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LIB200072
AMANDA GATES

CONSULTING ARBORIST
ISA CERTIFIED #WE-11839A

Craig Suhl

6235 Brookdale Drive
Carmel, CA 93923

RE: Declining Coast live oak

Background

On April 20", 2020 I went to the address above to assess a Coast live oak (Quercus
agrifolia) that was of concern to the tree owner. As I arrived, I could see that the tree was
in advanced decline and chronically stressed. I conducted a visual tree assessment (VTA)
on the tree in question, and written below are my findings and recommendations.

There was no bird nesting or animal activity at the time of the assessment.

Coast live oak

Species Height DBH Hazard Rating

Quercus agrifolia 30ft 29’ 11

Crown and Branches

The live crown ratio of this tree is only about 15% with the remaining 85% being
deadwood with little to no new growth, which is a sign of advanced decline and chronic
stress. Tree stress can be either acute or chronic, and this tree shows signs of chronic
stress. Chronic stress takes a longer time to affect a tree’s health. The most likely cause of
this trees stress is probably related to poor site conditions, excess or inadequate water, or
soil conditions. This type of stress does not affect the tree quickly and has delayed visual
stress indicators that usually don’t become apparent until the problem is too advanced to
be effectively treated.

Trunk, Base and Roots

Multi-leader connections at the union can be more of a hazard than a tree with a single
main leader. When similar in size stems arise from a single stem, the tree may not be able
to produce enough wood to support all the stems, this especially increases hazard
potential when the connections are in a “V” shape, instead of a gentle “U” shape. The
“V” shape attachments can be accompanied with included bark, where bark is embedded
in the junction of the stems. The more the tree grows, the deeper the “V” gets, and
ultimately the weaker the junction may be. The risk of failure can increase when there are
additional health or structural concerns. The consequences of failure can also increase
when there is a target present.



This tree leans towards the Suhl’s home, and while leaning trees can be stable, this tree is
in advanced decline, and there is higher risk associated with the lean and this increases
the likelihood of impact to the target.

I did not see obvious signs of imminent failure like root plate lifting or soil mounding at
the time of the assessment.

Targets

Targets are people who can be injured, property that may be damaged or activities that
could be disrupted by a tree failure. This tree is only about 6 feet away from the home, if
partial failure or whole tree failure occurred, this residence is well within the striking
zone, and could cause significant damage or severe injury.

There are high valued targets within the target zone like:

-Residence (house)
-Vehicles
-People

Recommendations

-Removal

I recommend removal for the tree in question due to the high valued targets within the
striking zone, and that it is likely that this tree will continue to decline and will increase
in hazard potential as it declines.

Conclusion

CERTIFIED

After having the proper authorization, have a licensed professional tree service perform
this tree work. Tree removal should be done with safe arboricultural work practices as to
not damage any trees or root systems of the surrounding trees.

The County of Monterey has tree replacement conditions as part of a tree removal permit.
The County requires a 2:1 replacement for trees that measure 24” or larger in diameter or
a 1:1 ratio replacement for trees less than 24" diameter. Also, the County requires
independent monitoring of replanted trees to insure replanting is successful (typically one

year).

If you have any questions or comments about this report, please feel free to call, text or
email me.
Thank you!

Sincerely,

S

Amanda Gates
Certified Arborist #WE- 11839A



DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

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

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.

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.

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.

No inspection, 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.

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.

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.

While Arborist may, at Client’s request, provide names 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.



Photos Page #1

Picture of the whole trec.

The crown has only about [ 5% live
crown ratio with a majonty of
deadwood.

The crown is sparse and mostly dead.
This 1= most likely a result of chronic
stress. Visual stress indicators usually
don't become apparent until the problem
is too advanced to be effectively treated.

Fruiting body growing on a dead branch.




There were no obvious visual indicators of
imminent failure like root plate lifting or
soil mounding at the tme of the
assessment.

Photos Page #2

The tree leans towards the house. The lean
15 more hezardous due to the poor health
and advanced decline of the tree.

Weak multi-stem attachments with the
sharp “V™ shape at the junction. These are
commonly prone to failure.




Site Plan

6235 Brookdale Drive

Carmel, CA 93923

APN: 015192006000

Red circle is the approximate location of the tree written in this report.
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s, A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas
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