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1. City received a request to evaluate
the health and structure of the tree.

2. Public works notified the City
Arborist and requested a review of
the tree.

3. City arborist performed a LV 1
evaluation of the tree.

4. Based on observations the City
Arborist recommended the tree for
removal, and requested that West
Coast Arborist, Inc. performa LV 3
risk evaluation of the tree.

5. WCA determined that the tree
presented a high risk and
recommended either removal or
substantial pruning to mitigate the
risk. 2
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6. Due to concerns related to the
structural integrity of the tree, the
City arborist performed a LV3
evaluation using Sonic
Tomography.

7. Tree was found to have high levels
of internal damaged and/or decay,
and presented a imminent risk to
the community and adjacent
homeowner.

8. UFAC was notified of the pending
removal.

9. Tree was removed.




>

1. Tree was found to be in fair to good health,
with the exception of two dead branches.
2. Signs of structural decline
a) Two 1- to 3- inch wide cracks that
extend at least 1- foot into the tree
b) Presence of basal decay
c) Termite damage
d) When sounded with a mallet the
tree has a deep hollow resonating
sound
3. Due to the observed defects the tree was
considered a risk to the community and
adjacent home. Tree was recommended for
removal.
4. Request that WCA to verify the findings.
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Broken Branches
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1. WCA performed a LV-3 risk
assessment using a Resistograph.

2. During the evaluation WCA found
the following:

f)

Tree has co-dominant stems a
unbalanced canopy.

Two branch failures.

Old wounds with termite
damage

Dull hollow sound when
sounded.

Two cracks/cavities running
vertically along the west side of
the tree.

High level of interspersed
decay with the trunk.



WCA Evaluation

WCA Recommendations

1. Remove and replace

2. Remove all dead, broken, and damaged
limbs. Perform reduction and removal
pruning cuts on the east side to help
balance Canopy.

a) This would reduce risk to Moderate.

b) Due to structure the ability to make
proper cuts would be limited.

c) Significantly diminish the trees
character and stress the tree further.

Approximate Scale

1 square = %2 inch




. Conducted a structural analysis of

the tree’s trunk with the use of sonic
tomography.

. Sonic tomography detects decay,

cavities, and fractures in trees by
accurately measuring the velocity of
sound waves as they pass through
wood.

. Differences in velocity help

determine areas of healthy wood
and areas of damaged wood, which
has less elasticity and density than
healthy wood
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LV3 - City Evaluation
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v:100% Solid wood: 16 % Damaged: 79 % v:50% 4

The tomogram shows the relative
and apparent ability of the wood to
transmit acoustic waves.

5. Provides an output and visual
representation that displays different
colors based on properties.
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« Dark Browns — Areas of healthy wood,
where the fastest velocities occur.

« Green — Varies, but describes the distance
between healthy and damaged wood, and
can be indicative of early fungus infection.

» Violets and Blues — Damaged wood.
— Cracks

www.PiCUS-info.com
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L — 1. The tree had approximately 16% solid wood,
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79% damaged wood, and 5% transitional
wood (area between healthy and damaged
wood).

2. The average depth of the residual wall
thickness (brown) ranged from virtually non-
existent to a maximum thickness of
approximately 6.6 inches.

3. Due to the level of detected damaged wood,
the size, and location of the tree, tree was
considered to pose a pose a significant

threat to the community and was

s iocon recommended for removal.
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STREET MAINTENANCE SECTION
Street Tree Removal Request

1) Tree request is: "W°'“°'°°'
) q |l save |[ 69 ciose Submitted By'_:m\ 9"09 Date: 4/9'//7

2) Request is rec o=

Contact Info 760-43

3) Field Su perViS( Alt Contact Info Work Order No: [662?0 .
Property Owner: Cf";/ OF ok AaS Phone: Gg0) 632 - 295 Y
Address: [60 CRUE M;l/rt{ALsz

eaiziones Louar et SECTION B - Reason for Removal
,, Description:_PIWE- TREE  ad Looeid/ }s  Peacl

(Supervisor complete sections A, B, C and retum to: Deputy Director Public Works) ) Attribute Search M Editor ,{, Measure

SECTION A - Contact Information

Reference #

@ymg, Di d, Hazardous, D inant/Crowding, Public Nuisance)
City Inspection: [ZrYa Date: ‘Sz/ S//___ (attach inspection results) ONo
Contactor Inspection: [J Yes (attach inspection results) Z’No
Arborist Report: OVYes (Anacn report) A No
Treeininventory: 7 Yes Facilty ID#: (4074 £TRER- ONo
Photo attached: (7 Yes O No
(] See Attached Report SECTION C - Required Information: 3
T i o bR s | i 1]
s A Main

Location: (923 Cpesd-  Dn- Eoy I # 3 Aus OF i Pl e
Size (DBH, height & crown):__ 2"~ /2 (S -30 iy

Site Detail (2.0 Condition: £ 2 Manage i CRIM

District  Addres Type and severity of defect,___(>£4C( E regom

6F 1923 Gt

<P Next--> B 5
rev Nexi G SECTION D - (Depuly Director Public Works Use Only)
Grid/Routine Trim
S for Stvreei Date of Review: Notes: Drocess Tor
/ / Mail
Contact List
2 :
4 egts t’h ro Ugh [J CONDITIONA! mpaovﬂ 1 | | apPrOVED [J DENIED T —— —
Notes: o e —
WCA 01/14/2002 I /’/ ’ Potential Risk Count
7 Inspect-Recommend... 26

Deputy Director: VIN rJ Date: ) — N Dead Tree 6

Updaled: Seplember. 2014
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