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I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION  

Property Owner/Applicant Information 
The property owner is: 
  
Mr. Nemotollah Mostajer 
Golden Palace Construction Company, Inc. 
20225 Lorenzana Drive 
Woodland Hills, CA 91364 
(818) 599-5310 
 
Preparer Information 
The preparer of this Native Tree Report is: 
 
Envicom Corporation (Envicom) 
4165 E. Thousand Oaks Blvd., Ste. 290 
Westlake Village, CA 91362 
Contact: Mr. Jim Anderson, Principal Biologist 
(818) 879-4700 ext. 234 
 
Project Location  
The project site is located at 23333 Saddle Peak Road (APN# 4438-039-001) within a rural area of 
unincorporated Los Angeles County in the Santa Monica Mountains (see Figure 1, Regional Location 
Map). The property is in the Coastal Zone and is subject to the Santa Monica Mountains Local Coastal 
Program (Santa Monica Mountains LCP).  
 
Project Description   
As required by the County of Los Angeles (County), the project involves removal and disposal of 
undocumented fill from a slope as well as a graded pad area, and restoration of all disturbed areas on the 
subject property to native habitat, including removal of invasive plant species. Appendix 1 provides a 
restoration (fill removal) and erosion control plans prepared by ACE Civil Engineering and SMS 
Geotechnical Solutions, March 3, 2023, which illustrate the locations of the fill dirt to be removed. The 
undocumented fill, the proposed restoration area, and the proposed invasive plant species removals are 
shown on Figure 2, Tree Location and Impact Map.  
 
Assignment 
The County has required preparation of a Native Tree Report to document protected native trees located 
within or adjacent to the undocumented fill dirt and the proposed restoration area. Protected native trees 
include trees meeting criteria for protection pursuant to the Santa Monica Mountains LCP.  
 
The Santa Monica Mountains Local Implementation Plan (LIP) requires the Native Tree Report to include 
a survey map and to identify the existing health of each native tree, potential impacts of development on 
each native tree, and whether each tree is proposed to be removed, to have substantial encroachment into 
its root protection zone, or minor encroachment. The report shall also contain recommendations or avoiding, 
minimizing, and/or mitigating native tree impacts.  
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This report identifies protected native trees located within and immediately adjacent to the proposed 
restoration area and evaluates the potential impacts to protected trees and mitigation requirements.   
 
Method of Field Evaluation 
The Santa Monica Mountains Land Use Plan and LIP define protected trees as all oaks (Quercus sp.) and 
native trees measuring ≥ 6″ in diameter, or a combination of any two (2) trunks measuring a total of ≥ 8” 
or more in diameter (measured 4.5′ above ground). Pursuant to the LIP, Envicom Principal Biologist Jim 
Anderson and Staff Biologist Cameron Cesa conducted a survey and evaluation of all protected trees within 
the survey area on June 9, 2022. A silver aluminum tree tag marked with an identifying number was affixed 
to the north side of each surveyed tree. Global Positioning System (GPS) coordinates of the trunks of the 
protected trees were georeferenced using a Trimble GEOXH 6000 Series with sub-meter accuracy, and 
canopy extents were delineated in the field using recent aerial imagery. Visual inspections and 
measurements recorded included the following: 
 

1) Tree species; 
2) Form including canopy extent and trunk diameter at 4.5 feet above grade;  
3) Physical condition; and, 
4) Tree health rating.  

 
Additional information was collected for oak trees, such as additional physical data, vigor, and aesthetics. 
Appendix 2 provides an overview of field observation definitions and grading criteria.  

 
II. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SITE OBSERVATIONS  

The site is located at the upper elevations on the southern flank of the Santa Monica Mountains on a 
drainage divide separating the Topanga Creek Watershed and the Las Flores Canyon Watershed. The 
western portion of the site is bisected by Saddle Peak Road. The site is undeveloped. There is a flat graded 
pad and a short, unimproved dirt road at the site. The graded pad can be accessed from Saddle Peak Road 
via the unimproved dirt road (the south entrance) or via a separate gate (the north entrance) located just 
west of the pad. There is a chain link fence with large wooden posts to discourage unauthorized access to 
the property, which runs along the western margin of the pad and dirt road generally parallel to Saddle Peak 
Road.  
 
The topography of the site ranges from flat to moderately steep with elevations ranging from approximately 
2,330 to 2,485 feet. The soils are of the Zuma Ridge-Kawenga association, 30 to 75 percent slopes, which 
consist of loam over bedrock, which formed from residuum and colluvium derived from sandstone. There 
are sandstone rock outcrops along Saddle Peak Road. The average high/low summer temperatures in the 
upper elevation inland foothills of the Santa Monica Mountains are 80/50°F, average high/low winter 
temperatures are 70/40°F, and precipitation is approximately 18 to 23 inches per year. Vegetation at the site 
consists predominantly of chaparral, stands of introduced trees, and disturbed areas such as the graded pad, 
which are ruderal and contain non-native grasses and forbs. Based on a review of aerial imagery, the site 
does not appear to have been burned in a wildfire for many years.  
 
There is an ephemeral drainage on the subject property and another just south of the property. These 
drainages do not support riparian vegetation but rather are crossed by the same type of chaparral or scrub 
habitats found on the surrounding slopes. Both drainages flow in a general west to east direction.  
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The undocumented fill dirt was placed at the graded pad and on the slope near the south entrance to the 
property. The graded pad is flat while the entrance slope is moderately steep, and both are currently 
vegetated predominately with non-native grasses and forbs.  
 
The site is surrounded by undeveloped, relatively pristine natural habitats. There is rural residential 
development to the southeast, and a microwave tower and utility station to the northeast. 
 
III. TREE SURVEY RESULTS 

Within the survey area, there are a total of nine (9) protected native trees, including six (6) scrub oaks 
(Quercus berberidifolia), two (2) laurel sumacs (Malosma laurina), and one (1) toyon (Heteromeles 
arbutifolia). Figure 2, Tree Location and Impacts Map provides the GPS-acquired location of each 
protected tree as well as their canopy extents and Protected Zones. The Protected Zone is defined as the 
area within the dripline and extending a minimum of five (5) feet outside the dripline or 15 feet from the 
trunk of a tree, whichever is greater (LIP subsection K of Section 22.44.1920). Photographs provided below 
on Plates 1 and 2, Photos of Protected Trees in the Survey Area document the visual condition of each 
tree. Table 1, Tree Survey Data provides the data collected for each protected native tree, including 
species, diameter, health rating, notes on physical condition, and whether the tree is a heritage tree. 
Additional information was collected for oak trees, which is provided on forms in Appendix 3. None of 
the protected trees are heritage trees.  
 
Four (4) of the scrub oaks (Tree #s 1 – 4) located adjacent to the unimproved dirt road comprise a small 
Los Angeles County oak woodland. The extent of this Los Angeles County oak woodland including the 
canopies and sphere of influence (SI) are shown on Figure 2. An oak woodland is defined by the County as 
“an oak tree stand, including its understory, which consists of two or more oak trees of at least five inches 
in diameter measured at 4.5 feet above mean natural grade, with greater than 10% canopy cover, or that 
may have historically supported greater than 10% canopy cover as early as January 1, 2005.”  Los Angeles 
County oak woodlands also include Spheres of Influence (SIs), or buffers, around the oak trees.  
 

Table 1 
Tree Survey Data 

Tree # Species Trunk Diameter 
(inches)* 

Heritage 
Tree 

Health 
Rating Notes 

1 Scrub Oak 6.5, 8.3 No B Confirmed by digging to be a multi-
stemmed tree rather than two separate 
trees. There is a chain link fence beneath 
tree canopy. “B” rating aesthetics and 
conformity (aesthetics and conformity 
ratings provided for oak trees).  

2 Scrub Oak 6.3 No A Chain link fence beneath tree canopy. “B” 
rating aesthetics and conformity.  

3 Scrub Oak 6.2, 2.8 No B Lower, smaller mainstem shaded and 
possibly dying, and appears to have been 
cut previously. Chain link fence beneath 
tree canopy. “B” rating aesthetics and 
conformity.   

4 Scrub Oak 6.4 No A “B” rating aesthetics and conformity. 
There is a chain link fence within the 
Protected Zone.  
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Tree # Species Trunk Diameter 
(inches)* 

Heritage 
Tree 

Health 
Rating Notes 

5 Laurel Sumac 7.9, 6.3 No B Significant sap exudation along main 
stems but canopy in good condition. Some 
of the lower branches have been removed, 
although not recently. There is some 
debris piled near the base of the tree.  

6 Scrub Oak 6.2 No B “B” rating aesthetics and conformity. 
There is another scrub oak trunk close to 
this tree, but since the diameter at breast 
height of this trunk is 4.9” it is not a LA 
County oak woodland.  

7 Scrub Oak 4.1, 4.1 No A “A” rating aesthetics and conformity.  
8 Laurel Sumac 5.0, 3.6 No C Significant dieback of branches and twigs.  
9 Toyon 5.5, 4.8 No A Relatively wide canopy extent and in 

excellent condition. Chain link fence 
outside canopy but within Protected Zone.  

* For trees with multiple trunks the DBH for the two (2) largest trunks are provided.  

 
IV. PROJECT IMPACTS 

The project involves removal of undocumented fill from two locations including at the graded pad and a 
slope near the south entrance to the property as well as restoration of disturbed areas to native habitat, 
including removal of invasive species. Existing chain link fencing will also be removed as part of the 
restoration of the site. Appendix 1 provides restoration (fill removal) and erosion control plans prepared 
by ACE Civil Engineering and SMS Geotechnical Solutions, which show the locations of the fill dirt to be 
removed. Other than to remove the fill dirt and contour areas where the fill dirt is removed, no grading or 
use of heavy equipment is proposed. The proposed restoration area and invasive plant species removals are 
shown on Figure 2, Tree Location and Impact Map. The restoration of the site is addressed in a restoration 
plan prepared by Envicom Corporation (August 2022, revised March 2023).  
 
The impacts evaluated for protected trees include potential impacts caused by the original placement of the 
undocumented fill dirt, which was based on field surveys and a review of aerial imagery available on Google 
Earth, as well as potential impacts that could occur when the fill dirt is removed, and the site restored to 
native habitat. The potential impacts from the original installation of the chain link fencing as well as the 
impacts that could occur when the chain link fence is removed are also evaluated. Impacts to protected trees 
at the site are summarized in Table 2, Impacts – Prior Fill Placement and Proposed Restoration 
Activities.  
 
No protected trees have been removed or will be removed by the project. Tree #5 was encroached upon by 
placement of fill, which was deposited within 23% of its Protected Zone. Tree #5 is located at the northern 
margin of the entrance slope. Tree #5 would also be encroached to remove the fill from its Protected Zone, 
which would be accomplished using hand tools. No protected trees other than Tree #5 were encroached by 
the placement of fill dirt, and no other protected trees would be encroached during removal of fill. Removal 
of the debris within the understory of Tree #5 can be accomplished by hand and would not impact this tree.  
 
Tree #s 1 – 4 and Tree #9 were encroached upon by installation of the chain link fencing, which affected 
less than 10% of each of their Protected Zones. These trees do not appear adversely affected by the fence, 
which has been in place for many years to discourage unauthorized access to the property. Some excavation 
and ground disturbance would be necessary to remove the metal and wooden fence posts as well as the  
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chain link portion of the fencing, which would be accomplished using hand tools. Therefore, Tree #s 1 – 4 
and Tree #9 would be encroached during removal of the chain link fencing, which would also affect less 
than 10% of each of their Protected Zones. As stated, Tree #s 1 – 4 constitute a small scrub oak woodland. 
The impact of the fencing and its removal would not significantly affect the woodland, given its moderately 
degraded condition as well as the low severity of impact of these activities.  
 
The canopies and/or Protected Zones of Tree #'s 1 – 3, 5, 6, and 7 as well as the canopy and SI of the Los 
Angeles County oak woodland overlap disturbed areas at the site and therefore would be within the habitat 
restoration area. Tree #s 4, 8 and 9 do not overlap disturbed areas at the site, although Tree #s 4 and 9 
overlap disturbed areas within the Saddle Peak Road right-of-way. As proposed, habitat restoration 
activities within the canopies, Protected Zones, and the SI of these protected trees and the oak woodland 
would be limited to removal of non-native and invasive species and spreading native seed, as necessary. 
Other than the removal of fill from the Protected Zone of Tree #5 and removal of fencing from within the 
Protected Zones of Tree #s 1 – 4 and Tree #9, there would be no ground disturbance or irrigation within the 
canopies or Protected Zones of protected trees or oak woodlands during restoration of the site.  
 

Table 2  
Impacts – Prior Fill Placement and Proposed Restoration Activities 

Tree # Species Presumed Impact of Fill Placement Impact of Proposed Restoration 
Activities 

1 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No Impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

Potential Impact. The canopy and 
Protected Zone of Tree #1 would be 
encroached upon to remove the chain 
link fencing. This would affect less 
than 10% of the Protected Zone. 
Except for weed removals and 
spreading native seed no habitat 
restoration activities would be 
conducted within the canopy or 
Protected Zone of this tree.  

2 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

Potential Impact. The canopy and 
Protected Zone of Tree #2 would be 
encroached upon to remove the chain 
link fencing. This would affect less 
than 10% of the Protected Zone. 
Except for weed removals and 
spreading native seed no habitat 
restoration activities would be 
conducted within the canopy or 
Protected Zone of this tree.  

3 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

Potential Impact. The canopy and 
Protected Zone of Tree #3 would be 
encroached upon to remove the chain 
link fencing. This would affect less 
than 10% of the Protected Zone. 
Except for weed removals and 
spreading native seed no habitat 
restoration activities would be 
conducted within the canopy or 
Protected Zone of this tree.  
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Tree # Species Presumed Impact of Fill Placement Impact of Proposed Restoration 
Activities 

4 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

Potential Impact. The Protected Zone 
of Tree #4 would be encroached upon 
to remove the chain link fencing. This 
would affect less than 10% of the 
Protected Zone. Except for weed 
removals and spreading native seed no 
habitat restoration activities would be 
conducted within the canopy or 
Protected Zone of this tree.  

5 Laurel Sumac 
(Malosma laurina) 

Potential Impact. The canopy and 
Protected Zone of Tree #5 was 
encroached upon by the placement of 
fill at the slope near the south entrance 
to the property. The fill placement 
impacted 23% of the Protected Zone of 
this tree. The tree does not appear to 
have been adversely impacted by the 
fill.  

Potential Impact. The canopy and 
Protected Zone of Tree #5 would be 
encroached upon to remove the fill 
from the slope near the south entrance 
to the property. This would affect 23% 
of the Protected Zone. Except for weed 
removals and spreading native seed no 
other habitat restoration activities 
would be conducted within the canopy 
or Protected Zone of this tree.  

6 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

No Impact. This protected native tree 
would not be impacted. Except for 
weed removals and spreading native 
seed no habitat restoration activities 
would be conducted within the canopy 
or Protected Zone of this tree.  

7 Scrub Oak 
(Quercus berberidifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

No Impact. This protected native tree 
would not be impacted. Except for 
weed removals and spreading native 
seed no habitat restoration activities 
would be conducted within the canopy 
or Protected Zone of this tree.  

8 Laurel Sumac 
(Malosma laurina) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

No Impact. This protected native tree 
would not be impacted. Except for 
weed removals and spreading native 
seed no habitat restoration activities 
would be conducted within the canopy 
or Protected Zone of this tree.  

9 Toyon 
(Heteromeles arbutifolia) 

No impact. This protected tree is not 
located where the fill was placed.  

Potential Impact. The Protected Zone 
of Tree #9 would be encroached upon 
to remove the chain link fencing. This 
would affect less than 10% of the 
Protected Zone. Except for weed 
removals and spreading native seed no 
habitat restoration activities would be 
conducted within the canopy or 
Protected Zone of this tree.  

 
V. MITIGATION MEASURES  

The placement of fill as well as the removal of the fill would encroach upon 23% of the Protected Zone of 
Tree #5, a laurel sumac. The removal of fill within the Protected Zone of Tree #5 shall be conducted using 
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hand tools. The LIP requires a 5:1 mitigation ratio for encroachments impacting 10% to 30% of the 
Protected Zone. To compensate for the encroachment into 23% of the Protected Zone of Tree #5, five (5) 
laurel sumac shrubs shall be provided onsite in accordance with the planting, monitoring, and reporting 
requirements specified in subsection K of Section 22.44.1920 of the LIP. Table 3, Tree Mitigation 
identifies the mitigation offset for the tree that would be impacted.  
 
The original installation of the chain link fence as well as the removal of the chain link fencing would 
encroach into less than 10% of the Protected Zone of Tree #s 1 – 4 and Tree #9, which include four scrub 
oaks and a toyon. The removal of the fencing within the Protected Zone of these trees shall be conducted 
using hand tools. If roots are encountered while removing the fencing, roots shall be cut and managed in 
accordance with ANSI A-300 Standard Practices for Root Management. Because these activities would 
encroach into less than 10% of the Protection Zone of these trees, only monitoring and no replacement is 
required for impacts to these trees by subsection K of Section 22.44.1920 of the LIP.  
 
The LIP requires that any encroachment of less than 30% into the Protected Zone of a protected tree be 
monitored annually for a period of not less than 10 years, and an annual monitoring report shall be submitted 
for review by the County for each of the 10 years. Should Trees #1, 2, 3, 4, 5, or 9 be lost or worsen in 
health or vigor because of project activities, the applicant shall mitigate the impact at a 10:1 ratio with 
seedling-sized trees.  
 

Table 3 
Tree Mitigation  

Tree # Species Trunk Diameter (inches) Mitigation Offsets 
5 Laurel Sumac 7.9, 6.3 5:1 

 
The five (5) laurel sumac trees required to compensate for the encroachment impact to Tree #5 will be 
incorporated into the restoration plan prepared for the project, which shall include a native tree replacement 
planting program. The native tree replacement planting program shall specify replacement tree locations, 
tree or seedling size, planting specifications, and a monitoring program to ensure that the replacement 
planting program is successful, including performance standards and procedures for periodic monitoring 
and implementation of corrective measures in the event that the health of replacement trees declines.  
 
VI. TREE PROTECTION MEASURES 

The following tree protection measures are recommended to preserve the health of protected oaks and native 
trees on-site: 
 

1) The applicant shall retain the services of a qualified independent biological consultant or arborist, 
approved by the Director to monitor the condition of protected native trees that are within or 
adjacent to the project area.  

2) Before the commencement of project activities, temporary protective fencing shall be installed at 
the limits of the Protected Zones of oak and native trees within or adjacent to the project area that 
could be disturbed during project activities, including access routes and staging areas. The fencing 
shall be maintained in place for the duration of project activities that could impact the tree. If any 
breach in the protective fencing occurs, all work shall be suspended until the fence is repaired or 
replaced. 

3) Soil levels within Protected Zones of oak and native trees shall be maintained at natural grade. 

e489137
Highlight
Removal of just the above-ground portions of the fence is recommended in order to avoid potential impacts to roots.
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4) Prune deadwood, broken branches and recommended structural pruning in accordance with 
International Society of Arboriculture, Pruning Standards and ANSI A-300 Pruning Guidelines.  

5) Cut roots in accordance with International Society of Arboriculture and ANSI A-300 Standard 
Practices for Root Management.  

6) Remove all trash and debris from the Protected Zones of oak and native trees. No materials are to 
be stored or discarded within the Protected Zone of any oak or native tree.  

7) All work performed within the Protected Zone of any oak or native tree shall be accomplished with 
hand tools only and must be monitored by the contracted biologist. 

8) The leaf-litter build-up under the canopy of the trees is ideal for healthy tree growth and root 
development. Do not alter or remove if possible. A 3-inch layer of mulch may be advisable in 
settings where leaf-litter has been lost. 

9) Do not remove the tags numbering each protected oak and native tree on the site. 
10) No vehicles shall be parked within the Protected Zone of any oak or native tree. 
 



 

 

 
APPENDIX 1 

Restoration (Fill Removal) and Erosion Control Plans, 
ACE Civil Engineering and SMS Geotechnical Solutions, 

March 3, 2023 
 
 









 

 

 
APPENDIX 2 

Field Observation Definitions 
 
 



SUMMARY OF FIELD OBSERVATIONS DEFINITIONS 
 

The following provides a reference for terms and ratings used on the survey datasheet and criteria 
used during the evaluation process of the oak and native tree survey. 
 
FORM 

• Tree Number - each tree of ordinance size surveyed within the field has been assigned a 
number. This assigned number corresponds to a tree location on the “Tree Location and 
Impact Map”. 

• Species - the identity of the tree being evaluated 
• Tree Height - approximate height of tree 
• Lean - indicates the direction the tree is leaning from vertical 
• Trunk Diameter - diameter of trunk as measured from 4 ½ feet above natural grade 

 
PHYSICAL CONDITION 

• Trunk Cavity - hollow area in a trunk 
• Trunk Exudation - substance secreting or oozing from the trunk or branches  
• Trunk Damage - damaged area on a trunk 
• Buried Root Collar - root collar of tree is covered with soil or other material 
• Exposed Roots - roots belonging to the subject tree are exposed unnaturally above the soil 
• Weak Crotch - poorly formed branch attachments 
• Fungal Disease - evidenced by the presence of fruiting bodies  
• Insect Damage - evidenced by presence of insect frass, boring holes, chewed leaves, etc.  
• Fire Damage (New/Old) - the extent of structural damage caused from fire 
• Branch Cavities - hollow spaces along the branches 
• Mainstem Dieback - death of the mainstem(s) from the tips towards the center 
• Twig/Branch Dieback - death of twigs or branches in the tree crown from the tips towards 

the center 
• Epicormic Growth - shoots growing from the trunk, stem, or branch of a tree 
• Thin Foliage - canopy defoliation and/or twig dieback  
• Drought Stressed - thin canopy, wilted and/or yellowed leaves, marginal necrosis in leaves, 

etc. 
• Unbalanced Crown - asymmetrical canopy 
• Excessive Horizontal Branching - tree exhibiting increased levels of horizontal branching 

not characteristic of the species 
• Vigor - capacity to grow and resist stress 
• Terrain - surface the tree is growing on, slope or level. 

Health 
Tree health was determined by visually inspecting the tree for signs of disease and pests and canopy 
density. The following rationale for determining health grades is as follows: 
 

• A (Excellent) = A healthy tree typical of species. Individual shows no visible signs of 
disease or pest infestation. Canopy density 90 - 100%. 

• B (Above Average) = A healthy tree typical of species with minimal visible signs of 
disease or pest infestation. Canopy density 80 - 100%. 

• C (Average) = Appears visually healthy with visible signs of disease or pest infestation 
typical of the species. Canopy density 60 - 79%. 



 

 

 

• D (Poor/Declining) = Significant signs of disease or pest infestation or structural instability. 
Shows extensive signs of twig and branch dieback. Canopy density 20 - 59%. 

• F (Dead/Dying) = Exhibits no signs of new growth or evidence of live tissue. Shows 
extensive signs of twig and branch dieback. Canopy density < 20% 

 
Vigor 
The vigor of a tree is the capacity for growth and continued survival. Observable growth 
characteristics used to determine the following vigor ratings are described below. 
 

• Good = Evidence of new growth, healthy leaf color, and bark is relatively free of 
uncharacteristic cracks and decay. 

• Moderate = Very little evidence of new growth, minor unseasonal browning and thinning 
of foliage, and galls may be present. 

• Poor = No evidence of new growth, unhealthy leaf and bark color, large amounts of 
deadwood, and severely unseasonal thinned canopy. 

 
Aesthetics and Conformity 

The aesthetics of a tree is an overall inspection of the appearance based on type specimens of the 
subject species and value it adds to the surrounding landscape. The ratings and characteristics 
used during this process include the following: 
 

• A (Excellent) Visually symmetrical and balanced, exhibits the ideal appearance and form 
for this species.  

• B (Average) = Although, not symmetrical is visually appealing exhibiting very little 
canopy dieback and deadwood.  

• C (Below Average) = Non-symmetrical and/or is visually unappealing exhibiting 
substantial canopy dieback and deadwood. 

• D (Poor) = Displays few characteristics that are visually appealing. 
 



APPENDIX 3 
Tree Survey Data Forms 
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