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Tree Survey Report 
for the Rio Santiago Project 
City of Orange, Orange County, California 

1.0  INTRODUCTION 

This	report	presents	the	results	of	a	tree	survey	conducted	by	PCR	Services	Corporation	(PCR)	for	JMI	Real	
Estate	 (Project	 Applicant)	 on	 the	 approximately	 111.7‐acre	 Rio	 Santiago	 project	 site	 (project	 site)	 (109.7	
acres	 on‐site	 and	 2.01	 acres	 off‐site)	 located	 in	 the	 City	 of	 Orange	 (City),	 Orange	 County,	 California.	 	 The	
project	site	is	generally	located	south	of	the	Riverside	Freeway	(SR‐91),	west	of	the	Eastern	Transportation	
Corridor	(SR‐241),	north	of	East	Chapman	Avenue,	and	east	of	the	Costa	Mesa	(SR‐55)	Freeway,	as	shown	in	
Figure	1,	Regional	Map.		Specifically,	the	project	site	is	located	northwest	of	the	intersection	of	Cannon	Street	
and	Santiago	Canyon	Road.		The	project	site	can	be	found	on	the	U.S.	Geological	Survey	(USGS)	7.5’	Orange	
Quadrangle,	within	an	unincorporated	section	of	 the	Santiago	de	Santa	Ana	Land	grant,	T.	4	S.,	R.	9	W.,	 as	
shown	in	Figure	2,	Vicinity	Map.		The	project	site	is	bounded	to	the	south	across	East	Santiago	Canyon	Road	
by	residential	development,	a	flower,	fruit,	and	vegetable	stand	with	associated	off‐street	parking,	the	Mara	
Brandman	Arena	 site,	 and	 Salem	 Lutheran	 School.		 To	 the	west	 the	 project	 site	 is	 bounded	 by	 the	 closed	
County	 of	 Orange	 Villa	 Park	 Landfill	 site	 and	 across	 Cannon	 Street	 along	 the	 northwest	 property	 line	 by	
residential	development.		A	residential	development	bounds	the	project	site	to	the	north.		The	project	site	is	
bounded	to	the	east	by	residential	development	and	Santiago	Oaks	Regional	Park	to	the	northeast.		Santiago	
Creek	runs	through	the	northern	portion	of	the	project	site.		The	topography	is	relatively	flat	throughout	the	
project	site.		Elevations	range	from	344	feet	above	mean	sea	level	(MSL)	in	the	western	portion	of	the	project	
site	to	approximately	456	feet	above	MSL	in	the	eastern	portion	of	the	project	site.	

The	purpose	of	this	report	is	to	identify,	assess,	and	map	all	trees	on	the	project	site	in	accordance	with	the	
City’s	Municipal	Code,	Title	12	Streets	and	Sidewalks	and	Public	Places,	Chapter	12.32	Tree	Preservation	(Tree	
Preservation	Ordinance).	 	 The	 City	 Tree	 Preservation	Ordinance	 under	 Section	 12.32.110	 Subdivisions	 or	
Grading	Plan	states	the	following	tree	policy:	

In	 the	 case	 of	 a	 subdivision,	 or	 grading	 plan,	 the	 grading	 plan	 shall	 show	 the	 location	 of	 each	 tree	
proposed	 to	be	removed.		 If	 the	City	approves	 the	subdivision	map,	or	grading	permit,	 the	Director	of	
Community	Services	may,	in	his	discretion,	relieve	the	applicant	of	any	necessity	to	apply	for	a	separate	
permit	for	tree	removal.		In	cases	which	the	Director	constitutes	a	permit	to	remove	the	trees	designated	
on	the	subdivision	map	or	grading	plan	subject	to	any	conditions	which	the	Director	may	attach	to	the	
issuance	of	the	permit.	

The	Tree	Preservation	Ordinance	protects	all	trees,	regardless	of	species,	 that	measure	a	minimum	of	10.5	
inches	in	circumference,	measured	at	a	point	24	inches	above	the	ground.		This	report	is	in	compliance	with	
the	required	application	for	tree	removal	in	the	City.	 	This	report	is	also	consistent	with	accepted	scientific	
and	 professional	 standards	 of	 the	 International	 Society	 of	 Arboriculture	 (ISA)	 9th	 Edition	Guide	 for	 Plant	
Appraisal	 (2000).	 	 The	 scope	 of	 this	 tree	 survey	 encompasses	 the	methods,	 survey	 results,	 impacts,	 and	
conclusions	for	the	trees	located	on	the	project	site.	
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2.0  EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The	approximately	111.7‐acre	project	site	(109.7	acres	on‐site	and	2.01	acre	off‐site)	 is	 located	within	 the	
City	of	Orange	(City).		Santiago	Creek	runs	through	the	project	site.		The	majority	of	the	southern	portion	of	
the	 project	 site	 consists	 of	 disturbed	 habitat.	 	 The	 Rio	 Santiago	 site	 is	 presently	 leased	 to	 backfill	 and	
materials	recycling.	 	Structures	and	equipment	related	to	these	two	lessees	are	located	on	the	Rio	Santiago	
site.		To	restore	previously	mined	portions	of	the	site	(south	of	Santiago	Creek),	a	portion	of	the	project	site	
is	presently	being	backfilled..		Approximately	five	acres	in	the	southeastern	portion	of	the	project	site	is	used	
for	 asphalt	 and	 concrete	 recycling	 (i.e.	 asphalt	 and	 concrete	 crushing).	 	 Material	 for	 these	 operations	
originate	from	off‐site	sources.			

The	Handy	Creek	storm	drain	operated	by	the	Orange	County	Flood	Control	District	(Facility	No.	E08S06)	is	
located	 in	 the	 central	 portion	 of	 the	Rio	 Santiago	project	 site.	 	 An	unnamed	 storm	drain	 is	 located	 in	 the	
northwestern	portion	of	the	Rio	Santiago	project	site.		The	Allen	McCulloch	Pipeline	trunk	water	distribution	
line	operated	by	the	Metropolitan	Water	District	 traverses	 the	easterly	portion	of	 the	Rio	Santiago	project	
site	 and	 is	 located	 entirely	 below	 grade.	 	 Non‐operating	monitoring	wells	 previously	 associated	with	 the	
closed	adjoining	Villa	Park	Landfill	are	located	on	the	western	portion	of	the	Rio	Santiago	project	site.		The	
entire	 Rio	 Santiago	 site	 is	 fenced.	 	 Vehicular	 access	 to	 the	 Rio	 Santiago	 project	 site	 occurs	 from	 Santiago	
Canyon	Road.		All	other	access	is	prohibited.	

The	 topography	 is	 relatively	 flat	 throughout	 the	 project	 site.	 	 Surrounding	 land	 uses	 include	 residential	
development	to	the	north	and	south,	a	vacant	lot	to	the	west,	and	Santiago	Oaks	Regional	Park	to	the	east.		
Further	to	the	east	are	the	Santa	Ana	Mountains	(Cleveland	National	Forest).	

2.1  Natural Communities 

Natural	 communities	were	mapped	 directly	 in	 the	 field	 utilizing	 a	 250‐scale	 (1”=250’)	 aerial	 photograph.		
Natural	community	names	and	descriptions	follow	the	Orange	County	Habitat	Classification	System	(OCHCS)	
(Gray	and	Bramlet	1992).	 	After	completing	the	 fieldwork,	 the	natural	community	polygons	were	digitized	
using	 Geographic	 Information	 System	 (GIS)	 technology	 to	 calculate	 acreages.	 	 Descriptions	 of	 each	 of	 the	
natural	communities	found	within	the	project	site	are	provided	below	and	are	based	on	the	OCHCS	and	PCR	
findings.	 	Table	1	 and	Figure	3,	Natural	Communities,	 summarize	 the	 extent	 of	 the	 natural	 communities	
mapped	within	the	project	site.	 	The	following	provides	a	description	of	the	natural	communities	observed	
within	the	project	site.	

2.2.1  Southern Cottonwood‐Willow Riparian Forest (OCHCS 7.8) 

Southern	 cottonwood‐willow	 riparian	 forest	 is	 dominated	 by	 Fremont’s	 cottonwood	 (Populus	 fremontii),	
black	cottonwood	(Populus	trichocarpa),	black	willow	(Salix	gooddingii),	red	willow	(Salix	laevigata),	arroyo	
willow	 (Salix	 lasiolepis),	 and	mule	 fat	 (Baccharis	 salicifolia).	 	 Other	 species	 found	 within	 this	 community	
include	coast	live	oak	(Quercus	agrifolia),	poison	oak	(Toxicodendron	diversilobum),	cattail	(Typha	sp.),	wild	
grape	 (Vitis	 sp.),	 cocklebur	 (Xanthium	 strumarium),	 California	 sagebrush	 (Artemisia	 californica),	 western	
sycamore	 (Platanus	 racemosa),	 blue	 elderberry	 (Sambucus	 nigra	 ssp.	 caerulea),	 phacelia	 (Phacelia	 sp.),	
watercress	 (Nasturtium	 officinale),	 rush	 (Juncus	 sp.),	 spike	 rush	 (Eleocharis	 sp.),	 mugwort	 (Artemisia	
douglasiana),	California	blackberry	 (Rubus	ursinus),	 and	giant	wild	 rye	 (Leymus	condensatus).	 	 In	 addition,	
several	non‐native	invasive	species	were	observed,	including	Mexican	fan	palm	(Washingtonia	robusta),	date	
palm	 (Phoenix	 canariensis),	 Peruvian	 peppertree	 (Schinus	 molle),	 castor	 bean	 (Ricinus	 communis),	 tree	
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tobacco	 (Nicotiana	glauca),	white	 cudweed	 (Pseudognaphalium	 luteo‐album),	 and	 black	mustard	 (Brassica	
nigra).		Southern	cottonwood‐willow	riparian	forest	is	found	throughout	the	northern	portion	of	the	project	
site	within	Santiago	Creek	and	consists	of	approximately	15.4	acres	(14.6	acres	on‐site,	1.13	acres	off‐site).	

2.2.2  Coastal Sage Scrub1 (OCHCS 2.3) 

Coastal	 sage	 scrub,	 which	 is	 covered	 under	 the	 NCCP/HCP,	 is	 dominated	 by	 California	 sagebrush	 and	
California	bush	sunflower	(Encelia	californica).		Other	species	within	this	community	include	coastal	prickly	
pear	(Opuntia	littoralis),	California	buckwheat	(Eriogonum	fasciculatum),	felt‐leaved	yerba	santa	(Eriodictyon	
crassifolium),	 deerweed	 (Acmispon	 glaber),	 Wright’s	 cudweed	 (Pseudognaphalium	 canescens	 ssp.	
microcephalum),	poison	oak,	and	black	mustard.		Coastal	sage	scrub	is	found	along	the	northwestern	portion	
of	the	project	site	and	consists	of	approximately	2.4	acres	(all	on‐site).	

																																																													
1		 This	plant	community	is	covered	under	the	NCCP/HCP.	

Table 1
 

Natural Communities 
	

Natural Community 
OCHCSa 
Code 

On‐Site 
(acres) 

Off‐Site 
(acres) 

Total 
(acres) 

Southern	Cottonwood‐Willow	Riparian	Forest	 7.8	 14.3	 1.13	 15.4	
Coastal	Sage	Scrubb	 2.3	 2.4	 0.00	 2.4	

Undifferentiated	Open	Woodland	 8.0	 1.4	 0.00	 1.4	
Coast	Live	Oak	Woodland	 9.1	 0.4	 0.11	 0.5	

Black	Willow	Scrub/Ruderal	 7.2/16.1	 0.5	 0.00	 0.5	
Rock	Outcrop/Cattail	Stand	 10.3/6.4	 0.0	 0.10	 0.1	

Ornamental	 15.5	 3.6	 0.37	 4.0	
Eucalyptus	Woodland	 15.5	 1.3	 0.00	 1.3	

Ruderal/Southern	Cottonwood‐Willow	
Riparian	Forest	

16.1/7.8	 0.3	 0.00	 0.3	

Ruderal/Coastal	Sage	Scrub	 16.1/2.3	 0.0	 <0.01	 <0.1	

Disturbed/Coastal	Sage	Scrub	 16.1/2.3	 0.8	 0.00	 0.8	

Non‐Native	Grassland	 4.6	 2.9	 0.00	 2.9	
Ruderal	 16.1	 0.2	 0.00	 0.2	

Disturbed/Ruderal	 16.1	 28.8	 0.30	 29.1	
Disturbed	 16.1	 44.4	 0.00	 44.4	
Mined	Area	 16.4	 8.4	 0.00	 8.4	
Total	 109.7	 2.01	 111.7	

   

a  Orange County Habitat Classification System. 
b  The natural community is covered under the NCCP/HCP. 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2013. 
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and	 southwestern	portion	of	 the	project	 site	 and	encompass	approximately	29.1	 acres	 (28.8	 acres	on‐site	
and	0.3	acre	off‐site).	

2.2.15  Disturbed (OCHCS 16.1) 

Disturbed	or	barren	areas	either	completely	lack	vegetation	or	are	dominated	by	ruderal	species.		Disturbed	
areas	within	the	project	site	consist	of	paved	roads,	dirt	roads	which	were	compacted	by	vehicular	use,	or	
areas	which	were	disced	or	disturbed.		Disturbed	areas	occur	in	the	south‐central	portions	of	the	project	site	
and	occupy	approximately	44.4	acres.	

2.2.16  Mined Area (OCHCS 16.4) 

A	 significant	 portion	 of	 the	 project	 site	was	 historically	mined.	 	 The	 project	 site	 is	 presently	 subject	 to	 a	
backfill	operation.	 	For	the	purposes	of	this	biological	resource	assessment,	the	southeastern	corner	of	the	
project	 site	 used	 for	 asphalt	 and	 concrete	 recycling	 operations	 has	 been	 designated	 as	mined	 area.	 	 This	
mined	area	occupies	approximately	8.4	acres	of	the	project	site	(all	on	site).	

3.0  METHODOLOGY 

This	 tree	 survey	 report	 is	 based	 on	 information	 compiled	 through	 field	 reconnaissance,	 previous	
documentation,	and	appropriate	reference	materials.		Such	reference	materials	include	aerial	photography,	a	
USGS	 topographic	 map,	 digital	 ortho	 quarter	 quadrangle	 data,	 and	 literature	 search.	 Tree	 surveys	 were	
conducted	by	PCR	biologists	Maile	Tanaka	and	Zeke	Cooley	and	PCR	affiliated	biologists	 Joanna	Nigro	and	
Gerhard	Bombe	on	April	9,	2010;	by	Joanna	Nigro	and	Maile	Tanaka	on	March	30;	by	Joanna	Nigro	on	June	
13,	2011;	and	by	PCR	biologists	Bob	Huttar,	Ezekiel	Cooley,	and	Maile	Tanaka	on	September	26,	2012.		Ms.	
Nigro,	Mr.	Bombe,	and	Mr.	Huttar	are	also	ISA‐Certified	Arborists.The	tree	survey	consisted	of	walking	the	
portion	 of	 the	 project	 site	 within	 the	 project	 development	 footprint	 and	 off‐site	 zone,	 which	 comprised	
approximately	 73.9	 acres	 (71.9	 acres	 on‐site	 and	 2.01	 acre	 off‐site)	 within	 the	 southern	 portion	 of	 the	
project	site,	as	shown	in	Figure	4,	Proposed	Development	Footprint.		In	order	to	locate	all	trees	meeting	the	
size	requirements	as	defined	in	the	Tree	Preservation	Ordinance.		Although	the	Tree	Preservation	Ordinance	
states	that	the	circumference	of	each	tree	be	measured	at	24”	above	ground	from	the	base	of	the	tree	trunk,	
it	is	not	the	internationally	accepted	standard	or	the	most	accurate	for	measuring	the	size	of	a	tree,	due	to	
trunk	flare	(Council	of	Tree	&	Landscape	Appraisers	2000).		PCR	biologists	visually	assessed	the	size	of	each	
tree	 at	 24”	 above	 ground	 to	 determine	 if	 they	 were	 subject	 to	 the	 requirements	 of	 the	 City's	 Tree	
Preservation	 Ordinance;	 however,	 the	 diameter	 at	 breast	 height	 (DBH)	 of	 each	 tree	was	 recorded	 at	 54”	
above	ground	in	accordance	with	the	ISA	standard.	

All	trees	within	the	development	footprint	(71.9	acres)	as	well	as	the	off‐site		area	(2.01	acre)	of	the	project	
site	were	assessed.		Each	tree	was	tagged	and	numbered	then	assessed	according	to	ISA	standards	to	include	
the	DBH	and	height.	 	Trees	 that	 could	not	be	 tagged	either	due	 to	 inability	 to	access	 the	 tree	or	duplicate	
numbered	 trees	 (trees	 of	 the	 same	 species	 in	 close	 proximity	 that	 are	 individually	 numbered	 with	 sub‐
letters)	were	noted.		Additionally,	overall	health	as	well	as	aesthetics	and	balance	were	given	a	rating	based	
on	the	tree’s	structure	and	presence	of	disease.		The	rating	system	is	defined	as	follows:	A=excellent,	B=good,	
C=fair,	D=poor,	E=nearly	dead,	F=dead.	
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The	location	of	each	tree	was	collected	in	the	field	using	a	Global	Positioning	System	(GPS)	hand‐held	unit.		
Following	 data	 collection,	 the	 digital	 information	 was	 uploaded	 and	 incorporated	 within	 PCR’s	 project‐
specific	GIS	database	to	provide	a	figure	with	specific	tree	locations	within	the	project	site.	

4.0  PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The	 proposed	 project	 would	 allow	 the	 project	 site	 to	 be	 utilized	 as	 a	 natural	 open	 space	 area,	 an	 active	
recreational	area,	age	restricted	residential	community,	and	single‐family	residential	community.		The	extent	
of	the	grading	will	encompass	approximately	73.0	acres	(71.9	acres	of	on‐site	impacts	and	1.05	acre	of	off‐
site	 impacts)	of	the	project	site,	as	shown	in	Figure	4.	 	Of	the	total	grading	impacts,	 the	installation	of	two	
storm	drain	outlets,	and	a	100‐foot	temporary	construction	buffer	for	installation,	will	result	in	0.05	acre	of	
permanent	impact	and	0.71	acre	of	temporary	impact.		The	off‐site	area	which	comprises	2.01	total	acres,	is	
located	to	the	east	of	the	proposed	project	and	includes	0.96	acre	of	vegetation	which	will	be	thinned	for	fuel	
modification	purposes	and	1.05	acres	which	will	be	graded.			

5.0  RESULTS 

A	 total	 of	 323	 trees	 were	 surveyed	 within	 the	 project	 site,	 of	 which	 302	 trees	 are	 within	 the	 project	
development	 footprint	 and	 off	 site	 areas	 of	 the	 project	 site	 (and	 21	 will	 be	 avoided)	 (refer	 to	 Figure	 5,	
Regulated	Tree	Locations,	and	Appendix	A,	Tree	Survey	Data).		Of	the	323	trees	inventoried,	approximately	
73	percent	or	237	trees	were	rated	to	be	in	fair	condition.		An	additional	one	tree	was	rated	to	be	in	excellent	
condition,	 29	 trees	were	 rated	 to	 be	 in	 good	 condition,	 17	 in	 good	 to	 fair	 condition,	 nine	 in	 fair	 to	 poor	
condition,	39	in	poor	condition,	four	in	poor	to	nearly	dead	condition,	eight	which	were	nearly	dead,	and	one	
was	 dead.	 	 Representative	 photographs	 of	 trees	 included	within	 the	 survey	 are	 shown	 in	Figure	6,	Tree	
Photographs.	

As	shown	 in	Figure	7,	 Impacts	 to	Regulated	Trees,	 a	 total	of	302trees	 (228	on‐site	and	74	off‐site)	will	be	
impacted	by	the	proposed	project.		This	includes	all	of	the	228	trees	on‐site	within	the	project	development	
footprint,	which	will	 be	 impacted	of	which	one	 tree	 (Tree	No.	431)	will	 be	 impacted	within	 the	0.05‐acre	
storm	drain	outlet	 footprint,	 and	28	 trees	 (Tree	Nos.	406,	410‐417,	421‐424,	429,	430,	432‐435,	439‐442,	
444,	 446,	 447,	 449,	 and	 450)	 may	 be	 impacted	 within	 the	 0.71‐acre	 associated	 temporary	 100‐foot	
construction	buffer).		Of	the	74	trees	within	the	2.01‐acre	off‐site	area	that	will	be	impacted,	26	trees	will	be	
removed	and	48	trees	are	within	Fuel	Modification	Zones	C	and	D	and	will	be	left	in	place	but	will	be	subject	
to	thinning.	A	breakdown	of	how	many	trees	of	each	species	is	found	in	Table	2,	Impacts	to	Tree	Species.		

6.0  PERMITTING PROCESS 

In	 accordance	 with	 the	 City’s	 Tree	 Preservation	 Ordinance,	 a	 permit	 is	 required	 before	 any	 tree	 can	 be	
removed	 from	 the	 project	 site.	 	 The	 criteria	 that	 the	 City's	 Director	 of	 Community	 Services	 will	 use	 in	
determining	whether	or	not	to	issue	a	permit	shall	include	the	following:	

1. The	condition	of	 the	tree	with	respect	to	disease,	general	health,	danger	of	 falling,	proximity	to	
existing	or	proposed	structures,	and	interference	with	utility	service;	

2. The	 topography	 of	 land	 and	 the	 effect	 of	 the	 tree	 removal	 on	 erosion,	 soil	 retention,	 and	 the	
diversion	or	increased	flow	of	surface	waters;	
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3. The	 number	 of	 trees	 existing	 in	 the	 neighborhood,	 the	 standards,	 if	 any,	 in	 the	 neighborhood	
relating	to	the	existence	and	distribution	of	trees,	and	the	effect	of	tree	removal	upon	property	
values	in	the	area,	and	upon	the	public	health,	safety,	prosperity,	beauty,	and	general	welfare	of	
the	area.	

4. The	number	of	healthy	trees	that	the	parcel	of	land	upon	which	such	tree	is	growing	will	support	
and	other	good	forestry	practices.		

The	City	will	conduct	an	on‐site	inspection	once	the	permit	application	has	been	filed	to	determine	approval	
or	denial	of	a	permit.		The	City	requires	a	1:1	mitigation	replacement	ratio	for	all	trees	removed.	











January 2013    Tree Survey Report 

 

JMI	Properties/Santiago	Partners,	LLC	 Rio	Santiago	
PCR	Services	Corporation	 	 17	
	

7.0  REFERENCES 

City	of	Orange.		Municipal	Code.		Title	12.	Chapter	12.32.	Tree	Preservation. 

The	Council	of	Tree	&	Landscape	Appraisers.		2000.		Guide	to	Plant	Appraisal.		9th	edition,	Champaign,	Illinois.	

Lilly,	Sharon	J.		2001.		Arborists’	Certification	Study	Guide.		International	Society	of	Arboriculture,	Champaign,	
Illinois.	

U.S.	 Geological	 Survey.	 	 1964.	 	 Orange	 Quadrangle,	 California	 [map].	 	 1:24,000.	 	 7.5‐minute	 Series.		
Washington	D.C.		Photo‐revised	1981.	

	

Table 2
 

Impacts to Tree Species 
	

Tree Species 

Number of 
Trees 

(on‐site) 

Number of 
Trees 

(off‐site) 

Number of 
Trees 

Impacted 
(on‐site) 

Number of 
Trees 

Impacted 
(off‐site) 

Alnus	rhombifolia	 0 1 0	 1
Callistemon	citrinus	 57 0 57	 0
Eucalyptus	globulus	 43 3 43	 1
Eucalyptus	sp.	 1 0 1	 0
Heteromeles	arbutifolia	 0 1 0	 1
Ornamental	sp.	 0 2 0	 0
Phoenix	sp.	 9 0 7	 0
Pinus	sp.	 5 0 5	 0
Platanus	racemosa	 2 13 1	 3
Populus	nigra	 5 0 5	 0
Populus	trichocarpa	 0 7 0	 2
Populus	sp.	 14 0 12	 0
Quercus	agrifolia	 25 28 23	 11
Salix	gooddingii	 17 0 16	 0
Salix	laevigata	 16 0 16	 0
Salix	lasiolepis	 0 12 0	 2
Salix	sp.	 30 5 17	 5
Sambucus	nigra	 0 1 0	 0
Schinus	molle	 5 0 5	 0
Washingtonia	robusta	 20 1 20	 0
Total	 249 74 228	 26
   

Source:  PCR Services Corporation, 2013.
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APPENDIX A:  TREE SURVEY DATA 

Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

1	 Washingtonia	robusta	 15	 40	 c,c,c	
2	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 15	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
3	 Washingtonia	robusta	 13	 15	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
4	 Washingtonia	robusta	 18	 45	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
5	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 45	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
6	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 50	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
7	 Washingtonia	robusta	 15	 20	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
8	 Washingtonia	robusta	 12	 20	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
9	 Washingtonia	robusta	 13	 25	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
10	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 10	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
11	 Washingtonia	robusta	 10	 10	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
12	 Washingtonia	robusta	 16	 25	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
13	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 17	 60	 c,c,c	
14	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 23	 60	 c,c,c	
15	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 24	 60	 c,c,c	
16	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 25	 60	 c,c,c	
17	 Schinus	molle	 14,12	 25	 c,c,c	
18	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 23	 40	 c,c,c	
19	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
20	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
21	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5,4,3	 10	 c,c,c	
22	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 10	 c,c,c	
23	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 10	 c,c,c	
24	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 10	 c,c,c	
25	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 10	 c,c,c	
26	 Populus	sp.	 5,4,4,4,3,3,3,2	 20	 c,c,c	
27	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 10	 c,c,c	
28	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 10	 c,c,c	
29	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
30	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
31	 Callistemon	citrinus	 6	 15	 c,c,c	
32	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
33	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
34	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4,2,2	 10	 c,c,c	
35	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4,2,2,2	 10	 c,c,c	
36	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 5	 c,c,c	
37	 Populus	sp.	 4,4,4,3,3,3,3,2,2	 20	 c,c,c	
38	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 10	 c,c,c	
39	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 10	 c,c,c	
40	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3,2,2	 10	 c,c,c	
41	 Washingtonia	robusta	 13	 15	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
42	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
43	 Callistemon	citrinus	 6	 20	 c,c,c	
44	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 20	 c,c,c	
45	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
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Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

46	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 20	 c,c,c	
47	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 15	 c,c,c	
48	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
49	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
50	 Callistemon	citrinus	 7	 20	 c,c,c	
51	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
52	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
53	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
54	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
55	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
56	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
57	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
58	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
59	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
60	 Callistemon	citrinus	 6	 20	 c,c,c	
61	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 21	 c,c,c	
62	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
63	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3	 15	 c,c,c	
64	 Callistemon	citrinus	 3,3,3,2	 15	 c,c,c	
65	 Populus	sp.	 5,4,4,3	 30	 c,c,c	
66	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
67	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
68	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
69	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 15	 c,c,c	
70	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4,2	 15	 c,c,c	
71	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
72	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
73	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
74	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 15	 c,c,c	
75	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 15	 c,c,c	
76	 Callistemon	citrinus	 5	 20	 c,c,c	
77	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4,3,3,3	 20	 c,c,c	
78	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
79	 Callistemon	citrinus	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
80	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 29	 40	 c,c,c	
81	 Schinus	molle	 15,9,8	 30	 c,c,c	
82	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3,3	 10	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
83	 Populus	sp.	 4	 20	 e/f,e/f,e/f	
84	 Populus	sp.	 6,4	 34	 e/f,e/f,e/f	
85	 Quercus	agrifolia	 4	 10	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
86	 Pinus	sp.	 6	 25	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
87	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 15	 c,c,c	
88	 Pinus	sp.	 6,5	 15	 c,c,c	
89	 Pinus	sp.	 30	 50	 c,c,c	
90	 Pinus	sp.	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
91	 Pinus	sp.	 14	 35	 c,c,c	
92	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9,8,8,6	 15	 b/c,b/c,b/c	
93	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8	 20	 c/d,c/d,c/d	
94	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8	 20	 d,d,d	
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Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

95	 Quercus	agrifolia	 6,4	 20	 c/d,c/d,c/d	
96	 Quercus	agrifolia	 14,13,9,7	 30	 c,c,c	
97	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3	 8	 c,c,c	
98	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 36	 70	 c,c,c	
99	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 19	 45	 c,c,c	
100	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 23,10	 60	 c,c,c	
101	 Schinus	molle	 4	 8	 d,d,d	
102	 Schinus	molle	 5	 10	 d,d,d	
103	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 12,24,30	 60	 c,c,c	
104	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 30	 60	 c,c,c	
105	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 32	 60	 c,c,c	
106	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 40	 60	 c,c,c	
107	 Eucalyptus	sp.	 15,10	 50	 c,c,c	
108	 Washingtonia	robusta	 15	 10	 b,b,b	
109	 Populus	nigra	 6	 15	 d,d,d	
110	 Populus	nigra	 5	 15	 d,d,d	
111	 Populus	nigra	 3	 13	 d,d,d	
112	 Populus	nigra	 5	 15	 d,d,d	
113	 Populus	nigra	 4	 10	 d,d,d	
114	 Quercus	agrifolia	 7	 25	 c,c,c	
115	 Quercus	agrifolia	 7	 25	 c,c,c	
116	 Salix	gooddingii	 8,4	 20	 d,d,d	
117	 Salix	laevigata	 4,6	 15	 d,d,d	
118	 Salix	laevigata	 5	 15	 d,d,d	
119	 Salix	laevigata	 6	 15	 d,d,d	
120	 Salix	laevigata	 6,6,6	 15	 d,d,d	
121	 Salix	laevigata	 6	 15	 d,d,d	
122	 Salix	laevigata	 7	 20	 d,d,d	
123	 Salix	laevigata	 12	 20	 d,d,d	
124	 Salix	laevigata	 10	 20	 d,d,d	
125	 Salix	laevigata	 12,8,5	 25	 d,d,d	
126	 Salix	laevigata	 14	 25	 d,d,d	
127	 Salix	laevigata	 12	 20	 d,d,d	
128	 Salix	laevigata	 12	 20	 d,d,d	
129	 Salix	laevigata	 12,6	 20	 d,d,d	
130	 Salix	laevigata	 6,5,5,4	 25	 d,d,d	
131	 Salix	laevigata	 10,14	 25	 d,d,d	
132	 Salix	laevigata	 5	 15	 d,d,d	
133	 Salix	sp.	 12,10,5	 20	 d,d,d	
134	 Salix	gooddingii	 4,4	 15	 c,c,c	
135	 Salix	gooddingii	 10	 30	 c,c,c	
136	 Salix	gooddingii	 4	 25	 c,c,c	
137	 Salix	gooddingii	 4	 25	 c,c,c	
138	 Salix	gooddingii	 4	 15	 c,c,c	
139	 Salix	gooddingii	 4,2	 20	 c,c,c	
140	 Salix	gooddingii	 6,5	 25	 c,c,c	
141	 Salix	gooddingii	 7	 20	 c,c,c	
142	 Salix	gooddingii	 6	 20	 c,c,c	
143	 Salix	gooddingii	 2,2	 15	 c,c,c	
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Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

144	 Salix	gooddingii	 3,3	 15	 c,c,c	
145	 Salix	gooddingii	 2	 15	 c,c,c	
146	 Salix	gooddingii	 4	 20	 c,c,c	
147	 Salix	gooddingii	 3	 15	 c,c,d	
148	 Salix	gooddingii	 3	 20	 c,c,c	
149	 Salix	gooddingii	 4,3,4	 15	 c,c,d	
150	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14	 10	 c,c,c	
201	 Washingtonia	robusta	 11	 5	 c,c,c	
202	 Washingtonia	robusta	 12	 15	 c,c,c	
203	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 4,3	 30	 c,c,c	
204	 Washingtonia	robusta	 12	 10	 c,c,c	
206	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 12	 50	 c,c,c	
209	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 28,14,7	 50	 c,c,c	
210	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 14,10	 45	 c,c,c	
211	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 9	 50	 c,c,c	
212	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 9	 40	 c,c,c	
213	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 13	 60	 c,c,c	
214	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 14	 60	 c,c,c	
215	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 13	 50	 c,c,c	
216	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 13,8	 60	 c,c,c	
217	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 14,12,4	 60	 c,c,c	
218	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 15	 40	 c,c,c	
219	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 6	 35	 c,c,c	
220	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 11,8	 25	 c,c,c	
221	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 13,8	 55	 c,c,c	
222	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 14	 60	 c,c,c	
223	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 28,6	 50	 c,c,c	
224	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 26,12	 60	 c,c,c	
225	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 16,13	 50	 c,c,c	
226	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 19	 55	 c,c,c	
227	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 21	 55	 c,c,c	
228	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 27	 60	 c,c,c	
229	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 16	 55	 c,c,c	
230	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 20	 55	 c,c,c	
231	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 18	 55	 c,c,c	
232	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 14	 55	 c,c,c	
233	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 18	 55	 c,c,c	
234	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 12,8,7	 60	 c,c,c	
235	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 13,7,6	 55	 c,c,c	
236	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 23	 50	 c,c,c	
341	 Salix	sp.	 8,7 25 d/e,d/e,d	
342	 Salix	sp.	 7 30 d/e,d/e,d	
343	 Salix	sp.	 8,6,5 25 d/e,d/e,d	
344	 Salix	sp.	 11,9,8 30 d/e,d/e,d	
345	 Quercus	agrifolia	 16 30 c,c,c	
346	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9 5 e,e,e	
347	 Quercus	agrifolia	 15,9 30 c,c,c	
348	 Salix	sp.	 6,4 25 b/c,b/c,b/c
349	 Quercus	agrifolia	 11 40 c,c,c	
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Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

350	 Quercus	agrifolia	 16 40 c,c,c	
351	 Quercus	agrifolia	 15 40 c,c,c	
352	 Quercus	agrifolia	 18 40 c,c,c	
353	 Quercus	agrifolia	 12 40 c,c,c	
373	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9 20 c,c,c	
374	 Quercus	agrifolia	 18 30 c,c,c	
375	 Platanus	racemosa	 35,11 50 c,c,c	
376	 Quercus	agrifolia	 7 25 c,c,c	
377	 Quercus	agrifolia	 5 25 c,c,c	
378	 Quercus	agrifolia	 20 45 c,c,c	
379	 Quercus	agrifolia	 7 20 c,c,c	
380	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8 25 c,c,c	
381	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8 35 c,c,c	
382	 Quercus	agrifolia	 20 35 c,c,c	
383	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8 30 c,c,c	
384	 Quercus	agrifolia	 40 45 c,c,c	
385	 Quercus	agrifolia	 32,21,16 45 c,c,c	
386	 Quercus	agrifolia	 10 10 c,c,d	
387	 Quercus	agrifolia	 5 12 c,c,c	
388	 Quercus	agrifolia	 10,7 25 d,d,c/d	
401	 Salix	sp.	 12 15 c,d,d	
402	 Populus	sp.	 4,3 25 c,c,c	
403	 Populus	sp.	 5 25 c,c,c	
404	 Salix	sp.	 6 6 c,d,d	
405	 Salix	sp.	 10 5 c,d,d	
406	 Populus	sp.	 15,14,12 35 c,c,c	
407	 Salix	sp.	 4,3,2,2,2 35 c,c,c	
408	 Salix	sp.	 6,4,4 35 c,c,c	
409	 Salix	sp.	 5,3,2,2 25 c,c,c	
410	 Salix	sp.	 8 40 c,c,c	
411	 Salix	sp.	 7,6,4 45 c,c,c	
412	 Washingtonia	robusta	 16 45 c,c,c	
413	 Salix	sp.	 12,10,8,6,6,3 45 c,c,c	
414	 Populus	sp.	 4,2,2 35 c,c,c	
415	 Salix	sp.	 3,3 15 c,c,c	
416	 Salix	sp.	 6,3,2 15 c,c,c	
417	 Populus	sp.	 8,6,4 20 c,c,c	
418	 Populus	sp.	 4,4 20 c,c,c	
419	 Populus	sp.	 3,2,2 20 c,c,c	
420	 Populus	sp.	 3,3 20 c,c,c	
421	 Salix	sp.	 12,9,6,5,5,4,4 40 c,c,c	
422	 Salix	sp.	 5,3 35 c,c,c	
423	 Salix	sp.	 6,5,2,2 30 c,c,c	
424	 Salix	sp.	 5,5 30 c,c,c	
425	 Salix	sp.	 7,6,6,5,5 30 c,c,c	
426	 Salix	sp.	 12,8,6 35 c,c,c	
427	 Salix	sp.	 9 15 c,c,c	
428	 Salix	sp.	 12,12 35 c,c,c	
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Tree #  Tree Species  DBH (in.)*  Height (ft.)  Health, Aesthetics, Balance 

429	 Salix	sp.	 10 25 c,d,d	
430	 Salix	sp.	 12 25 c,c,c	
431	 Salix	sp.	 12 30 c,c,c	
432	 Salix	sp.	 6 15 c,c,c	
433	 Salix	sp.	 13,8,6 30 c,c,c	
434	 Populus	sp.	 3 30 c,c,c	
435	 Salix	sp.	 8,8,6,6,5,4 25 c,d,d	
436	 Salix	sp.	 6,4,4,3,2,2 25 c,c,c	
437	 Platanus	racemosa	 7,6,4,4 35 c,c,c	
438	 Salix	sp.	 6,5,4,3 25 c,c,c	
439	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 30 c,c,c	
440	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 30 c,c,c	
441	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 30 c,c,c	
442	 Schinus	molle	 10,6 25 c,c,c	
443	 Salix	sp.	 13,10 30 c,d,d	
444	 Salix	sp.	 10,10,9 20 c,d,d	
445	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
446	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
447	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
448	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
449	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
450	 Phoenix	sp.	 12+ 20 c,c,c	
501	 Platanus	racemosa	 11 40 a,a,a	
502	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3.3,2 15 c,b,b	
503	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8,10 15 b,b,b	
504	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9.5,10.5 20 b,b,b	
505	 Quercus	agrifolia	 5.5,6.5 10 b,b,b	
506	 Platanus	racemosa	 3 35 d,d,c	
507	 Platanus	racemosa	 3.3 20 d,d,c	
508	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8.3 25 b,b,b	
509	 Quercus	agrifolia	 11,13 15 b,b,b	
510	 Quercus	agrifolia	 12 12 b,b,b	
511	 Quercus	agrifolia	 7 20 b,b,b	
512	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9 15 b,b,b	
513	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3.0,5.5 10 c,b,b	
514	 Salix	lasiolepis	 8,9 25 b,c,c	
515	 Salix	lasiolepis	 6.5 20 b,b,b	
516	 Salix	lasiolepis	 4,6 10 b,b,b	
517	 Salix	lasiolepis	 7,10,11 15 b,b,b	
518	 Salix	lasiolepis	 6,7,7,9 20 b,b,b	
519	 Salix	lasiolepis	 3,3,4,3 15 c,c,c	
520	 Populus	trichocarpa	 3 10 c,d,d	
521	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3,3.5,4.5 10 c,c,b	
522	 Platanus	racemosa	 17.5 35 b,b,b	
523	 Platanus	racemosa	 14.5 30 b,b,b	
524	 Heteromeles	arbutifolia	 4.5,2.5 15 b,b,b	
525	 Salix	lasiolepis	 11,9 30 c,c,c	
526	 Alnus	rhombifolia	 15 30 f,f,f	
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527	 Salix	lasiolepis	 16,16.5 20 c,c,c	
528	 Washingtonia	robusta	 14 25 b,b,b	
529	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 24 50 b,c,c	
530	 Platanus	racemosa	 12,12 35 b,b,b	
532	 Quercus	agrifolia	 4 8 d,d,d	
533	 Salix	lasiolepis	 4.5 20 b,b,b	
534	 Populus	trichocarpa	 15 45 e,e,e	
535	 Populus	trichocarpa	 20 45 e,e,e	
536	 Populus	trichocarpa	 18 45 e,e,e	
537	 Sambucus	nigra	 2.5,2.5 8 d,d,d	
538	 Platanus	racemosa	 13,18 40 b,b,b	
539	 Populus	trichocarpa	 3 8 c,c,c	
540	 Populus	trichocarpa	 8 6 d,d,d	
541	 Populus	trichocarpa	 3,2.8 10 d,d,d	
542	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3 15 c,c,c	
543	 Platanus	racemosa	 12,12,13 60 c,c,c	
544	 Platanus	racemosa	 31 45 c,c,c	
545	 Unknown	ornamental	

species	
13.5 30

c,c,c	
546	 Platanus	racemosa	 29,14,8 45 b,b,b	
547	 Unknown	ornamental	

species	
3,7,3 30 c,c,c	

548	 Salix	lasiolepis	 6 15 c,c,c	
549	 Platanus	racemosa	 3,7,3 55 b,b,b	
550	 Platanus	racemosa	 15 60 b,b,b	
551	 Quercus	agrifolia	 21 30 b,b,b	
552	 Platanus	racemosa	 33 45 c,c,c	
553	 Quercus	agrifolia	 8 20 c,c,c	
554	 Quercus	agrifolia	 9.5 20 c,c,c	
555	 Quercus	agrifolia	 27 35 e,e,e	
556	 Quercus	agrifolia	 1.8 10 c,c,c	
557	 Quercus	agrifolia	 2.8 10 b,b,b	
558	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 6.5 25 b,b,b	
559	 Quercus	agrifolia	 4 30 b,b,c	
560	 Eucalyptus	globulus	 4.5 15 c,c,c	
561	 Salix	lasiolepis	 4 15 c,c,c	
562	 Quercus	agrifolia	 3.4 8 c,c,c	
563	 Salix	lasiolepis	 3.5,2,3,3.3 15 d,d,d	
564	 Quercus	agrifolia	 4.5 12 c,c,c	

   

*  Multiple numbers indicate multiple trunks. 
Note:  There are a total of 302 trees although the tree numbers go up to 564 (i.e., tree tag number does not indicate total 
quantity of trees). 
 
Source:  PCR Services Corporation 2013. 
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