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ITEM FOR PLANNING COMMISSION AGENDA

BOARD MEETING
DATE REQUESTED:

PROJECT NAME:

ADDRESS
OF PROPERTY:

TREE PERMIT #:

NAME OF APPLICANT:

CITY ARBORIST
STAFF:

ORDINANCE:

REQUEST:

STAFF
RECOMMENDATION:

March 12, 2013
2818 Rio Grande

2818 Rio Grande

10827869

Mike McHone
1904 Guadalupe St.
Austin, TX 78713
512-481-9111

Keith Mars, 974-2755
keith.mars(@austintexas.gov

Heritage Tree Ordinance (LDC 25-8-641)

The applicant is requesting to remove a heritage tree with a stem
greater than 30” in diameter.

The request to remove the 30" Pecan meets the City Arborist
approval criteria set forth in LDC 25-8-624(A). Variance is
recommended.



MEMORANDUM

TO: Dave Anderson, Chair
Members of the Planning Commission

FROM: Keith Mars, City Arborist Program
Planning and Development Review

DATE: March 12, 2013
SUBJECT: 2818 Rio Grande

REQUEST: The applicant is requesting to remove a heritage tree with a stem greater
than 30 inches as allowed under LDC 25-8-643

Area Description

The subject property is comprised of two lots located at 2818 Rio Grande (Exhibit 1).
The zoning is MF-4 and is adjacent to, but not in, the University Neighborhood Overlay
District (UNO) (Exhibit 2). The zoning allows for 60 feet building height, .75:1 FAR,
and 70% impervious cover. The desired use is an apartment building. The property is
located in the Shoal Creek Watershed and is subject to urban watershed regulations.

Tree Evaluation

Measurements =

The subject tree is a 30.0 inch diameter at breast height (dbh) Pecan (Carya illinoensis).
The tree height is 53feet and the canopy spread is 42 feet (Exhibit 3). The tree has a 45
degree lean from vertical with no evidence of root decay or soil heaving (Exhibit 4).

Canopy Conditions

The canopy has major asymmetry, extensive storm damage, and moderate decay. Storm
damage is evident by the presence of multiple broken stems and subsequent decay
(Exhibits 5,6,7 and 8).

Trunk - -
30 inch diameter trunk with a 45 degree lean to the northeast.

Root System
Critical root zone conditions are characterized by compacted turf grass and bare soil, base
material serving as a parking lot, and a housing structure (Exhibit 9). Root flare is
present with no signs of wounding or decay.



Overall Condition

There arc considerable structural defects, but the hazard is not likely imminent since there
is no evidence of root decay or soil heaving; however, the subject tree is certainly
predisposed to failure simply due to the tree structure and biomechanics of staying
upright. The biological and physiological functions of the tree appear sound. However,
the structural condition is of concern for the aforementioned statements. The City
Arborist Tree Evaluation provides additional details (Exhibit 10).

Variance Request

The variance request is to allow removal of a heritage tree with one stem greater than 30
inches as allowed under LDC 25-8-643,

Recommendation

Though not an imminent hazard, the subject tree should not be preserved due to the
aforementioned structural conditions. Further, it is not reasonable to incorporate the tree
into the design given the predisposition to failure, particularly in the event of root loss
due to construction activities that will affect the roots opposite the plane of tree lean. The
varjance request meets approval criteria for the City Arborist per LDC 25-8-624(A) (1).

Mitigation

Opportunities to mitigate onsite are not available. Possible mitigation opportunities
include: (1) mitigation monies into the Urban Forest Replenishment Fund at 150 percent
mitigation ($9,000), (2) 45.0 inches of native trees planted on public property in the
Shoal Creek Watershed, or (3) $9,000 worth of tree care for public trees in the Shoal
Creek Watershed. Transplanting the subject tree is not recommended due to the lean,
distribution of weight from the asymmetrical canopy and storm damaged canopy.

If you need further details, please contact me at 974-2755 or keith.mars(@austintexas.gov.

DA e

Keith Mars, Environmental Program Coordinator
Planning and Development Review Department

Michael Embesi, City Arborist
Planning and Development Review Department

Z
rge Adamy, Assistant Director
ing andevelopment Review Department

7
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City Arborist
Planning and Development Review Department
Staff Recommendations Concerning Heritage Tree Variances

Application Address: 2818 Rio Grande

Size and Species of Tree(s): 30.0” Pecan (Carya illinoensis)

Reason for Request: The applicant is requesting to remove a heritage tree with a stem
greater than 30 inches as allowed under LDC 25-8-643

Section 1 — Approval Criteria

1) The requirement for which a variance is requested prevents a reasonable access to the

property.
No.

2) The requirement for which a variance is requested prevents a reasonable use of the property.
Yes. It is unreasonable to preserve this tree in a forthcoming development due to the
structural defects. Further, the trec should not be incorporated into the design since loss of
counterbalancing roots (opposite the plane of the lean) would increase the likelihood of tree
failure.

3) The tree presents an imminent hazard to life or property and the hazard cannot be reasonably
mitigated without removing the tree.
No.

4) Is the tree dead?
No.

5) Is the tree diseased? If so, is restoration to a sound condition practicable or can the disease

by transmitted?
No.

6) For a tree localed on public property or a public strcct or easement, the requirement for
which a variance is requested prevents:
a) the opening of necessary vehicular traffic lanes in a street or ally, or
b) the construction of utility or drainage facilities that may not feasibly be rerouted.

NA.

7) The applicant has applied for and been denied a variance, waiver, exemption, modification,
or altcrnative compliance from another City Code provision which would eliminate the need
to remove the heritage tree, as required in Section 25-8-646 (Variance Prerequisite).

No,



C

8) Removal of the heritage tree is not based on a condition caused by the method chosen by the b
applicant to develop the property, unless removal of the heritage trec will result in a design
that will allow for the maximum provision of ecological service and historic and cultural
value from the trees preserved on the site.

No.

Name: Keith Mars, Environmental Program Coordinator
City Arborist Program
Planning and Development Review Department

Signature: %/A %J/&/

Date; «;l /.;Z.l /JO\B

La
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Exhibit 3 The City Arborist Program

Tree Preservation and Replenishment




WBWYSIUATAY PUB UOABAIASS)G 29 |

Im
x

=
2.
—
A~

welbold 1suoqiy Ao ay|




BUsIUAday pue UoHeAISSalY 88))

m
X

=
g
=
&)

weibold 1suogly Ayn ay|




*,

Exhibit 6

"I.'{w
(T
o'y
»

e,
.

R, . imuy g
U
;’:.\‘\S.\:i\‘

%H

he City Arborist Program

Tree Presenvation and Replerashmen



=i
g
:.J
1]
¢
8
S
)
d
g
g

2 1qiyx3

weiboid js10qiy A7 ay)




Exhibit 8 The City Arborist Program
Tree Preservation and Replemshmen:
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Exhibit 9 The City Arborist Program

Tree Preservation and Replerishmert



TREE EVALUATION

Property address: .- k4 Rw (}fzw)la
Date: 2 /5/12

Evaluator: ¢\, Macl

SIGNATURE: _ “Hyh. Ffaa___

ISA/ASCA Certification #: /X~ 3£77AM

1. TREE CHARACTERISTICS

DBH of each trunk: 20,2

Common & Latin name: [éca-n . Lerye K iasensit

537

Location: Privatg/ Public  Estimated height & canopy spread (ft): _ L2

Agcclass:  young / mature / Qvér-maturds/ dead (if dead, there is no need to fill dut section 2)

Deadwood: 0%  0-10% 10-25%  25-50% >50% (v aKauan)

Form: generally symmetric / minor asymmetry / gUiEjor asymmelzyy/ stump sprout

Pruning history: crown cleaned / excessivcly thinned / topped / crown raised .
pollarded / crown reduced / utility clearance / storm damage cleaning /(no'n'e:}

Crown class:v{'dbmﬁxun'gl co-dominant / intermediate / suppressed. T

2. TREE HEALTH :

Foliage color: normal / chlorotic / necrotic
Foliage density: normal / sparse

Annual shoot growth: inches

Callus development(Y,/ N If s0, is callusing;_
Vigor class: excellent / average / fair /¢poony

Major pests/diseases:

Epicormics: 'Y /@
Leaf size: normal / abnormal
Twig dieback:Y / N

excellent / average /@@

3. SITE CONDITIONS

Site character: (esidencg / / industrial / park / open space / natural / other (see below)
Landscape type: parkway / raiscd bed / container / @/ other (see below)

Irrigation:  <iong, / adequate / inadeguate / excessive 7 trunk wetted

Dripline paved: 9‘% 0-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
Dripline w/ fill soil: (0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
Dripline grade lowered: 0%) 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
Dripline grade raised: (0%  10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Seil problems:

drainage / shallow /éompacte%/ small volume / other (see below)

Obstructions:lights / signage / line of sight / view / overhead lines / traffic / other (see below)
Wind (tree position):single free / below canopy / above canopy / recently exposed / canopy edge

Other:

- &



4 TREF DEFECTS IDENTIFY ALL AREAS AND SEVERITY THAT APPLY TO EACH DEFECT ( h

[ DEFECT | DEFECT -
DEFECTTYPL | "AREA | SEVERITY NOTES | LEGEND 4(/4

"Poor taper 50 5 et Aenig s arrsk
Codonmnants/forks | R [ | Eneply Qeveloprnd~

Il\:ullud pég ]a)tta;hmcnts T - Trunk(s)

| nci : ar. SR fEan R - Root Flare
Excessive end L - Lateral Roots
| weight S - Scaffolds

| Cracks/splits i L B_._ i by M B - Branches

| Hangers [
Girdlin T SEVERITY

Wounds ?, ) I :5_.“ i o e 5 = I:.._%-.T;.u\--q:a S - Severe
Decay 1,502 Mo WKy feelhg fen """‘:"‘—‘Jﬂ‘f‘-— rql?g‘{;demte
Cavity A I Y -

Conks/Mushrooms |-

Bleeding
| Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bec

hive

AREA

Ay

Deadwood/stubs | [7, ewty sk leds hes sk duna)
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls

Previous failure ! J

7. OTHER FEATURES

Lean: 45 degrees from vertical (fatura) or umnatural Soil heaving: Y f@
Decay in planc of lean: 'Y /¢N) oots exposed: Y //N) Soil eracking: Y /(N)
Lean severity: S /(/M /L Compounding factors: _jibalers  Canpy
Suspect root rot: Y /m Mushroonvconk present: Y /& ID:

Exposed roots: S / M / L Undermined: S/ M/ L )
Root pruned: __feet [rom trunk  Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y / N
Restricted root area: S / M / L. Potential for root failure: S / (_I'ZI)/ L

6. TARGET AND ABATEMENT

Use under tree: building /(parking, / traffic / éedestnahj / recreation / {andscapy / hardscape _
Occupancy: occasional use /G'W frequent use  Can target be moved: Y / N)
RISK ABATEMENT

Action: prunc /@5{ other Comments: - o

7. COMMENTS OR OTHER RISK FACTORS




Mike McHone f\

Real Estate C/
13

Keith Mars

Heritage Tree Review

City of Austin

505 Barton Springs Rd.

Austin, TX 78704 February 5, 2013

Re: Heritage Tree Review, 2818 Rio Grande
Dear Mr. Mars;

This memo is to explain the request for the removal of a large leaning pecan (# 954) which is located in
the middle of the lot in the rear yard of 2818 Rio Grande. This lot is a part of a two lot site consisting of
2818 and 2822 Rio Grande. {Note the tree report is for three lots. Lot 2816 was deleted from
consideration due to the large number of trees located on It.) (Survey attached)

This two lot site Is located across the street from the Unlversity Neighborhood Overlay District (UNO).
The plan Is to redevelop the site with a modern apartment building which will meet all current building
code requirements, especially fire sprinklers and energy efficiency. The project will be developed in
compliance with the MF-4 base district zoning and will comply with compatibllity requirements. It will
serve as a buffer between the moare dense UNO projects across the street and the single family
neighborhood to the west. :

The MF-4 zoning requires front rear and side yards. The project has been designed to meet these
requirements. Compatlbllity requirements greatly reduce the alfowable helght. The slte plan attached
is the best that can be accomplished as It saves the best trees but will require the removal of the large
feaning pecan. (See sketch attached).

The attached tree report recommends the removal of this tree due to its “hazardous lean”,

The owner has secured demolltion permits for the existing improvements and respectfully request the
commissions consent to remove thls hazardous tree.

W ¢ wﬁ_.

Mike McHone, authorized agent

1904 Guadalupe “On the Drag” » ph: 512-481-92111 * fax: 512-481-1002 » mchone1234(@sbcplobal .net
mailing address: P.O. Box 8142, Austin, TX, 78713
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Heights

University Neighborhood Overiay:
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A

Mike Mchon_e_

s = —— —
From: Mark Hart
Sent: Friday, October 26, 2012 9:33 AM
To: Mike: Mchone
Subject. rio grande site and trees
Attachments: site-trees-102612.pdf

Mike, | can’t move the building any closer to rio grande because of the other tree there, unless Embezi Is willlng to let
that one go? | highly doubt it,

I'll have to fracture the rectangular shape of the building to dodge the trees.
See attached pdf. As you can see, the layout was perfect when the leaning pecan wasn'’t a player.
Mark

Mark Hart, AlA
LEED AP BD+C

Mark Hart Architecture Inc.
5801 Mojave Drive

Austin TX, 78745
512-680-7905

www markhartarch.com

[ fin]&IT

No virus found in this message.
Checked by AVG - www.avp com
Version: 2013.0.2741 / Virus Database: 2616/5847 - Release Date: 10/22/12
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The Davey Tree Expert Company

9224 Research Blvd.
Austln, TX 78758

(512) 4514986 Fax: (512) 451.6482

Tribeca Capital Group, LLC

17551 Glllette St

Irvine, CA 92614

RE: Tree Evaluation — 2816-2818-2822 Rio Grande, Austin, TX

Dear Sirs:

First of all, I would like to thank you for the opportunity to inspect the trees at the nbove-mentioned site. We

appreciate your patronage for selecting The Davey Tree Expert Company for your tree care, We trust that

you will find our commitment to excellence to be of the highest standards. Listed in this report is data ?

concernlng the conditions of the established trees on site.(Photo’s included)

American Elm Tree 29" (Ulmus americana) is considered- w
All Peean Trees (Carya Hlinoensis) are in Abo age= fo- Exi lition; “Vith the
excepion of the 327 on fot 2218 (NOTE: it leaning at o 45 degree m;_le. .m(l is very top heavy L1 hi
Pecan tree needs (o be renwyed, Due te the linbility, 1t is Poer in condition. {sve photo),
Cluster of Common Hackberry Trees (Celtis occidentalison) in City right-of- way, are wenk and
considered -

< Chinaberry Tree 20" (Mella azedn'rach) Is consldered an invasive specles

% . Remaining Trees and shrubs are Tess than 8" can be removed without Tree permibe ..

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 451-4986. Thank you for your time and attention to
this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniael R. Hunsicker

District Mangger

DAVLY TREE EXPERT COMPANY

Certificd Arborist #TX 0309

International Sacicty of Arboriculture

“Sec photos: belon












w100 2786
Tree Ordinance Review Application  Mwwore SHA

Planning and Dovelopment Review Depariment
One Toxat Conler, 505 Barton Springs Road, 4th fipor, Austin, TX 78704
Phone: (512) 974-1876  Fax: ($12) 9743010
Emaii: cityarborisi@austintexas.gov  Wabslin: yww ausiintosgs,aovidepariment/cty-prberisg
Application request® (specify all that apply): : % .‘.; -~ .Em ww Cote m)lzé .gm
1} and Environmental Criteria Maniz|
Tree removal (LDG 25-5.802[3)) [BX iy N el
a Crifical Rool Zone impacls (ECM 3.5.2 A} af impacts 2:; mw‘mo_mmcx tres and
Live canapy Impacis of more than 25% (ECM 3.5.2 B) mw.p:ﬁ retulls.

Address and zip code of property:__ ) B [ B Ko Besvne /4’«57:/15 e 78705
Nema ot ewner or authorizad agent: _AV0i ke Mefowic Mind dsztve ke Hfoxe

Building permit number {if epplicatle); e
Telophone #:(5¢ ) 53¢ -Bvye Fax I‘J_@ 12} 4@ roeox E-mall:
Tree Species: Pacan’ Trée location on lal: 2L 5s2.

Trunk size (in Inches) at 4 % feet sbove ground: circumieranca {around) or diametar (across) Ez .
Genere! tree condiion: () Good /7 O Fair / K Poor / OO Dead

Reason for requét: I Devetoprhent Q/Treecondiu‘un O Other. __72EL s 7t M2 watd
Leapinnts g7 VST fured
%/ 7
: Data

Qwnerf Authonized Agent Signature

o  Proposed development projects are fo include a plan visw drawing that depicts the localion of the tree and the planned
improvemonts (s.9. structure, driveway, uliliy and irigaiion lines),

o This permil apphcalion only revisws for compii with tree regulations.

o The spplication tee must be paid pricr to permit issuance. No fea Is required for dead or diseased troes

Application Detormination — Ta be completed by rhorist Program Personnel
e 9 SR
£ Approves L *Approved With Conditions ﬁ Statutory Denial (more informetion tequired)  LJ Denied

Comments pluﬂ' PRectr < pstvital  DRaF 1o AOPRS  THIS rowcsat

£ Pusle Asststine { BT Buateass M T avas Tl reen)
DESviaTed o7 TeHAEENIS TC _MTrTe AT 2TOES)
7
D Heritege Trea(s) Q A herilage tres variance is requirec: [) Administrative / T Land Use Comimiasion

Londitions of Aporoval: LI Nans or I As described within Arborist Gomments {see above); and

0 Applicant agrees to plant cafiper Inches of central Texas native lrees (see ECM Appendix F) on the Lol prior
to obtaining a final ingpection {if epplicsbla)., Trees ara to have a minimum 2-Inch trunk diameter. Examples
include Oaks, Cedar Elm, Bald Cypress, Desert Willow, Mountain Laure), Texas Persimman, Mexican Pium, elc.

£ prior 1o deveiopment, applicanl agraes to supply a reot zone muich layer and maintain tree protection fencing
{chain-link, five-faot in hexght) thraughaut the project duration,

0 No addilional Impacts are permilted within the % Critlcal Root Zone, Including utiity Iranching.
O Provide e receipt from a certified arborist for: Clremedial root care Dany required pruning

Applicani Signature Dats Clty Arborlst Signature Date

Post this document on site while any proposed work is In progress.
Cenditions for approval of this application must be met within 1 year of the sHective dala. vIRm



TREE RISK EVALUATION FORM /0.

[TANTINY )

Property aiitress: “_,-7 3 /_S /\ é_(__ Pl o, /K Bty / o / //
Property owner: ;}/ /)/j ke /} o ¢ Evaluator: A Wy, / /._?_." ///, syl Ao

UARELE U AR o < T e ——
ISAASCA Certification #: /- 7

o TREE CHARACTERINTICS //

DBI of each trunk: | Common & Latin name: /7 - (v g AR On .

Location: Private  Public  Estimated height & canopy sprcmt_[_h}: D TR L1
Age class: soung [ omature  gwtEmature  dead (f dead. there is no need 1o 1l out section 2)

Deadwoond: 0% 0-10% 7 10-23% 25-50% +50%
Form: generally svmmetric - Mimor assmmetny - mujor asymmetry £ stump spro
I'runing history: crown cleancd |/ oxcessively thimsed © topped + cromn raised

pollarded / crown reduced 7 wility clearance / storm damage cleaning / none
Crown class: dominant / co-dominant intermediale  suppressed

2. VREF HFALIN

Folinge colar: normal / chlorstic / necrotic Epicormics: Y N

Foliage density: normal ATASE Leal size: normal £ abnormal
Annual shoot growth: &/ inches Twig dichack:y * N

Callus development: Y /(N IFso,is epdlusing:  excellemt 2 average © Fair / poor
Vigor cluss: excellent 7 average (L £ opoay

Major pestsidisenses:

J. S Connrnons
Site character: efidence” * Gominaicial © mdustial C park  open space  natural © other (see betow )
Landscape type: parkway ¢ raised bed / container ( open /- other (see below

!

Irrigation: (pone 7 adequate |/ imadeguate 7 escessive | etk wetted

Drigdine paved; i (1-25% A L 50-73%% 15-100%

Dripline w/ fill soil: o 1-25%0 ¢ 25-50% - 50-73% 75-11%

Dripline grade lowered: 0% H)-25%, 255y 507340 I5-100%,

Drigline grade caisyl: 0% 10-23% 25-MBa MI-75% 72-100%

Soil problems: drainage © shallow 7 campucted © small vislume 7 other (see below)
Obstractions: lights — signape line ol sight © sic® f overhead tiees  walfic * other (see below)
Windd (tree position)single ree Delow canopy 7 above canopy recenthy exposad L canogy edge

H [

e L. )

./ - . . D

7
$s A /./ ’ S

Other: 7



: 4. TREE DEFECTS = IDENTIFY ALL ARFAS ANDREVERITY THAT APPLY TO EACIH DEFECY
i B DEFECT | DEFECT P
( DEFECVIVRE 3 " | severiry R LEGEND C’l
i Poor taper 7 Ty
F Codominams/forks X /
Multiple attachments ] N lnl\n}l{\:s,)\
lnclwled bark 7177 5 |5 R Koot Hare 3
[ Bixvessive end ) I Laterid Roots
weight R i S Scalfolds
Cracks/splits 5 e B ~ Branches
llangers -
Gird[in} ‘ SE\’IERITY
Wounds 74 FER S h\;l-\'c:c ‘.
Decfw T 27 :\l:lui:it erate |
Cavity 4
Conks/Mushropms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked hark 77 1
Nesting hole/bee
hive
Deadwood/stubs s yin'
Borers/termitesfants
Cankers/galls
| Previous failure Ve Y. o Loran g J__’_{’_/Cn/ Aeeac
7. OTHER FEATURES S
- . . ol . +
Lean: ¥ S degrees from vertical  patural or@nulurgl_‘, Soil heaving:eY /N
Decay in plane ol'lean: Y / N Roots exposed: Y / P Soil crucking';ﬁf_! N
Leun severity: £/ M 7 L Compounding factors: __ 7 0] L7 i tn / >, /
Suspect root rot: Y / N Mushroom/conk present: Y Q.N 1D 3 e
Exposed roots: § / M/ L Undermined: 8 /AL /L - ,
Root pruned: ___Teet from trunk  RootCarea affected: % Buttress wounded: ¥ / N/ cengle 40S
Restricted rovtarea: S © M/ 1. Potentinl for rout filare: S / M /1. £ e
A ‘,/ o

6. TARGET AND ABATEMENT

tise under tree: bu:hhn;_. 7 Parkmg, tmﬂ'u, i p.cduxrun / recreation / ldndzw:;pc hardicape

Occupaney: OLL-lbll)ndl use / medium, intermittent use jrcqu;nl us¢™ "Can target be moved: Y (\

RISK ABATEMENT

Action: prune ! remove ! other Comments:
-

7. COMMENTS OR OTHER RISK FAUTORS
“ . N - ‘
e S e VS S S SRR VRS e

B, TREE RISK (SEE THE ADDITIONAL RISK ASSESSMENT GUIDLINES)

RaTING:  Risk rating {circle e

Failure potentiali | 2 3 4 Size of Part: ] 2(3 Target: | %73 Other Risk Factors: L{ {2
Risk rating: Low: 3 4 Muoderare: 5 6 High: 789 Extremely high: 1




