Works Code Section 810A defines “Significant Trees” as 
trees with any part of their trunk within 10 feet of the right-of-way and being 12 inches in 
diameter, 20 feet tall or 15 feet wide.  Because these trees are large enough to qualify as 
Significant Trees, a permit application was applied for and granted by the Department of 
Public Works.  This permit has been appealed and the tree removal permit application will 
be heard before the Board of Appeals. 
 
An evaluation of these trees has been completed by the Department of Public Works prior to 
the issuance of the permit.  This Arborist Report is meant to supplement the information 
provided by the City and illustrate the condition of these trees. 
 

Observations and Discussion 
 
Species Characteristics and Related Problems 
 
These two red ironbark eucalyptus are mature trees, typical and contemporary to other 
mature trees of this same species nearby.  These trees were likely planted in the 1970s,are 
not rare, and have no historic importance, but rather are quite average.  There were 4 trees 
of similar size of this same species found just around the corner on Mariposa Street 
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between 3rd Street and Illinois Street.  All of these trees are large enough that they would be 
“Significant Trees” as well, if in a different location.  Many other eucalyptus of this species 
and other species were found in the immediate neighborhood to the north, some trees being 
much larger than the subject trees.  Please refer to photos 4, 5, 6, and 7.   
 
This species was widely planted in the 1970’s and 1980’s, and was one of the darlings of 
Landscape Architects of that time.  This species grows fast and is upright when young, and 
these trees provided quick results for new designs.  Since the 1980’s, I am not aware of a 
single instance of these trees being recommended or planted anywhere. The Department of 
Public Works’ approved street tree planting list does not include this species of tree or any 
other eucalyptus species. 
 
Tree Health and Safety 
 
The long-term management of red ironbark eucalyptus is problematic.  The fast growth is 
the result of our higher soil fertility, long growing seasons and abundant water, as compared 
to this tree’s native Australia.  When planted in California, it is as if this species is growing 
on steroids.  Fast growth is not good for trees.  Fast growth results in long, end-heavy limbs 
with weak wood.  These trees have developed long, end-heavy limbs that are now failing.  
There are two 8-inch limb stubs in the north tree that have recently lost 20-foot long limbs.  
Please refer to photos 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 16.  For these reasons, Landscape 
Architects are no longer planting this species, and the wholesale nurseries don’t carry these 
trees anymore because of their long-term problems and reputation as being problematic.  In 
addition, all eucalyptus contain resins that make them a potential fire hazard. 
 
Prior maintenance of these trees had recognized the fast growth problem, and the old 
topping cuts can be seen at 4 levels in the framework of trunks and limbs.  Please refer to 
photos 12, 15, and 16.  These old topping cuts are also weak points in the structure of the 
trees. 
 
The City evaluation states that the trees are not hazardous.  Based on the recent branch 
failures, I disagree, but I also think I understand their position.  My experience with the City 
definition of hazardous is more specifically as to whether or not a tree is an imminent 
hazard.  I do not believe that these trees are imminent hazards: trees that are likely to fall 
and cause harm at any moment.  I do believe, however, that these trees are at a point of 
maturity where failures are likely and the failing limbs will be large.  Please refer to photos 8, 
9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14.  In other words, these trees pose an elevated level of risk and are 
now a nuisance. 
 
The trees were planted in raised beds or planters that are about 18 inches tall and 6 feet 
wide.  The root structure of these trees is confined and misshapen by the planters.  Trees 
normally develop a horizontal root plate, and this root structure is now compromised.  The 
roots continue to absorb water and nutrients and the trees have continued to grow, but the 
root system is limited in its ability to safely hold up these ever increasingly large trees.  The 
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root system is inadequate and compromises tree safety.  Please refer to photos 18, 19, 20, 
21, 22, and 23. 
 
The asphalt sidewalk is heaving due to root intrusion.  This sidewalk is now hazardous to 
pedestrians and must be repaired.  Root cutting will be required to make these repairs.  This 
asphalt sidewalk does not conform to DPW standards and will be replaced with a standard 
curb and concrete sidewalk.  This construction will further impact root structure.  The critical 
root zone for structural roots and the tree protection zone for water absorbing roots will be 
heavily impacted by the sidewalk construction in either case.  Tree health and safety will be 
further compromised.  Please refer to photo 24. 
 

Conclusions and Recommendations 
 
These are good examples of an ordinary, common, and problematic species. 
 
Because of the larger size and maturity point in these trees, limb failures are more likely, are 
large and create a greater risk. 
 
Preservation of these trees is not recommended due to compromised root structure and limb 
safety concerns. 
 
I recommend that these trees be removed and replaced with a better species selection that 
will not pose high risk to this property, the sidewalk and the roadway. 
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Assumptions and Limiting Conditions 
 
1. Any legal description provided to the consultant is assumed to be correct.  Title and ownership of all 

property considered are assumed to be good and marketable.  No responsibility is assumed for 
matters legal in character.  Any and all property is appraised or evaluated as though free and clear, 
under responsible ownership and competent management. 

2. It is assumed that any property is not in violation of any applicable codes, ordinances, statutes or 
other governmental regulations. 

3. Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources.  All data has been verified insofar 
as possible.  The consultant can neither guarantee nor be responsible for the accuracy of information 
provided by others. 

4. Various diagrams, sketches and photographs in this report are intended as visual aids and are not to 
scale, unless specifically stated as such on the drawing.  These communication tools in no way 
substitute for nor should be construed as surveys, architectural or engineering drawings. 

5. Loss or alteration of any part of this report invalidates the entire report. 

6. Possession of this report or a copy thereof does not imply right of publication or use for any purpose 
by any other than the person to whom it is addressed, without the prior written or verbal consent of 
the consultant. 

7. This report is confidential and to be distributed only to the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  
Any or all of the contents of this report may be conveyed to another party only with the express prior 
written or verbal consent of the consultant.  Such limitations apply to the original report, a copy, 
facsimile, scanned image or digital version thereof. 

8. This report represents the opinion of the consultant.  In no way is the consultant’s fee contingent upon 
a stipulated result, the occurrence of a subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported. 

9. The consultant shall not be required to give testimony or to attend court by reason of this report 
unless subsequent contractual arrangements are made, including payment of an additional fee for 
such services as described in the fee schedule, an agreement or a contract. 

10. Information contained in this report reflects observations made only to those items described and only 
reflects the condition of those items at the time of the site visit.  Furthermore, the inspection is limited 
to visual examination of items and elements at the site, unless expressly stated otherwise.  There is 
no expressed or implied warranty or guarantee that problems or deficiencies of the plants or property 
inspected may not arise in the future. 

Disclosure Statement 
 
Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, and experience to examine 
trees, recommend measures to enhance the beauty and health of trees, and 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.  
 
Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree.  Trees 
are living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand.  Conditions are often hidden within trees 
and below ground.  Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, 
or for a specified period of time.  Likewise, remedial treatments, like any medicine, cannot be guaranteed.  
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Treatment, pruning, and removal of trees may involve considerations beyond the scope of the arborist’s 
services such as property boundaries, property ownership, site lines, disputes between neighbors, and 
other issues.  An arborist cannot take such considerations into account unless complete and accurate 
information is disclosed to the arborist.  An arborist should then be expected to reasonably rely upon the 
completeness and accuracy of the information provided.  
 
Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled.  To live near trees is to accept some degree of 
risk.  The only way to eliminate all risk associated with trees is to eliminate the trees. 
 
Certification of Performance 
 
I, Roy C. Leggitt, III, Certify: 
 
• That we have inspected the trees and/or property evaluated in this report.  We have stated findings 

accurately, insofar as the limitations of the Assignment and within the extent and context identified by 
this report; 

• That we have no current or prospective interest in the vegetation or any real estate that is the subject 
of this report, and have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved; 

• That the analysis, opinions and conclusions stated herein are original and are based on current 
scientific procedures and facts and according to commonly accepted arboricultural practices; 

• That no significant professional assistance was provided, except as indicated by the inclusion of 
another professional report within this report; 

• That compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined conclusion that favors the 
cause of the client or any other party. 

I am a member in good standing of the American Society of Consulting Arborists and a member and 
Certified Arborist with the International Society of Arboriculture. 

I have attained professional training in all areas of knowledge asserted through this report by completion 
of a Bachelor of Science degree in Plant Science, by routinely attending pertinent professional 
conferences and by reading current research from professional journals, books and other media. 

I have rendered professional services in a full time capacity in the field of horticulture and arboriculture for 
more than 25 years. 

   Signed:    
 

 Date:  4/30/14          
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1 [Landmark Designation nomination for Mary Ellen Pleasant Trees located at 1661 Octavia Street.]

Page 1
'i0/2/2007

FILE NO, 071405 RESOLUTION NO. 5S;;t-D1

2

31 Resolution of intent initiating the nomination of the mature blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus)

4 trees located at 1661Octavia Street (Assessor's Block 647 lot 002) for landmark tree status

5 pursuant to Public Works Code Section 810(b), acknowledging the temporary designation

6 of such tree pursuant to Public Works Section 81O(d),and authorizing other official acts in

7 furtherance of the Resolution.

8

9 WHEREAS, a landmark tree is a tree on private or public property that has special

10 characteristics including size, age, historical significance, and cultural value; and,

11 WHEREAS, Mary Ellen Pleasant planted the trees at 1661 Octavia Street giving them an

12 important historical association; and,

13 I WHEREAS, Mary Ellen Pleasant, was a significant figure in San Francisco's history. fV1s

14 Pleasant was a 19th Century female entrepreneur of partial African descent who used her fortune

15, to further abolition. She worked on the Underground Railroad across many states and then helped

16 bring it to California during the Gold Rush Era. She was a friend and financial supporter of John

17 Brown and well known in abolitionist circles. After the Civil War she took her battles to the courts

18 and won several civil rights victories, one of which was cited and upheld in the 1980's and

19 resulted in her being called, "The Mother of Human Rights in California"; and,

20 WHEREAS, Landmark trees have an especially prominent and beautiful visual impact and

21 are of notable size; and,

22 WHEREAS, these trees have been profiled in print and other media coverage, including

23 The Trees of San Francisco by Michael Sullivan; and,

24 WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance Number 17-06, an amendment

25 to Public Works Code - Sections 801, landmark trees, significant trees, and penalties for violations

Supervisors Sophie Maxwell, Ross Mirkarimi
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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25

in support of a landmark tree program a copy of said Ordinance is on file with the Clerk of the

Board of Supervisors in file number 051458 which is incorporated herein by reference; and,

WHEREAS, The City's Urban Forestry Council developed landmark tree designation

criteria, forms, and procedure and the Board of Supervisors, in Resolution Enacted Number,440-

06, adopted said criteria, A copy of such Resolution is on file with the Clerk of the Board of

Supervisors file Number 060487 which is incorporated herein by reference; and, be it

RESOLVED, The Board, pursuant to Public Works Code Section 810(b), hereby

adopts this Resolution of intent to initiate landmark tree designation for the mature blue gum

(Eucalyptus globulus) trees located at 1661 Octavia Street (Assessor's Block 647 lot 002), and

acknowledges the temporary designation of such tree for landmark tree status pursuant to Public

Works Code Section 81O(d); and, be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board directs the Clerk to forward this Resolution and

accompanying documents contained in the file to the Urban Forestry Council to begin the

landmark tree designation process for the subject tree; and, be it,

FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board urges the Director of Public Works to immediately

notify the affected property owner of the pending nomination and inform said owner of the special

permit and approval requirements for removal of landmark trees under Public Works Code

Section 81O(f) if such notification has not yet occurred.

Supervisors Sophie Maxwell, Ross Mirkarimi
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
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10/2/2007

c:\documents and settlngs\jlarnug\desklapirnaxweli's lesisratron.doc



City and County of San Francisco

Tails

Resolution

City Hall
1Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689

File Number: 071405 Date Passed:

Resolution of intent initiating the nomination of the mature blue gum (Eucalyptus globulus) trees
located at 1661 Octavia Street (Assessor's Block 647 lot 002) for landmark tree status pursuant to
Public Works Code Section 810(b), acknowledging the temporary designation of such tree pursuant to
Public Works Section 81 O(d), and authorizing other official acts in furtherance of the Resolution.

October 16, 2007 Board of Supervisors - ADOPTED

Ayes: 9 - Alioto-Pier, Ammiano, Elsbernd, Chu, Maxwell, McGoldrick, Mirkarimi,
Peskin, Sandoval
Absent: 2 - Daly, Dufty

City and County of San Francisco 1 Printed at 11:46 AM on 10/17/07



File No. 071405 I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution
was ADOPTED on October 16, 2007 by the
Board of Supervisors of the City and County
of San Francisco.

Date Approved

File No. 071405

City and County of San Francisco
Tails Report

2 Printed at 11 :46 AM on 10117107
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