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Limitations:

e Four subjecttrees were determined to require findings.
e No ISAtreerisk assessment was performed.

e No aerial inspections were performed during my visit.

e Root collar excavation was not performed.

e Sounding with a mallet was not performed.

e Resistance testing was not performed.

e All assessments were made at ground level.

e Bird nestingis notvisible on site at time of assessment.

e No biological or environmental testing was performed.

Site Plan:

Pictured below shows the location of four Monterey pine trees proposed for removal.
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Tree Assessment:

On April 11™ | visually inspected four subject trees for Lopez Tree Service. See below for my
assessment of the subject trees.

Subject tree #1: Monterey pine- Pinus radiata
Diameter: 14 inch diameter at breast height
Height: 50 feet

Spread: 10 feet

Upon visual assessment the canopy of the subject tree appears to be in fair condition
overall. The tree is top heavy and is over exposed to wind patterns. There is also minor
cracking in the soil which may be a sign of uplift from overexposure. The tree has exit holes
with frass coming out of it which is a sign of possible red turpentine beetle activity. See
picture below to see the current site conditions.



Pictured below shows all four subject trees. The trees are within striking distance to
the roadway, driveway, and structures where people frequent.
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Subject tree #2: Monterey pine- Pinus radiata
Diameter: 16 inch diameter at breast height
Height: 45 feet

Spread: 15 feet

Upon visual assessment the subject tree appears to in poor health. The tree has bad form
overall and canopy dieback from bark beetle. The tree is top heavy and is over exposed to
wind patterns. The tree has exit holes with frass coming out of it which is a sign of possible
red turpentine beetle activity. See picture below to see the current site conditions.

Pictured below shows tree #2, notice the canopy dieback and foliage turning brown.
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Subject tree #3: Monterey pine- Pinus radiata
Diameter: 12 inch diameter at breast height
Height: 50 feet

Spread: 25 feet

Upon visual assessment the subject tree appears to be in fair condition overall. The tree
has fair form overall with minor dieback in the canopy.

Pictured below shows tree #3, notice the tree has a bow and lean to it from uplift.
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Subject tree #4: Monterey pine- Pinus radiata
Diameter: 10 inch diameter at breast height
Height: 50 feet

Spread: 25 feet

Uponvisual assessment the subject tree appears to be in poor condition overall. The tree
has poor form with severe canopy dieback. The tree is within striking distance of people,
structures, and vehicles.
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Recommendations:

The four trees are within striking distance to people, vehicles, and structures. Due to
possible compromised roots, top heavy canopies, and exposure to the coastal wind
patterns the four trees could be removed. Tree removal will eliminate the likely of failure
these trees pose.

Conclusion:

Due to the high likely hood of failure tree removal is recommended for the four pine trees.
The county of Monterey recommends replanting with a 2:1 ratio with Monterey pine trees.
However, the current site is overcrowded, and replanting with a 2:1 ratio is not feasible. 1
Monterey pine tree at 5 gallon size is recommended. If you have any questions or
concerns, feel free to contact me with the phone number or email below.

Sincerely,
Michael Tope

(831) 676-6953
Thetreedoctor831@gmail.com



Replanting Location:




Disclosure Statement:
This Disclosure Statement supplements and is an integral part of the tree report (the
“Report”) to which itis attached.

1. The author of the Report is a Certified Arborist (an “Arborist”), certified by the
International Society of Arboriculture (“ISA”). The Arborist has performed its
services as detailed in the Report in a manner consistent with the standard of
care and skill ordinarily exercised by Arborists certified by the ISA in the
geographic area where Client’s property is located.

2. Arborists are professionals with specialized education, training, and experience
who examine trees and, depending on the scope of the services requested by
the Client, recommend measures (a) to reduce to the extent reasonably possible
and determinable the dangers to life and property from trees, (b) to enhance the
health of trees, and (c) to enhance the beauty of trees.

3. The Report reflects only the examination of the specific trees identified in the
Report and as authorized and directed by the Client. Unless specifically stated in
the Report, no other trees have been examined by the Arborist, whether such
trees are on the Client’s property or a neighboring property, and no
representation is made regarding any tree not specifically identified in the Report.

4. Unless otherwise stated in the Report, the examination of the trees included only
a visual inspection. More invasive examination techniques are available and
these techniques may include, but are not limited to, boring (core sampling),
digging to examine roots, aerial examinations, and similar techniques.

5. Noinspection, whether visual or employing more invasive examination
techniques, can detect every possible condition that could lead to the failure of a
tree. Trees often fail for reasons that cannot be detected in advance or
controlled, and even healthy trees may fail in exceptional conditions, including
but not limited high winds, heavy rains, earthquakes, droughts, and the like.
Conditions which adversely affect a tree’s health, longevity, or safety are often
hidden within the tree or below ground, and a visual inspection alone will not
reveal these conditions. Even for a tree that is healthy at the time of the Arborist’s
inspection, the Arborist cannot guarantee that that tree will remain healthy and
safe for a specific period of time. Therefore, except as otherwise expressly stated
in the Report, no warranty, representation, or guarantee, express or implied, is
made by the Arborist concerning the tree or trees that are the subject of the



Report.

6. Similarly, the effectiveness of any remedial treatment recommended by the
Arborist cannot be guaranteed. The work of an Arborist is to achieve a balance
between the inherent risks presented to humans living near trees and the
inherent value of trees as part of the environment (whether urban, suburban, or
rural). The only way to eliminate the dangers that trees present to human life and
property is to eliminate trees.

7. Where specific remedial work is recommended to the Client (whether in the form
of treatment, pruning, removal, or otherwise), it is the Client’s responsibility (a) to
engage competent professionals to implement the recommendations, (b) to
advise the Arborist and any professionals hired by the Client concerning any
issues known to the Client that may affect the completion of the work, including
boundary issues, ownership issues, views or site lines from or across Client’s
property, disputes with neighbors, and the like, and (c) to determine and secure
any needed approvals (whether from governmental bodies, homeowners
associations, co-owners, neighbors, or others) for implementation of the work.

8. While Arborist may, at Client’s request, provide nhames of local professionals who
can perform recommended remedial work, Arborist makes no representation or
warranty to Client regarding the qualifications of any such local professionals.
Unless otherwise agreed to in writing by Arborist, Arborist has no duty to
supervise or inspect the work performed by third parties, and Arborist shall have
no liability or responsibility for the acts or omissions of third parties.
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