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Urban Forestry Council  

Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria 

 
Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code Section 810, the UFC has developed these criteria for 

evaluating potential landmark trees in San Francisco.   When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees, 

please consider the context of the tree within its site location.  For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the 

same community importance that a street or park tree would.  Use comment sections, as appropriate, to explain 

or support evaluation.  Attach sheets if more space is needed. 

 

 

Evaluator’s name: Mei Ling Hui  

Date of evaluation: March 19, 2014 

Scientific name: Sequoia giganteum 

Common name: Giant Sequoia 

Street address: 3066 Market St, San Francisco 

Cross streets: Merritt St 

 

 

Rarity     X Yes   ___ Partially   ___ No                    
 

Rarity: X  Rare X Uncommon  ____Common  ____Other 

Unusual species in San Francisco or other geographic regions.   

Comment: The Urban Forest Map has 11 entries for this species, though these entries are use input 

data and may not all of these entries may be accurate. There is a notable specimen in Garfield Square 

Park, which is featured in Mike Sullivan’s book “The Trees of San Francisco.”   

 

Physical Attributes    X Yes   ___ Partially   ___ No                    
 

Size:  X  Large ____Medium  ____Small     

Notable size compared to other trees of the same species in San Francisco. 

Comment: In its natural setting, this species grows much larger than this particular specimen. This 

criterion relates to this species within the city. In our urban setting, this is a relatively large tree in 

general.  

 

Age: X Yes X No 

Significantly advanced age for the species. 

Comment: This species can be extremely long lived.  In term so absolute age compared to other 

specimen of this species, the oldest believed to have lived for about 3500 years before it died, this tree 

is very young at the estimated 50-70 years old that the UFC has received through public comment.  

However, pre-settlement San Francisco is believed to have been a largely tree-less landscape and at 

this age range, this specimen is a relatively old tree within the city. We wouldn’t see any specimen tree 

in this species that we would say is generally advance age in San Francisco.  

 

Distinguished form: X Yes ____No 

Tree is an example of good form for its species, has a majestic quality or otherwise unique structure. 
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Describe: As described above, it’s a relatively young tree for its species. It has a significant lean to the 

east, that the UFC has been told is due to the past presence of another large tree growing alongside this 

tree, which was removed. The top of this tree is growing more directly upward – straighter -  which 

indicates that the lean may have been due to the other tree growing in close proximity.  Some of the 

lower branches were recently removed, which may have affected the tree’s visual impact. Whether or 

not this pruning did affect how the tree looks, it is a nice looking tree that has a significant visual 

impact on the small yard.    

 

Tree condition:  X Good ____Poor ____Hazard 

Consider overall tree health and structure, and whether or not tree poses a hazard 

Describe: The tree is leaning significantly to the east, but appears to be generally healthy.  

 

 

Historical    __ Yes   ___ Partially   X No                    
 

Historical Association:  ____ Yes X None apparent 

Related to a historic or cultural building, site, street, person, event, etc. 

Describe nature of appreciation: I searched the Public Libraries image archives and couldn’t find 

anything showing this tree. I also search for parcel data and it looks like the attached building may 

predate the 1906 earthquake,  though I wasn’t able to find any information on who lived there or who 

built it.  

 

Profiled in a publication or other media: ____Yes X Unknown 

Tree has received coverage in print, internet, video media, etc. Attach documentation if appropriate. 

Describe coverage: None found.  

 

 

Environmental    X Yes   ___ Partially   ___ No                    
 

Prominent landscape feature: X Yes ____No 

A striking and outstanding natural feature. 

Describe, attach photo if possible: The tree dominates the yard it is growing in. The neighbor to the 

north’s abutting yard is highly landscaped and the other neighbors have some backyard landscaping. 

The tree is tall enough that the top of it can be seen over the houses when on the surround streets.  

 

Low tree density: ____Low X Moderate  ____High 

Tree exists in a neighborhood with very few trees. 

Describe: The area has a smattering of sidewalk trees. There appear to be many backyard trees in this 

neighborhood. There are a couple mini p[arks nearby that are nicely planted with trees.  

 

Interdependent group of trees: ____Yes X No 

This tree in an integral member of a group of trees and removing it may have an adverse impact on 

adjacent trees. 

Describe: The UFC received reports that another tree was growing alongside this tree. At this time, the 

tree appears as a singular element in the yard space.  

 

Visible or Accessible from public right-of-way: X  Yes ____No 

High visibility and/or accessibility from public property. 
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Describe: The tree is tall enough that the top of it can be seen over the houses when on the surround 

streets. 

 

High traffic area: ____Yes X  No 

Tree is located in an area that has a high volume of vehicle, pedestrian or bike traffic and has a 

potential traffic calming effect. 

Describe: The tree is in a private backyard. It may have a significant visual impact within the 

backyards of the surrounding properties and is visible from the street. The tree may have some traffic 

calming effect, but this would be difficult to quantify.   

 

Important wildlife habitat:  ____Yes X  No 

Species has a known relationship with a particular local wildlife species or it provides food, shelter, or 

nesting to specific known wildlife individuals.   

Describe: Staff observed a song bird resting in the tree during the site visit, but did not observe any 

nests or valuable foraging opportunities. It is possible that local fauna use twigs and needles to build 

nests elsewhere, but staff did not observe any animals collecting nesting material.  

 

Erosion control:  ____Yes X  No 

Tree prevents soil erosion. 

Describe: The tree is in developed backyard spaces. Though there is some grade, and the large tree 

likely has large roots, the tree isn’t growing in an open area or on a significant slope.  
 

Wind or sound barrier: X  Yes ____No 

Tree reduces wind speed or mitigates undesirable noise. 

Describe: The tree may be providing wind and sound barrier for the neighbor to the north.  
 

 

Cultural    ___ Yes   X  Partially   ___ No                    
 

Neighborhood appreciation:  X Yes ____None apparent 

Multiple indicators such as letters of support, petition, outdoor gatherings, celebrations adjacent or 

related to tree, etc. Attach documentation:  

Describe: Corbett Height’s Neighbors have provided letters of support and other documentation to 

support the nomination.  

 

Cultural appreciation:   ____Yes X  None apparent 

Particular value to certain cultural or ethnic groups in the city. 

Describe nature of appreciation: None found.  

 

Planting contributes to neighborhood character:  X  Yes ____No 

Tree contributes significantly to, or represents, neighborhood aesthetic.  

Describe contribution: Many backyards in the area have trees. This tree has a significant visual impact 

on the surrounding areas.  

 

Profiled in a publication or other media: ____Yes X Unknown 

Tree has received coverage in print, internet, video media, etc. Attach documentation if appropriate. 

Describe coverage: None found.  
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Prominent landscape feature: X Yes ____No 

A striking and outstanding natural feature. 

Describe, attach photo if possible:  

 

 

 

 

Additional comments  

It’s a nice tree that appears to be in good health, is large for the setting, and has some neighborhood 

support for the nomination. The nomination was initiated by an area neighbor who worked with their 

district supervisor to nominate this tree.          

            

  


