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INTRODUCTION and OVERVIEW
Scotts Valley Properties LLC is proposing to develop a property currently utilized as a commercial
use parking lot. The property is located along Scotts Valley Drive in Scotts Valley. As an element
of the development, the developers requested certified arborist services for a preliminary tree
inventory and assessment. The purpose of this report is to inventory and evaluate the health and
structural condition of the trees and access their suitability for preservation.
A “tree resource evaluation", sometimes called a "tree inventory", or "tree survey report" is the
first step in documenting the existing trees on a proposed development or building project site.
This survey is used to aid in planning and project review, for the identification and location of
existing trees on the site during the design of the project, placement of structures, driveways,
utilities, and landscape components.
It also is used to identify trees of designated size and species that are protected under the
municipal or county code that is applicable for the site location.
Suitability for preservation of individual trees is included in this evaluation, with the criteria for
retention based on an evaluation of the heath, structural condition and the specific development
features impacting each tree.
Preliminary development parameters such as grading, paving, retaining walls, building
construction footprint, and the proposed distance each of these elements are to be located from
individual trees is evaluated.
Tree protection zones based on tree species, size and condition are prescribed for those trees
recommended for retention.
When final plan sets have been completed, protective fencing and tree protection treatments will
be prescribed by the arborist consultant. Tree replacement numbers will be calculated when a
final tree removal count is established.

ASSIGNMENT/SCOPE OF SERVICES
Kurt Fouts an independent certified arborist, has been contracted by Scotts Valley Properties LLC,
to inventory and evaluate the condition of the existing “Protected Trees” on this site. Additionally,
to make recommendations to retain or remove each tree, based on tree condition and proposed
site improvements.
The inventory is oriented to trees that are protected under the City of Scotts Valley Municipal
Code – Section 17.44.080 Tree Protection Regulations & Section 17.44.080(7) “Protected Tree”.
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To complete this assignment, the following services were performed:
 Plan Review: Reviewed provided plans including: Preliminary Grading Plan provided by
Roper Engineering, Dated 12/13/16. Building A & B Exterior Elevations & Floor Plans
provided by David B Zulim Inc, Civil Engineering, dated 11/3/16 & Landscape Plan
provided by Gregory Lewis, Landscape Architect, Dated 11/7/16.
 Ordinance Review: Reviewed the City of Scotts Valley Municipal Code, Section
17.44.080 Tree Protection Regulations.
 Tree Preservation Evaluation: Site visits by the arborist for orientation and tree
inspection. Visually examining each tree and measuring as necessary to confirm City of
Scotts Valley, ‘protected’ tree status. Measuring and evaluating each city protected tree
for health and structural condition. Assessing each tree for suitability for preservation.
 Mapping: Tagged tree numbers were plotted and overlaid onto preliminary grading plan
provided by Jeff Roper engineer. For reference, an aerial map of tagged tree locations is
also provided.
Unless expressed otherwise, the information contained in this report covers only those items that were
examined and reflects the condition of those items at the time of inspection. The inspection is limited to
visual examination of accessible items without dissection, excavation, probing, or coring. There is no
warranty or guarantee, expressed or implied, that problems or deficiencies of the trees in questions may
not arise in the future.

TREE EVALUATION AND RECORDING METHODS
Site evaluations were made on December 28th and Jan 1st. The assessments included all
protected trees, located within the dripline of the project limits. The trees were tagged with
numbered metal tags. The health and structural condition of each tree was assessed and
recorded. Based on the trees health and structural condition, each trees suitability for preservation
was rated and recorded.
The recorded data is included in the Tree Assessment Chart, Appendix A, of this report. Tree
numbers were plotted on the attached Tree Location Map. To correlate the data in the Tree
Assessment Chart to the tree’s location on the site, refer to the Tree Location Map.
Twenty-nine trees were evaluated, representing five species. All trees are “protected” under City
of Scotts Valley ordinance.
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SUMMARY TREE AND SITE DESCRIPTION
The proposed development site of approximately ¾ of an acre, is currently a landscaped parking
lot. The property is sloped from the Scotts Valley Water District Building to the west down to
Scotts Valley Drive to the east. Trees are located along the perimeter of the lot and in parking
islands towards the center of the property.

View of parking lot area, looking west from Scotts Valley Drive.
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PROTECTED TREES IN THE CITY OF SCOTTS VALLEY

Protected Tree List*
A

Any size tree located within five (5) feet of a public right-of-way or street.

B

Any single-trunk oak tree greater than or equal to eight (8) inch diameter (25-inch
circumference). **

C

Any multi-trunk oak tree with any trunk greater than or equal to four (4) inches
diameter (12-inch circumference). **

D

Any tree greater than or equal to eight (8) inch diameter (25-inch circumference) ** if
located within 20 feet of a moderate slope (greater than 20% slope).

E

Any single-trunk tree greater than or equal to 13-inch diameter (40-inch
circumference). **

F

Any multi-trunk tree with any trunk greater than or equal to eight (8) inch diameter (25i n c h circumference). **

G

Any tree, regardless of size, required as part of a permit approved by the Planning
Department, Planning Commission or City Council, or required as a replacement tree
for a removed tree.

H

Any Heritage Tree, as specified in Municipal Code Section 17.44.080 and Exhibit A.
A list and map of Heritage Trees are available at the Planning Department. Fees for
removal of Heritage Trees are higher than other protected tree removals and
applications must be approved at a public hearing before the Planning Commission.
*

Note: No tree removal permit is required to remove:
• Monterey Pine trees that are infected with pitch canker; proof of infection is
required;
• Blue Gum Eucalyptus or Acacia trees;
• Bay Laurel trees if they are growing under the drip-line of an established oak tree;
or,
• Fruit trees.

** T r e e measurement shall be taken 4½ feet (54 inches) above the ground.
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The following table represents a list of all “Protected” tree species found at the
proposed Scotts Valley Housing Development.
Table 1 – Protected Tree Inventory Summary
Scotts Valley – New Housing Development
Common Name

Coast Live Oak
Coast Redwood
Monterey Cypress
Eastern Redbud
Strawberry Tree
Total Trees

Botanical Name

Quantity

Quercus agrifolia
Sequoia sempervirens
Hesperocyparis macrocarpa
Cercis canadensis
Arbutus undeo

12
6
7
3
1
29

TREE CONDITON
The condition of each tree was evaluated in the field and given a health condition rating
and a structure condition rating.

Condition Rating Methods
Below is a description of the criteria utilized to evaluate and rate the health and
structure of the trees:
Health and Structural Rating Description:
Health and structure ratings reflect relative conditions such as vigor, the extent
of decay, structure, and insect or disease problems. Good and fair ratings
indicate limited structural problems, acceptable vigor, and an absence of
significant disease issues. Poor ratings indicate serious health or structural
problems. Trees rated as poor are often a moderate to high risk of structural
failure.
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Health Ratings:
Good: A healthy, vigorous tree, reasonably free of signs and symptoms of
disease.
Fair:
Moderate vigor, moderate twig and small branch dieback, crown may
be thinning leaf color may be poor.
Poor: Tree in severe decline, dieback of scaffold branches and/or trunk, most
of foliage from epicormics (indicates last stage of foliar push from stored
moisture and nutrients in stems).
Structure Ratings:
Good: No significant structural defects. Growth habit and form typical of the
species.
Fair:

Moderate structural defects that are not at risk of failure, and might be
mitigated with management practices.

Poor:

Extensive structural defects that cannot be abated.

SUITABILITY FOR PRESERVATION
Suitability for Preservation Criteria
Before evaluating the impacts that will occur during development, it is important to
consider the quality of the tree resource itself and the potential for individual trees to
function well over an extended period. Trees that are preserved must be carefully
selected to make sure they perform favorably in the landscape and will be an asset to
the site over time. The arborist goal is to identify trees that have a potential for long term
health, structural stability and longevity.
Below is a description of the criteria utilized in assessment of suitability for
preservation:
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Suitability for Preservation Ratings:
Rating factors:
Tree Health: Healthy vigorous trees are more tolerant of construction impacts
such as root loss, grading and soil compaction, then are less vigorous
specimens.
Structural integrity: Preserved trees should be structurally sound and absent of
defects or have defects that can be effectively reduced, especially near
structures or high use areas.
Rating Scale:
Good: Trees in good health and structural condition with potential for longevity on
the site.
Fair: Trees in fair health and/or with structural defects that may be reduced with
treatment procedures.
Poor: Trees in poor health and/or with poor structure that cannot be effectively
abated with treatment. Trees can be expected to decline or fail regardless of
construction impacts or management.

Suitability for Preservation Based on Tree Condition Summary
Based on its health and structural condition, each tree was given a suitability for
preservation rating.
Of the 29 “protected” trees evaluated for the proposed project, 22 (amended 8/31/17),
are rated suitable for retention in a development project. These trees exhibit any
combination of fair or good health and fair or good structure, indicating they have
potential for longevity on the site. These trees would be expected to function well over
an extended period and should prove to be an asset to any proposed project.
Of the remaining trees, 7 (amended 8/31/17), were rated not suitable for
retention.These trees are in poor health or contain significant defects in structure that
cannot be abated with treatment indicating they would be poor candidates for
retention in the proposed project.
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Suitability for Preservation Based on Anticipated Construction Impacts
The final working drawings for this project will be completed pending review of the initial
plan sets. Therefore, tree management recommendations are based on current
preliminary information. Table 2 below lists the number of trees recommended for
removal due to construction impacts. These trees cannot be retained based on the
anticipated impacts indicated on the current plan sets. Also, listed in Table 2 are the
number of trees recommended for removal due to poor condition. The Tree Assessment
Chart – Appendix A lists the reasons for removal of each individual tree.

Table 2 - Tree Removal Summary (“Protected Trees”)
Scotts Valley – New Housing Development
Number of
‘protected’
trees
inventoried
29

Trees
recommended for
removal due to
poor condition
7

Trees recommended
for removal due to
anticipated
construction
impacts
Original quantity: 15
Updated quantity:16

8/31/17

Trees to be
preserved and
protected

Original quantity: 7
Updated quantity: 6

8/31/17

Total trees to be removed is increased from 22 to 23 (8/31/17).

Tree Protection Zones
Data has been entered in the Tree Assessment Chart – Appendix A, which indicates the
Tree Protection Zone for each tree.
To prevent inadvertent encroachment by heavy machinery, fencing should be installed
either at the edge of the Tree Protection Zone (TPZ), the crown drip line (whichever is
further from the trunk), or at the edge of the construction zone, if the construction zone
protrudes into the TPZ. The Project Arborist, should approve the location of the fencing.
All fencing should be in place prior to any site grading.
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Once the TPZ is delineated and fenced, essentially prior to any site work, landscape
construction, equipment and materials move in, construction activities are only to be
permitted within the TPZ if allowed for and specified by the project arborist. The fenced
TPZ areas are considered "non-intrusion zones" and should not be altered or
breached.
Tree Protection Zone fencing locations are documented on the attached map (Tree
Location & Protection Map)

Tree Removals
All tree work, removal, pruning, planting, shall be performed using industry standards of
workmanship as established in the Best Management Practices of the International
Society of Arboriculture (ISA) and the American National Standards Institute (ANSI A
300 series), and safety (ANSI Z133.1).
During tree removal and clearance, sections of the Tree Protection Fencing may need
to be temporarily dismantled to complete removal and pruning specifications. After each
section is completed, the fencing is to be re-installed.
Trees requiring removal are listed in the attached Tree Assessment Chart – Appendix A
Trees to be removed shall be cut into smaller manageable pieces consistent with safe
arboricultural practices, and carefully removed so as not to damage any surrounding
trees or structures. The trees shall be cut down as close to grade as possible. Tree
removal is to be performed by a qualified contractor with valid City Business/State
Licenses and General Liability and Workman’s compensation insurance.
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Tree Replacement Recommendations (new section added to amended report)
The removal of trees can be offset by replacement planting. A preliminary landscape
plane for the new project has been submitted. lists the number of trees proposed to be
replanted in the preliminary landscape plan.
The number and species of replacement trees or shrubs shall be determined by the City
of Scotts Valley Community Development Director Department. Typical replacement
ratios are one 15-gallon tree planted for every tree removed. They should be placed in
areas where ample light for establishment can be found and where they do not present
safety concerns.
Below is a summary of total trees removed, retained and proposed for replanting.
Total Protected Trees Removed:
Total Protected Trees Retained:
Total Trees To be Replanted:

23
6
44 (proposed landscape plan)

The proposed replanting ratio is very close to two trees replanted for every tree removed.

Tree Protection Guidelines and Restrictions
The following restrictions and guidelines apply to the designated tree protection zones:
(1) Before the start of site work, equipment or materials move in, clearing,
excavation, construction, or other work on the site, every tree to be retained shall be
securely fenced- off as delineated in approved plans. Such fences shall remain
continuously in place for the duration of the work undertaken in connection with the
development.
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2) If the proposed development, including any site work, will encroach upon the tree
protection zone, special measures shall be utilized, as approved by the project
arborist, to allow the roots to obtain necessary oxygen, water, and nutrients.

(3) Underground trenching shall avoid the major support and absorbing tree roots of
protected trees. If avoidance is impractical, hand excavation undertaken under the
supervision of the project arborist may be required. Trenches shall be consolidated
to service as many units as possible. Boring/tunneling under roots should be
considered as an alternative to trenching.
(4) Concrete or asphalt paving shall not be placed over the root
zones of protected trees, unless otherwise permitted by the project
arborist.
(5) Artificial irrigation shall not occur within the root zone of native oaks, unless
deemed appropriate on a temporary basis by the project arborist to improve tree
vigor or mitigate root loss.
(6) Compaction of the soil within the tree protection zone shall be avoided.
(7) Any excavation, cutting, or filling of the existing ground surface within the
tree protection zone shall be minimized and subject to such conditions as the project
arborist may impose. Retaining walls shall likewise be designed, sited, and
constructed to minimize their impact on protected trees.
(8) Burning or use of equipment with an open flame near or within the tree
protection zone shall be avoided. All brush, earth, and other debris shall be
removed in a manner that prevents injury to the tree.
(9) Oil, gas, chemicals, paints, cement, stucco or other substances that may be
harmful to trees shall not be stored or dumped within the tree protection zone of any
protected tree, or at any other location on the site from which such substances might
enter the tree protection zone of a protected tree.
(10) Construction materials shall not be stored within the tree protection zone
of a protected tree.
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Project Arborist Duties and Inspection Schedule
Inspection of site: Prior to equipment and materials move in, site work, demolition,
landscape construction and tree removal: The project arborist will meet with the general
contractor, architect / engineer, and owner or their representative to review tree
preservation measures, designate tree removals, delineate the location of tree
protection fencing, specify equipment access routes and materials storage areas,
review the existing condition of trees and provide any necessary recommendations.
Inspection of site: After installation of TPZ fencing: Inspect site for the adequate
installation of tree preservation measures. Review any requests by contractor for
access, soil disturbance or excavation areas within root zones of protected trees.
Assess any changes in the health of trees since last inspection.
Inspection of site: During excavation or any activities that could affect trees: Inspect site
during any activity within the Tree Protection Zones of preserved trees and any
recommendations implemented. Assess any changes in the health of trees since last
inspection.
Final Inspection of Site: Inspection of site following completion of construction. Inspect
for tree health and make any necessary recommendations.

Development Site Tree Health Care Measures
RECOMMENDED TO PROVIDE OPTIMUM GROWING CONDITIONS,
PHYSIOLOGICAL INVIGORATION AND STAMINA, FOR PROTECTION AND
RECOVERY FROM CONSTRUCTION IMPACT.
Establish and maintain TPZ fencing, trunk and scaffold limb barriers for protection
from mechanical damage, and other tree protection requirements as specified in the
arborist report.
Project arborist to specify site-specific soil surface coverings (wood chip mulch or
other) for prevention of soil compaction and loss of root aeration capacity.
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Soil, water and drainage management is to follow the ISA BMP for "Managing Trees
During Construction" and the ANSI Standard A300(Part 2)- 2011 Soil Management (a.
Modification, b. 'Fertilization, c. Drainage.)
Fertilizer / soil amendment product(s), amounts and method of application to be
specified by certified arborist.

Additional Tree Protection Specifications Required
This is a preliminary tree resource evaluation only.
When final architectural and civil plans are completed, and decisions are made by the
Scotts Valley planning department and the developer about which trees are to be
retained and protected, then further tree protection measures can be specified.

Respectfully submitted,

Kurt Fouts
Kurt Fouts ISA Certified Arborist WE-0681A

Commercial & Housing Project - 4627 Scotts Valley Drive
Tree Assessment Chart - Appendix A
Suitability for Preservation Ratings:

Retention or Removal Code:

Good: Trees in good health and structural condition with
potential for longevity on the site

RT: Retain Tree
RI: Remove Due to Construction Impacts

Fair: Trees in fair health and/or with structural defects that may
be reduced with treatment procedures
Poor: Trees in poor health and/or with poor structure that cannot be
effectively abated with treatment

Crown
Trunk
Diameter Height &
Spread
@ 4.5'

Health
Rating

Structural
Rating

Suitability for
Preservation
(Based Upon
Condition)

R.C. Remove Due to Condition

Retention
Tree
or
Protection
Removal
Zone (in
Code
feet)

Tree #

Species

1

coast redwood
(Sequoia sempervirens )

13

37'X12'

Fair

Fair

Fair

10'

RT

Requires pre-construction treatments. Branching structure absent in mid
canopy. Drought stressed. Increase irrigation if ordinance allows.

2

coast redwood

17

43'X13'

Fair

Fair

Fair

13'

RT

Requires pre-construction treatments. Branching structure absent in mid
canopy and 1/2 of lower canopy. Drought stressed. Increase irrigation if
ordinance allows.

3

coast live oak
(Quercus agrifolia )

10

24'X15'

Fair

Poor

Poor

8'

RC

Co-dominant trunks at 8' above grade. Suppressed growth habit (from
adjacent trees). Unbalanced canopy growth to North. Limited branching
structure.

4

coast live oak

17

24'X32'

Good

Fair

Fair

13'

RI

Site plan change. Remove due to ammended site plan 8/31/17. Good
specimen. Requires crown cleaning, clearance pruning and end weight
reduction.
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Trunk
Crown
Diameter Height &
@ 4.5'
Spread

Health
Rating

Structural
Rating

Suitability for
Preservation
(Based Upon
Condition)

Tree
Protection
Zone (in
feet)

Retention
or
Removal
Code

Comments

Tree #

Species

5

coast live oak
(Quercus agrifolia )

17"

23'X30'

Good

Good

Good

13'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new retaining wall. Good specimen. Requires
crown cleaning, clearance pruning and end weight reduction.

6

coast live oak

13"

19'X28'

Good

Good

Good

10'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new walkway. Good specimen. Requires
crown cleaning, clearance pruning and end weight reduction.

7

coast live oak

12"

14'X14'

Good

Fair

Fair

9'

R.I.

Tree is within footprint of new walkway and retainer. Suppressed growth
habit (from adjacent trees). Unbalanced canopy and significant lean to west.
Requires end weight reduction.

7-A

Monterey cypress
(Hesperocyparis
macrocarpa )

22"
(approx.)

43'X14'

Fair

Fair

Fair

28'

R.I.

Tree cannot be effectively clearance pruned without significantly damaging
tree structure. Located on adjacent property. Topped at 35' above grade.
Crowded growing conditions has created uneven canopy growth.

8

Monterey cypress

27"

43'X35'

Fair

Fair

Fair

34'

R.I.

Tree cannot be effectively clearance pruned without significantly damaging
tree structure. Trunk appears to straddle property line., which indicates coownership of tree. Co-dominant trunks at 22' above grade. Topped at 35'
above grade. Crowded growing conditions has created uneven canopy growth.

9

Monterey cypress

24"

48'X35'

Fair

Fair

Fair

30'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new retaining wall. Tip dieback of terminal
(top of tree). Crowded growing conditions has created uneven canopy growth.

10

Monterey cypress

22"

40'X35'

Fair

Fair

Fair

28'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new retaining wall. Crowded growing
conditions has created uneven canopy growth.
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Tree #

Species

11

Monterey cypress
(Hesperocyparis
macrocarpa )

Trunk
Diameter
@ 4.5'

42"

Crown
Height &
Spread

46'X38'

Health
Rating

Fair

Structural
Rating

Poor

Suitability for
Preservation
(Based Upon
Condition)

Poor

Tree
Protection
Zone (in
feet)

53'

Retention
or
Removal
Code

Comments

R.C.

Tree is within 5' of new retaining wall. Co-dominant trunks at 8' and again at
22' above grade. Large limb tear-out at 23' above grade. Tree was topped at
30' above grade. Significant lean to southeast. Crowded growing conditions
has created uneven canopy growth.

12

Monterey cypress

20"

36'X23'

Fair

Poor

Poor

25'

R.C.

Tree is within 5' of new retaining wall. Suppressed growth habit. Thinning
canopy & low live crown ratio. Lean to southeast that has self -corrected.
Crowded growing conditions with un-balanced canopy. Limb structure on east
side of trunk only.

13

coast live oak
(Quercus agrifolia )

21"

18'X26'

Fair

Good

Good

16'

R.I.

Tree is within 1' of new retaining wall. Additionally, tree cannot be effectively
clearance pruned without significantly damaging s tree structure. Requires
crown cleaning, clearance pruning and end weight reduction.

14

strawberry tree
(Arbutus unedo )

1",1",1",1
"

5'X5'

Good

Fair

Good

5'

R.I.

Within 5' of R.O.W. qualifies as street tree. Not complementary with proposed
landscape scheme. Suppressed growth habit, to southeast.

15

Eastern redbud (Cercis
canadensis )

12"

15'X15'

Poor

Fair

Poor

19'

R.C.

Within 5' of R.O.W. qualifies as street tree. Buttress and other roots damaged
(cracking & deadwood), due to foot traffic. Short lived species nearing end of
useful life.

16

Eastern redbud

14"

15'X15'

Poor

Fair

Poor

19'

R.C.

Branch dieback with fungal fruiting bodies. Short lived species nearing end of
useful life.

17

Eastern redbud

13"

15'X15'

Poor

Fair

Poor

19'

R.C.

Branch dieback .Short lived species nearing end of useful life.
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Crown
Trunk
Diameter Height &
Spread
@ 4.5'

Health
Rating

Structural
Rating

Suitability for
Preservation
(Based Upon
Condition)

Retention
Tree
or
Protection
Removal
Zone (in
Code
feet)

Tree #

Species

17-A

coast redwood
(Sequoia sempervirens )

17"

33'X15'

Poor

Poor

Poor

17'

R.C.

On adjacent property. Tree is nearly dead. Less than 5% live crown remains.

17-B

coast redwood

24",18"

27'X22'

Fair

Fair

Fair

14'

R.T.

On adjacent property. Co-dominant trunks at 2 feet above grade. Drought
stressed. Thinning branch structure. Needle dieback throughout canopy.
Increase irrigation if ordinance allows.

17-C

coast redwood

28"

33'X21'

Fair

Fair

Fair

21'

R.T.

On adjacent property. Drought stressed. Needle dieback throughout canopy.
Increase irrigation if ordinance allows.

18

coast live oak
(Quercus agrifolia )

17"

20'X20'

Good

Fair

Fair

13'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new retaining wall. Suppressed growth habit
has created uneven canopy . Significant lean to north. Evidence of boring
insects at trunk base. Requires clearance pruning.

19

coast live oak

12"

15'X17'

Fair

Good

Good

9'

R.I.

Tree is immediately adjacent to new retaining wall and in footprint of new
parking area. Thinning canopy. Live crown ratio is less than typical for
species.

20

coast live oak

15"

18'X21'

Fair

Good

Good

11'

R.I.

Tree is in footprint of new parking area.

21

coast live oak

8"

15'X15'

Fair

Fair

Fair

6'

R.I.

Tree is in footprint of new parking area.
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Crown
Trunk
Diameter Height &
Spread
@ 4.5'

Health
Rating

Structural
Rating

Suitability for
Preservation
(Based Upon
Condition)

Retention
Tree
or
Protection
Removal
Zone (in
Code
feet)

Tree #

Species

22

coast live oak (Quercus
agrifolia )

18"

17'X22'

Fair

Good

Good

14'

R.I.

Tree is in footprint of new parking area. Thinning canopy.

23

coast live oak

9"

16'X12'

Fair

Fair

Fair

7'

R.T.

Suppressed growth habit causing unbalanced canopy. Small twig dieback.

23-A

coast redwood
(Sequoia sempervirens )

17"

33'X12'

Fair

Fair

Fair

13'

R.T.

On adjacent property, (water dept.). Drought stressed. Thinning canopy.
Increase irrigation if ordinance allows.

24

Monterey cypress
(Hesperocyparis
macrocarpa )

14"

29'X21'

Good

Good

Good

14'

R.I.

Located within footprint of Building B.
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Appendix B
Appraised Value of Retained Trees - Trunk Formula Method

Tree #

Species

Trunk
Diameter
@ 4.5'

Basic Tree
Cost

Species

Condition

Site

Contribution

Placement

Appraised Value

1

coast redwood
(Sequoia sempervirens )

13"

$16,202

85%

61%

76%

75%

75%

$6,300

2

coast redwood

17"

$26,448

85%

61%

76%

75%

70%

$10,100

24",18"

$50,973

85%

55%

76%

75%

55%

$16,200

17-B
coast redwood
(141) (Sequoia sempervirens )

8/31/2017

Appraised Value of "Protected" Trees - Trunk Formula Method

Tree #

Species

Trunk
Diameter
@ 4.5'

Basic Tree
Cost

Species

Condition

Site

Contribution

Placement

Appraised Value

17-C
(140)

coast redwood

28"

$68,740

85%

61%

76%

75%

60%

$24,900

23

coast live oak
(Quercus agrifolia )

9"

$10,560

90%

59%

76%

75%

55%

$3,810

23-A

coast redwood

17"

$26,448

85%

66%

76%

75%

55%

$10,100

Total Value of Appraised Trees

8/31/2017

$71,410

Image #1 – Trees #1 & 2 (redwoods, red circles) - 3 & 4 (oaks, blue circles)

Image # 2 – Tree #1, coast redwood, (on right, red circle). Tree #2, coast redwood (on left, blue circle). Both
trees are in fair health (thinning growth) with fair structure (many limbs absent from branch structure).

Image #3 – Tree #3, coast live oak (circled). Tree has poor structure, note limited branching arrangement.

Image #4 – Trees #4,5, & 6 (coast live oaks). All are in good health with good or fair structure.

Image #5 – Coast live oak. Good health, but significant lean to west and unbalanced canopy.

Image #6 – Row of Monterey cypress. Numbers 7-A through 12, left to right. Note broad canopy extending
into parking bays. All have fair health and fair or poor structure (#11 & 12).

Image # 7 – Row of Monterey cypress. Numbers 7-A through 12. Note significant lean on Tree # 11 (arrow).

Image #8 – Tree #13, coast live oak, fair health and good structure.

Image #9 – Tree #14, strawberry tree in good condition.

Image #10 – Tree #15, eastern redbud. Short lived species, in poor condition with damaged surface roots and
branch dieback.

Image #11 – Tree #16, eastern redbud. Short lived species, in poor condition with branch dieback.

Image #12 – eastern redbud. Short lived species in poor conditon with extensive branch dieback.

Image #13 – Tree # 17-A, coast redwood (on adjacent property, circled). Tree is nearly dead.

Image #14 – Tree #17-B, coast redwood, (on adjacent property, circled). Drought stressed with needle
dieback throughout canopy, tree is in fair condition. Thinning canopy.

Image #15 – Tree #17-C, coast redwood, (on adjacent property, circled.) Drought stressed with needle
dieback throughout canopy, tree is in fair condition.

Image #16 – Tree #18, coast live oak. Good health and fair structure. Trunk has significant lean over parking
bays (arrow).

Image #19 – Tree #19, coast live oak. Fair health (thinning canopy), and good structure.

Image #20 – Tree #20, coast live oak. Fair health and good structure.

Image #21 – Tree #21, coast live oak. Fair health and fair structure.

Image #22 – Tree #22, coast live oak. Fair health, thinning canopy and good structure.

Image #23 – Tree #23, coast live oak. Fair health (small twig dieback) and fair structure (suppressed growth
habit with unbalanced canopy).

Image #24 – Tree #23-A, coast redwood ( on adjacent property, circled) . Fair health ( drought stressed with
thinning canopy), and fair structure.

Image #25 – Tree #24, Monterey cypress, (circled). Young cypress in good health with good structure.

Bay Photo Lab - Tree Inventory
Commercial and Housing Project
Scotts Valley, CA
12/28/16
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ASSUMPTIONS AND LIMITING CONDITIONS
1. Any legal description provided by the appraiser/consultant is assumed to be correct. No
responsibility is assumed for matters legal in character nor is any opinion rendered as the quality
of any title.
2. The appraiser/consultant can neither guarantee nor be responsible for accuracy of information
provided by others.
3. The appraiser/consultant shall not be required to give testimony or to attend court by reason of
this appraisal unless subsequent written arrangements are made, including payment of an
additional fee for services.
4. Loss or removal of any part of this report invalidates the entire appraisal/evaluation.
5. 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(s) to whom it is addressed without written consent of this
appraiser/consultant.
6. This report and the values expressed herein represent the opinion of the appraiser/consultant, and
the appraiser/consultant’s fee is in no way contingent upon the reporting of a specified value nor
upon any finding to be reported.
7. Sketches. Diagrams. Graphs. Photos. Etc., in this report, being intended as visual aids, are not
necessarily to scale and should not be construed as engineering reports or surveys.
8. This report has been made in conformity with acceptable appraisal/evaluation/diagnostic reporting
techniques and procedures, as recommended by the International Society of Arboriculture.
9. When applying any pesticide, fungicide, or herbicide, always follow label instructions.
10. No tree described in this report was climbed, unless otherwise stated. We cannot take
responsibility for any defects which could only have been discovered by climbing. A full root collar
inspection, consisting of excavating around the tree to uncover the root collar and major buttress
roots, was not performed, unless otherwise stated. We cannot take responsibility for any root
defects which could only have been discovered by such an inspection.
CONSULTING ARBORIST 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 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 medicine, cannot
be guaranteed.
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 all trees.

