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FILE NO. R-2008-07-UFC RESOLUTION NO. 006-08-UFC
April 22, 2008

[Resolution Endorsing Landmark Tree Status for Manzanita at 115 Parker Avenue]

Resolution endorsing landmark tree status for the Manzanita (Arctostaphylos
hispidula) located at 115 Parker Avenue, Assessor’s Block 1064, Lot 002.

WHEREAS, Public Works Code, Article 16, Section 810 charges the Urban Forestry
Council to examine nominated landmark trees using criteria approved by the Boardkof
Supervisors; and, .

WHEREAS, The Manzanita (Arctostaphylos hispidula) located at 115 Parker Avenue

fulfilis the landmark tree criteria that includes:

Rare: It is extremely rare as (1) it is of unknown genealogy and its species is as of yet
undetermined; (2) it is botanically an extremely important plant and is the subject of scientific
study by experts in the genus Arctostaphylos; (3) it is possibly the only one of its kind in San
Francisco, if not in the world, and (4) quite possibly a new species or a unique hybrid. .

Historical Association: The property originally was the historic Laurel Hill Cemetery
Groundskeeper's home. The Manzanita is a remnant of the original planting that grew in the
former Laurel Hills Cemetery (historically Landmark 33), which was adjacent to the property
at 115 Parker Avenue; and

Profiled in a Publication or Other Media: There are plans to publish this individual
Manzanita in scientific literature. Scientific testimony was received from two San Francisco
State University scientists regarding its rarity and that its genealogy is part of an ongoing
scientific study.

Ethnic Appreciation: It is part of a group of plants (Manzanitas) that were of value to
native civilization.

Neighborhood Appreciation: The tree is visible from the rear and it is visible to at least

six neighbors.
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Wildlife Value: It provides food for insects and birds.

WHEREAS, The Manzanita (Arctostaphylos hispidula) located at 115 Parker Avenue,
Assessor’s Block 1064, Lot 002 provides social, environmental and economic benefits to the
property, neighborhood and city; now, therefore be it

RESOLVED, The Urban Forestry Council recommends the Manzanita (Arctostaphylos
hispidula) located at 115 Parker Avenue, Assessor’s Block 1064, Lot 002 for landmark tree
status to the Board of Supervisors.

| hereby certify that this Resolution was adopted at the Urban Forestry Council's
Regular Meeting on April 22, 2008.

%fﬁf//;) J/JVA

Monica Fish, Council Secretary

VOTE: Approved (10-1) (4 Absent)

Ayes: Vice-Chair Quirke, Members Blair, Boss, Cohen, Habert, Miller, Nervo, Rodgers,
Sherk and Short

Noes: Chair Milne

Absent: Members Griswold, Hillan, Marks and Sustarich



Report of Findings for the Manzanita on Parker Street

The Landmark Tree Committee of the Urban Forestry Council met on Tuesday April 8, 2008 and
considered the nomination for Landmark Status of the Arctostaphylos (drctostaphylos sp.) in the
rear property of 115 Parker Street.

The committee did not make a recommendation for this tree. The vote was 2-2.

The presence of this plant before the UFC for consideration of Landmark Status challenges
standards and assumptions at the core of the Landmark Tree Ordinance, including the basic
understanding of what is a tree, what does large mean, and what is the intent of the Ordinance.

The definition of a tree as defined by City Code is vague and after preliminary discussion and
consideration, it would not be unreasonable to conclude that there is no precise definition that
could, or possibly even should, be applied to the term “tree”. Specifically, what is it that
separates a tree from a shrub? This is a topic, in the view of the Committee Chair, that the
Landmark Tree Committee and the UFC should consider at a future time. Aside from any
technical definition of a tree, there are other considerations: What was the Board of Supervisors
intent when they drafied the ordinance? What do the people of SF generally consider a tree to
be? What would be the ramifications (to the work of the Council and of the City in general,) of a
broad vs. a narrow definition of a tree?

The plant specimen under question, the Arctostaphylos at 115 Parker, is of unknown geneology,
and its species is as of yet undetermined. It is, botanically, an extremely important plant and is
the subject of scientific study by experts in the genus Arctostaphylos. It is, quite possibly, the
only one of its kind in San Francisco, if not the world, and quite possibly a new species or a
unique hybrid. As such, it is of the rarest category of plant possible. Under typical
circumstances, this criterion alone would be meritorious enough to warrent Landmark Status.

But this is not a typical circumstance, as it is debatable about whether this is a tree at all. It this is
a tree, clearly we should recommend landmarking. If it is not a tree, it is not properly before us.

The specimen satisfies the following landmark criteria:

It is extremely rare

It has historical association

It has neighborhood appreciation

There are plans to publish this individual in the scientific literature

It is part of a group of plants (manzanitas) that have ethnic appreciation, and that has
wildlife value

e The tree was nominated by and has the support of the property owner

Respectfully submitted,
Mike Boss
Chair, Landmark Tree Committee of the Urban Forestry Council






Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code Section 810, the UFC has developed these criteria for
evaluating potential landmark trees in San Francisco. When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees,
please consider the context of the tree within its site location. For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the
same community importance that a street or park tree would. Use comment sections, as appropriate, to explain
or support evaluation. Attach sheets if more space is needed.

Evaluator’s name: Mei Ling Hui

Date of evaluation: March 19, 2008
Scientific name: Manzanita hispidula
Common name: Howell’s Manzanita
Street address: 115 Parker Ave

Cross streets: Euclid

Rare: Rare Uncommon Common Other

Unusual species in San Francisco. Also consider rarity in California, North America, world.

Comment:

Size: Large Medium v Small

Notable size (height, diameter, canopy width) compared to other trees of the same species.

Comment: 7 %’ tall, 9° spread, 3” caliper to trunk

Age: Significantly advanced _ Not significantly advanced
Significantly advanced age for this species (known or estimated).
Comment: Hard to say. Could be very old, though the homeowner informed me that this plant has

grown significantly in the decade and a half since the ivy which covered it was removed.

Historical Association: v/ Yes None apparent

Related to a historic or cultural building, site, street, person, event, etc.

Describe nature of appreciation: The building was the Laurel Hill Cemetery Groundskeeper’s home.

Ethnic appreciation: Yes None apparent

Particular value to certain ethnic groups in neighborhood or city.

Describe nature of appreciation: I don’t know

Neighborhood appreciation: Yes v None apparent




Urban Forestry Council 2
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor gatherings, celebrations adjacent or
related to tree, etc. Attach documentation:

Describe:

Planting defines neighborhood character: Yes _ v No

Contributes to neighborhood aesthetic.

Describe contribution: It’s a backyard tree and isn’t visible from the public right of way. It is a nice
feature in the yard, but it doesn’t necessarily create a sense of place on its own.

Profiled in a publication or other media: Yes v Unknown

Tree has received print, internet, and/or video media coverage. Attach documentation if appropriate.
Describe coverage: The property owner informs me that the Manzanita is being researched and will be

included in a publication when genetic testing is completed. The publication will be through SF State.

High traffic area: Yes v No

High visibility, possible traffic calming effect.

Describe:

Low tree density: Low v Moderate High

Tree exists in a neighborhood with very few trees.

- Describe:

Extends between multiple properties: Yes v/ No

High visibility, multiple neighbors share tree.

Describe:

Accessible from public right-of-way: Yes v/ No
High visibility.

Describe:

Important wildlife habitat: v Yes No

It’s a native plant and provides food for insects and birds.

Interdependent group of trees: Yes v No

This tree forms a supercanopy and removing it may have an adverse impact on adjacent trees.

Describe:

Erosion control: Yes v No




Urban Forestry Council 3
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Tree prevents soil erosion.

Describe; Again, sidewalk tree.

Wind or sound barrier: Yes v/ No

Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise.

Describe:

Prominent landscape feature: Yes / No

A striking and outstanding natural feature.
Describe, attach photo if possible:

Character-defining form: v Yes No
Tree is an example of good form for its particular species.

Describe: The Manzanita is growing low and spreads along the ground somewhat. It has been propped
up. It appears to be a typical growth pattern for this plant in the wild.

Tree condition: v ___Good Poor Hazard
Consider overall tree health and structure, and whether or not tree poses a hazard

Describe:

Additional comments
The Manzanita is rare, healthy and attractive. My concerns with this nomination are that they plant is
small and given its low, as opposed to upright, form I don’t know if its tall enough to be considered a

tree as opposed to a shrub.






Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Evaluator's name: Carolyn Blair
Date of evaluation: April 2, 2008
Scientific name: Arctostaphylos hispidula |

Common name: Howell Manzanita
Street address: 115 Parker Street

Cross streets: Euclid

Rare: X Rare Uncommon Common Other

Comment: Could be the only Howell Manzanita in San Francisco. Also considered a rarity in

California, but documented in Humboldt http://www.calflora.org/cqi-

bin/species aquery.cqi?where-calrecnum=558

Size: Large Medium Small X
Notable size (height, diameter, canopy width) compared to other trees of the same species.

Comment: Interesting trunk formation, mostly horizontal, like a Japanese style tree.

Age: 80 Significantly advanced __ Not significantly advanced _X_Significantly advanced
age for this species (known or estimated).
Comment: Do not know the exact age.

Historical Association: X Yes None apparent
Related to a historic or cultural building, site, street, person, event, etc.

Describe nature of appreciation; The property originally was part of a historic cemetery; {he
house could be from the late 1800’s according to current owner.:

Ethnic appreciation: Yes None apparent

Particular value to certain ethnic grdups in neighborhood or city.

Describe nature of appreciation: Don’t know.

Neighborhood appreciation: X Yes None apparent

Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor gatherings, celebrations adjacent
or related to tree, etc. Attach documentation:

Describe: Soon to be published as a new location of a rare species of Manzanita.

Planting defines neighborhood character: Yes X No

Contributes to neighborhood aesthetic.

Describe contribution



Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Profiled in a publication or other media:’ Yes X Unknown

Tree has received print, internet, and/or video media coverage. Attach documentation f
High traffic area: Yes X _No
High visibility, possible traffic calming effect.

Describe: Backyard tree.

Low tree density: Low Moderate High
Tree exists in a neighborhood with very few trees.

Extends between multiple properties: Yes X No
High visibility, multiple neighbors share tree.

Accessible from public right-of-way: ___Yes _ X No

High visibility.

Important wildlife habitat: _ Yes X No

Wildlife shelter and/or food (observed or potential). Describe ahd be as specific as possible.

Interdependent group of trees: Yes X No

This tree forms a super canopy and removing it may have an adverse impact on adjacent trees.
Erosion control: Yes X _No

Tree prevents soil erosion.

Wind or sound barrier: Yes X _ No

Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise.

Prominent landscape feature: X Yes No

A striking and outstanding natural feature.

Describe, attach photo if possible: Interestind shaped trunk structure.

Character-defining form: Yes No
Tree is an example of good form for its particular species.

Describe: | am not sure, but | find it a very pleasing shape.

Tree condition: X _Good Poor Hazard
Consider overall tree health and structure, and whether or not tree poses a hazard
Describe: | am not an expert, but it looked in good health to me and well cared for.

Additional comments: The UFC has yet to describe or define what a tree is. This species is

known for its unusual form low to the ground. “Manzanita: California has been charmed by its

graceful, twisted limbs. Some people even refer to it as, "mountain driftwood," because its

branches and trunk have that same look as wood long-sculpted by ocean waves. They make

wonderful accent pieces in the native garden and are beautiful in Oriental gardens, as well.

An evergreen, its trunks branch close to the ground.




try Council
Tree Evaluation Form and Criferia

Pursvant to Ordinance D017-06 and Public Works Code Section 810, the UFC has developed these eriteria for
evaluating potential landmark trees in San Franeisco.  When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees,
please consider the context of the tree within its site focation. For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the
same community importance that a street or park tree would. Use comment sections, as appropriate, to explain
or support evaluation.  Attach sheets if more space is needed.

Fvaluator’s name:

Date of evaluation:

Scientific name: | 3 T L TN
] 3 1 R E 3 D TO
Common name: é“”w fz&i{ < AT “f pd
Street address:  J 1S , veclie.  Fhed
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Rare: Rare _ Uncommon o Common  Other

Unusual species in ‘mm Francisco. Also consider rarity in g dhimma North America, world.
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Significantly advanced age for this species (known or estimated).
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Historical Association:

_ None apparent

Related to a historic or cultural building, site, strest, person. event, ¢ic.

Describe nature of appreciation:




Ethpic apureciation: o Yes __ None apparent

Particular value to certain ethnic groups in neighborhood or city.

Describe nature of appreciation:

Neiglborhood appreciation: None apparent

Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor gatherings, celebrations adjacent or
related to tree, et Attach documentation:

Deseribe:

Planting delines peiehborhood character: Yes No

Contributes to neighborhood aesthetic,

Describe contribution:

Profiled in 2 publicativn or other media: Yes _ Unknown

. p Ny g i Ly e
Describe coverage: el § i M S
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e
High traffic area: Yes v No
High visibility, possible traffic calming effect.
Describe:
Low free density: o Low _/ Moderate High

Tree exists in a neighborhood with very few trees.

Describe:

Extends between multiple properties: Yes

High visibility, multiple neighbors share tree.

Desoribe:




Describe:

Important wildlife habitat: Y No

o i DaR—

Wiidlife shelter and/or food {observed or potential). Describe and be as specific as possible

Interdenendent sroup of frees: Yes ¥ No
This tree forms a supercanopy and removing it may have an adverse impact on adjacent trees.

Doscribe:

. ¢
Erosten controb: . Yes ;&WN{}
Tree prevents soil erosion,

Describe:
Wind or sound barger: Yes M_\}f"m'i\fo

Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise.

Describe:
Prominent landscape feature: Yes WEL Mo

A striking and outstanding natural feature.

Describe, attach photo if possible:

Claracter-delining form: Yes No

Tree is an example of good form for its particular species.

Dieseribe:
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Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code Section 814, the UFC has developed these criteria for
evaluating potential landmark trees in San Francisco.  When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees,
please consider the context of the tree within its site location. For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the
same community importance that a street or park free would. Use comument sections, as appropriate, to explain
or suppuort evaluation. Attach sheets i more space is needed.

Fvaluator’s name:

Date of evaluation:

Scientific name:

Common name:

Street address:

Cross streets:

Rare: __ Uncommon _ Common ' _ Ofther

Unusual species in San Francisco. Also consider rarity in California, North America, world.

Comment:

i{f :_Mf[\ficdium o Small

Size:  L-lLarge
Notable size (height, diameter, canopy width) compared to other trees of the same species,

- Comment:

Age: 17 Significantly advanced ___Not significantly advanced

Significantly advanced age for this species (known or estimated).
: .

4 Y P
Comment: Y 25 S sl
Historica] Association: _ Yes ?»f_x ~ None apparent

Related to a historic or cultural building, site, street, person, event, ete.

Desceribe nature of appreciation:
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Urban Forestry Council

Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Ethnic appreciation: Yes  Nomne apparent

Particular value to certain ethnic groups in neighborhood or city.

Deseribe nature of appreciation: . - 42
VS s i
7Ll .

Neivhborhood appreciation: Yes

Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor gatherings, celebrations adjacent or

related {o tree, ete. Attach documentation:

Deseribe:
P " 'f‘/
Planting defines neighborhood character: Yes 1/ No

Contributes to neighborhood aesthetic.

Describe contribution: IS -

(% ¥ E + s X * . ,// K
Profiled in a publication or other media: Lot Xes Unknown
Tree has received print, internet, and/or video media coverage. Attach documentation if appropriate.
’ ; Ao F3 s AT 7
Describe coverage: f (s e Yo I P W 5

High traffic area: Yes “ No

High visibility, possible traffic calming effect.

Deseribe:

Low tree density: . Low ~ Moderate _ High

Describe:

Extends between multiple properties: Yes

High visibility, multiple neighbors share tree.

Describe:




Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

/
/
Accessible from public right-of-way: Yes ¥V No
High visibility.
Deseribe:
Important wildlife habitat: _ Yes No

&1

Wildlite shelter and/or food (observed or potential). Describe and be as specific as possible.
. ) . e

-~ -

Interdependent group of trees: Yes W No
This tree forms a supercanopy and removing it may have an adverse impact on adjacent trees.

Describe:

Erosion control: Yes

Tree prevents soil erosion,

Deseribe:

Wind or seund barrier: Yes M{ No

Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise.

Describe:

Prominent landscape feature: Yes ",»/ _No
A striking and outstanding natural feature.
Describe, attach photo if possible:

i
Character-defining form: Yes %//’\3 0

Tree is an example of good form for its particular species.

Describe:
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Urban Forestry Council
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteris

______ rzard

Tree condition: __ Good Poor 1
Consider overall tree health and structure, and whether or not tree poses a hazard

: i L
: / 7 e e F
Describe: / -, 5 )
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SAN FRANCISCO URBAN FORESTRY COUNCIL

Who can nominate a landmark tree?

= A property owner may nominate a tree on his or her property.

= A City department or agency may nominate a tree on their
property. City departments and agencies should conduct an
internal approval process before nominating a tree.

= The Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Landmarks
Preservation Advisory Board and the head of a City department
or agency may nominate a tree.

= A member of the public may approach a property owner, Board
of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Landmarks Preservation
Advisory Board or the head of a City department or agency
about nominating a tree.

+

Things to consider when you nominate a landmark tree

s A permit will be required for any future removal of a landmark
tree. if you are a private property owner, you will need a
landmark tree removal permit from DPW. If you are City and
County department, your department will hold a public hearing
and then decide whether or not to approve a tree removal.

= All trees need proper maintenance from a professional arborist
including mature and notable trees.

= The property owner is liable for all issues that may arise with a
landmark tree. The City and County of San Francisco does not
assume liability by conferring landmark status on a tree.



SAN FRANCISCO URBAN FORESTRY COUNCIL

Landmark Tree Nomination Form

Disclaimer: Any information you include on this form will be part of the public record. Anyone
may request to see the information you submit for a landmark tree nomination. For more legal

information, see the last page of this form.

Who can nominate a landmark tree?

= An authorized nominator is a Supervisor, head of a City department or agency, Planning
Commissioner, Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board member, or property owner.

s The Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission, Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board
and the head of a City department or agency may nominate a tree.

= The head of a City department or agency may nominate a tree on property under their
jurisdiction. City departments and agencies should conduct an internal approval process

before nominating a tree.

—————3>= A property owner may nominate a tree on his or her property.
= A member of the public may ask an authorized nominator to nominate a tree.

Iamone o{ the following authorized nominators

Property owner

L] Board of Supervisor member

] Head of a city department or agency

] Planning Commission member

[ Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board member

Please note that a permit will be required for any future removal of a landmark tree.

Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code 810, the Urban Forestry Council requests

the following information.

Property owner: Authorized nominator {Supervisor, Planning
Commission, Landmarks Advisory Board,
Head of City Department/Agency):

K Rese iy sen < PROPERTY OWANER

Name L Name

/15 PARKER AVENUE ~
Address » _ Address \
S¥ (A4 G418 .
Address Address
unlisted AN
Phone (day) Phone (day) \
R
Fax # Fax #
Email Email



I am the property owner or an authorized nominator and I support this nomination.

/ T~ Signature
Mavah, 3, 200% Date

I am the property owner and I grant permission for city staff to evaluate the nominated tree on

the property with ad ance notice. and with me. ?%éﬂn‘{’ p%

il Signature
/o"df’df\ “% &@@g Date
TREEDESCRIPTION ~ \/{x oneé gene (second gene Puﬂcﬁ@)

; A o7 b b
Tree name (species and common name): Af‘ Chfﬁaﬁkv l0s i O?id&f // @W@“ S MQJ/’M 'ﬁm!‘f&
Number of trees: _ ONE (1) o
Street address: __/ /S PARKiE AVENUE ; ST, CA G4IE

Location of Tree: 1 Front yard ;E\Rear yard []Sideyard []Corner-side yard
[] public right-of-way [ ] Public lands [_] Not sure
{1 Other:

GPS units (OPTIONAL): '

Height A & feet

Average canopy width' Yy feet

Circumference at chest level® inches

Circumference at ground leve® ___ inches

1 Distance from one edge to opposite edge of tree canopy
2 Distance around trunk at 4.5 ft off the ground.
3 Distance around trunk on the ground where the trunk meets the soil.

A ffﬂf

The Urban Forestry Council will use the following criteria to evaluate each potential landmark tree.
Please check the applicable criteria boxes and provide additional information about each component. If
you need more space to describe the tree, please attach additional sheets.

Speci
ﬁRare The. @nly one L @Mtsf i% H”lﬁ (et v cmci Co ,wﬁy ’{: Saw %‘wmgm.
S - we aahe , pehal Ly sepgmd Geisé.
Size or Age DNA - esied For e, ¥ ‘ J
[[] Greater than typical mature size or age

Cultural/Historical Value
Significant historical or cultural association with person, place, event
{1 Significant ethnic appreciation g
[] Neighborhood appreciation oftree 'ﬁi e
Epart of planting that defines fieighborhood character

“I] Profiled in a publication or other media ~«— il i be

Key Location
[[1 High traffic area
woNE  [] Low tree density area
[] Extends between several properties
[] visually accessible from public right-of-way

Updated on June 19, 2007



Ecolo
Important wildlife habitat
[1 Part of interdependent group of trees
[1 Erosion control
] wind or sound barrier

Visual characteristic I 4 W +s
™ Prominent landscape feature SP@C*'&%(W in bloom / fru

XCharacter defining form

Tree Condition
No apparent problems  [_] Minor problems 1 Major problems [[] Extreme problems

Tree Condition
] Root issues
Mushrooms (trunk or base of tree)
Trunk wounds or cracks
Trunk cavities
Broken or dead branches
Crowded or crossing branches
Pest or disease problem
Previous construction that may have damaged tree

LI R

)

Describe how/why the tree has hnshorlcal importance due to an association with a building, structure, site,

- v
_street, person or event. Historically, Mdw euef« o dul o Mé;?,f{;uu el mam"cmqg‘v Ojgf?ﬂ’
5&11 Zo Qem:&exj ond © Wﬁﬂ— m imimes

n celd

l iﬁ@;‘{’ ~hl>r »%%ﬂfﬁ Gl cuzoi “'I 6 (/wwi 7 Paa*{'ﬂ @!f {\em ny, WES @_ (aﬁove%
u«@) qum) Hill Coametorms dbud la@f’&- Wis OGN o‘m tas liste quf&!f 63

s s ol Frameiscan “sand ovelr  Ser evﬁme,,,/v’r—% much of ‘anyfliing dorgto

N 0(/15M¢Q let. Pobligation on e E)(C@,&'l\}/ is PQVL Sy

Describe how/why t| e tree has cultural, social and/or historical |mportance

bt
Quﬂ’w Wy, Hnis nanzanra cocld hole lee *v by the Oh o;é/&g;_‘:mc&dm)
Yot v’? ok cilewvr“ yet, Hhsten aally, -HC va ark ¥ 33, ﬁ’ mﬂ({sw m&d
Vlo%(ﬂ\‘g wew is OF 7’9@)6 jﬁo-r my amgwmi bwvw&a Wowde with sie

e

> ccuemacs
04 & Tanea, N caf*éwmzﬁg fnduzan (= Jde
and \ ’rb jﬁ oine \.o'djl § mafﬁ ot

Hevrnia o
DescHEE ﬁovéfL ﬁy the tree is @ def‘ ining or meaningful feature of a nelghborhood é’eUJ ok lawvel 7L7é /[

This manzani is a rele fremnoawt vok Haok 1
Cexs anjim “[Tﬁ&e (%LW?-(’ Lmv% a@ﬁ‘% ha ffﬁ pov focrfmglwfw ol
a_(emetOvy, sebd o devel. W,si? Plapts otk bu fgw‘f

6 IcwnL wes st c:x;\,ml (odo Mtﬂ / Wursevies
Describe how/why the tree has ecological value I|Ze wildlife habltat and erosion control.
H

%wwfgkmd@ (dr%%if rom éw-@fyméﬂ wﬁgﬁgk Pmkxsﬁﬂ \%m%f Robies
3 ies 16 the late summen. Serdr - cm ipe
e e b e o b L 0 ™ e gt
+his plawt. ~Tiny birda hangout (n dree. Unlkknown thf'kmcf c@%im(

Describe any tree health or structure issues.

None Hhat I See as ne@orhu‘& %ﬂd@( erb Ul“(ﬁ{ ‘%’yJ

Updated on June 19, 2007



If you have any questions about this form, tree terms or tree concepts, please contact the
Urban Forestry Council staff (below). It is acceptable if you cannot prov:de some of the

mfor!natlon requested on this form. — {1 .ye never done \é{m 5 56 nis i s w&!oﬂ’
T hawe bt Nowe Y“% werk\ on His pPwject from SE Stale

ond nivers é’zﬂg (ifernia, efkdc;y, 0¥ al voucker SgeOme"‘
A photograph of the tfee must be submitted with this form. collepic

see attached full view and closewp P{/zms etel, 7 platuites.

Please attach optional supporting documents such as letters, arborist report, etc.

Send to: Attn: Landmark Tree Nomination, 11 Grove Street, San Francisco, CA94102  35%.- 3700
OR environment@sfgov.org

Any information you submit will be part of the public record.

The Public Records Act defines a "public record” broadly to include "any writing containing mformahon
relating to the conduct of the public's business prepared, owned, used or retained by any state or local
agency, regardless of the physical form or characteristics." Govt. Code § 6252(e). The Sunshine
Ordinance defines "public information” as the content of "public records" as defined in the Public Records
Act. Admin Code § 67.20(b). Pursuant to the Public Records Act and Sunshine Ordinance, this
document is a public record and will be available to the public upon request, at the hearing site, at the
San Francisco Main Library, and on the Urban Forestry Council's website. Admin Code §§ 8.16, 67.7 (b),
and 67.21(a).
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San Francisco Urban Forestry Council
Criteria for Landmark Tree Evaluation

Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code Section 810, the Urban Forestry Council has

- developed these criteria for evaluating potential landmark trees in San Francisco.

When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees, please consider the context of the tree within
its site location. For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the same community importance that a
street or park tree would.

Rare: Unusual species in San Francisco. Also consider rarity in California, North America, world.

Size: Notable size compared to other trees of the same species.

Age: Significantly advanced age (known or estimated).

Historical association: Related to a historic or cultural building, site, street, person, event, etc.
Ethnic appreciation: Particular value to certain ethnic groups in neighborhood or city. |

)

Neighborhood appreciation: Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor
gatherings, celebrations adjacent or related to tree, etc.

Planting defines neighborhood character: Contributes to neighborhood aesthetic.

Profiled in a publication or other media: Tree has received print, internet, video media coverage.
High traffic area: High visibility, possible traffic calming effect.

Low tree density: Tree exists in a neighborhood with very few trees.

Extends between multiple properties: High visibility, multiple neighbors share tree.

Accessible from public right-of-way: High visibility.

Important wildlife habitat: Wildlife shelter and/or food (observed or potential).

Interdependent group of trees: This tree forms a supercanopy and removing it may have an adverse
impact on adjacent trees.

Erosion control: Tree prevents soil erosion.

Wind or sound barrier: Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise
Prominent landscape feature: A striking and outstanding natural feature.
Character defining form: Tree is an example of good form for its particular species.

Tree condition: Consider overall tree health and structure, and whether or not tree poses a hazard.



