
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
March	20,	2017	
	
	
Dear	Members	of	the	Urban	Forestry	Council,	
	
We	have	worked	with	constituents	from	the	beginning.	
	
We	have	created	this	document	for	the	benefit	of	The	Council	and	its	new	members	to	
understand	all	that	has	become	before.		Answers	to	the	criterion	for	the	tree	have	been	
summarized,	hoping	this	will	assist	you	in	appreciating	the	background	of	this	landmark	
nomination.	
	
We	have	pulled	from	previous	committee	reports,	previous	documents,	and	freely	
acknowledge	that	some	members	may	have	seen	some	of	the	material	before.	
	
For	those	that	would	like	to	look	more	deeply	into	each	topic,	we	are	providing	source	
material	for	each	section.	
	
We	look	forward	to	the	deliberations	that	will	landmark	this	tree.	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Friends	of	Mrs.	Mérí	Jaye 



RARITY	

YES,	THIS	MAJESTIC	MONTCLAIR	REDWOOD	HAS	RARITY	

§ “The Sequoia sempervirens species only occupy a 470 by 47 mile range worldwide.” (Wikipedia) 
§ While Redwoods can be found in locations throughout the city, it is uncommon to find a redwood 

of this size and type on Russian Hill. 
§ Coast redwoods grow only one place on Earth—right here on the Pacific Coast, from Big Sur to 

southern Oregon. Earlier in the Earth’s history, redwoods had a much wider habitat, including 
western North America and along the coasts of Europe and Asia. 

§ As climate change and drought continue to be a growing problem, the habitat is shrinking to the 
south making the comparatively wetter climate in the Bay Area critically important as a haven in 
which these precious trees can survive in the future. 

See attached: 
Wikipedia, showing this species categorized as “THREATENED - ENDANGERED”  

§ The Gymnosperm Database, rates this species as “ENDANGERED”  
§ Threatened Conifers of the World, rates this species as “A2 ENDANGERED” 

PHYSICAL	ATTRIBUTES	
YES,	THIS	MAJESTIC	MONTCLAIR	REDWOOD	HAS	OUTSTANDING	PHYSICAL	ATTRIBUTES	

§ This	is	an	iconic	tree	species	in	California.		
§ This	tree	is	quite	young	for	its	species	and	just	entering	the	prime	of	its	life.	

YES,	THE	TREE	HAS	A	DISTINGUISHED	FORM	
§ The	tree	is	well	formed	with	excellent	structure,	has	one	main	trunk,	nice	tapering	conical	form,	

is	vigorous	and	very	healthy.			
§ It	is	a	dominant	feature	and	in	a	prominent	position	a	level	yard	that	is	planted	by	under-

plantings	of	a	variety	of	species.		
§ It	has	a	large	base	with	large	burls,	and	a	low	center	of	gravity.	
§ It	is	relatively	free	of	wind-damage,	noteworthy	for	a	tree	of	this	species	in	San	Francisco	where	

redwoods	often	get	windburn	or	show	signs	of	drought.	
§ Tree	has	been	pruned	in	the	past,	and	some	limbs	tipped	back	in	past,	but	no	signs	of	major	

structural	issue,	or	previous	topping.	The	consensus	by	those	who	have	formally	assessed	this	
tree	is	that	it	is	not	a	hazard.		

§ The	arborist	report	provided	by	the	property	owner	finds	the	tree	is	in	very	good,	healthy	
condition.	The	property	owner	reported	that	she	has	been	providing	supplemental	water	to	the	
tree	during	the	drought,	which	may	have	contributed	to	the	tree’s	good	condition.	

§ There	are	no	electrical	wires	overheads.	
	
See	attached	Reports	from	Certified	Arborist	Roy	Leggitt	III	
	

	

	

	

 
 

	

	



HISTORICAL	

YES,	THIS	MAJESTIC	MONTCLAIR	REDWOOD	HAS	HISTORICAL	SIGNIFICANCE	

§ The	Majestic	Montclair	Redwood	is	adjacent	to	and	part	of	the	world-famous,	San	Francisco	
landmark	Lombard	“crooked	street”.		The	tree	is	integral	to	the	iconic	composition	of	the	Russian	
Hill	street	that	would	never	be	the	same	were	it	to	be	severely	pruned	or	removed.		As	a	result	of	
this	proximity,	this	majestic	tree	can	be	seen	in	thousands	photos	taken	by	tourists	from	all	over	
the	world	since	the	1970’s.	

§ This	tree	was	planted	in	1962	in	memory	of	Mrs.	Mérí	Jaye’s	late	husband	and	children	who	were	
tragically	lost	in	a	plane	accident.		

§ Mrs.	Jaye	is	a	naval	architect,	maritime	scholar,	and	passionate	San	Franciscan	historian.	She	is	a	
long	term	resident	who	deeply	loves	San	Francisco	and	has	given	generously	of	her	time	and	
resources	in	a	multitude	of	ways	to	our	City’s	institutions	for	many	decades.	Mrs.	Jaye	herself	is	a	
City	Treasure	and	an	integral	part	of	San	Francisco	history.	

§ Mrs.	Jaye	lead	a	neighborhood	effort	in	the	1960s	to	create	city	park	on	Hyde	Street	to	benefit	
the	families	living	in	the	area.		Unfortunately,	the	grass	roots	efforts	to	obtain	the	land	were	a	
outbid	by	developers.	

§ There	is	historical	significance	relating	to	Carl	Henry	and	the	Hearst	family	who	lived	on	the	block	
and	installed	the	gardens.	See	story	on	the	Russian	Hill	Neighbors’	website,	“Hearst	and	Henry	
Properties”:	http://rhnsf.org/history/walks/russian-hill-ii-the-north-slope/	

§ Mrs.	Jaye’s	longstanding	love	of	these	trees	led	her	to	support	the	existence	of	the	Sempervirens	
Club	to	protect	these	trees.		Painter	and	photographer	Andrew	P.	Hill	involved	people	in	higher	
office	to	focus	on	saving	the	Redwood	species.	He	argued	against	further	logging.	The	
Sempervirens	Club	was	formed	to	protect	these	trees.	The	species	and	this	location	are	important	
as	testament	to	this	Club	and	the	conservation	movement	for	these	redwoods,	as	well	as	laws	
signed	by	Governor	Gage	for	Big	Basin	Park.		Per	the	property	owner,	the	connection	with	the	
Redwood	species	and	the	campaigns	to	save	it,	led	to	roads	from	Big	Basin	to	the	City	and	the	
southern	reaches	of	San	Jose	with	the	1915	Panama-Pacific	International	Exposition.	This	tree	is	a	
reminder	of	the	importance	of	this	species	in	the	Conservation	Movement	to	this	day.	This	urban	
Sequoia	sempervirens	is	part	of	San	Francisco	and	the	California	state	parks’	history,	and	a	
reminder	of	the	City’s	role	to	protect	these	special	trees.		We	feel	fortunate	that	the	City	of	San	
Francisco	had	the	vision	to	create	a	program	“to	identify	and	protect	its	most	important	trees”.	

See	attached:	
“Historic	Russian	Hill	II	–	the	North	Slope”,	Russian	Hill	Neighbors,	see	pg	13	by	Edward	Bielski,	full	article	
online	at	http://rhnsf.org/history/	
	“History	of	Russian	Hill”,	focusing	on	block	bounded	by	Lombard,	Hyde,	Chestnut	&	Leavenworth,	
Edward	F.	Bielski,	1972	
“10	Outdoor	attractions	you	can’t	miss	in	San	Francisco”,	Majestic	Montclair	prominently	featured,	
8/12/16,	Nalea	Ko	
“21	Places	around	San	Francisco	you	thought	only	existed	in	your	imagination”,	Majestic	Montclair	
prominently	featured	,	Only	in	Your	State,	7/11/16	
“Lombard	Street,	top	tips	before	you	go”,	Majestic	Montclair	prominently	featured,	Trip	Advisor,	10,062	
Reviews	
“Lombard	Street”,	San	Francisco	City	Guides,	Susan	Saperstein	
Lombard	Street	Postcard	currently	available	with	Majestic	Montclair	prominently	featured,	
HappyMall.com,	“How	Andrew	P.	Hill	Saved	the	Redwoods”,	San	Jose	Inside,	10/2/06	
YES,	THIS	TREE	HAS	BEEN	PROFILED	IN	PUBLICATIONS	AND	OTHER	MEDIA	OUTLETS.	

http://rhnsf.org/history/walks/russian-hill-ii-the-north-slope/
http://rhnsf.org/history/


3/9/17,	Channel	2	NEWS,	aired	5	times	in	the	Bay	Area	
Rob	Roth,	reporter	
"96-year	old	woman	wants	landmark	status	for	tree	near	Lombard	Street"	
http://www.ktvu.com/news/240656795-story	
3/9/17,	THE	PRESS	DEMOCRAT	
Noe	Felix,	reporter	
"Fight	for	an	old	redwood	tree	divides	a	San	Francisco	neighborhood"	
http://www.pressdemocrat.com/lifestyle/6745915-181/fight-for-an-old-redwood?artslide=2	
3/3/17,	CURBED	SAN	FRANCISCO,	
Adam	Brinklow,	writer	
“Russian	Hill	residents	are	fighting	over	a	redwood	tree”	
http://sf.curbed.com/2017/3/3/14806454/redwood-tree-landmark-san-francisco-lombard	
3/1/17,	DIGITAL	JOURNAL,	Jonathan	Farrell,	writer	
“Op-Ed:	A	Tree	grows	in	San	Francisco	and	so	does	the	division	of	neighbors”	
http://www.digitaljournal.com/life/lifestyle/op-ed-a-tree-grows-in-san-francisco-and-so-does-division-
of-neighbors/article/486940	
2/28/17,	SAN	FRANCISCO	CHRONICLE	&	SF	GATE,	reprint	of	Peninsula	Press	article	
“The	fight	over	a	tree	divides	San	Francisco	neighbors”	
http://m.sfgate.com/local/article/The-fight-over-a-tree-divides-San-Francisco-10965586.php	
2/27/17,	PENINSULA	PRESS,	A	project	of	Stanford	Journalism,	Kelly	Wright	Swanson,	writer	
“The	fight	over	a	tree	divides	San	Francisco	neighbors”	
http://peninsulapress.com/2017/02/27/san-francisco-redwood-tree-montclair-terrace/	
2/17/17,	SAN	FRANCISCO	EXAMINER,	
Joe	Fitzgerald	Rodriguez,	writer	
“55-year-old	Redwood	tree	on	crooked	Lombard	Street	may	net	landmark	status”	
http://www.sfexaminer.com/55-year-old-redwood-tree-crooked-lombard-street-may-net-landmark-
status/	
11/16/16,	RON	HENGGELER,	professional	photographer,	photos	and	story	
“A	dear	friend	of	mine,	Mrs.	Mérí	Jaye,	is	hoping	to	have	her	redwood	tree	be	given	landmark	status”		
http://preview.mailerlite.com/o5h4x5/497108700650014698/a0h6/	
www.HelpLandmarkThisRedwood.com	 
Change.org		Help	Landmark	This	Redwood	Petition	(over	500	supporters	and	growing) 
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/ 
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https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/


ENVIRONMENTAL	

YES,	THIS	MAJESTIC	MONTCLAIR	REDWOOD	CONTRIBUTES	IMPORTANTLY	TO	THE	ENVIRONMENT	
	
Yes,	this	tree	is	a	prominent	landscape	feature.		

§ The	tree	has	received	numerous	comments	from	visitors	worldwide	to	the	Lombard	Street	
tourist	area,	a	dominant	feature.		

§ Trees	of	this	maturity	and	stature	are	uncommon	in	private	residential	settings	in	San	Francisco.	
§ This	tree	makes	significant	contributions	to	the	area’s	celebrated	garden	aesthetic.	

Yes,	this	tree	is	in	an	area	with	relative	low	tree	density.			
According	to	the	Urban	Forest	Plan,	Russian	Hill	as	a	12.5%	tree	canopy.	
While	the	immediate	area	have	substantial	vegetation,	there	are	very	few	mature	tall	trees.	
Yes,	this	tree	is	visible	and	accessible	from	public	right-of-way.				

§ This	majestic	Redwood	resides	amongst	the	most	heavily	traveled,	viewed	and	photographed	
locations	in	the	city.		

§ It	is	easily	visible	from	Montclair	Terrace	and	from	the	crooked	part	of	Lombard	Street,	from	the	
top	of	the	crooked	portion	of	Lombard,	as	well	as	from	other	vantage	points	along	Lombard.		

§ It	is	visible	in	many	photos	found	online	of	our	famous	Lombard	Street.	
§ The	tree	has	been	periodically	made	available	to	the	public.		

Yes,	this	tree	is	in	a	high	traffic	area.	
§ This	tree	is	at	the	epicenter	of	one	of	the	highest	volume	of	pedestrian	and	vehicle	traffic	in	the	

City.		
§ The	calming	effect	this	tree	provides	is	helpful	in	this	iconic	location,	very	visible	directly	just	off	

of	the	crooked	street.		
Yes,	this	tree	is	an	important	wildlife	habitat.	

§ 18	documented	bird	species	(16	native)	have	a	known	relationship	with	this	tree.	
§ It	provides	food,	shelter,	and	nesting	to	specific	known	wildlife	individuals.			
§ Avian	visitors	include	the	famous	wild	parrots	of	Telegraph	Hill	including	hummingbirds.	

Yes,	this	tree	provides	erosion	control.	
§ Roots	systems	of	all	trees	hold	soil	and	help	prevent	erosion.	
§ In	the	overall	context	of	this	neighborhood,	this	tree	is	holding	back	soil	erosion	for	the	rest	of	

the	downhill	properties.	
Yes,	this	tree	is	a	wind	and	sound	barrier.	

§ Once	in	the	garden,	there	is	little	traffic	noise	or	other	noises	heard.	A	large	tree	with	a	canopy	of	
this	size	unquestionably	has	wind	buffering	and	sound	buffering	for	the	neighbors	and	the	
property.			

§ There	is	an	extraordinarily	high	volume	of	people	on	the	street,	with	associated	noise	of	
vacationers	enjoying	the	location.	In	the	garden	beneath	the	tree,	one	cannot	hear	noise	from	
Lombard,	providing	an	oasis	amid	the	intensity	of	what	is	happening	in	its	surrounds.	

§ Environmentally,	this	large	tree	is	better	at	carbon	and	storm	water	sequestration	and	produces	
more	oxygen	than	smaller	species	trees	or	saplings.		

	
See	attached	“Observations	and	Ecological	Value	Report”,	by	Josiah	Clark,	Consulting	Ecologist	

	

	
 
 

http://sf-planning.org/urban-forest-plan


CULTURAL	

YES, THIS MAJESTIC MONTCLAIR REDWOOD HAS CULTURAL SIGNIFICANCE 
Yes, there is tremendous support for this tree 

§ Support	to	landmark	this	tree	has	received	fast-growing	wide-ranging	grass	roots	support,	we	
now	have	22	original	letters	and	540	signatures	of	support	on	our	petition	to	Supervisor	Farrell	to	
support	the	nomination	to	landmark	this	special	Redwood	Tree.	

Yes, this tree is appreciated by the neighborhood 
§ There are 22 letters of support and appreciation for this tree from neighbors and other 

admirers (attached). 
§ There are some neighbors who oppose this nomination based on issues of views or 

personal gain from property values, even though the tree has been part of their Russian 
Hill skyline for many decades. 

Yes,	there	is	cultural	appreciation	for	this	tree		 		
§ The	tree	is	a	native	species	of	California.	The	species	has	been	associated	with	the	native	

American	Indians.	This	tree	may	be	the	only	sequoia	blessed	in	the	City	by	a	representative	
Indian	Chief	of	the	indigenous	people	for	an	indigenous	tree	in	2013.		See	attached	letter.	

§ Various	CA	coast	Indian	tribes	including	the	Miwok	who	lived	in	the	City	used	the	tree	species	for	
shelter	due	to	its	thick	and	insulating	bark	(http://www.treegirl.org/coast-redwood.html).		

§ The	species	is	also	part	of	the	building	infrastructure	and	culture	of	the	City	as	much	of	the	initial	
homes	built	in	the	City	was	made	with	the	wood	from	this	species:	“A	magnificent	species	found	
only	in	California	and	a	tiny	sliver	of	Oregon,	the	coast	redwood	would	provide	more	than	a	
mammoth	share	to	the	infrastructure	of	the	burgeoning	populace	of	San	Francisco,	and	in	the	
process be nearly sawed and milled to virginal extinction.” 
(http://www.trampsofsanfrancisco.com/blogs/).  

§ Mrs. Jaye also reports that a “sister Redwood tree” was planted in Japan, within a year or two of 
this one (early 1960’s) “in honor of peace”. 

§ Coast	redwoods	are	largely	appreciated	locally.		
Yes	this	tree	contributes	to	neighborhood	character.	

§ The	context	of	this	specimen	is	its	most	“San	Francisco”	location.	
§ The	presence	of	this	most	“California”	tree	contributes	directly	to	the	virtually	international	

appeal	of	this	neighborhood’s	character.		
§ The	majestic	Redwood	contributes	to	visually	balance	out	a	couple	of	the	larger	trees	upslope	

with	the	smaller	trees	downslope	and	provides	a	mid-area	location	for	this	larger	tree.	Lombard	
Street	is	planted	with	understory	greenery	and	this	large	Sequoia	offers	a	sense	of	being	in	a	
forest	to	complement	this	greenery	on	the	street	below.	The	juxtaposition	of	the	colorful	ground	
plantings	with	this	grand	tall	tree	against	the	skyline	contributes	to	the	natural	beauty	of	the	
neighborhood’s	character.	

Yes,	this	majestic	Redwood	is	a	prominent	landscape	feature.	
§ Described	by	one	observer	as,	“part	of	a	tableau	of	Lombard	Street”.		
§ This	tree	is	a	significant	natural	feature		
§ The	tree	is	highly	visible	from	Montclair	Terrace,	but	is	also	visible	from	the	top	of	the	crooked	

portion	of	Lombard	St.,	as	well	as	from	other	vantage	points	along	Lombard	St.		
§ The	tree	is	quite	large,	well	formed,	appears	to	be	in	good	condition	and	adds	significantly	to	the	

area’s	garden	aesthetic,	which	is	a	major	contributor	to	the	street’s	status	as	one	of	San	
Francisco’s	favorite	tourist	destinations.	

§ The	tree	stands	quite	tall	towering	over	nearby	buildings	and	visible	from	Lombard	Street-	a	
popular	tourist	destination.	

http://www.treegirl.org/coast-redwood.html
http://www.trampsofsanfrancisco.com/blogs/


LOCAL

The fight over a tree divides San Francisco neighbors
Kelly Swanson, Peninsula Press |  on February 28, 2017

This story originally appeared on Peninsula Press. 

A tree has uprooted the healthy relationship among neighbors on Montclair Terrace in San
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The redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace in San Francisco. (Kelly Swanson/Peninsula Press)

Photo: Kelly Swanson/Peninsula Press
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Fight for an old redwood tree divides SanFight for an old redwood tree divides San
Francisco neighborhoodFrancisco neighborhood

Here in the Redwood Empire with our abundance of trees, it might be hard to

understand the emotional attachment to one tree tearing a neighborhood apart but

that's what happening in San Francisco's Russian Hill neighborhood.

Longtime resident Meri Jaye, 96, is hoping to gain landmark status for a backyard

redwood tree she planted in the 1960s in memory of her husband and two children

who died in a plane crash.

"It's a giant, beautiful and healthy redwood tree in the heart of the city," Jaye told the

Peninsula Press.

Unfortunately, not everyone shares her point of view.

Neighbors and tree experts disagree over the tree's status. The San Francisco Urban

Forestry Council has delayed their decision on the giant tree twice already.

Neighbors maintain the towering tree blocks scenic views and can pose a safety

hazard.

Two local neighborhood groups, the Monteclair Terrace Association and the Lombard

Hill Improvement Association, have come together in strong opposition against the

designation.

“When we moved into our home we had a great view through our kitchen of where my

grandmother lived, and the whole area is covered by that tree now,” Christina

Zimbardo told the news website.

NOE FELIX
THE PRESS DEMOCRAT | March 9, 2017

http://peninsulapress.com/2017/02/27/san-francisco-redwood-tree-montclair-terrace/
http://www.pressdemocrat.com/lifestyle/6745915-181/fight-for-an-old-redwood?artslide=2#
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http://www.pressdemocrat.com/lifestyle/6745915-181/fight-for-an-old-redwood?artslide=2#


Another neighbor, Heidi Bioski, expressed concern about the tree during a teary-eyed

testimony to the Urban Forestry Council in December.

"The branches are huge and if the branches were to fall on my child is that worth it? Is

that worth anything? I don’t know why we would look to preserve a tree over a child,”

Bioski said.

Tree experts disagree over the hazards of the old tree. Arborist Roy Leggit believes the

tree possesses as much of a threat as any healthy tree of similar size.

"The idea that the branches could fall at any moment, I think that is completely an

exaggeration. There is nothing like that going on with this tree,” Leggitt said.

Currently, only 18 individual trees and five groves of trees have been granted landmark

status in San Francisco.

The final hearing on the tree is set for San Francisco City Hall on March 24.

 



There’s a redwood tree on Montclair Terrace, just a few feet from the world-famous
but contentious wobbling stretch of Lombard Street.

This doesn’t sound like the sort of thing that should divide a neighborhood, but the
tree has provoked what might be called a Not In Your Backyard drama.

 

Russian Hill residents are
fighting over a redwood tree
Campaign to declare local tree a landmark draws neighborhood ire

and tears

BY ADAM BRINKLOW   MAR 3, 2017, 1:03PM PST

RUSSIAN HILL NEWS

4

Google

SAN FRANCISCO

http://sf.curbed.com/2017/2/16/14639034/lombard-street-toll-sf
http://sf.curbed.com/2016/9/14/12916430/lombard-street-sf-crooked-tourism-traffic
http://www.curbed.com/users/Adam%20Brinklow
http://sf.curbed.com/neighborhood/1572/russian-hill
http://sf.curbed.com/news
http://sf.curbed.com/2017/3/3/14806454/redwood-tree-landmark-san-francisco-lombard#comments
http://sf.curbed.com/


A few Russian Hill neighbors want the city to declare the tree a landmark. According
to the Help Landmark This Redwood, “This healthy, majestic Redwood [...] was
planted in memory of the homeowner's late husband and two children who were
tragically lost in an airplane accident.”

Meri Jaye, 95, owner of 4 Montclair Terrace, says in city paperwork that the 85-foot
tree has been in place since 1962. She planted the tree because her late husband
proposed to her in Muir Woods. And the city does indeed have a program specifically
for the landmarking and preservation of “the city’s best trees.”

The tree puts in an appearance in a vintage postcard. 

An evaluation report from September 2016 observes that, while a sequoia of this type
is not particularly rare in the city, “it is uncommon to find any tree of this size on a
private residential lot.” Although not old by redwood standards, the Montclair

| Courtesy Urban Forestry Council.

http://helplandmarkthisredwood.com/
https://sfenvironment.org/sites/default/files/events/nomination_form.pdf
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https://sfenvironment.org/sites/default/files/events/4_-_staff_evaluation_0.pdf


redwood “would be considered a very mature tree in a private setting.”

An online petition supporting the tree’s landmark status is just shy of 500 signatures
today.

And yet, because this is San Francisco, an arboreal fight over the redwood has erupted.

The San Francisco Examiner reports that at a January meeting of the Urban Forestry
Council, one area resident said, “The neighbors are incredibly concerned and
vehemently opposed to this nomination.”

One reason cited: An eight-story tree that is nowhere close to done growing will
eventually be bad for properties’ views.

But some who live nearby also insist the tree’s size poses a public health risk, as one
Russian Hill mother tearfully commented in December.

Another neighbor, Heidi Bioski, fought back tears when she testified to the Urban

Forestry Council in December about her concerns for the safety of her three children

who often play in the street near the tree.

“The branches are huge and if the branches were to fall on my child is that worth it?

Is that worth anything?” Bioski said, citing an accident last November where a

woman was paralyzed by a falling tree branch in nearby Washington Square Park. “I

don’t know why we would look to preserve a tree over a child.”

If the city of San Francisco declares the tree a landmark, it will be difficult for future
property owners to remove it unless it’s deemed too unhealthy to remain standing.

The council has put off a decision several times and will take it up again at a meeting
later this month. The Board of Supervisors has final say on tree landmarking.
Currently the city has only 21 trees or groups of trees declared landmarks.
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Op-Ed: A Tree grows in San Francisco and
so does division of neighbors SPECIAL

LISTEN | PRINTBY JONATHAN FARRELL     MAR 1, 2017 IN LIFESTYLE

San Francisco - A 96-foot Redwood tree stands in the middle of a dispute between
what one resident of San Francisco's Montclair Terrace wants to ensure as a legacy
in memory to her late husband and what neighbors do not want; an obstruction of
view from their windows.

Both, the San Francisco Chronicle and the SF Examiner have reported on this
controversy that remains unresolved at this time. It calls into question how much
right does a property owner have? And it puts into question how much those rights
and privileges get safeguarded or not. This reporter was first alerted about this
situation back in November of last year. But the situation goes back even farther.

A widow who has lived at Montclair Terrace, for decades wants to keep a tree
growing in her own back yard. Sounds simple enough. But its not! Because the tree
is 96-feet tall and growing, neighbors are concerned about safety.

The tree is on private private property and technically, the woman can provide for
the care of the tree as long as it's branches and roots do not touch or interfere with
adjacent properties. Yet, what has two neighborhood associations most upset is the
fact that the widow is petitioning the City of San Francisco to grant her tree
'landmark status.' Once declared a landmark tree, it can't be removed without a
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permit. And, a permit can only be issued if it is proven the tree is in poor health
and must be taken down. According to one arborist report, the tree is healthy and
poses no risk. But others, hired by opponents of the tree differ.

One of California’s enduring natives a majestic Redwood can reach over 30 stories
high, say the ‘Save The Sequoias League’ with considerable width at over 31 feet
and weigh over 640 tons. Scientists have recorded that Redwood trees can live to
be over 1,200 years old.

Even with that impressive statistic, and the fact that there are many giant trees
doing just fine amid densely populated areas, opponents to the tree at Montclair
Terrace say it is a hazard.

I talked with Mei Ling Hui of the Urban Forest and Agriculture division of the San
Francisco Department of The Environment. She verified that an application for
landmark status was submitted. But that it is a lengthy process. "The Urban Forest
Council doesn't make the final decision, "said Hui. "The council can only
recommend it. The final decision is voted on before the Board of Supervisors."

The tree in question is on the property of one homeowner who wants to ensure
the 96-foot tree continues to grow in honor of her late husband who died over
54 years ago.

Courtesy of Roy Leggitt, tree specialist

So far the tree's recommendation for landmark status has been stalled and last
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night's hearing at City Hall was one of several attempts. The Montclair Terrace
Association claims the process so far did not follow proper notification and
therefor is in violation of 'The Brown Act.' SF Dept. of The Environment has taken
that into consideration.

Hui verified that City officials have been very ethical and have worked hard to do
everything in accordance with regulations, established procedures and protocols.
"The Urban Forest Council did accept staff recommendations to vacate the current
process, (out of respect for the complaint) establish a new process, and hear (again
the issues about) the tree at their next meeting. Five UFC members who have not
yet seen the tree will perform site evaluations," she said. "Then later this March,
the UFC will hear discussion of the tree for determination on their
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors. After the UFC makes that
determination... UFC staff will forward the UFC’s findings to the Board of
Supervisors for final determination on landmark status."

Some people who opposed the tree, vented their feelings at previous hearings like
the one on Dec. 9. Some said that the tree is "one woman's wishes" without the
consent or discussion with neighbors. Documentation available to the public
through the City's web site shows notice was given.

But to make things even more complicated, the woman's attorney Matthew Gluck,
noted that a member of one of the neighborhood groups opposing the tree
obtained "light, air and view easements." The neighbor convinced the widow to
sign an agreement. The widow signed the agreement without her legal council
present. Gluck alerted the SF Urban Forestry Council and the Board of Supervisors
that the man, a recent neighbor as of 2015, showed up at the widow's home with
his lawyer and a notary.

Gluck pointed out in a formal letter delivered to SF Urban Forestry Council and the
Board of Supervisors, that "conduct (such as this) demonstrates...that opposition is
based solely on the neighbors' desire to safeguard their (scenic) views in ways that
SF Building and Planning codes do not require. Opponents have failed to specify
any 'major public consequences' from the tree being given this status...because as
he said, there are none."

When I asked if any funds have been set aside by the widow for the tree, Gluck was
not at liberty to say. When I asked Gluck if after all this effort, and landmark status
is granted, what if new owners of the property, through some sort of appeal, get to take
the tree down? "Of course," he said, "it would be frustrating and a disappointment."
But as Gluck pointed out. "Regardless of whether or not a tree has a landmark
status it is still a property owners responsibility to care for a tree. " For as Gluck
sees it all the widow is doing by seeking landmark status, is protecting her tree. "In
this case...he noted, justice delayed truly may turn out to be justice denied." He and
supporters remain hopeful. The Urban Forest Council will discuss the merits of the
Coastal Redwood tree at their next hearing, scheduled for Friday, March 24th at
City Hall at 8:30 AM.
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To learn more about the situation with this now famous Coastal Redwood growing
near Lombard Street — "the crookedest street" and the efforts to save it, visit the
tree's supporters' web site. Or visit the special page dedicated to the tree on
Facebook.

This opinion article was written by an independent writer. The opinions and views expressed herein are those of the author
and are not necessarily intended to reflect those of DigitalJournal.com
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Lombard Street

by Susan Saperstein

The block of Lombard between Hyde and Leavenworth Streets began as a straight, cobblestone street with
a 27% grade. In the 1920s the people living on this street wanted cars, but the street was too steep for
vehicles.

Carl Henry, insurance and drug business executive, is credited with initially proposing the idea of a curved
street. Henry owned half of the lots on the 1000 block of Lombard and land all around the street. He
created a lily pond and rose gardens, and had planned to give his land to the city as a park. However,
when he died his widow sold the property to pay off debts.

Since the Lombard Street lots were inaccessible by autos, the property values were not as high as on
neighboring streets. The landowners approached city engineer Clyde Healy, who came up with the street
design.

A newspaper article published in the San Francisco Call, 6 December 1905, "New Street Transportation
Ideas Are Suggested to City's Merchants" mentions another civil engineer hired by the he Merchants
Association. This article indicates that in 1905 the Merchants Association hired a civil engineer named
William Barclay Parsons to advise them how to improve San Francisco transportation. Parsons advocated
the use of tunneling and terracing. The article includes sketches from his report showing how the terracing
would look on California Street and on the slopes of Nob Hill. The California Street drawing is very similar
to what was actually done on Lombard in 1922 and Vermont in 1928.

It seems likely that when Carl Henry proposed the idea of a curved street he may have been recalling
Parsons' report, or possibly city engineer Clyde Healy found a copy of the plan for terracing.

When the two-way, brick paved street was constructed in 1922, the curved switchbacks were installed and
the grade was reduced to 16%. This one block of the street consists of eight turns and approximately 250
steps on each side. The agreement was that the city would pay for the street, and the residents would pay
for the steps and maintain the plantings. When the work was completed, people could drive up and down,
and the property values rose.

From the beginning, the neighbors bickered about the plantings, and many would not pay for
maintenance. One resident on the block, Peter Bercut, businessman and Commissioner for Parks and
Recreation, would trim his neighbors’ shrubbery, which his wife said really annoyed them. Then early one
morning before dawn, Bercut hired a bulldozer to mow down all the plants and started planting flowers.
Peter Bercut was also an avid horseman. The Bercut Equitation Field in Golden Gate Park was named for
him in 1949.

Bercut’s plantings did not hold back the erosion until, after a trip to his native France, he had the idea to
plant hydrangeas. The brilliantly-colored block became known by people living in the neighborhood, but
was not a tourist destination until, in the late 1950s, a photograph showing the hydrangeas in bloom was
published, and in 1961 was printed on a postcard. Soon thousands of tourists were driving down the
street.

The street was made one-way in 1939. In its high season, summer weekends, as many as 350 cars per
hour drive down the street. Some tourists even ask to use residents’ bathrooms. The San Francisco Board
of Supervisors has been presented with petitions to close the street to all except residents in 1970, 1977,
and 1987. Each time the Board has decided there is no cause for the closure, despite Dianne Feinstein
taking up the cause for residents when she was a supervisor. Tour buses were banned in 1980.

Past Residents

If you compare today’s crooked street with photos from the past, you see that many older single family
homes have been demolished to be replaced by more lucrative multi-unit buildings. One house, torn down
in the 1970s for a planned 28-story apartment building, was purported to be designed by Bernard
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Maybeck, although this was disputed by its owner, Louis Petri (a winemaker who owned Italian Swiss
Colony). Because of court actions by the residents, this development was never built. That house had
once been owned by Elizabeth Huntington Metcalf, daughter of Southern Pacific Railway founder Collis P.
Huntington’s nephew and heir, Henry Huntington, whose collections became the Huntington Library and
Botanical Gardens in Southern California. She had purchased several of Carl Henry’s lots, including his
rose gardens. The land was sold to Petri after her death in 1967.

Other notable residents were newspaper reporters Winifred Bofils and Arthur Caylor. Bofils was a reporter
for William Randolph Hearst and used the pen name Annie Laurie. It was Caylor who had his newspaper
publish the photo of the hydrangeas that would later bring the onrush of tourists.

Sources:

Subject files in the San Francisco Public Library History Center
Russian Hill Neighbors, http://www.rhn.org/historynorthslopeII.html
California Digital Newspaper Collection website: cdnc:ucr.edu/cdnc
Photos courtesy of SF History Center, San Francisco Public Library.

Thanks to Marlea Graham, Editrix emerita California Garden & Landscape History Society,
cglhs.org, for pointing us to the San Francisco Call article from 1905.

Lombard Street in 1933, before the hydrangeas were planted.
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The houses on the south side of the block were destroyed to create a fire break during the 1906
Earthquake and Fire. In this photo taken during street construction, the south side is still not
built up.
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Lombard Street, which is one of steepest and most crooked streets in the world, is often packed
with cars that slowly weave their way down through the flower hedges. Those without a car can
enjoy Lombard Street's walking paths, which are perfect for snapping some photographs. Plus,
travelers can also catch the Hyde Street cable car, which jiggles through Russian Hill on its way to
Fisherman's Wharf. At the top of Lombard Street, travelers can spot Coit Tower and Bay Bridge.
But why's the street so crooked, you ask? The switchbacks help drivers get down the steep hill
safely.

5. Postcard Row

Pretend like you're in the opening credits of the ‘90s sitcom “Full House” and plan a picnic at
Alamo Square at Hayes and Steiner Streets. This area is referred to as Postcard Row because it’s
one of the city's most photographed attractions. Go check out what the fuss is all about yourself.

Photo courtesy of Flickr/Marit & Toomas Hinnosaar

https://www.flickr.com/photos/hinnosaar/4473061501/in/photolist-7PgBm2-jemSP-fSLaBE-5UrMHn-oWeYQ-fSL8uV-fSJWBm-ckE3As-nq31Rn-8tkht9-9JG6hD-HRnXS-9JJUab-6fdAzt-puSKgq-fSLAck-88Qjuu-7aZ6A6-6Ms4Ti-nFypvB-dTQKjc-fQck64-9Yb8hB-fQcqzZ-pMjEmj-fQck9T-np38vR-5nqLN9-5ok51m-np4XXB-7LBYnW-8thfhV-4uuz-fQcqNF-c5EzSs-nGwCRn-c5ECqy-npcRkH-7Dwftq-jemUp-jemWF-jemRt-q6hNCU-jemPS-jemRV-dTQKt2-jemQS-HNoEF-dTQKqH-2J323i
rolandnew
Typewritten Text
10 Outdoor Attractions You Can't Miss in San Francisco, Aug 12, 2016 by Nalea Ko



944 Chestnut Street – 1863 (Italianate, with subsequent alterations, including the siding and

windows). The fanlights above the modern second floor windows are usually a Georgian

detail.

The original owner was Alexander Edouart, a landscape artist and portrait photographer.

Stained glass artist Bruce Porter lived here from 1918 to 1921 with his bride, the daughter of

philosopher William James. Porter may have designed the garden.

(Bill Kostura)

998 Chestnut Street – 1948 (John Funk) – California International style. The building, an early

example of post-Second World War residential architecture on the hill, wraps around the

corner of Hyde Street.

Hearst And Henry Properties

George Hearst (1820-1891) made a fortune in mining – silver, copper, and gold. In 1862, he

settled in San Francisco with his bride, Phoebe Apperson Hearst (1842-1919). Their son,

William Randolph, was born the following year. At first the Hearsts resided on Rincon Hill,

but Mrs. Hearst dreamed of living on Russian Hill: “Why hide away from beauty by living on

Rincon Hill because fashion decrees it?” In the late 1860s they purchased a property near

the southeast corner of Chestnut and Hyde. Mrs. Hearst was an avid gardener, and soon the

residence was surrounded with beautiful trees and flowers. In 1872, the couple acquired an

adjoining lot on Chestnut, just below their home. Here, they built a barn and stable, and also

increased the size of their gardens.

(Edward Bielski)

Unfortunately George Hearst experienced mounting financial difficulties during the early

1870s, and the family was forced to move in 1874. Later, his fortunes revived with several

successful mining acquisitions, and in 1886, he was appointed a U.S. Senator. The following

year Hearst was elected to the seat, which he held until his death. He left an estate valued at

$18 million, including the Examiner (then called the Monarch) newspaper, which he had

acquired in payment for a gambling debt, and a 48,000-acre ranch at San Simeon. In 1887,

Hearst gave the Examiner to his son, who was only 24 at the time. William Randolph Hearst

went on to establish a nationwide empire of 28 newspapers. In 1906 he visited his boyhood

home on Chestnut Street and found it had escaped damage in the fire. By then he was living

in New York.

Phoebe Hearst, genteel and cultivated, was an indulgent mother and went on frequent art-

buying expeditions to Europe with her son. She also made a variety of public bequests,

most notably underwriting the University of California’s architectural master plan. She gave

many scholarships, and she was a patron of Julia Morgan, California’s first woman architect.

Carl Henry was the co-founder of the Owl Drug Co. He wanted to acquire land on Russian

Hill. He envisioned developing the property into extensive gardens and leasing it to the city

as a public park. Henry first began buying up lots on the 1000 block of Chestnut in 1904,

followed by several more acquisitions in the area after the 1906 fire, including the former

Hearst gardens in the 900 block of Chestnut. Later he also bought property on the 1000

block of Lombard. He was one of the early advocates of making the block into a curved

street. By the 1920s, Henry’s holdings on the east side of Hyde extended approximately half

a city block down the hill, between Lombard and Chestnut. He spent $70,000 on rare

plants, rose gardens, a lily pond, and other improvements. The gardens contained some 60

varieties of plants and trees. Phoebe Hearst originally planted many of these specimens,

including cypress, cedar, laurel, magnolia, oak, and Japanese maple trees; and heather,

viburnum, pyracantha, and pittasporum.

(Edward Bielski)
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Ron Henggeler

Mrs. Jaye lives in San Francisco near the top of Lombard Street, the
"Crookedest Street in the World". She has lived there for most of her life. 54
years ago she planted a redwood tree in honor and in memory of her
husband and two young boys who died in a airplane crash. The tree is now
97 ft tall, and is 24 ft round at the base.

A dear friend of mine, Mrs. Meri Jaye, is hoping to have her redwood tree be
given landmark status.

                                                           



 A few of Mrs. Jaye's influential neighbors who live across from her, have
formed a coalition, and are hoping to one day cut down the tree to
improve their views, as soon as Mrs. Jaye is gone. 

 



Mrs. Meri Jaye is one of the most remarkable people I have ever known. I
met her 20 or more years ago at the Big 4 Restaurant where I work on Nob
Hill in San Francisco. From the moment we met, we were kindred spirits.



Mrs. Jaye was a designer and builder of ships. She launched nearly two
dozen ocean going vessels during her career. In the past few years, she has
bequeathed priceless rare books to the Bancroft Library in Berkeley, a
painting by Marc Chagall to the San Francisco Museum of Modern Art, two
large commissioned wall sculptures "The Door" and "The Brotherhood of
Man" to Grace Cathedral, and her beloved Mother's Faberge jewelry to the
Legion of Honor Museum. But now, this beautiful redwood tree means the
most to her. She is hoping that by having this healthy, stately, majestic tree
designated a landmark, it and all the life that interact with it, will be her most
lasting legacy along with her husband and sons. By having landmark status,
the neighbors will not be able to cut it down to improve their window view
when she is gone.

Please watch this one minute long video about the 97 ft tall redwood tree.

http://helplandmarkthisredwood.com/assets/helplandmarkthisredwood_josiahclark.mp4

 





To learn more about the tree, go to the web site:

Help Landmark This Redwood

http://helplandmarkthisredwood.com

 

http://track.mailerlite.com/link/c/YT00OTcxMDg3MDA2NTAwMTQ2OTgmYz1hMGg2JmI9Njk0MDUxOTEmZD13OHI4ZDJ4.UFKsR4A8sWbzwMqA_L1ERGPMj45JLf13vRUrNoh2bjg


 Please take the less than one minute to sign this on-line petition to have the
tree be given landmark status. We only need about 250 more signatures.
There's no catch, there's no money involved. By signing this simple petition,



we hope to save this majestic redwood tree in San Francisco from being cut
down.  

https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-
francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city

The past ten years of these photo-mailings can be viewed on my website in
the PHOTO NEWSLETTERS section. Please visit the site and enjoy them in

large-format and high-resolution.

http://www.ronhenggeler.com

If you no longer want to receive photos from me, click Unsubscribe below to be taken
off the mailing list.
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E Posted in San Francisco July 11, 2016 by Stephanie Garr

21 Places Around San Francisco You Thought Only
Existed In Your Imagination
With its dramatic coastline and epic hills, this quaint 7×7 city is already pretty magical in its own
right. But its creative residents have worked hard over the years to make it an even more whimsical
place to visit and live. Here are 21 enchanted places in San Francisco to feed your wanderlust and
your imagination.

1. The Dutch & Murphy Windmills in Golden Gate Park
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Big & Small Travel

The Murphy Windmill is one of the biggest of its kind in the world, while the Dutch one is even more
fanciful in its colorful tulip garden surroundings.

2. All The Spectacular Stairways
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Guaranteed To Love

These 11 Fun Filled Attractions In San
Francisco Will Make You Feel Like A Kid
Again

There’s Something Incredibly Unique About
This One Restaurant In San Francisco

Walk Behind A Waterfall For A One-Of-A-
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Especially the mosaic ones…

3. Lombard Street

11 Things San Franciscans Do That Seem
Insane To Everyone Else

10 Restaurants In San Francisco With Fries
So Good They Should Be The Main Course

Save
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It almost feels like you’re observing a video game in action as the cars slowly wind down this
famous serpentine street.

4. The  Crookedest StreetReal

Flickr/Scott Beale

Vermont Street, between 20th and 22nd, just beats out Lombard in the crookedest competition,
even though the latter gets all the spotlight. For something even more magical, be sure to come out
to Vermont Street every Easter Sunday for the death-defying big wheel race.

5. The Steepest Street
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Breaking News > Editor's Picks > The City > San Francisco News > Transit

55-year-old Redwood tree on crooked
Lombard Street may net landmark status

A Redwood tree on Montclair Terrace, a small street that intersects with the crooked
portion of Lombard Street, is under consideration for landmark status. (Courtesy
helplandmarkthisredwood.com)

Friday March 17, 2017

Wild Party Hats - Birthday Cards
Wild and colorful party hats dance across
this delightful birthday card. Streamers a...
$36.82
Buy now
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By Joe Fitzgerald Rodriguez on February 21, 2017 1:00 am

A Redwood tree a stone’s throw from
Lombard Street’s “crookedest” section may
soon achieve landmark status.

You might call it a landmark near a landmark.

The tree in question is a 55-year-old Redwood tree on Montclair
Terrace, a small street jutting out from the middle of The City’s
famous crooked street, which itself made headlines last week over
a proposal to explore charging visitors to drive down the winding
roadway.
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Some neighbors are seeking approval for landmark status from the Department of the
Environment’s Urban Forestry Council as part of the Landmark Tree Program, which “identifies
and preserves” The City’s “best trees,” according to the department.

Though the landmark status is meant to encourage “deeper appreciation” of The City’s trees,
according to the Department of the Environment, it would also make removing the tree illegal —
and subject to monetary fines and jail time.

At an Urban Forestry Council meeting on Jan. 27, one neighbor, Rachel Kasabian, said, “I just
want to make sure the council is aware that the neighbors are incredibly concerned and
vehemently opposed to this nomination,” though she did not specify why.

Meri Jaye, a Montclair Street resident whose home is near the tree, said, “It is a phenomenal
tree. A hundred feet in the air and still growing … We are so fortunate for thousands, and I mean
thousands, for all the visitors, all the tourists, all the foreigners, all the children, who go in and out
and up the stairs” to visit the tree.

Ron Henggeler read a poem in tribute to the tree: “The Redwoods,” by Joseph Strauss.

The forestry council sent an evaluation team to rate the tree to recommend it, or not, for
landmark status, and those who visited were mostly in favor of recommending landmark status,
according to their evaluation reports.

A committee of the forestry council was subsequently set to discuss the tree’s potential landmark
status on Jan. 27, but a technical problem in the process prompted the committee to postpone
discussion for a later date.
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A tree has uprooted the healthy relationship among neighbors on Montclair Terrace in San
Francisco’s Russian Hill neighborhood.
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Meri Jaye, 96, is fighting for landmark status for the redwood tree that she planted in her
backyard in the early 1960s, in memory of her husband and two children who died in a tragic
plane accident.

“My husband proposed marriage to me in Muir Woods,” Jaye said at the city’s Landmark Tree
Committee’s nomination hearing last October. “When I lost my husband and my children, I
wanted a memorial that would mean the strength that I needed to carry on.”

Jaye hopes that her personal story will not be the only thing that convinces others of the tree’s
need to be a landmark.

“It is a giant, beautiful and healthy redwood tree in the heart of the city. It is extraordinary,” Jaye
said.

But neighbors and arborists are in disagreement over whether the tree should be given landmark
status, causing the San Francisco Urban Forestry Council to delay their decision two times
already.

The process of landmarking a tree in San Francisco is long and requires the tree to get the
approval of the Landmark Tree Committee, the Urban Forestry Council, and then, finally, the
Board of Supervisors. Only 18 individual trees and five groves of trees currently have landmark
status in San Francisco, recognized for their size, age, species, historical significance and/or
cultural value. Removal of these trees is punishable with jail time.
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cultural value. Removal of these trees is punishable with jail time.

Many of Jaye’s neighbors oppose landmarking the redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace because they
say it blocks views and poses a safety hazard to residents as well as the thousands of tourists
visiting intersecting Lombard Street, the famous crooked street of San Francisco. Two
neighborhood groups, the Montclair Terrace Association and the Lombard Hill Improvement
Association both are in opposition to landmarking the tree and cite unanimous support from
their members.

“When we moved into our home we had a great view through our kitchen of where my
grandmother lived, and the whole area is covered by that tree now,” said Christina Zimbardo, a
neighbor who last year had a nearby cypress tree fall on her home. She worries Jaye’s redwood
will fall as well.

Another neighbor, Heidi Bioski, fought back tears when she testified to the Urban Forestry
Council in December about her concerns for the safety of her three children who often play in the
street near the tree.

“The branches are huge and if the branches were to fall on my child is that worth it? Is that worth
anything?” Bioski said, citing an accident last November where a woman was paralyzed by a
falling tree branch in nearby Washington Square Park. “I don’t know why we would look to
preserve a tree over a child.”
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But tree specialists disagree over the risk posed by the 90-foot-tall redwood. Roy Leggitt, an
arborist hired by Jaye, said the tree has the same level of risk as any other healthy tree of its size.

“The idea that the branches could fall at any moment, I think that is completely an exaggeration.
There is nothing like that going on with this tree,” Leggitt said.

Kevin Kielty and Jeromey Ingalls, arborists hired by opposing neighbors, disagree with Leggitt’s
opinion that the tree is healthy. Kielty said the previous topping of the redwood, a process which
removes the whole top off of a tree, has caused it to only rate a 55 on a 1 to 100 scale of tree
health.

“When you top a tree, the lateral limbs get wide and heavy, and those lateral limbs tend to break
off,” Kielty said. Ingalls agreed with Kielty, writing in his report of the tree that, “because the tree
has been topped in the past, there is an elevated risk of future [limb] failures occurring.”

Leggitt, hired by Jaye, said that Jaye only pruned the tree at the urging of neighbors and that the
opposing arborists’ views were simply “spin.”

The Urban Forestry Council will meet next on Feb. 28 to discuss the tree’s nomination for
landmark status for the third time. Jaye said she will continue to fight for the tree, despite the
pushback from neighbors.

“I don’t know why my neighbors are trying to make me a target, rather than focusing on the
miracle of a giant redwood in the heart of the city,” she said.
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Endemic to the Pacific coast of the USA where historical logging has had
significant effect of the population; present-day threats include selective
logging and urbansiation

Associated Names:
coast redwood and redwood

Sequoia sempervirens (D. Don) Endl.

C U P R E S S A C E A E

Distribution
Western USA: Pacific Coast region from SW Oregon (Curry Co.), to California
(Monterey Co.). The most extensive stands are in northern and central
California, with outliers as far as 61km from the coast, but with (near) gaps in
the Bay Area and widening again in the Santa Cruz Mountains. The species
finally peters out to the south in steep canyon bottoms of the Santa Lucia
Mountains. The population is still very large, but decreasing due to forestry
management and practices that have a tendency to alter the composition of
forests at the disadvantage of redwoods.

Region

NW USA

(http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/taxa/category/nw-

Home (http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/)  Index of species (http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/species/)  Threats
(http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/threats/)  About (http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/about/)

Threatened conifers of the world
A resource compiled by the International Conifer Conservation Programme, Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh
(http://threatenedconifers.rbge.org.uk/)

Fire in Chilean Araucaria
forests is a major threat
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The Arco Giant, one of
the largest known
redwoods [Robert Van
Pelt] (Van Pelt 2001).

Mature sun foliage from
the canopy of an old-
growth tree [C.J. Earle].

Mature shade foliage
from an ornamental tree
[C.J. Earle].

Sequoia sempervirens
(D. Don) Endlicher 1847

Common names
Coast redwood, redwood, California redwood (Little 1980), coastal
sequoia, palo colorado.

Taxonomic notes
Syn: Taxodium sempervirens D. Don in Lambert 1824 (Watson 1993); Sequoia sempervirens
(Lambert) Endlicher (Peattie 1950). It is the sole species in Sequoia Endlicher 1847.
Described varieties, all horticultural, include adpressa, glauca, nana pendula, pendula and
prostrata (Silba 1986).

Description
Tree to 60–100(–110) m tall and 300–460(–900) cm dbh. Trunk much enlarged and buttressed
at the base and often with rounded swellings or burls, slightly tapering. Crown crown conic
and monopodial when young, narrowed conic in age, irregular and open. Bark red-brown, to
ca. 35 cm thick, tough and fibrous, deeply furrowed into broad, scaly ridges; inner bark
cinnamon-brown. Branches downward sweeping to slightly ascending. Twigs slender, dark
green, forking in a plane, ending in a scaly bud. Leaves 1–30 mm, generally with stomates on
both surfaces, the free portion to 30 mm, those on leaders, ascending branchlets, and fertile
shoots divergent to strongly appressed, short-lanceolate to deltate, those on horizontally
spreading to drooping branchlets mostly linear to linear-lanceolate, divergent and in 2 ranks,
with 2 prominent, white abaxial stomatal bands. Pollen cones nearly globose to ovoid, 2–5
mm, borne singly on short terminal or axillary stalks. Female cones 12–35 mm long, elliptical,
reddish-brown, with many flat, short-pointed scales; pendant at end of leafy twig; maturing in
one season; with 2–5 seeds per scale, light brown, 2-winged. Seeds flattened, 3–6 mm,
leathery. 2n= 66 (Little 1980, Watson 1993).
The genus Sequoia has been described as follows: "Trees giant, evergreen. Branchlets terete,
with obvious annual growth constrictions. Leaves alternate, mostly in 2 ranks. Adult leaves
linear or linear-lanceolate to deltate, generally flattened, divergent to strongly appressed;
abaxial glands absent. Pollen cones with 6-12 sporophylls, each sporophyll with 2–6 pollen
sacs. Seed cones maturing and opening in 1 season, oblong to globose; scales persistent,
15–30, valvate, ± peltate, thick and woody. Seeds 2–7 per scale, lenticular, narrowly 2-winged;
cotyledons 2(–4). x = 11" (Watson 1993).

Distribution and Ecology
USA: SW Oregon and NW California, confined to coastal areas (within 60 km of the sea)
experiencing a great deal of fog; at elevations generally below 300 m, occasionally to 1000 m.
Mostly found in alluvial soils, where it forms pure stands or occurs with Pseudotsuga
menziesii, Chamaecyparis lawsoniana, or other local conifers (Watson 1993). Hardy to Zone 8
(cold hardiness limit between -12.1°C and -6.7°C) (Bannister and Neuner 2001). See also
Thompson et al. (1999).

http://www.conifers.org/t_and_e/IUCN.html
http://www.conifers.org/zz/search2.php
http://www.conifers.org/cu/se/05.jpg
http://www.conifers.org/refs/vanpelt01.htm
http://www.conifers.org/cu/se/06.jpg
http://www.conifers.org/cu/se/01.jpg
http://www.conifers.org/refs/endlicher47.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/little80.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/watson93.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/peattie50.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/silba86.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/little80.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/watson93.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/watson93.htm
http://www.conifers.org/pi/Pseudotsuga_menziesii.php
http://www.conifers.org/cu/Chamaecyparis_lawsoniana.php
http://www.conifers.org/refs/watson93.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/bannister01.htm
http://www.conifers.org/refs/thompson99.htm
rolandnew
Rectangle



Sequoia sempervirens

S. sempervirens along US 199

Conservation status

Endangered (IUCN 3.1)[1]

Scientific classification

Kingdom: Plantae

Division: Pinophyta

Class: Pinopsida

Order: Pinales

Family: Cupressaceae

Genus: Sequoia

Species: S. sempervirens

Binomial name

Sequoia sempervirens
(D. Don) Endl.

Synonyms

Sequoia sempervirens
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Sequoia sempervirens /sᵻˈkɔɪ.ə sɛmpərˈvaɪrənz/[2] is the sole living
species of the genus Sequoia in the cypress family Cupressaceae
(formerly treated in Taxodiaceae). Common names include coast
redwood, coastal redwood[3] and California redwood.[4] It is an
evergreen, long-lived, monoecious tree living 1,200–1,800 years or
more.[5] This species includes the tallest living trees on Earth, reaching
up to 379 feet (115.5 m) in height (without the roots) and up to 29.2 feet
(8.9 m) in diameter at breast height (dbh).[6] These trees are also among
the oldest living things on Earth. Before commercial logging and
clearing began by the 1850s, this massive tree occurred naturally in an
estimated 2,100,000 acres (8,500 km2) along much of coastal California
(excluding southern California where rainfall is not sufficient) and the
southwestern corner of coastal Oregon within the United States.

The name sequoia sometimes refers to the subfamily Sequoioideae,
which includes S. sempervirens along with Sequoiadendron (giant
sequoia) and Metasequoia (dawn redwood). Here, the term redwood on
its own refers to the species covered in this article, and not to the other
two species.
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http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2009/10/redwoods-earths-tallest-trees.html

M A G A Z I N E

The Super Trees
They can grow to be the tallest trees on Earth. They can produce lumber, support jobs,
safeguard clear waters, and provide refuge for countless forest species. If we let them.

http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2009/10/redwoods-earths-tallest-trees.html
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine


By Joel K. Bourne, Jr.
Photographs by Michael Nichols

On a cutover California hillside thick with scrubby redwoods, Scotch broom,

and poison oak, Mike Fay missed a step, started to slide, and felt a stiletto jab the

top of his left foot. After bushwhacking hundreds of miles in sandals, he was used

to such insults to his 52-year-old feet. But this was the mother of all splinters. It

bounced off a bone, lodged in a tendon, and refused to come out. Finally his hiking

partner, Lindsey Holm, grabbed it with a pair of pliers and after several sharp tugs,

yanked it free.

"You could hear me yelling from mountaintop to mountaintop," Fay says. "It

was one of the most painful things I've ever experienced." Which is something

coming from a man who was once gored 16 times by an elephant. He taped up the

wound, shouldered his pack, and as he had for the past three months, kept walking.

After three decades of helping save African forests, Mike Fay, a Wildlife

Conservation Soci ety biologist and National Geographic Soci ety explorer-in-

residence, now has redwoods in his blood. His obsession with the iconic American

trees began a few years ago after he completed the Megatransect—his Livingstone-

A tagged northern spotted owl swoops toward a reseacher's lure in a young redwood forest
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like exploration of the largest intact jungle remaining in Africa. (See the October

2000, March 2001, and August 2001 issues.) One day while driving along the

northern California coast, he found himself gazing at swaths of clear-cuts and

spindly second-growth forests. Another time in a state park, a six-foot-tall slice of

an old redwood log on display caught his attention. Near the burgundy center a

label read: "1492 Columbus."

"The one that got me was about three inches from the edge," Fay says.

"'Gold Rush, 1849.' And I realized that within the last few inches of that tree's life,

we'd very nearly liquidated a 2,000-year-old forest."

A ragged blanket of coastal fog in northern California’s Humboldt Redwoods State Park

nurtures old giants alongside smaller second-growth trees outside the park. Redwoods

depend on fog for more than 30 percent of their water needs.

In the fall of 2007 he resolved to see for himself how Earth's tallest forest



had been exploited in the past and is being treated today. By walking the length of

California's mythic range, from Big Sur to just beyond the Oregon border, he

wanted to find out if there was a way to maximize both timber production and the

many ecological and social benefits standing forests provide. If it could be done in

the redwoods, he believed, it could be done anywhere on the planet where forests

are being leveled for short-term gain. As he'd done on the Megatransect, he and

Holm—a self-taught naturalist born and raised in the redwood country of northern

California—took pictures and detailed notes on their 11-month trek, exhaustively

recording wildlife, plant life, and the condition of the forest and streams. They

talked to the people of the redwoods as well: loggers, foresters, biologists,

environmentalists, café owners, and timber company executives—all dependent on

the forest.

It was an auspicious year to be walking the red woods. After more than two

decades battling environmentalists and state and federal regulators over its

aggressive cutting practices, the oft vilified Pacific Lumber Company was bankrupt

and up for grabs. Even with most of the remaining old growth protected, the

emblematic species of the great forests—northern spotted owls, elusive little

seabirds called marbled murrelets, and coho salmon—continued their dangerous

decline, while the reeling economy and housing bust were shuttering sawmills

throughout the redwood range. Fires scorched hundreds of thousands of acres in

R E L A T E D  S T O R I E S

Condors Reach New Milestone of Survival, Thanks to Tree-Climbing Biologists

Redwood National Park

Rare “Albino” Redwood May Hold Clues to the Super-Trees’ Longevity
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the worst fire season in memory. Tourism was down.

But something else was taking root among the trees Woody Guthrie lionized

in "This Land Is Your Land." The buzz among environmental groups, consulting

foresters, and even a few timber companies and communities was that the

redwoods were at a historic crossroads—a time when society could move beyond

the log/don't log debates of decades past and embrace a different kind of forestry

that could benefit people, wildlife, and perhaps even the planet. The more Fay

walked, the more convinced he became.

"California revolutionized the world with the silicon chip," Fay says, his

voice deceptively soft. "They could do the same with forest management."

Fay and Holm started their walk at the southern end of the forest, where the

trees grow in scattered holdings and groves in the Santa Lucia Range and the Santa

Cruz Mountains. Except in small parks like Muir Woods outside San Francisco and

Big Basin near Santa Cruz, where they encountered a few rare patches of ancient

trees, they zigzagged 1,800 miles through stands that had been cut at least once

and many that had been cut three times since 1850, leaving islands of larger

second-growth forest in a sea of mostly small trees.
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An old-growth redwood dwarfs younger redwood growth in California’s Bear Creek

Watershed on the northwest side of Bear Creek Ridge. Peavine Ridge sits in the distance

in Rockefeller Forest, the world’s largest continuous old-growth redwood forest,

measuring more than 10,000 acres.

But on a glorious May day, nearly three-quarters of the way into the

transect, they arrived at the southern end of Humboldt Redwoods State Park, home

to the largest contiguous block of old-growth redwood forest left on the planet—

some 10,000 acres. The alluvial flats along its creeks and rivers are prime redwood

habitat, where the mix of rich soils, water, and fog rolling in from the ocean have

produced the planet's tallest for est. Of the 180 known redwoods greater than 350

feet, more than 130 grow right here.

Fording a vein of emerald water known as the South Fork of the Eel, they

climbed the far bank and entered the translucent shade of the most magnificent

grove they'd seen yet. Redwoods the size of Saturn rockets sprouted from the

ground like giant beanstalks, their butts blackened by fire. Some bore thick, ropy

bark that spiraled sky ward in candy-cane swirls. Others had huge cav ities known as

goose pens—after the use early pio neers put them to—big enough to hold 20

people. Treetops the size of VW buses lay half-buried among the sorrel and sword

ferns, where they'd plummeted from 30 stories up—the casualties of titanic wars

with the wind, which even now coursed through the tops with panpipe-like creaks

and groans. It's no wonder Steven Spielberg and George Lucas filmed scenes for

the Jurassic Park sequel and Return of the Jedi among the redwood giants: It felt

as if a T. rex or a furry Ewok could poke its head out at any minute.

Redwoods are no less magical for foresters. Because their bark and



heartwood are rich in compounds called polyphenols, bugs and decay-causing fungi

don't like them. And since there's not a lot of resin in their stringy bark, larger

redwoods are highly resistant to fire.

Perhaps the most amazing thing about redwoods is their ability to produce

sprouts whenever the cambium—the living tissue just beneath the bark—is exposed

to light. If the top breaks off or a limb gets sheared or the tree gets cut by a logger, a

new branch will sprout from the wound and grow like crazy. Throughout the forest

you can find tremendous stumps with a cluster of second-generation trees, often

called fairy rings, around their bases. These trees are all clones of the parent, and

their DNA could be thousands of years old. Redwood cones, oddly enough, are tiny

—the size of an olive—and may produce seeds only sporadically. As a result, stump

sprouting has been key to the survival of the redwoods throughout the logging era.

Fourteen stories up a 30-story tree, Humboldt State University scientist Steve Sillett (at

center) and his team measure a re cave in a massive redwood in Prairie Creek Redwoods



State Park. Wild res have twice burned this tree but failed to kill it.

The trees have another trick foresters love. With their high tolerance for

shade and ability to sprout, some redwoods can sit almost dormant in the shade of

their elders for decades. Yet as soon as a dominant tree falls or is cut down,

breaking the canopy and allowing new light to enter the forest, the suppressed

redwood springs up with new growth—a phenomenon known as release.

"Redwoods are what's known in biology as a very plastic species," says Evan

Smith, vice presi dent of forestland for the Conservation Fund. "It's like a machine.

Once you get it going, you can't stop it."

It could be said that the history—and split personality—of modern America

is carved in redwood, with the calls to save the trees reverberating almost as soon

as we began cutting them down. For millennia the Tolowa, Yurok, and Chilula

tribes, among others, lived behind an almost impenetrable redwood wall more than

300 feet high, eating salmon, elk, and tan oak acorns and carving long canoes from

the logs that fell to the ground.

That way of life ended violently in 1848 when the U.S. wrested California

away from Mexico and gold was discovered there. Businessmen from the East

thought they saw an easier source of riches: the reddish, straight-grained, rot-

resistant wood already in high demand in a state that would quadruple its

population in a decade. In time the great forests near San Francisco were virtually

leveled. Farther north, timber barons used fair means and foul to acquire

thousands of acres of federal lands in the redwoods for $2.50 an acre, beginning an

era of corporate lumbering that continues to this day. (Of the 1.6 million acres of

redwood forest, 34 percent is owned by three companies, 21 percent by the state of

California and the federal government, and the rest by smallholders.) By the 1880s

some 400 sawmills north of San Francisco were churning out a mother lode of

"sequoia gold," which for nearly the next century would become an inextricable



part of every Californian's life—from the redwood cradles they were rocked in to

the redwood coffins they were laid to rest in.

A rare December snow dusts a trail through Del Norte Coast Redwoods State Park.

Dependent on a cool marine climate, Sequoia sempervirens—the coast redwood—thrives

between five and 30 miles inland.

The 1906 San Francisco earthquake and fires kicked the cutting into

overdrive. To meet demand for timber to rebuild the city, logging towns sprang up

throughout the redwood range, and companies such as Pacific Lumber and Union

Lumber flexed newfound industrial muscles. In place of teams of oxen, portable

engines called steam donkeys dragged the massive logs, and narrow-gauge

locomotives hauled them from the woods. Grainy photos from the "golden age" of

logging show grinning timbermen with mustaches and suspenders standing atop

felled trunks the size of Boeing 747s.



The felling of the great trees also helped spark the modern conservation

movement. In 1900 concerned citizens formed the Sempervirens Club, whose

advocacy led to the creation of Big Basin Redwoods State Park in 1902. In the

1920s the Save the Redwoods League began purchasing the groves that would

become the backbone of California's redwoods parks, and it continues adding them

to this day.

The last, and most intensive, burst of logging began after World War II,

when the housing boom and a glut of cheap military-surplus equipment unleashed

an army of bulldozers, log trucks, and chain-saw-wielding loggers onto the steep,

unstable soils of the redwood forests. By the early 1950s mills were sawing more

than a billion board feet of lumber a year, a level maintained until the mid-1970s.

(A board foot is the equivalent of a slab of wood one foot square and one inch

thick.) Clear-cutting and Cat logging, named after the yellow Caterpillar tractors

that became the workhorses of the timber industry, unleashed a torrent of soil into

streams from a latticework of logging roads and skid trails. Salmon runs dwindled,

and so did other species that had existed in the redwoods for millennia. Today less

than 5 percent of the roughly two million acres of virgin forest remains, mostly in

parks and reserves throughout the range.

"The battle to save the redwoods has already been fought, and look, we're

left with table scraps," says Steve Sillett, a forest scientist at Humboldt State

University. "The challenge now is understanding how to improve management on

the 95 percent of the redwood landscape that's just starting to grow."



Cathedral silence fills the old-growth sanctuary of Humboldt Redwoods State Park.

Salmon and spotted owls aren't the only things to have suffered with the

felling of the forest. Harvest rates in the redwoods have plummeted since the

1990s, when they were already half what they were in the 1970s. Though Fay and

Holm spent nearly every night under the stars, every two weeks they'd hit little

logging towns to recharge computer and camera batteries and download their data

on portable hard drives—places like Korbel and Orick that once boasted several

sawmills but are now lucky to have one still limping along. Rio Dell, a town of

3,200, has been luckier than most. It sits across the Eel River from Scotia, home to

what was once a venerable timber enter prise: Pacific Lumber Company.

Last year more than the typical thick, gray clouds were hovering over Rio

Dell's Wildwood Days, the annual street festival replete with logging contests,

boccie tournaments, and bucket brigade races between local volunteer fire depart -

ments. Days earlier, after a protracted fight in federal bankruptcy court, PL (as the

company is known here), employer of gener a tions of the two towns' mill workers

and woods men, had been sold. The future was now in the hands of Mendocino

Redwood Com pany (MRC), owned by the Fisher family of San Francisco, who had

made their fortune with the Gap and Banana Republic clothing chains. The only

thing most people in Rio Dell knew was MRC's new incarnation of the old Pacific



Lum ber oper ation: Humboldt Redwood Company (HRC). No one knew who would

have jobs when the dust cleared.

Down at the logging contest—featuring an event in which two men see who

can cut a log faster with chain saws—Len Nielson of Fortuna just beat out Chris

Hall of Rio Dell, a big man with a shaved head, a neat, red goatee, and a tattoo that

read "HOSS" across his Popeye-like forearm. All told—grandfather, dad, uncles,

and cousins—Hall's family had spent 142 years working for PL. He'd been felling

trees, driving Cats, skidding logs since he was 15. Now he works in the power plant.

"We're definitely glad to see Hurwitz go," Hall says, as he puts away his

chain saw, with his five-year-old daughter dancing at his feet.

It's hard to have a conversation about forestry practices in the redwoods

without hearing the name of Charles Hurwitz, CEO of Houston-based Maxxam,

Inc. In 1985 Hurwitz orchestrated the hostile takeover—underwritten by junk

bonds provided by the financier Michael Milken—of Pacific Lumber, which had

been run conservatively by the Murphy family since 1905. By leaving some of their

old growth standing, the Murphys, men who learned the lumber business from the

chain saw up, had planned to sustain their timber harvest and jobs well into the

21st century. "When the Murphys owned PL, they cared for their employees," Hall

says.



Ray “Old Growth” Wood makes the undercut on a redwood 30 inches in diameter—a

sapling compared to the 16-footers he cut as a young man. “It’s boom and bust,” 67-year-

old Wood says of the log market, now at its lowest point in decades.

With Pacific Lumber, Hurwitz inherited roughly 70 percent of the remaining

old redwoods in private hands. In his first meeting with the employees, the dark-

suited businessman told them—in a now famous quote—that he believed in the

golden rule: "He who has the gold, rules." Hurwitz then proceeded to break up the

company and sell its assets. He sold Pacific Lumber's office building in downtown

San Francisco and a profitable welding division, and he cashed out the workers'

pension fund, replacing it with an annuity from a poorly rated insurance carrier.

Most important for the redwoods, Hurwitz adopted a business model of

clear-cutting, doubling—and some years even tripling—the annual amount of

timber harvested from the company's holdings, which eventually reached 210,000

acres. His attempts to cut the largest remaining block of old growth on private

land, known as the Headwaters Forest, launched an army of young protesters into

the streets and up the trees and drew increased scrutiny from state timber

regulators and federal wildlife agencies. For forest defenders, as the protesters call

themselves, it was a dangerous time. Tree sitters were extracted by force from their

platforms hundreds of feet in the air. The late Judi Bari, one of the organizers of a

series of protests in 1990, a time known as "redwood summer," had her pelvis

shattered by a pipe bomb placed in her car. No one was ever charged in the crime.

In 1998 David "Gypsy" Chain and some other protesters hiked out to a PL



tract where they believed loggers were building roads before the end of the marbled

murrelet nesting season, when logging is illegal. One logger, caught on videotape,

cursed them, saying he wished he'd brought his gun. Then he felled a redwood in

their direction. The tree struck Chain in the head, killing him instantly. The logger

was never charged. In 1999 the state and federal governments purchased part of

the Headwaters Forest, putting it under permanent protection.

The days of violent confrontations seem to be over now. A week after MRC's

acquisition of Pacific Lumber, Mike Jani, the company's president and chief

forester, asked Fay and Holm to join him and local activists at the foot of a

redwood giant just across the Eel River from Rio Dell. Protesters had occupied part

of an old-growth grove here for years to keep PL from logging. Jani told the

activists that under the new company's policies the trees would not be taken, and

"Do Not Cut" flagging was put up around the survivors.

"Fighting for old growth is easy," Lindsey Holm told me. "It's a moral issue,

black-and-white. Save the old trees—the endangered species. It's a no-brainer."

Trying to rally people around sound second-growth forestry is more challenging—

more about keeping the ecosystem intact by minimizing erosion and maintaining

wildlife while maximizing timber production. For most Californians, clear-cuts are

bad forestry because they're ugly. That misses the point, said Holm, who isn't

necessarily averse to clear-cuts. "This is about good forestry, not about what you

can see out your kitchen window."



Laughter cheers the struggling Humboldt County lumber town of Rio Dell as kids get

splashed during the annual Wildwood Days fair. Local unemployment hit a 16-year high this

March. With timber demand down, Humboldt Redwood Company will cut just a third of its

planned 2009-2010 harvest.

The notion that you can log a forest without leveling it isn't new. As early as

the 1930s Emanuel Fritz, a forestry professor at the University of California,

Berkeley, argued that if timber companies wanted to be in business in 40 to 50

years—the time he estimated it would take to cut all the remaining old-growth

forest—they'd better start leaving some trees for the future. In line with this

thinking, Albert Stanwood Murphy decreed that Pacific Lumber would never cut

more than 70 percent of a stand of timber or cut more from its forests than would

grow in a year—policies the company held for more than half a century until

Charles Hurwitz tossed them out.

Now Jani promises that the new Humboldt Redwood Company will bring

selective cutting back to the old Pacific Lumber lands. Its parent company, MRC,

has already implemented the approach on 230,000 acres of heavily logged

redwood forest in Mendocino County it purchased from Louisiana Pacific a decade

ago. MRC stabilized logging roads, reestablished stands, and made a practice of

cutting a third to a half of the overall volume of timber grown on its property each

year through a variety of selection techniques. By doing this, the company has

sacrificed greater short-term profits for long-term investment in the forest.



Scott Greacen, executive director of a local group called the Environmental

Protection Infor mation Center (EPIC), is watching closely to see how HRC

manages its new holdings. However, when Fay and Holm visited Greacen at the

EPIC office in downtown Arcata, the maps of PL timber-harvest plans had been

replaced by those of another large industrial landowner: Green Diamond Resource

Company.

Green Diamond is now the largest clear-cutter in the redwoods, with more

than 70 percent of its 430,000 acres given over to uniform stands that are logged

roughly every 50 years. When asked if the company was EPIC's next target,

Greacen says, "I think we're going to have something to say about short-term, even-

age forestry."

"Here we love even-age forests," says Greg Templeton, one of Green

Diamond's veteran foresters. "Both redwoods and Doug fir grow faster in full

sunlight." He was standing on a hot, sunny hillside, watching with pride as a

logging crew reduced a 70-year-old stand of 150- to 200-foot redwoods into an

organized tangle of slash, limbs, and logs.



Roosevelt elk cows scatter across a meadow in the Prairie Creek Redwoods State Park as

two bulls vie for dominance of the herd. Largest of North America's elk subspecies, their

name honors conservationist President Theodore Roosevelt.

In the 1990s California reduced the maximum allowable size for a clear-cut

from 80 acres to between 20 and 40. The heavy tractors that caused so much

erosion have largely been replaced by smaller, lighter shovel loaders—tracked

machines that look like old-fashioned steam shovels with an articulated grapple on

the end. By picking up entire logs instead of drag ging them on the ground, shovel

loaders elim inate the erodible skid trails that were the hall mark of Cat logging and

the bane of salmon-spawning creeks. For target trees on steep hillsides, foresters

use a cable yarder, a setup that hoists cut logs along a cable running from a tall

tower placed at the top of the hill to a massive stump on the opposite slope.

According to Templeton, the switch to such machinery, along with fewer, better-

built logging roads and mandated buffer zones along streams (where some selective

cutting is allowed), significantly reduces sediment going into salmon-spawning

waters.

Green Diamond's puzzle-piece forests, with blocks of tightly packed small

trees up to 20 years old separated by slivers of older trees in the 150-foot buffer

zones around fish-bearing streams, will ultimately provide good wildlife habitat,

says Neal Ewald, the company's vice president and general manager. "Fifty years

from now 20 per cent of this landscape will stick up like veins on a maple leaf, with

a network of old trees around the streams," he explains. "We're on target to create

the same kind of trees you see in Redwood National Park in a hundred years," to

the benefit, he says, of salmon and northern spotted owls.

In the early 1990s Green Diamond's senior biologist, Lowell Diller, was



among the first to find high densities of spotted owls in second-growth forests. His

research indicated that the owls can survive in the smaller forests as long as they

have enough old snags and large trees with cavities and platforms for nesting. And

the mix of young forest blocks of various ages created by clear-cuts provides good

habitat for dusky-footed wood rats—the owls' favorite prey in California.

Diller's findings helped Green Diamond secure the first Habitat

Conservation Plan (HCP) for spotted owls from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

in 1992, which allowed the company to con tinue logging in spotted owl territory as

long as they had a plan to maintain a minimum amount of owl habitat. Yet owls

have been declin ing by about 3 percent a year on Green Diamond lands since 2001,

Diller says, as they have over much of their range.

Part of the problem is a mysterious drop in the wood rat population, as well

as increased competition from the more aggressive and adaptable barred owl,

which has muscled into the spotted owls' territory from the east.

Young forests have shown other unintended wildlife consequences. In

spring, before berries and acorns come in, black bears depend in part on the sap

just under the bark of redwoods and other conifers. They prefer the young, fastest

growing trees and have done so much damage to commercial stands that some

foresters call them the biggest "pest" in the redwoods. But bears became a problem

only when companies began growing trees like a crop.



A black bear saunters past a camera trap set by photographer Michael Nichols. When

more nutritious foods are scarce, bears often strip the bark off young redwoods to get at

the sap below, wreaking havoc on regrowth in timberlands.

After walking through every kind of managed forest and talking to foresters

on all sides of the issue, Mike Fay is convinced there's a better way: Grow bigger

trees, which can maximize wood production while providing good habitat. "You've

got to start thinking about this as an ecosystem," he says. "All these plantations

might as well be growing corn. But if you want clean water, salmon, wildlife, and

high-quality lumber, you've got to have a forest."

Fay is not alone. "My idea is to cut less trees and make more money per

tree," says Jim Able, a former industrial forester for Louisiana Pacific who now

manages small private timberlands, most fewer than a thousand acres. Wearing his

trademark straw hat, Able leads Fay through the Howe Creek tract, a timber plot

he's managed for nearly three decades and is thinning for the third time. Douglas

firs and large second-generation redwoods, three or more feet thick and up to 200

feet tall, rise from the steep hillside straight as arrows. Here and there a few trees

lie on the ground, waiting to be yarded, creating a mosaic of shadow and sun. The

key, Able says, is form. He and his foresters mark every tree they want cut, aiming

never to exceed 30 to 35 percent of the volume of the stand. Unlike high-grading, a

form of selective logging that Able considers worse than clear-cutting because it

takes the best and leaves the rest, Able cuts weak and poorly formed trees, leaving



the straightest and strongest to thrive in the newly available light. And unlike

timbermen who harvest clear-cuts every few decades, Able comes back once a

decade to eval uate whether to cut again. He never takes more wood than the forest

has grown over that time, which means that the remaining trees—what he calls his

principal—continue to increase in height, volume, and quality.

"What I'm doing is growing old trees and taking the interest in the interim,"

he says. "I firmly believe I can keep doing this over a hundred years."

More landowners are following in Able's footsteps, growing their redwoods

older and cutting them more sparingly. Some call this ecological forestry, in which

the forest is managed to provide wildlife habitat and clean rivers as well as forestry

jobs and wood products. The 2,200-acre van Eck Forest near Arcata, managed by

the Pacific Forest Trust, serves an additional purpose: It earns some of its keep by

providing green house gas reductions, which can be used to offset emissions.

Thanks to their phenomenal growth, resistance to disease, insects, and rot, and

their incredibly long lives, redwood forests are the best of all forests at capturing

carbon dioxide from the atmosphere and locking away the carbon in their wood.

California's voluntary market for forest landowners is among the most rigorous in

the world. The market allows owners to sell credits for the carbon stored in each

year's grown wood as long as they guarantee to maintain that growth for a century.

Money for carbon stored in living trees could help landowners make the

transition from short-term clear-cuts to long-term rota tions where bigger, higher

quality trees could once again dominate the landscape. So far, based on the amount

of carbon the van Eck is estimated to sequester over a hundred years, the Pacific

Forest Trust has sold more than two million dollars' worth of emissions-reduction

credits.



Partway up a 350-foot tree, botanist Marie Antoine (at right) passes a slender core sample

of its wood—750 years of redwood biography—to canopy ecologist Giacomo Renzullo.

Research now shows that the older such trees get, the more wood they put on.

Another group practicing ecological forestry, Evan Smith's Conservation

Fund, bought 40,000 acres of industrial timberlands in the Garcia River, Big River,

and Salmon Creek watersheds to keep the trees from becoming vineyards and

subdivisions. The organization plans to use uneven- age selection forestry to restore

aquatic habitat by reducing erosion into the streams. To help with financing, it is

selling millions of dollars' worth of carbon-reduction credits to Pacific Gas and

Electric Company as well as to several investment firms.

California's Air Resources Board now plans to adopt an updated carbon

protocol for forestry, hoping to attract the industrial timber owners. "If we can get

the carbon incentives right, we can double or even triple our inventory in the

redwoods," Mike Fay says.

On a day when the early morning sun is filling the mist-shrouded canopy of

Prairie Creek Redwoods State Park with an iridescent glow, Mike Fay hooks his



ascender to a climbing rope and "jugs" up a truly massive redwood to talk to one

scientist who is convinced of the value of letting redwoods grow big. Steve Sil lett

has made a name for himself by finding, climbing, and studying the tallest trees on

the planet. He has meticulously measured hundreds, from their mighty bases right

up to the individual needles at the top. At 138 feet up, Fay passes a fire cave big

enough for two grown men to stand in amid a thicket of reiterated trunks and

branches—battle scars from centuries of skirmishing with fire and wind. Higher

still, epiphytic ferns and huckleberry bushes grow in deep canopy soils, while a

myr iad of mosses, liverworts, and lichens cover the bark. This tree, at 301 feet, isn't

even close to the world's tallest, at 379.1, but accord ing to Sillett, who is waiting for

Fay at an opening in the canopy right at the very top, it is "super juicy"—loaded

with canopy soils and biodiversity. From there the two men peer out upon a nearly

unbroken expanse of huge redwoods, with one clear-cut barely visible to the south.

The mantra of industrial foresters has long been to grow trees as fast as

possible to maximize the return on investment and provide a steady flow of wood

products to market. For them, the most profitable time to cut redwoods is at 40 to

50 years, even though such young trees contain mostly soft, low-quality sapwood,

with little of the redwoods' legendary resistance to rot. But after coring and

measuring two dozen trees—95 feet to 370 feet tall—from canopy to base in

Humboldt Redwoods State Park, Sillett discovered that a tree's annual rate of wood

production increases with age for at least 1,500 years. More important, the older it

gets, the more high-quality, rot-resistant heartwood it puts on. The bottom line:

Redwoods produce more wood, and better wood, as they age. Sillett says this is true

for the tallest eucalyptus trees in Australia too, and he thinks it may be true for

other trees around the world.

"If it's all about short-term yield, there's not an effective argument for big

trees," Sillett says. "But if it's about long-term yield, carbon sequestration, and

ecosystem services, then you've got an effective argument for old trees. What do we



need to remove and keep lots of carbon out of the atmosphere? Massive amounts of

decay-resistant wood."

Laying hands on an old friend, activist Amy Arcuri shows her delight in Spooner, a giant she

says is nearly 2,000 years old. Once slated to be cut, the tree has been declared off-limits

by its new owner, Humboldt Redwood Company. “I try to believe there can be progressive

change,” Arcuri says.

On the last day of their transect, as they hunted for the northernmost

redwood near Oregon's Chetco River, Mike Fay and Lindsey Holm talked about the

characters they'd met in the forest. There were Lud and Bud McCrary, octo genarian

brothers who pioneered uneven-age forestry in the Santa Cruz Mountains—Lud's

family even built a redwood bomb shelter after the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962.

And there was the story of Tim Renner, a veteran logger with a hearty dislike for

forest activists. Renner told about the time he had been hired to cut some trees in



the Arcata Community Forest, a selectively logged tract near town that also serves

as a community park. He was putting away his chain saw at the end of a day's work

when a young man came walking down the trail with long hair, a long beard, and

dirty clothes. And Renner thought, This kid is going to chew me up.

The young man stopped and looked at the freshly cut forest, and to the

logger's astonishment, he said, "This looks great! There's so much more light

coming in. I really like the way this looks."

Which means that along with high-quality wood, carbon storage, clean

water, and wildlife habitat, ecological forestry can bring back another benefit for

which redwoods are justly famous: utter awe.

Michael “Nick” Nichols is an award-winning photographer whose work has

taken him to the most remote corners of the world. He became a staff

photographer for the National Geographic Society in 1996 and was named editor

at large for National Geographic in January 2008.
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Discover Your Local Redwood Forests—Rare, Vital and at RiskDiscover Your Local Redwood Forests—Rare, Vital and at Risk

by Sempervirens FundSempervirens Fund (http://sempervirens.org/)   (http://sempervirens.org/)  staff

No doubt, redwood trees are huge, and redwood forests are super-quiet and peaceful.
But did you know...?

1.  1 .  As old as the dinosaurs — almostAs old as the dinosaurs — almost
The earliest redwoods showed up on Earth shortly after the dinosaurs—and before
flowers, birds, spiders... and, of course, humans. Redwoods have been around for about
240 million years, compared to about 200,000 years for “modern” humans.

2.  2.  See 2,000-year-old redwoods hereSee 2,000-year-old redwoods here
Officially, the oldest living coast redwood is at least 2,200 years old, but foresters believe
some coast redwoods may be much older. You can meet up with old-growth redwoods at
Big Basin Redwoods State Park on trails such as the Redwood TrailRedwood Trail, the Berry CreekBerry Creek
Falls loopFalls loop and the Sunset-Timms-Skyline loop; at Henry Cowell Redwoods State Park's

1. The earliest redwoods showed up on Earth shortly after the
dinosaurs—and before flowers, birds, spiders... and, of course,
humans. (More below.) Photo by Miguel Vieira / Creative
Commons.
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Redwood Grove Loop TrailRedwood Grove Loop Trail and at Portola Redwoods State ParkPortola Redwoods State Park, where you'll see
the third-largest grove of ancient redwoods in the Santa Cruz Mountains—as long as
you're willing to take an 11-mile round-trip hike to get there!

Follow this link to learn about the 'The Great Park'—a plan to protect the
Coast Redwoods of the Santa Cruz Mountains for eternity.
(http://sempervirens.org/protect-redwoods/the-great-park/)

3.  3.  Tallest tree on EarthTallest tree on Earth
Your local coast redwood tree can grow to 300 feet or more—the tallest tree on Earth.
Right now, there are about 50 redwood trees taller than 360 feet living along the Pacific
Coast. Compare that to the tallest pine tree at 268 feet, the tallest tanoak at 162 feet or
the tallest human at a mere 8 feet 3 inches. Yet their root system is only 6 to 12 feet
deep. Redwoods create the strength to withstand powerful winds and floods by
extending their roots more than 50 feet from the trunk and living in groves where their
roots can intertwine. Redwoods are quite an armful to hug, too—8 to 20 feet in
diameter.

4.  4.  Ancient old-growth – and aspiring youngstersAncient old-growth – and aspiring youngsters
While there are 2,000-year-old redwoods in our neighborhood, most of the redwoods
we see are much, much younger—about 50-150 years old. That’s equivalent to about age
2-6 in human years! That’s because since California’s Gold Rush (beginning in 1848),
about 95% of the local redwood forest—which once stretched across the Santa Cruz
Mountains—was logged to build (and rebuild) cities like San Francisco, San Jose and
beyond. (Coast redwoods can grow 100 feet in their first 50 years, so they quickly look
like grown-ups.) So, when you walk or ride through the Santa Cruz Mountains,
remember you are in a nursery of young redwoods that, with protection and proper
management, can live for 2,000 years and can help rebuild a healthy redwood forest for
wildlife, people and countless generations to come.

5.  5.  Here and only hereHere and only here
Coast redwoods grow only one place on Earth—right here on the Pacific Coast, from Big
Sur to southern Oregon. Earlier in the Earth’s history, redwoods had a much wider
habitat, including western North America and along the coasts of Europe and Asia.
Today, there are two other types of sequoia trees still living—both of them close
relatives of our local coast redwood. The “giant sequoia” (officially sequoiadendron
giganteum) grows only in California’s Sierra Nevada range and is actually shorter—but
heftier—than our coast redwood. You can see them in places like Sequoia National Park
and Kings Canyon National Park. The “dawn redwood” (officially metasequoia
glyptostroboides) grows only in a remote area of central China and is about one-third
the height of our coast redwood.

6.  6.  Latin or English: Latin or English: Semper-who? Semper-who? 
The familiar local redwood tree has an official Latin name, sequoia sempervirens. That
fancy name (the last part means "always green") is why the local nonprofit organization
working to protect, expand and care for the local redwood forests is called
“Sempervirens FundSempervirens Fund (http://www.sempervirens.org/)   (http://www.sempervirens.org/)  .” That’s not to be confused
with the U.S. Marine Corp’s motto, “Semper Fidelis,” which means “always faithful.”
Here on the ground, it’s fine to call these magnificent trees by their American name,
“coast redwood” or simply redwood.

7.  7.  Climate change heroesClimate change heroes
Trees are crucial to maintaining a stable, human-friendly climate. Studies show that
coast redwoods capture more carbon dioxide (CO2) from our cars, trucks and power
plants than any other tree on Earth. So, by protecting our local redwood forests, we
make a major contribution toward stabilizing the global climate. If these redwood trees
are overcut, burned or degraded, the climate is harmed two ways: (1) by losing the trees’
power to capture CO2, and (2) by releasing enormous amounts of stored carbon into the
atmosphere. (Globally, deforestation and other destructive land use account for nearly
25% of CO2 emissions.) Keep in mind that as the climate changes, the redwood forests
in the Santa Cruz Mountains are one of very few areas that can provide a refuge for
plants and animals to survive, because the area has many microclimates, is cooled by
coastal summertime fog and is still largely unpaved.

8.  8.  Wild animals thrive hereWild animals thrive here
Wild, endangered creatures like mountain lions, coho salmon and marbled murrelet
depend on the local redwood forests. They need large, contiguous areas of diverse
habitat to survive, especially as the climate changes and they need to adapt quickly.
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Mountain lions often travel hundreds of miles in a week. Coho salmon depend on
unblocked, free-flowing streams to spawn. The endangered marble murrelet, a sea bird,
only nests in the tallest old-growth redwoods and old-growth Douglas fir trees. Right
now, it’s crucial to protect and manage the areas between existing parklands to create
migration corridors and provide larger chunks of safe, healthy habitat so that wild
mammals, fish and birds can thrive among us humans.

9.  9.  Sturdy survivors Sturdy survivors 
Redwoods live so long—and are treasured by humans for building—because they are
extremely resistant to insects, fire and rot. At one time, San Francisco’s building codes
required redwood lumber to be used in the foundations of new structures. A redwood’s
bark can be 1 foot thick, and it contains tannin, which protects the tree from fire,
insects, fungus and diseases. There is no known insect that can destroy a redwood tree.
Fire is not a big threat because the trunk is thick, there’s lots of water inside the tree,
and the bark doesn’t have flammable resin like a pine tree does.

10.  10.  We can all  help the forest recover — and help us thriveWe can all  help the forest recover — and help us thrive
Today, we have a rare chance to reassemble the once-vast and vibrant local redwood
forest into a magnificent, self-regenerating ecosystem between Silicon Valley and the
Pacific Ocean. Once we put the pieces of forest back into a whole, connected landscape,
the natural systems can re-assert themselves and the forest can recover from the
massive logging and fragmentation that took place during the last 150 years. Imagine a
gorgeous, thriving redwood forest connecting Silicon Valley to the Pacific Ocean and
supporting thick populations of wild animals, plants and human possibilities! With a
little help from us to get started, the forest will take care of itself—and us—for
hundreds and thousands of years to come. You can help Sempervirens FundSempervirens Fund
(http://www.sempervirens.org/)  (http://www.sempervirens.org/)  buy redwood lands, keep local parks open and enable
private landowners to set aside their land as protected forest while it stays in private
hands.

ABOUT ABOUT SEMPERVIRENS FUNDSEMPERVIRENS FUND (http://sempervirens.org/) (http://sempervirens.org/)

Sempervirens Fund is a land trust based in California’s Silicon Valley that protects,
expands and cares for the redwood forests in the Santa Cruz Mountains. Since 1900,
Sempervirens Fund has permanently protected more than 34,000 acres of local
redwood forests and watersheds for people, wildlife and future generations.

The organization played a pivotal role in creating Big Basin Redwoods State Park, the
Skyline-to-the-Sea Trail and three other parks in the region that offer extensive trails,
campgrounds and other facilities as well as old-growth redwoods, pristine waterfalls and
abundant wildlife.

Today, Sempervirens Fund is working to reassemble a vast and vibrant redwood forest
between Silicon Valley and the Pacific Ocean. (Follow this link to learn about the 'Thethe 'The
Great Park'—Sempervirens Fund's plan to protect the Coast Redwoods of theGreat Park'—Sempervirens Fund's plan to protect the Coast Redwoods of the
Santa Cruz Mountains.Santa Cruz Mountains. (http://www.hilltromper.com/article/sempervirens-fund) (http://www.hilltromper.com/article/sempervirens-fund)

The organization is involving new partners and new models to protect critical lands,
increase public access and keep local parks open for the long term.

Back to Sempervirens FundSempervirens Fund on Hilltromper.
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http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2009/10/redwoods-earths-tallest-trees.html

M A G A Z I N E

The Super Trees
They can grow to be the tallest trees on Earth. They can produce lumber, support jobs,
safeguard clear waters, and provide refuge for countless forest species. If we let them.

http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine/2009/10/redwoods-earths-tallest-trees.html
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/magazine


By Joel K. Bourne, Jr.
Photographs by Michael Nichols

On a cutover California hillside thick with scrubby redwoods, Scotch broom,

and poison oak, Mike Fay missed a step, started to slide, and felt a stiletto jab the

top of his left foot. After bushwhacking hundreds of miles in sandals, he was used

to such insults to his 52-year-old feet. But this was the mother of all splinters. It

bounced off a bone, lodged in a tendon, and refused to come out. Finally his hiking

partner, Lindsey Holm, grabbed it with a pair of pliers and after several sharp tugs,

yanked it free.

"You could hear me yelling from mountaintop to mountaintop," Fay says. "It

was one of the most painful things I've ever experienced." Which is something

coming from a man who was once gored 16 times by an elephant. He taped up the

wound, shouldered his pack, and as he had for the past three months, kept walking.

After three decades of helping save African forests, Mike Fay, a Wildlife

Conservation Soci ety biologist and National Geographic Soci ety explorer-in-

residence, now has redwoods in his blood. His obsession with the iconic American

trees began a few years ago after he completed the Megatransect—his Livingstone-

A tagged northern spotted owl swoops toward a reseacher's lure in a young redwood forest
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http://www.nationalgeographic.com/contributors/n/photographer-michael-nichols.html


like exploration of the largest intact jungle remaining in Africa. (See the October

2000, March 2001, and August 2001 issues.) One day while driving along the

northern California coast, he found himself gazing at swaths of clear-cuts and

spindly second-growth forests. Another time in a state park, a six-foot-tall slice of

an old redwood log on display caught his attention. Near the burgundy center a

label read: "1492 Columbus."

"The one that got me was about three inches from the edge," Fay says.

"'Gold Rush, 1849.' And I realized that within the last few inches of that tree's life,

we'd very nearly liquidated a 2,000-year-old forest."

A ragged blanket of coastal fog in northern California’s Humboldt Redwoods State Park

nurtures old giants alongside smaller second-growth trees outside the park. Redwoods

depend on fog for more than 30 percent of their water needs.

In the fall of 2007 he resolved to see for himself how Earth's tallest forest



had been exploited in the past and is being treated today. By walking the length of

California's mythic range, from Big Sur to just beyond the Oregon border, he

wanted to find out if there was a way to maximize both timber production and the

many ecological and social benefits standing forests provide. If it could be done in

the redwoods, he believed, it could be done anywhere on the planet where forests

are being leveled for short-term gain. As he'd done on the Megatransect, he and

Holm—a self-taught naturalist born and raised in the redwood country of northern

California—took pictures and detailed notes on their 11-month trek, exhaustively

recording wildlife, plant life, and the condition of the forest and streams. They

talked to the people of the redwoods as well: loggers, foresters, biologists,

environmentalists, café owners, and timber company executives—all dependent on

the forest.

It was an auspicious year to be walking the red woods. After more than two

decades battling environmentalists and state and federal regulators over its

aggressive cutting practices, the oft vilified Pacific Lumber Company was bankrupt

and up for grabs. Even with most of the remaining old growth protected, the

emblematic species of the great forests—northern spotted owls, elusive little

seabirds called marbled murrelets, and coho salmon—continued their dangerous

decline, while the reeling economy and housing bust were shuttering sawmills

throughout the redwood range. Fires scorched hundreds of thousands of acres in

R E L A T E D  S T O R I E S

Condors Reach New Milestone of Survival, Thanks to Tree-Climbing Biologists

Redwood National Park

Rare “Albino” Redwood May Hold Clues to the Super-Trees’ Longevity

http://news.nationalgeographic.com/2016/07/condor-climbers
http://www.nationalgeographic.com/travel/national-parks/redwood-national-park
http://news.nationalgeographic.com/news/2014/03/140319-redwood-albino-chimera-california-tree-tallest


the worst fire season in memory. Tourism was down.

But something else was taking root among the trees Woody Guthrie lionized

in "This Land Is Your Land." The buzz among environmental groups, consulting

foresters, and even a few timber companies and communities was that the

redwoods were at a historic crossroads—a time when society could move beyond

the log/don't log debates of decades past and embrace a different kind of forestry

that could benefit people, wildlife, and perhaps even the planet. The more Fay

walked, the more convinced he became.

"California revolutionized the world with the silicon chip," Fay says, his

voice deceptively soft. "They could do the same with forest management."

Fay and Holm started their walk at the southern end of the forest, where the

trees grow in scattered holdings and groves in the Santa Lucia Range and the Santa

Cruz Mountains. Except in small parks like Muir Woods outside San Francisco and

Big Basin near Santa Cruz, where they encountered a few rare patches of ancient

trees, they zigzagged 1,800 miles through stands that had been cut at least once

and many that had been cut three times since 1850, leaving islands of larger

second-growth forest in a sea of mostly small trees.
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An old-growth redwood dwarfs younger redwood growth in California’s Bear Creek

Watershed on the northwest side of Bear Creek Ridge. Peavine Ridge sits in the distance

in Rockefeller Forest, the world’s largest continuous old-growth redwood forest,

measuring more than 10,000 acres.

But on a glorious May day, nearly three-quarters of the way into the

transect, they arrived at the southern end of Humboldt Redwoods State Park, home

to the largest contiguous block of old-growth redwood forest left on the planet—

some 10,000 acres. The alluvial flats along its creeks and rivers are prime redwood

habitat, where the mix of rich soils, water, and fog rolling in from the ocean have

produced the planet's tallest for est. Of the 180 known redwoods greater than 350

feet, more than 130 grow right here.

Fording a vein of emerald water known as the South Fork of the Eel, they

climbed the far bank and entered the translucent shade of the most magnificent

grove they'd seen yet. Redwoods the size of Saturn rockets sprouted from the

ground like giant beanstalks, their butts blackened by fire. Some bore thick, ropy

bark that spiraled sky ward in candy-cane swirls. Others had huge cav ities known as

goose pens—after the use early pio neers put them to—big enough to hold 20

people. Treetops the size of VW buses lay half-buried among the sorrel and sword

ferns, where they'd plummeted from 30 stories up—the casualties of titanic wars

with the wind, which even now coursed through the tops with panpipe-like creaks

and groans. It's no wonder Steven Spielberg and George Lucas filmed scenes for

the Jurassic Park sequel and Return of the Jedi among the redwood giants: It felt

as if a T. rex or a furry Ewok could poke its head out at any minute.

Redwoods are no less magical for foresters. Because their bark and



heartwood are rich in compounds called polyphenols, bugs and decay-causing fungi

don't like them. And since there's not a lot of resin in their stringy bark, larger

redwoods are highly resistant to fire.

Perhaps the most amazing thing about redwoods is their ability to produce

sprouts whenever the cambium—the living tissue just beneath the bark—is exposed

to light. If the top breaks off or a limb gets sheared or the tree gets cut by a logger, a

new branch will sprout from the wound and grow like crazy. Throughout the forest

you can find tremendous stumps with a cluster of second-generation trees, often

called fairy rings, around their bases. These trees are all clones of the parent, and

their DNA could be thousands of years old. Redwood cones, oddly enough, are tiny

—the size of an olive—and may produce seeds only sporadically. As a result, stump

sprouting has been key to the survival of the redwoods throughout the logging era.

Fourteen stories up a 30-story tree, Humboldt State University scientist Steve Sillett (at

center) and his team measure a re cave in a massive redwood in Prairie Creek Redwoods



State Park. Wild res have twice burned this tree but failed to kill it.

The trees have another trick foresters love. With their high tolerance for

shade and ability to sprout, some redwoods can sit almost dormant in the shade of

their elders for decades. Yet as soon as a dominant tree falls or is cut down,

breaking the canopy and allowing new light to enter the forest, the suppressed

redwood springs up with new growth—a phenomenon known as release.

"Redwoods are what's known in biology as a very plastic species," says Evan

Smith, vice presi dent of forestland for the Conservation Fund. "It's like a machine.

Once you get it going, you can't stop it."

It could be said that the history—and split personality—of modern America

is carved in redwood, with the calls to save the trees reverberating almost as soon

as we began cutting them down. For millennia the Tolowa, Yurok, and Chilula

tribes, among others, lived behind an almost impenetrable redwood wall more than

300 feet high, eating salmon, elk, and tan oak acorns and carving long canoes from

the logs that fell to the ground.

That way of life ended violently in 1848 when the U.S. wrested California

away from Mexico and gold was discovered there. Businessmen from the East

thought they saw an easier source of riches: the reddish, straight-grained, rot-

resistant wood already in high demand in a state that would quadruple its

population in a decade. In time the great forests near San Francisco were virtually

leveled. Farther north, timber barons used fair means and foul to acquire

thousands of acres of federal lands in the redwoods for $2.50 an acre, beginning an

era of corporate lumbering that continues to this day. (Of the 1.6 million acres of

redwood forest, 34 percent is owned by three companies, 21 percent by the state of

California and the federal government, and the rest by smallholders.) By the 1880s

some 400 sawmills north of San Francisco were churning out a mother lode of

"sequoia gold," which for nearly the next century would become an inextricable



part of every Californian's life—from the redwood cradles they were rocked in to

the redwood coffins they were laid to rest in.

A rare December snow dusts a trail through Del Norte Coast Redwoods State Park.

Dependent on a cool marine climate, Sequoia sempervirens—the coast redwood—thrives

between five and 30 miles inland.

The 1906 San Francisco earthquake and fires kicked the cutting into

overdrive. To meet demand for timber to rebuild the city, logging towns sprang up

throughout the redwood range, and companies such as Pacific Lumber and Union

Lumber flexed newfound industrial muscles. In place of teams of oxen, portable

engines called steam donkeys dragged the massive logs, and narrow-gauge

locomotives hauled them from the woods. Grainy photos from the "golden age" of

logging show grinning timbermen with mustaches and suspenders standing atop

felled trunks the size of Boeing 747s.
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The felling of the great trees also helped spark the modern conservation

movement. In 1900 concerned citizens formed the Sempervirens Club, whose

advocacy led to the creation of Big Basin Redwoods State Park in 1902. In the

1920s the Save the Redwoods League began purchasing the groves that would

become the backbone of California's redwoods parks, and it continues adding them

to this day.

The last, and most intensive, burst of logging began after World War II,

when the housing boom and a glut of cheap military-surplus equipment unleashed

an army of bulldozers, log trucks, and chain-saw-wielding loggers onto the steep,

unstable soils of the redwood forests. By the early 1950s mills were sawing more

than a billion board feet of lumber a year, a level maintained until the mid-1970s.

(A board foot is the equivalent of a slab of wood one foot square and one inch

thick.) Clear-cutting and Cat logging, named after the yellow Caterpillar tractors

that became the workhorses of the timber industry, unleashed a torrent of soil into

streams from a latticework of logging roads and skid trails. Salmon runs dwindled,

and so did other species that had existed in the redwoods for millennia. Today less

than 5 percent of the roughly two million acres of virgin forest remains, mostly in

parks and reserves throughout the range.

"The battle to save the redwoods has already been fought, and look, we're

left with table scraps," says Steve Sillett, a forest scientist at Humboldt State

University. "The challenge now is understanding how to improve management on

the 95 percent of the redwood landscape that's just starting to grow."
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By Leonard McKay 14

NEWS

How Andrew P. Hill Saved the

Redwoods

/ October 2, 2006

Have you ever been to Big Basin Park and stood under a giant redwood, the tallest
living trees on earth, and wondered how and why they are still here? This is the story
of the man who saved them: artist and photographer Andrew Putnam Hill.

Hill came to California in 1867 at the age of 14, just before the continental railway
was built. His father, Elijah, had made the journey just before Andrew was born, but
before he reached the golden land, Elijah and a companion were attacked by Indians.
Elijah survived the fight, but he died a week later of exposure and exhaustion.

Andrew came west with his uncle and attended the small College of Santa Clara, first
as a high school student and then as a college freshman. When his funds were spent,
he left school to support himself. Although a Protestant, he had many Catholic
friends at Santa Clara who were to assist him in later years.

His early working years were spent as a draftsman. He later attended the California
School of Design, where he perfected his natural talent for art. He opened a portrait
studio in San Jose with a succession of partners. Although an accomplished artist, he
was a poor businessman, plagued by bad luck. In order to supplement his income
and feed his growing family, he took up photography, as painting was in economic
decline.

In 1899, a major fire erupted in the redwood forests near the summit of the Santa
Cruz Mountains above Los Gatos. Hill photographed the burning trees for a London
newspaper where the editors marveled at the size of the trees. They commissioned
Hill for more pictures of just the redwoods. These trees, the Sequoia Sempervirens,
are the tallest trees in the world, with a lifespan of over 2,000 years. The Sequoia
Gigantia may be bigger, containing more board feet than any other tree, but the
Sempervirens are the tallest.

On assignment, Hill took his bulky camera to the Santa Cruz grove that we know
today as Big Trees Grove near Felton. The grove was then in private ownership, and
after Hill had shot many pictures of the trees, the owner, Joseph Welch, confronted
him for “unauthorized” photography and demanded the glass negatives. Hill, a big
man, refused and strong words were exchanged. The episode so enraged Hill that
that he determined to do something about saving the redwoods, as almost all of the
virgin trees had been cut for lumber.

It was suggested that the trees in Big Basin were larger and more important than
those in the Big Trees Grove. In 1900, an investigative party of leading and
concerned citizens explored Big Basin. They were so impressed that they vowed to
save the trees and Hill began his crusade.

A long, hard battle ensued. Hill had help from many quarters: President Jordan and
many faculty members of Stanford University; Father Kenna, S.J., the president of
Santa Clara College; James Phelan, mayor of San Francisco and later a state senator;
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and, most particularly, Carrie Stevens Walter, who became the first secretary of the
Sempervirens Society and participated in all of its battles. Had the forest not been
saved at that time, it was estimated that in six months, there would not be any virgin
trees remaining.

Hill’s campaign led him to the state legislature in Sacramento. After many months of
negotiation, it came to a final vote. The preliminary indications were that the state
would not approve the requested expenditure of $250,000. Hill obtained a guarantee
of $50,000 from Fr. Kenna’s nephew, James Phelan, payable to the lumber
companies’ owners, forfeitable if the state did not purchase the property. At
midnight, the night before the vote was to be taken, Hill walked three miles (the
street cars had stopped running) from Santa Clara to the Herald newspaper offices in
San Jose where the editor, Harry Wells, had a special edition published headlining
the guarantee.  Hill waited for the papers to be printed then boarded the 4:30 a.m.
train to Sacramento, where a copy was placed on each legislator’s desk. The bill
passed unanimously; private citizens then matched the state’s $250,000 and, thus,
California got its first state park, California Redwood Park, today known as Big
Basin.

When Hill died in 1922, he left his family an estate valued at less than $900. He left
all of us a legacy that is immeasurable, the wonderful giant redwoods that were born
before Christ.



Habitat and Ecology
The famous Redwood forests form a very distinctive lowland coastal vegetation
type dominated by this tallest of all trees. The altitudinal range is (1–)30-750(–
920) metres above sea-level. Though pure stands of Sequoia are not uncommon
especially at low altitudes on river flats near the coast, mixed stands with both
conifers and angiosperms are more the rule. Most common among associated
conifers are Pseudotsuga menziesii, Tsuga heterophylla and Abies grandis; most
frequent angiosperm trees are Acer macrophyllum and Lithocarpus densiflorus.
Especially in hilly terrain of upland sites many other tree species can be present
and Sequoia often becomes a lesser component of the forest. The autecology of
this species is remarkable for its capacity to resprout after damage at all levels up
the tree, but especially from lignotubers forming massive, largely subterranean
swellings. Evidence of fire in old growth Redwood forests attests to its
adaptation to such disturbances mainly in this manner; many trees have formed
several large stems around an old burnt stump. Longevity as evidenced from
ring counts of boles exceeds 2000 years, but may on account of this survival
strategy be substantially longer. The occurrence of frequent oceanic fog and the
interception of this moisture through branchlet disposition, phyllotaxis and leaf
shape in the crowns of especially old growth trees are apparently crucial to
species survival in this otherwise summer dry region. Its distribution and inner
limit of 61km corresponds with the inner limit of the fog belt.

Human Uses
The wood of this tree has been used extensively in the past for construction
work wherever decay resistance was a requirement. Many of the older houses in
California and Oregon were built with it, including the shingles on the roofs.
Railroad sleepers and bridge timbers were other uses to which it was put. With
the sharp decline in 'old growth' stands of this tree, which yielded the best
quality saw timber for many of these purposes, uses have more recently shifted
to specialities like turned wood products, cabinets and polished table tops from
its burls or burrs, which produce knotty wood with beautiful patterns and
colours. Composite (synthetic) planks are increasingly replacing redwood for
home decks as the synthetics become cost-effective and have better durability
and less upkeep. The thick, fibrous, and tough bark is used for insulation or
mulched for application in gardens to suppress weeds in flower beds. The Coast
Redwood is extensively cultivated as an ornamental tree in many countries and
about 10 cultivars are in the trade. In favourable conditions growth is rapid and
trees can reach impressive sizes within a century and, if their longivity in their
natural range is even remotely approached, they could continue to grow for
many more centuries.

Conservation Status
Global status

Endangered A2acd

Global rationale

According to forestry estimates in Burns & Honkala (1990) there remained by
the end of the twentieth century a total of 260,200 ha of commercial forest with
“more than 50% redwood stocking”, while a further 80,940 ha was ‘old-growth

usa)
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redwood’ mostly within protected areas. If the latter forests were also 50%
redwood, this would translate in a minimal area of occupancy (AOO) of
1400km², to which would have to be added an unknown figure for redwoods
occurring as a minor component. The AOO is thus likely to fall below 2000km²,
the threshold for Vulnerable.

Past decline is, as always, difficult to estimate as there were no accurate
estimates of an AOO when logging operations began. It is almost certainly in
excess of 50% over three generations, which in the case of this very long-lived
species takes us back to the period before Europeans and their impact on the
forest arrived in northern California.

Continuing decline is inferred from the fact that the proportion of redwood in
commercially exploited forests containing this species is still declining, due to
deliberate or accidental replacement by more competitive species in the early
phases of succession after clear-felling, especially Pseudotsuga menziesii. Under
the A2 criterion this species should therefore be classified as Endangered.

Global threats

The conservation issues involving Sequoia sempervirens pertain largely to the
necessary preservation of the remaining 'old growth' Redwood forest for
ecological reasons and involve much less questions about survival in the wild of
the species. The "redwood belt" as given on published maps of distribution
comprises forest with a (co)dominance of Sequoia sempervirens, forest with the
species as a minor constituent, as well as 'potential' sites, i.e. where the species
has grown historically but has been removed by logging and replaced by other
tree species or a different type of land use from forest. 'Old growth' Redwood
forest has been greatly reduced since Europeans arrived and covers currently ca.
80,000 ha, but almost all of this is now in protected areas. Its easy regeneration
both from seeds and resprouting from stumps indicate the resilience of this tree
against (man-made) disturbances. On the other hand, its late successional to
climax dominance coupled with shade tolerance means it is easily replaced by
more light demanding conifers such as Pseudotsuga menziesii. This can be made
'permanent' if forests are chosen to be so managed, as indeed they tend to be in
commercial forestry operations. This means, that outside protected areas
Sequoia sempervirens is often replaced after logging by Pseudotsuga menziesii (and
to a lesser extent by Abies grandis and Tsuga heterophylla), or that its proportion
in the forest composition is reduced. This occurs especially in the absence of fire
after logging. Selective logging of redwood has similar effects, especially in more
southern subpopulations. A second cause of decline of AOO for redwoods is
urbanization, at present a relatively minor factor, but predicted to increase much
in the next few decades (Noss, ed. 2000). We therefore infer that there is a
continuing decline in the population.

Conservation Actions
It is imperative to place all remaining ‘old growth’ forest in which this species is a
component under strict protection; the greater portion of these forests is
already so protected. Logging the species should be under stricter regulation
allowing regeneration to maturity of this species on all sites where it occurs in
commercially exploited forests. This may require subsidies to landowners. This
species is present in many protected areas, including a national park dedicated to



the species. However, an estimated 82.5% of all redwood forest was in
private/tribal ownership in 2000 (Noss, ed. 2000) and protected areas do not
cover the entire genotype and/or all ecotypes present.

Accessibility (http://www.rbge.org.uk/accessibility)  · Sitemap (http://www.rbge.org.uk/sitemap)  ·
Privacy Policy (http://www.rbge.org.uk/privacy-policy)  · Terms & Conditions
(http://www.rbge.org.uk/terms-and-conditions)

Threatened Conifers of the World is a subsite of the Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh Website.
(http://www.rbge.org.uk/)Copyright © 2017 Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh · The Royal Botanic Garden Edinburgh is a
charity (registration number SC007983)

Site designed and built by Nye Hughes, Dalrymple

(http://www.rbge.org.uk)

http://www.rbge.org.uk/accessibility
http://www.rbge.org.uk/sitemap
http://www.rbge.org.uk/privacy-policy
http://www.rbge.org.uk/terms-and-conditions
http://www.rbge.org.uk/
http://www.rbge.org.uk/


 
 Matthew J. Gluck 
  
  
	

 

	
	
October 15, 2016	
 
 
 
VIA HAND DELIVERY 
 
Supervisor Mark Farrell 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, Ca 94102-4689 
 

VIA EMAIL 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
Attn:  Mei Ling Hui, Coordinator 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 

 
 Re: Application for Landmark Tree Status by Mrs. Meri Jaye, 4 Montclair Terrace 
  Letter in support of application 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and SF Urban Forestry Council: 

I submit this letter in support of Meri Jaye’s application for landmark status for her beloved redwood tree 
(the “Tree”) planted by her at her home at 4 Montclair Terrace as a memorial to her late husband and 
children.  I urge you to move forward and present your constituent Mrs. Jaye’s application to the Board 
of Supervisors at your earliest opportunity.  Mrs. Jaye is elderly and infirm, and the protection of her Tree 
is her highest priority.  Delays may play into the sordid hopes of some of her opponents that Mrs. Jaye’s 
condition will deteriorate and she will no longer be able to pursue the matter.  In this case, justice delayed 
truly may be justice denied. 

In addition, you should know that the opponents of Mrs. Jaye’s application include at least one property 
owner who has previously sought to obtain advantage over Mrs. Jaye to enhance the value of his property. 
Dr. Vance Vanier, a key member of the neighborhood coalition opposing the landmark application, 
recently obtained valuable light, air, and view easements over Mrs. Jaye’s property by having her sign 
legal papers (the “Easement”, later recorded as Doc. No. 2016.K246870) without the benefit of counsel.  
Dr. Vanier obtained these rights by representing to Mrs. Jaye that the Easement would protect her Tree, 
which he had learned was very important to her.  In fact, the Easement effectively prevented any future 
development of any part of Mrs. Jaye’s property by giving Dr. Vanier’s property permanent rights to the 
air, light and view extending from the existing residence, garage and garden “to the top of the atmosphere.”  
The Easement would prevent any future owner of Mrs. Jaye’s property from installing central AC, a shed, 
or a roof deck to enjoy the view – regardless of whether it was allowed by code.  Although the Easement 
provided the owner of Dr. Vanier’s property legal standing to protect the Tree, it did not impose any 
obligation on anyone to actually protect it.  In short, the Easement did not provide any meaningful 
protection for the Tree.  Dr. Vanier showed up at Mrs. Jaye’s home with his lawyer and a notary.  Mrs. 
Jaye was not encouraged or even given the opportunity to have a lawyer review the Easement on her 
behalf before being asked to sign it.  Due to her age and fragile condition, and because she trusted her 
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neighbor who appeared to want to help her, Mrs. Jaye acquiesced to Dr. Vanier’s request and signed the 
Easement on the spot. 

Although I was able to convince Dr. Vanier to release the Easement by suggesting legal action, I believe 
that Dr. Vanier’s conduct nonetheless demonstrates that his and his neighbors’ opposition is based solely 
on their desire to safeguard their views in ways that the SF Building and Planning Codes do not require, 
and which are far outweighed by Mrs. Jaye’s and the public’s interest in having the Tree be given 
Landmark status by the City.  The opponents failed to specify any “major public consequences” from the 
Tree being given landmark status other than their own pecuniary interests, because there are none. 

The neighbors have been given ample notice of the application.  Please move forward with Mrs. Jaye’s 
application to give her a fair hearing as soon as possible. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Matthew J. Gluck 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



October	20,	2016	
	
	
	
	
	
Dear	Supervisor	Farrell	and	Landmark	Tree	Council	Members,	
	
I	am	writing	in	support	of	the	designation	of	landmark	status	for	the	redwood	tree	
located	on	the	property	of	Mrs.	Meri	Jaye,	located	at	#4	Montclair	Terrace	in	San	
Francisco.	
	
In	my	culture	a	significant	tree	is	called	kumu.	It	describes	the	fullness	of	knowledge	of	
the	ages.		It	defines	the	main	stalk	of	a	tree	or	sapling,	the	trunk,	the	base,	the	
foundation,	the	basis	of,	title	(as	to	land),	hereditary	and	fundamental	connection	to	
our	past.	It	also	defines	the	holder	of	knowledge,	a	teacher,	a	tutor,	a	model,	a	pattern	
and	a	guide.		
	
I	believe	that	it	is	very	important	to	protect	such	a	beautiful	creation	and	therefore	
request	that	you	support	this	nomination	as	a	City	Landmark	Tree.			
	
I	look	forward	to	this	decree	and	thank	you	for	all	that	you	do	for	the	City	of	San	
Francisco.	
	
Best	regards,	
	
	
Darvette	Abbate	

	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



October	27,	2016	

In	2006	the	City	of	San	Francisco	had	the	tremendous	foresight	to	create	a	
Landmark	Tree	Program	to	protect	our	City’s	most	important	trees.		

Redwood	trees	are	native	to	our	bioregion	and	emblematic	of	the	area’s	unique	
natural	history	and	remarkably	specialized	biodiversity.		

For	city	residents	and	the	countless	tourists	who	come	to	the	iconic	crooked	section	
of	Lombard	street,	native	California	trees	like	this	one	are	touchstones	to	the	rich	
natural	history	and	stories	that	form	the	backdrop	to	our	fair	city.	

Builders	have	always	coveted	the	long	lasting,	rot	resistant	wood	of	Redwood	trees.	
This	one	is	a	mere	96	feet	tall	and	54	years	old,	just	entering	the	prime	of	life.		

The	story	of	this	redwood	reaches	far	beyond	this	one	tree.	It	is	literally	and	
figuratively	a	stepping-stone	for	creatures	and	people	that	come	from	far	and	near.	
It	connects	us	all	to	places,	processes	and	stories	that	are	bigger	than	us.		

There	are	new	and	amusing	relationships	between	this	tree	and	newly	established	
city	residents,	like	these	Parrots	from	nearby	Telegraph	Hill.		

	But	far	more	profound	and	important	is	preserving	the	old	relationships	and	local	
biodiversity	that	exist	within	this	tree	and	its	surroundings.		

Redwoods	are	a	familiar	and	widely	used	resource	by	birds	like	American	Robins,	
which	nest	and	forage	for	insects	among	the	foliage.		Similarly	Chestnut-backed	
Chickadee,	Dark-eyed	Junco	and	Anna’s	Hummingbird	are	resident	native	bird	
species	of	coastal	redwoods.	They	are	fixtures	in	this	tree.		

		Also	migrant	birds	from	the	mountains	and	far	north	traverse	there	way	through	
the	city,	species	like	Northern	Flicker	and	Townsend’s	Warbler	find	familiar	refuge,	
foraging	areas	and	vantage	points	atop	this	conifer,	located	atop	a	hill.		

But	for	me	the	story	of	preservation	goes	beyond	this	one	tree.		It	is	a	story	that	pits	
views	of	the	city	against	views	of	canopy.		

It	contrasts	the	value	of	nature	we	all	share	against	the	value	of	real	estate,	which	is	
held	by	only	few.	

And	it	forces	us	all	to	stand	up	for	the	values	of	the	city	we	want	to	live	in,	and	
believe	in.	

Unfortunately	not	every	tree	in	this	city	can	be,	or	should	be	saved.		

There	are	lots	of	reasons	this	one	should	be	preserved.		So	I	ask	you	to	join	us	in	the	
effort	to	LandMark	this	Tree.		

Josiah	Clark,	Consulting	Ecologist	



From: Lawrence Dillon
Subject: Re: Mrs. Jaye

Date: October 19, 2016 at 12:44 PM
To: Roland Jadryev

Dear Sirs:
I wish to express my full support for granting Landmark Status to the giant sequoia tree located on the property of Mrs Meri Jaye at 4
Montclair Terrace, San Francisco California. 

Respectfully,
Lawrence







From: Linda Klemczak
Subject: Redwood Tree on Lombard st

Date: October 16, 2016 at 2:33 PM
To:

 

 

Date: 10/16/16

 

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,

 

I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district located just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair

Terrace.

 

We ask that you support the nomination for this special tree to become a City Landmark Tree.

 

It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.

 

Thank you for your consideration.

 

Sincerely,

 

Name:  Linda Klemczak

Email: 



From: Jim Lawrence
Subject: redwood tree landmark designation.doc

Date: October 12, 2016 at 10:54 AM
To: Roland Jadryev

Roland, attached per your request is my letter in support of landmark designation for the tree on Montclair terrace.

Please leme know if there is anything else you need.

Jim Lawrence

James S. Lawrence

 
 
 
 
 
October 12, 2016
 
 
 
Mr. Mark Farrell
Supervisor District 2
San Francisco City Hall
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA  94102-4689
 
Re:  Landmark Designation for the Redwood Tree at Montclair Terrace
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and other Members of the Landmark Tree Council:
 
I am writing to support the designation of the majestic Giant Sequoia
(Redwood Tree) which is located near the crooked section of Lombard Street
on Montclair Terrace.  I ask for your support in ensuring that this special tree,
a valuable asset to the neighborhood and indeed to the City, be designated as
a City Landmark Tree.  Such a designation will serve to ensure the
preservation of this magnificent tree for the enjoyment of future generations
of San Franciscans and visitors alike.  
 
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol of our city’s respect
for the importance of and accessibility to nature.



for the importance of and accessibility to nature.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
James S. Lawrence







From:
Subject: make Montclair Terrace redwood a Landmark Tree

Date: October 12, 2016 at 1:03 PM
To:

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,

I am writing in support of all those who want to preserve, protect, honor and revere the beautiful Redwood Tree in your district located 
just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace. 

I join in asking you to support the nomination for this redwood tree to become a City Landmark Tree.

It is important to protect and preserve this great, living symbol of a healthy, green, treed future.  San Francisco can take the right, 
green, environmentally sounds action here.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jack Gescheidt, Founder
The TreeSpirit Project

  

A celebration of our interdependence with nature



 

Date:	January	21,	2017	

Mr.	Mark	Farrell	
Supervisor,	District	2	
City	Hall	
1	Dr.	Carlton	B.	Goodlett	Place,	Room	244	
San	Francisco,	CA		
	
	
			
Dear	Supervisor	Farrell	and	Landmark	Tree	Council	Members,				
	
I	am	writing	in	support	of	land	marking	the	giant	redwood	tree	in	your	district	located	just	off	
Lombard’s	crooked	street	on	Montclair	Terrace.			I	ask	that	you	support	the	completion	of	the	
process	for	this	special	tree	to	become	a	City	Landmark	Tree.				
	

• Why	does	the	tree	need	extra	protection?	
The	neighbors	are	plotting	to	take	this	tree	down.	Dr.	Vanier	had	the	tree	owner	sign	over	air	
right	of	her	property	to	him	so	he	could	cut	down	the	tree.			
	
The	strong	opposition	is	exactly	the	reason	this	tree	needs	extra	protection.	
	

• The	program	was	designed	for	this	exact	situation	where	neighbors	value	their	view	
more	than	anything	else.	

	
Thank	you	for	your	consideration.				
	
Sincerely,				
	
	
Hervé	Duprez	

	



January 19, 2017 

Mr. Mark Farrell 
Supervisor, District 2 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,    
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district located just 
off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace.   We ask that you support the 
completion of the process for this special tree to become a City Landmark Tree.    
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.    
 
This tree is such a lovely addition to Montclair AND to San Francisco.  So many tourists 
visit Lombard, and then look aside to see this majestic tree.  For many it is the first time 
they have ever seen a beautiful Redwood tree -- it is a wonderful sight from the 
Crookedist Street.   
 
It is such a generous gesture on the part of Mrs. Jaye to welcome school children into 
her yard to meet their first redwood tree.  Additional hospitality for local birds is also 
offered by the spirit of this monumental tree.   
 
Thank you for your consideration.   Please grant it landmark status, and continue the 
wonderful educational, spiritual, and botanical experiences that this lovely tree 
provides.  Surely this is exactly the kind of singular gift that Landmark Status was 
created to protect.  
 

Sincerely,    
 
 

Nancy Fardelius Fees 
 

 
	



January 19, 2017 
 
Mr. Mark Farrell 
 
Supervisor, District 2 
Urban Forestry Council  
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
   
Seeking the benevolent attention of Supervisor Mark Farrell and Members of the 
Landmark Tree Council: 
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant redwood tree located in your district on 
Montclair Terrace, just off Lombard Street. I join numerous  
other San Francisco citizen taxpayers in asking you to support the completion of the 
process for making this special tree a City Landmark Tree.    
 
I sincerely believe that it is important to protect and preserve all trees -- and in particular 
this great and native symbol -- for future generations to enjoy.    
 
I thank you for your consideration and ask for your positive response.    
 
Sincerely,    
 

 
 
 
Linda A. Feldman 

 
 

	



 

January 20, 2017 

Mr. Mark Farrell 
Supervisor, District 2 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  
   
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,    
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district 
located just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace.   We ask 
that you support the completion of the process for this special tree to 
become a City Landmark Tree.    
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.    
 
This tree has been deemed healthy and safe and is tied to the experience of 
those visiting the iconic crookedest street of Lombard. 
 
Our beautiful City, increasingly covered by more new projects and 
concrete, must help protect these green denizens that are an integral fabric 
of its past.  
 
This tree could most certainly be the poster child for the mission of the 
Urban Forestry Council’s Landmark Tree Program, “to identify and 
preserve our City’s most important trees.” 
 
Thank you for your consideration.    
 
Sincerely,    
 
 
Roland Jadryev 

 
 

  



Nina G. Moore 
 

 
 

 
 
Supervisor Farrell 
& The Urban Forestry Council, 
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, # 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell: 
 
I guide hundreds of children as a volunteer docent through the San 
Francisco Botanical Garden each year. I often ask the students to join 
hands around the large cypress tree in the Great Meadow or in the 
Redwood Forest. I ask them to imagine how many students it will 
take to circle the tree the next time they visit in the hope that the tree 
becomes a landmark in their lives.  What I didn’t know until today was 
that trees in San Francisco could be designated as landmarks.  
 
As a member of the Friends of the Portola Redwoods and Castle 
Rock State Parks, I learned about the landmark status petition for the 
redwood tree on Montclair Terrace in San Francisco. While the SFBG 
tries to accommodate K-5 students via a public lottery, not every 
student has an opportunity to have this amazing experience. Please 
help leverage the experience that our students in San Francisco have 
at SFBG and extend our reach to those students that can’t attend our 
walks, by awarding landmark status to the redwood tree on Montclair 
Terrace. Help make this tree a landmark in their lives. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and for the important 
work that you and the Urban Forest Council do. 
 
Regards, 
 
Nina Moore 



	

	

 
 
 
 
     October 12, 2016 
 
 
 
Giselle Parry-Farris 
Commander 
Sovereign Order of St. John Knights Hospitaller 
San Francisco Commandery 
 
 
  
I request consideration for Mrs Jaye in keeping the Redwood tree in honor of her late 
husband and children who were tragically lost in a plane crash. That if after her passing 
the tree is problematic it be removed 
 
 
  
Giselle Parry-Farris 
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My name is Val Young.  I am a property owner and have lived 
on Russian Hill for 32 years. 

I speak for my husband and myself, we are the neighbors on 
Leavenworth Street, the bottom of the crooked street.  We see 
the beautiful Redwood tree every day and I am inspired by its 
strength and quiet wisdom.  I have great reverence for life and 
all living things.   

We should not take nature for granted.  This beautiful majestic 
tree gives me and all our visiting friends from all over the world 
the inspiration of the sacred richness and beauty of nature in the 
middle of our urban forest. 

We have a responsibility to nature and its quiet and humble 
contributions it gives to life.  Trees cannot speak, we have to 
speak and be the voice for trees.  Trees communicate with us 
through the energy of Vibration – this is the feeling when we are 
in nature.  In nature we feel peace, tranquility and harmony – the 
oneness for all living things. 

We ask that you support and adopt the resolution to landmark 
this Majestic Redwood tree. 

 

Val Young 



March 15, 2017 
 

 
Dear Supervisor Farrell, 
 
As a neighbor of Mrs Jaye, I would like to request your support in land 
marking her magnificent California Redwood tree.  It provides a much 
needed home to wildlife, it cleans the air that we breathe (certainly needed 
considering the pollution generated from the non-stop traffic descending the 
Crooked St. ) and it adds to the over all beauty of our neighborhood.   
 
However, as it was planted in the memory of her family, that she lost in a 
tragic accident, it would seem immoral if this tree were to be removed, 
simply because it obstructs someone's  view.  Such a beautiful work of 
nature could only enhance ones view,  referring to it as an obstruction to 
one's view seems to go against what we should value in life. 
 
I know that you share my view that in the state of California that we plant 
trees, we don't cut them down. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Nancy Thomas 

 
	



 
March 19, 2017 
 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Urban Forestry Council Members: 
 
Re: 4 Montclair Terrace Redwood 
 
This beautiful tree is a San Francisco Landmark providing beauty, 
canopy, and a home for birds and squirrels and other critters who find 
fewer and fewer homes in San Francisco.   
 
Additionally, it adds a stately presence to the landmark Lombard 
"crooked" Street for visitors and pedestrians to admire, photograph 
and enjoy.   
 
I would greatly miss its pronounced presence in this extraordinary 
tourist area of San Francisco. 
 
Warmest wishes to the tree! 
 
 
 
Judy Johnson,  



Fight on!!! 
“This beautiful, strong tree is a symbol of survival...just like 
it's matriarch Mérí Jaye and the City she so dearly loves. 
Too many San Francisco landmarks that make up the 
tapestry of this City's unique character have been 
destroyed by people who don't value what this City is 
about. Meri Jaye and this tree are treasures and pose no 
threat to the neighborhood. They only enhance this 
wonderful tapestry of our unique City By The Bay. Fight on 
Meri Jaye! Fight on you great, strong, beautiful San 
Francisco lady! 
You are and have always been an inspiration to me. We 
love and support you and this beautiful tree.” 
~Jennifer Sorensen (aka Perrando), San Rafael, CA 
 

 
 



 
THIS IS A PARTIAL LIST FROM CHANGE.ORG PETITION TO SUPERVISOR 
FARRELL, ASKING FOR HIS SUPPORT TO COMPLETE THE PROCESS TO 
LANDMARK THIS MAJESTIC REDWOOD TREE. 
540 TOTAL SIGNATURES (and rising) AS OF 3/20/17 
 
 
PETITION WEBSITE (Change.org) URL:  https://www.change.org/p/sf-
supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-
heart-of-the-city 
 
 
TREE WEBSITE:  http://www.HelpLandmarkThisRedwood.com 
 
 
FACEBOOK PAGE:  
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/ 
 
 
We are the neighbors on Leavenworth Street who enjoy and see the tree 
everyday for inspiration.   
Kindly give landmark status to the Montclair Giant Redwood.  
Alfred & Val Young, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is a cherished part of the neighborhood where I grew up. Landmark 
trees are part of our civic heritage. We as residents have a claim on their 
continuing to thrive that overlaps with property rights of the trees' stewards. San 
Francisco’s place in nature is cemented by the place of nature in the city. 
Jason Dewees, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am a neighbor of this majestic California redwood tree. It is an asset to our 
neighborhood, it does not obstruct one's view, it enhances it. It provides home to 
wildlife and it cleans the air that we breathe...we certainly need that considering 
the constant flow of traffic down the Crooked St. Most importantly, it was planted 
over 50 years ago in memory of the precious family that the owner lost in a tragic 
accident. Furthermore, this is California, we don't cut down trees in this state we 
plant them! Please vote to landmark this tree, as it is deserving of landmark 
status. 
Nancy Thomas, San Francisco, CA 
 

https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
http://www.HelpLandmarkThisRedwood.com
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/


I have studied this issue and the very strong documentation in support of granting 
landmark status to this tree. I am at a loss as to what possible (rational) objection 
could be made to landmarking it. It has been found to be sound and not 
hazardous. Its presence is a gift of great natural beauty to the city and to all who 
see it. It must be protected for the wonder that it is and as a continuing reminder 
of our obligation as stewards of nature in a San Francisco that is now 
disappearing all too fast into a warren of towers and pavement. 
Robert Laws, San Francisco, CA 
 
I'm signing because I have lived close to this tree for 35 years and it is not only a 
Russian Hill Icon but a California one as well. It must be preserved. 
Lucretia Rauh, SF, CA 
 
I'm a Russian Hill Property owner who supports beautiful trees in this 
neighborhood. 
Betina Baumgarten, Greenbrae, CA 
 
This woman is right! My parent’s weren’t very “outdoorsy” and if I hadn’t been a 
girl shout as a child (I grew up and still live in The City) I NEVER would have 
gone camping or maybe never even seen a forest as a child. I may never have 
developed a love of nature. The kids who have been taken to see and touch this 
tree will always remember it. It could spark an appreciation of nature in them as 
well, and that can lead a person’s life in a completely different direction - one of 
responsibility for the environment, conservation and creativity. Plus we need all 
the carbon-sinks we can get to absorb the pollutants in the City’s carbon 
monoxide-filled air. 
Please save this tree! 
LaVive Kiely, San Francisco, CA 
 
Trees such as this are a huge benefit to all citizens of our state and visitors from 
across the world. I would hope the Landmark Tree Committee will due all in its 
power to protect this tree for the decades that come. It is a treasure to have such 
a magnificent tree in SF. 
Betsy Holzhauer, St. Helena, CA 
 
I am signing it because I work near by and want to preserve nature. 
Martin Annush, Oakland, CA 
 
From a former resident of San Francisco with a view of the tree from 945 Green. 
Suzanne L Erving, Bainbridge Island, WA 
 



“The redwoods, once seen, leave a mark or create a vision that stays with you 
always...States and governments could not buy and protect these holy trees. This 
being so, clubs, organizations, even individuals, bought them and dedicated them 
to the future. I don’t know any other similar case. Such is the impact of the 
Sequoias on the human mind.” (Steinbeck, Travels with Charlie, 1961) 
Maria Santangelo, San Mateo, CA 
 
San Francisco needs to preserve all of its trees for a better environment, but 
especially this one for its beauty and spiritual importance. 
Linda Feldman, San Francisco, CA 
 
I love visiting S.F. and seeing this beautiful tree near Lombard. 
Shane Giese, Missoula, MT 
 
Trees deserve standing. 
Frank Joseph Butler, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree IS the view! The life of a tree of this longevity and stature is more 
significant than the long-distance views of a few humans who will come and go! 
Diana Goldstein, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am signing because trees are an important part of San Francisco and this one, 
with its sentimental roots, deserves to be preserved for all. 
Meredith Tennent, San Francisco, CA 
 
I have admired this tree for many years and feel that it deserves to stand on 
Montclair to remind us all of our responsibility as caretakers of the natural world. 
Eric Noyes, Bzn, MT 
 
In the middle of a heart of concrete, a little green can go a long way. 
We need to keep this as a reminder of what the environment can provide. 
Harrison Newkirtk, Menlo Park, CA  
 
I stand with redwoods and this marvelous citizen who so eloquently wants to 
preserve them. 
Lynne Burwell, San Francisco, CA 
 
This city needs every tree it can get, especially a redwood like this one. 
Ian Berke, San Francisco, CA 
 



I have admired this Redwood tree for many years. I am sure that this beautiful 
tree has also caught the eyes of many of the visitors to the crooked block of 
Lombard Street. It also is greatly appreciated by the many birds I have seen in 
and around the tree. This Redwood needs to be preserved for our City. 
Laura Hall, San Francisco, CA 
 
San Francisco needs to protect every healthy tree. Trees are the lungs and 
beauty of the city. 
Jacqueline Proctor, San Francisco, CA 
 
Our city deserves the beauty of trees throughout its urban landscape, and this 
majestic Redwood is a treasure that needs to be protected. 
Pamela Tudor, San Francisco, CA 
 
This gorgeous redwood has earned its place and right to continue beautifying 
San Francisco for hundreds more years. We must, San Francisco MUST wisely 
appreciate this living treasure as a dear, contributing, living neighbor and friend to 
all residents and millions of annual Lombard St. area visitors, too. 
Jack Gescheidt, San Geronimo, CA 
 
I am signing because I also have three Giant Sequoias in my backyard that were 
planted in memory of loved ones I have lost. Watching them grow to their current 
majestic sizes over the past 40 years has given me great joy, and so have birds 
and other wildlife that has taken up residence in these magnificent trees. 
James Lawrence, San Francisco, CA 
 
Access to nature has a proven benefit to mental health and keeping such a 
magnificent example in the heart of the city is a great demonstration of putting 
the benefit of the many ahead of the benefit of the few 
Christopher McAtominey, London, United Kingdom 
 
We have to save our urban forest to persevere the bird sanctuary and other eco 
systems that thrive because of an urban forest. This spectacular specimen 
represents a living monument to the neighborhood it oversees. Redwoods are 
strong trees that can thrive in the city and this redwood must be protected. Is 
federal protection an option? 
Stan Anderson, Seattle, WA 
 
I agree with Theodore Roosevelt who said “our people should see to it that they 
are preserved for their children and their children’s children forever, with their 
majestic beauty all unmarried.”  Susan Chauncy, Reno, NV 



Living in the mountains above he Napa Valley, I am surrounded by natural 
beauty that those who live in San Francisco may never see. Please sign this 
petition to protect a giant, majestic sequoia tree that my moms dear, old friend 
Meri Jaye planted many years ago in memory of her husband and two sons that 
died in a plane crash. This tree provides home to wildlife and also acts as a 
diamond in the rough amidst the concrete. 
Kathryn Chauncy, Angwin, CA 
 
San Francisco is the best city in the world and I am proud to have once called it 
my home, and hope to once again call it my home in the near future. Please 
landmark this beautiful tree, as it holds a special place in history, not only to Mrs. 
Jaye but to the city of San Francisco. Thank you.  Amy D, Buffalo, NY 
 
Keep this beacon of history and strength where it is. 
Diane Ireland, San Francisco, CA 
 
Because we need as many trees as we can get! Especially Redwoods!! 
Sally Kassoff, Fountain Valley, CA 
 
It is a mature beautiful tree in a more and more concrete environment... It seems 
to be on the wind protected side of the hill and doesn't apparently have branches 
acting as 'sails'. It doesn't block the opposite neighbors views and softens the 
view of all the “ungreened” roofs below so one isn't just looking at stacks of roof 
equipment 
Dat Pham, San Francisco, CA 
 
It’s a majestic memorial redwood tree. 
What could be a good enough reason to cut it down? 
Pamela Wells, SAN JOSE, CA 
 
Our city deserves the beauty of trees throughout its urban landscape, and this 
majestic Redwood is a treasure that needs to be protected. 
Pamela Tudor, San Francisco, CA 
 
The city needs anti-pollution trees to protect and help with global warming. 
Aurelio Silva jr., san francisco, CA 
 
We need redwood trees, not more development. 
Lee Collins, Palo Alto, CA 
 



Meri Jaye is my very dear friend and I have shared some wonderful memories in 
her beautiful garden next to this massive Redwood tree. I am an Audubon 
member and an avid birder. This tree is home and a resting place for many of our 
local birds, hummingbirds and our parrots of Telegraph Hill. Please landmark this 
magnificent tree for all of us to enjoy for MANY years to come. 
Kimberly Goodhope, El Cerrito, CA 
 
To support my mother’s dear friend, Mrs. Jaye and to perserve a beautiful tree in 
my favorite city. 
Kim Perez, Palm Harbor, FL 
 
Because SanFrancisco is way too cool to cut down this magical tree! Let there be 
cool green, clean air, beautiful shade and kind neighbors! Save the Red Wood 
tree! 
Kellie Anderson, Angwin, CA 
 
The tree is healthy and a landmark! 
Gary Goss, San Francisco 
 
I support Meri in her quest to keep this landmark tree. If the tree is maintained, 
there will be no danger to others. I live in a Redwood / Douglas Fir forest and 
cannot imagine my life without the peace and beauty of the Redwood trees. 
Because of the special reason Meri planted this tree, it is absolutely and 
unequivocally imperative this tree is saved. 
Roberta Duggan, Arcata, CA 
 
The landmark street also needs the landmark tree! 
Gail Holmes, Santa Rosa, CA 
 
This can NOT be replaced! 
Elaine Becker, Roanoke, VA 
 
I support designating this Redwood as a landmark tree. I do so because of the 
significance of its past and to serve as a reminder and inspiration in the future. 
Kim Windsor, McKinleyville, CA 
 
Let us pay appropriate regard to a landmark tree growing without disruption for 
the last 54 years in a historic neighborhood of San Francisco. The life of this tree, 
and the memorial it has stood for should not be disregarded and dispensed of 
due to a more contemporary desire to better a view. This is an old historic 



neighborhood, Herb Caen, and Louise Jorgorian lived on Lombard Street. The 
history of this street is worth preserving. Let’s think about doing the right thing. 
Elaine Powell, Aptos, CA 
 
 
I’m signing because the sighting of this majestic redwood means I’m close to 
seeing my dear friend Meri. This beautiful tree is as lovely as the lady who 
planted it. It was planted with great love, and should be treated with the landmark 
status it deserves. 
Nancy, Cody, WY 
 
I grew up in and around the Bay Area. The love that people have for San 
Francisco resides in its own love for things which endure and resonate with a 
sense of unexpected beauty and care; but which, because San Francisco is 
special, feel obvious. It makes San Francisco special. 
Craig Fees, Wormington, United Kingdom 
 
Our Redwoods are an ancient and important part of our ecosystem. This tree has 
been around much longer than we have we need to learn to respect the native 
plant and animal species and co exist instead of killing everything like a virus 
when we live somewhere. 
Shannon Staudt, Powell, WY 
 
I’m a believer in Urban Forests, Coast Redwoods, Mrs. Jaye, and Justice! 
Matthew Gluck, San Francisco, CA 
 
I know the power of the redwoods to connect us to the natural world. This tree 
has an important role for so many who don’t have the opportunity to go to the 
forest, but can find a representative in the heart of the city. 
Linda Harvey-Hoody, Descanso, CA 
 
Trees are the past and future 
Maya Matsumoto, Eureka, CA 
 
I have known Mrs. Meri Jaye for 10 years and have enjoyed this magnificent tree 
in her garden for just as long. It is spiritual experience to encounter such a 
magnificent tree in the city. I strongly recommend it be preserved for future 
generations.  
Respectfully submitted, Lawrence Dillon, San Francisco, CA 
 



Meri Jaye is speaking on behalf of the 7 generations yet to be born. She is a 
guardian caretaker of this magnificent Sequoia, she understands the Circle of 
Life and our relationship with all living beings. This tree is not an inconvenience; it 
is a symbol of timeless knowledge, of the continuance of life across generations. 
Please honor the generations of life that have coexisted peacefully with this giant 
and have the foresight to save it for the generations that will follow us. 
Lisa Smith, Lincoln, MT 
 
I’m signing because I support the preservation of historic trees in San Francisco. 
Maria Mana, San Francisco, CA 

 
This tree must be respected and saved!! 
Gloria Lambert, Wickenburg, AZ 
 
Trees are living beings with a right to exist 
Chris Drury, Lewes, United Kingdom 
 
This precious living thing should be preserved as a gem of the city. 
Edward Basham-Witherington, Oakland, CA 
 
I love visiting S.F. and seeing this beautiful tree near Lombard. 
Shane Giese, Missoula, MT 
 
This tree is so needed in San Francisco... keep natural beauty, this won’t just 
grow again! 
Carmen Baraka, Arcata, CA 
 
This tree is a Landmark. It is not ill, nor is it a hazard. It contributes greatly to the 
famed beauty of Lombard Street and to the maintenance of urban wildlife. Also, 
every tree contributes to combatting global warming and the urban temperature 
anomaly problem, and no mature tree should be removed without good reason. 
Kathleen Burnham, Piedmont, CA 
 
I love Ms. Jaye; her passion to protect this tree is well placed! 
Dustin Riley Nicholson, San Francisco, CA 
 
It is imperative that we save this incredible wonder of nature, that was planted by 
an incredible Meria Jaye to honor her family and bring a majestic sense of beauty 
of San Francisco. I am honored to support this effort, and encourage each reader 
to do the same. 
Celia Waters, Atherton, CA 



 
Please approve the request to landmark this wonderful Redwood tree located on 
Montclair Terrace. My dear friend, Meri Jaye, planted this tree 54 years ago to 
memorialize the tragic loss of her family. She has witnessed this tree grow into 
the magnificent beacon of hope, faith and comfort that it provides to everyone 
who visits Lombard Street. Permit this grand Redwood to continue to live within 
the spirit of love, dignity and grace placed by her caretaker for future generations.  
Thank you, Mary Franco, Colorado 
 
San Francisco needs to support this lovely tree and its legacy in their city. Trees 
are rare enough especially at this age and size let alone in an urban setting. 
Keep this tree alive with love! 
Laura Ladendorf, Asheville, NC 
 
Please people stop cutting trees down! The tree was there first! You moved into 
this home knowing there was a tree there! If it bothered you, you should have 
bought another home! It’s like moving in next to an airport...then trying to get the 
airport to be moved????? Really!!! If it bothers you then move! 
Bernard St Croix, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is history and we need to protect our history. 
Martin Gould, San Francisco, CA 
 
Every life form is precious! I can’t believe people are asking for REASONS why 
someone tries to save life!   
Ljubomir Samardzic, Santa Clara, CA 
 
This regal Redwood is a home and a symbol.  
It is history.  An ecosystem has developed within and it has provided shelter for 
decades. It symbolizes strength and promise for the future.  This tree is important 
to many species of birds, is integral to the iconic local landscape and to the City. 
It has been deemed very healthy by multiple experts and is just entering its prime 
of life. San Francisco wisely created a Landmark Tree Program for trees like this 
to be identified and preserved. 
Supervisor Farrell, we ask that you support the completion of the process to 
landmark this tree. Thank you.  
Roland Jadryev, San Francisco, CA 
 
A redwood as old as this on is part of the flavor and face of the city. Beyond that, 
it is irreplacable as part of the urban ecosystem. 
John Hanna, Benicia, CA 



 
I support 110% making this and other important trees “Landmark “ status. It has 
value to both avian and humankind. By preserving our trees we protect our 
future. 
Roberta Weisenburg, Makawao,, HI 
 
Let’s safe keep our environment for us and our future generations, one tree at a 
time, let this landmark be proof that we care. 
John Swartz, San Francisco, CA 
 
Good evening I am happily signing this petition for a tree that honors Mrs. J’s 
family and California. The redwood tree is a symbol of California’s connection 
with nature. I have spent many days in her garden admiring the grandeur of this 
massive tree and the delicate beautify birds I’ve seen (parakeets, woodpeckers, 
robins and other birds). I am sad to think of where those birds would go if they did 
not have her tree. 
Diana Vergil, richmond, CA 
 
I believe that having the tree there consolidates the sense of history, that people 
are about their neighborhoods, and would a living testament to a lovely warm-
hearted lady. (until recently a buena-vista-north resident). 
Keith Sklower, El Cerrito, CA 
 
I saw at least two such trees in the middle of Portland, Oregon. Residents there 
love and cherish them and tourists photograph them. 
Dominique Jullien, Goleta, CA 
 
The more trees in the city the better. Especially in historic neighborhoods. It very 
easy to cut a tree down for short term property value gains, but takes a lot of 
years to get something so beautiful to grow back. 
Bo Rhyne, San Francisco, CA 
 
We need more trees in San Francisco, and preserving all existing Redwoods 
should be everyone’s priority! 
Peter Gerhaeuser, San Francisco, CA 
 
I strongly support landmark status for this tree. In our dense urban area, with 2 
million visitors annually, this majestic redwood tree provides a beautiful and much 
needed glimpse of nature. 
Anne Grawemeyer, San Francisco, CA 
 



To me a tree is a life, its a home for many other living creatures and give so 
many things to all of us, oxygen, shade, and went he dies we get a use of his 
wood, and this case it means so much for this person who planted it in honor to 
her beloved family we should consider what this means to her, she is a very kind 
person and a lovely lady, Mrs. Lady J, that’s how I call her since I met her she is 
always with a smile on her face.. 
Remberto Rivas, Richmond, CA 
 
The tree “is” the view! It must stay! 
Patrick Gaul, Vallejo, CA 
 
This tree honors past lives and should be here for the citizens of the future to 
enjoy. 
David Arrick, San Francisco, CA 
 
I live in the neighborhood and love old growth. 
Will Spendlove, San Francisco, CA 
 
This redwood tree is a living legacy to a woman’s husband and sons and 
deserves to be saved for future generations to know love endures! 
Liza Reavis, San Francisco, CA 
 
Please give this tree the landmark status that it deserves. 
David Prescott, San Francisco, CA 
 
Some things need to remain sacred. 
James Rea, San Francisco, CA 
 
Honoring the past while securing the future’s oxygen... 
Michael Vanni, San Francisco, CA 
 
I love Mrs. Jaye and her amazing redwood. Please save this beautiful living 
healthy tree! 
Laird Rodet, San Francisco, CA 
 
This is a truly historic tree and deserves to be enjoyed by future generations. 
John Shoemaker, Los Altos, CA 
 
Trees, and especially redwoods, are important to the unique look and feel of San 
Francisco 
Kevin Bentley, San Francisco, CA 



 
Outstanding exclamation point in our world! 
Quock Fong, Saint Helena, CA 
 
What an amazing experience to visit a great Redwood tree right in the middle of 
our city! 
Christina Hellmich, San Francisco, CA 
  
I have admired this tree for many years. It’s a healthy and stately tree, and adds 
so much to the beauty of the neighborhood. For many of the tens of thousands of 
tourists who visit the ‘crookedest street’, it may well be the only redwood, or one 
of the few redwoods, that they encounter during their brief visit to San Francisco 
and California. Save this tree and give it the landmark status it deserves. 
Ron Henggeler, San Francisco, CA 
  
This is an irreplaceable landmark and a tribute to Meri Jaye’s family. Please save 
a beautiful redwood in the midst of San Francisco. 
Barney Jette, Missoula, MT 
 
This exiled San Franciscan (priced out in 2007 after 44 years in The City) 
wholeheartedly supports retention of the tree. SF, queen of the Golden West, is 
scarcely recognizable now due to the dense, excessive building of past decades. 
Let this treasure stand! 
Jane Cryan, Oshkosh, WI 
 
We must do everything in our power to preserve this treasure of the Pacific 
Northwest. 
Ronald Montez, San Francisco, CA 
 
I support the Landmark Tree Program and those people willing to take the time to 
protect a valued tree!  
nancy wuerfel, san francisco, CA 
 
This tree is magnificent and an integral part of our California landscape; coupled 
with the memories that it represents makes this tree cherished by many. 
Sally Nordlund, Palo Alto, CA 
 
I lived in the San Francisco area for over 40 years before moving to Reno, and 
believe this tree should be preserved for future generations. 
Mary Robinson, Reno NV 
 



I care about the preservation of healthy trees in San Francisco. 
Nancy Lewis, San Francisco, CA  
 
Coastal redwoods part of the identity of Northern California. They need to be 
preserved. 
Rob Hayden, San Francisco, CA  
 
 
Let us all join the neighbors in honoring this magnificent tree with landmark 
status! Our support keeps this tree available to be appreciated by present and 
future admirers, and respects those who came before us who had the wisdom to 
plant this gift of beauty. 
nancy wuerfel, san francisco, CA  
 
It is so important to recognize those elements that make our City "livable." That's 
why I support this petition 
Kathleen Courtney, San Francisco, CA  
 
" I speak for the trees, for the trees have no tongues!" -Dr. Suess 
Erin Erickson, Roseburg, OR 
 
I care about the natural environment, the balance between the built and natural 
environment, and the soul of the City. There are ALWAYS options available to 
make construction projects work within an important existing context. 
Mary Gallagher, Daly City, CA 
 
Please landmark this tree for future generations. Thank you. 
Chris Parkes, San Francisco, CA 
 
Please preserve our city trees. 
Jared Braiterman, San Francisco, CA  
 
I am signing this petition to save the tree because 
"A tree that looks at God all day and lifts her leafy arms to pray, a tree that may in 
summer wear a nest of robins in her hair" .... but only God can make a tree "  
Leave a gift of Nature alone. 
Eleanor Martinez, San Jose, CA 
 
Landmark this magnificent specimen on historic Russian Hill so its long story can 
be told to generations and it is protected for as long as it lives. 
JAN BLUM, San Francisco, CA 



 
This tree is very majestic, along with her elderly homeowner/caretaker. Let's save 
this tree for our progeny, and their children. 
Alvin Cruz, South San Francisco, CA 
 
This is not only a memorial to the family for whom it was planted, but a living 
memorial to remind all who pass it jus how precious it is to share life with a tree 
who gives so much and asks for nothing in return. 
Jhoanne Loube, San Francisco, CA  
 
This is a landmark tree! 
Alan Martinez, San Francisco, CA  
 
This is a beautiful tree. 
Daniel Perez, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am signing this petition because I believe this variety of tree needs protection 
for survival, and the wildlife that this tree supports is also worthy of protection. 
Landmark trees are just as important as landmark buildings. San Francisco is a 
leader in supporting worthy causes, and this petition supports the whole idea of 
"going green". I lived in San Francisco for many years, on the Panhandle near 
Golden Gate Park, and at Gramercy Towers on Nob Hill. My spiritual wellbeing 
was enhanced by the green of trees and grounds, not by concrete and housing. I 
fully support and trust my friend Mrs. Meri Jaye in preserving this Majestic 
Redwood Tree in the heart of the City of San Francisco. 
martha bowen, Gloucester, MA 
 
Because I am a huge proponent of trees and green spaces in our City. As hard 
as we try to preserve what we have, green spaces and trees continue to shrink 
among the asphalt. Please landmark this beautiful redwood. 
Robyn Tucker, San Francisco, CA 
 
This is a landmark tree! 
Pamela Owen, Manchester, MA 
 
Any Redwood tree should be saved & this one in particular due to it's reason for 
planted in memory of loved ones! 
karen lazzarini, Tallahassee, FL  
 
Deforestation is the death of Mother Earth. Keep this as a sign we care for 
Mother Earth  CHERANE PEFLEY, Loxahatchee Groves, FL  



I support this cause 
Marilyn Robertson, San Francisco, CA 
 
I was in SF this past July and so loved seeing this tree, especially after I visited 
so many of the Redwoods & Sequoias trees throughout California. This tree is a 
big honor for SF to have, and so amazing to it thriving in a City.  
Yes, this is a Landmark Tree! 
Alan Martinez, San Francisco, CA 
 
There are so much things happening in the world, that we tend to forgot to keep 
what mother nature gave us. This tree is also alive and is not doing anything to 
hurt no one but to witness history all these years. Secondly it was of from a 
memory of a husband/father that makes this property special. 
Angelica Martinez, Millbrae, CA  
 
Saving this tree is a no-brainer! Those thinking of removing this beautiful tree 
must have dollar signs for eyes. Shame on you! Save this tree. 
Cheryl Haughney, Allentown, PA 
 
This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved!  
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 
Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere.  
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved! 
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 
Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere. 
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 
An elderly friend of mine from Gloucester MA contacted me . Her family lived in 
that area 50 years ago and she is very concerned. 
Diane Cocchiarella, Niceville, FL 
  



help protect the giant redwood tree, it's anti-pollutant, amor silva, pampanga, 
Philippines 
 
We met the property owned on our trip to San Francisco. She is lovely. This tree 
means a lot to her and I would like to help her get the amazing Redwood tree 
registered as a San Francisco Landmark. 
Penny LaPointe, Derry, NH 
 
This lovely redwood tree deserves to live and do all it does to uplift, beautify, and 
inspire the surrounding community of humans, most of whom were not alive 
when its roots first spread. It is a living, glorious tree, and all trees are glorious 
and more - they are our friends and ecological allies. We need them now more 
than ever. Granting just this one tree a stay of execution, and future protection is 
the very least we should do to honor its existence and service and right to 
continue living among us. 
Jack Gescheidt, Petaluma, CA 
 
We need to cherish each and every special tree in SF - and this one is special for 
so many reasons. This gentle giant, planted by its owner over 50 years ago, has 
meaning as a memorial, and as a neighborhood landmark, and has been blessed 
by native Americans, and wondered at by inner city kids who may never have 
experienced it otherwise. 
john Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
To have a coast redwood in the heart of the City is a sight to behold. A treasured 
California tree 
Nancy Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
Trees are beautiful and should be respected, NOT chopped down. 
Mary Benveniste, Walterboro, SC 
 
How is human life more important than any form of life? All life forms are 
interdependent. 
Orlando Acevedo, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

Coast Redwoods are a California treasure. 
Julene Johnson, San Francisco, CA 
 



 
Redwood trees and memories are important! 
Anne Pradenas, Brisbane, CA 
 6 days ago 

Let the tree live, it will be there much longer than we will. This tree can live 1800 
years...;) 
Rebecca Sarinelli, San Francisco, CA 
 1 wk ago 

I was born and raised in san francisco and my family still resides there. this tree is a 
true treasure and must be saved so it can flourish and grow without fear of being 
chopped down. Please leave this stunning beauty to grow and thrive as it does 
Andrew Bidkaram, Fremont, CA 
 
the environment and history deserve protection! 
Lauren Alesi, Melbourne, Australia 
 
I love trees and this cannot be replaced in our lifetime 
Trees sequester carbon and are part of our urban environment. Also, redwoods are 
part of California's legacy! Please do not cut it down. 
Susan Barnes, Pacifica, CA  
 2 wks ago 

Again tree cutting fever in a city famous for doing the right thing. Who is getting paid 
to cut down all of our tress? 
David Schendel, San Francisco, CA  
 2 wks ago 

This tree has been both historic and heroic in it's ability to absorb co2 over the last 
54 years. It hill have a history that will outlive all of us if Supervisor Ferrell exercises 
the strength, will and leadership to champion this gift of nature to the citizens of San 
Francisco! 
Nina Moore, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

San Francisco needs more trees. It is absurd to cut down a beautiful Redwood; 
please designate this tree as a landmark tree. 
W C, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
 2 wks ago 

 
that tree is a living, breathing organism. it deserves to be protected 
charles Hoffman, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

 



All trees matter, especially remarkable ones like this redwood. Trees have a 
wonderful, calming effect, soak up carbon, and provide habitat for birds and wildlife 
like squirrels. Please don't cut it down just to protect someone's view or give some 
rich person a redwood deck! 
Diane Rooney, El Cerrito, CA 
 2 wks ago 

We don't have enough vitally important trees like this in San Francisco! 
Jen Leavitt, San Francisco, CA 
 
Redwood Trees are very long lived and it would be unfortunate to lose a mature tree 
to "progress" 
Sean Maloof, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

We need to preserve these old, living things that were here before many of us were. 
We can't just cut down a majestic beautiful tree because it inconveniences us. And 
to try to eliminate a tree because it might fall or a branch might fall at some point is 
ludicrous! 
Dave Cunningham, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

It's one specific, positive thing I can do. Besides, I love trees anyway. 
Lisa Davidson, Sierra Madre, CA 
 
I want to safe these Giant trees! 
Jonathan Haug, Rochester, NY 
 3 wks ago 

We need trees and especially this one !!! 
Sheena Chiu, Napa, CA Feb 1, 2017 
 Feb 1, 2017 

Natural beauty should be preserved and protected! 
Amanda da Graca, Los Banos, CA 
 Jan 30, 2017 

The Landmark Redwood Tree should remain as the memorial it was intended to be. 
Louise Chiatovich, Aptos, CA 
 Jan 23, 2017 

Because we need to preserve historical landmarks 
Eleanor Martinez, Los Gatos, CA 
 
 
 
 



This lovely redwood tree deserves to live and do all it does to uplift, beautify, and 
inspire the surrounding community of humans, most of whom were not alive when 
its roots first spread. It is a living, glorious tree, and all trees are glorious and more - 
they are our friends and ecological allies. We need them now more than ever. 
Granting just this one tree a stay of execution, and future protection is the very least 
we should do to honor its existence and service and right to continue living among 
us. 
Jack Gescheidt, Petaluma, CA  
 Jan 20, 2017 

We need to cherish each and every special tree in SF - and this one is special for so 
many reasons. This gentle giant, planted by its owner over 50 years ago, has 
meaning as a memorial, and as a neighborhood landmark, and has been blessed by 
native Americans, and wondered at by inner city kids who may never have 
experienced it otherwise. 
john Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 Jan 20, 2017 

To have a coast redwood in the heart of the City is a sight to behold. A treasured 
California tree 
Nancy Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
I'm signing because I have lived close to this tree for 35 years and it is not only a 
Russian Hill Icon but a California one as well. It must be preserved. 
Lucretia Rauh, SF, CA 
 
 Jan 15, 2017 

Saving this tree is a no-brainer! Those thinking of removing this beautiful tree must 
have dollar signs for eyes. Shame on you! Save this tree. 
Cheryl Haughney, Allentown, PA  
 Jan 12, 2017 

This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved! 
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 Jan 11, 2017 

Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere. 
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 



An elderly friend of mine from Gloucester MA contacted me . Her family lived in that 
area 50 years ago and she is very concerned . 
Diane Cocchiarella, Niceville, FL 
 
help protect the giant redwood tree, it's anti-pollutant 
amor silva, pampanga, Philippines 
 
We met the property owned on our trip to San Francisco. She is lovely. This tree 
means a lot to her and I would like to help her get the amazing Redwood tree 
registered as a San Francisco Landmark. 
Penny LaPointe, Derry, NH 
 Dec 21, 2016 

I'm signing because the tree is a great view in itself, whether from nearby windows 
or the street. 
Carol Polk, San Francisco, CA 
 Dec 12, 2016 

People are so quick to destroy and before you know it, the precious is gone. Please 
don't let that happen this time. 
Linda Hudson, Lawrence, MA 
 Dec 11, 2016 

This tree is magnificent. I can't imagine any scenario where cutting it down makes 
any sense. Please protect it! 
Linda McKay, San Francisco, CA  
 Dec 11, 2016 

Our city's need increased tree canopy. This tree is a long lived species that will 
benefit many species for generations to come. 
Colleen Weinstein, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 10, 2016 

Cities need trees! Trees and history.  
Please preserve this tree.  
Thank you for your consideration. 
Cynthia Riskin, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 10, 2016 

This majestic redwood in the center of Russian Hill is simply not replaceable. 
Landmarking it is an important step in preserving San Francisco’s unique character 
from the ravenous forces of development. 
Conrad Cummings, New York, NY 
 
 
 



I've been living in SF for for years, one of the most magical redwoods in the city 
needs to remain. Do not make such a foolish and heartless decision. 
Vera Rapcsak, Tucson, AZ 
 Dec 9, 2016 

This tree can't speak for itself, so we citizens must speak for it. Please protect this 
tree. 
Marjorie Bedford, Seattle, WA  
 
Bad SF policy recently - cutting down trees. Poor maintenance  
Russian Hill lost 3 prime giant sequoias in favor of enlarged single unit real estate development. 
Katherine Koelschkriken, San Francisco, CA 
 
 

Dec 9, 2016 

Trees - especially large trees - add so much to the character of a city besides the 
obvious benefits of beauty, cooling effects, water retention, wildlife habitat, etc. 
Walt Bubelis, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 9, 2016 

I love this tree!! 
Sarah Luger, San Francisco, CA 
 Dec 8, 2016 

Every one should be able to see, touch and smell these trees! They were here 
before us! 
Lauren Davis, Saint Helena, CA 
 
Everyone needs a tree in their life, especially in a big city! And a redwood is a big 
part of California, so amazing to have on growing there! 
Ashley Denk, Sharon, VT 
 
 
 

 

	



October	20,	2016	
	
	
	
	
	
Dear	Supervisor	Farrell	and	Landmark	Tree	Council	Members,	
	
I	am	writing	in	support	of	the	designation	of	landmark	status	for	the	redwood	tree	
located	on	the	property	of	Mrs.	Meri	Jaye,	located	at	#4	Montclair	Terrace	in	San	
Francisco.	
	
In	my	culture	a	significant	tree	is	called	kumu.	It	describes	the	fullness	of	knowledge	of	
the	ages.		It	defines	the	main	stalk	of	a	tree	or	sapling,	the	trunk,	the	base,	the	
foundation,	the	basis	of,	title	(as	to	land),	hereditary	and	fundamental	connection	to	
our	past.	It	also	defines	the	holder	of	knowledge,	a	teacher,	a	tutor,	a	model,	a	pattern	
and	a	guide.		
	
I	believe	that	it	is	very	important	to	protect	such	a	beautiful	creation	and	therefore	
request	that	you	support	this	nomination	as	a	City	Landmark	Tree.			
	
I	look	forward	to	this	decree	and	thank	you	for	all	that	you	do	for	the	City	of	San	
Francisco.	
	
Best	regards,	
	
	
Darvette	Abbate	

	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



October	27,	2016	

In	2006	the	City	of	San	Francisco	had	the	tremendous	foresight	to	create	a	
Landmark	Tree	Program	to	protect	our	City’s	most	important	trees.		

Redwood	trees	are	native	to	our	bioregion	and	emblematic	of	the	area’s	unique	
natural	history	and	remarkably	specialized	biodiversity.		

For	city	residents	and	the	countless	tourists	who	come	to	the	iconic	crooked	section	
of	Lombard	street,	native	California	trees	like	this	one	are	touchstones	to	the	rich	
natural	history	and	stories	that	form	the	backdrop	to	our	fair	city.	

Builders	have	always	coveted	the	long	lasting,	rot	resistant	wood	of	Redwood	trees.	
This	one	is	a	mere	96	feet	tall	and	54	years	old,	just	entering	the	prime	of	life.		

The	story	of	this	redwood	reaches	far	beyond	this	one	tree.	It	is	literally	and	
figuratively	a	stepping-stone	for	creatures	and	people	that	come	from	far	and	near.	
It	connects	us	all	to	places,	processes	and	stories	that	are	bigger	than	us.		

There	are	new	and	amusing	relationships	between	this	tree	and	newly	established	
city	residents,	like	these	Parrots	from	nearby	Telegraph	Hill.		

	But	far	more	profound	and	important	is	preserving	the	old	relationships	and	local	
biodiversity	that	exist	within	this	tree	and	its	surroundings.		

Redwoods	are	a	familiar	and	widely	used	resource	by	birds	like	American	Robins,	
which	nest	and	forage	for	insects	among	the	foliage.		Similarly	Chestnut-backed	
Chickadee,	Dark-eyed	Junco	and	Anna’s	Hummingbird	are	resident	native	bird	
species	of	coastal	redwoods.	They	are	fixtures	in	this	tree.		

		Also	migrant	birds	from	the	mountains	and	far	north	traverse	there	way	through	
the	city,	species	like	Northern	Flicker	and	Townsend’s	Warbler	find	familiar	refuge,	
foraging	areas	and	vantage	points	atop	this	conifer,	located	atop	a	hill.		

But	for	me	the	story	of	preservation	goes	beyond	this	one	tree.		It	is	a	story	that	pits	
views	of	the	city	against	views	of	canopy.		

It	contrasts	the	value	of	nature	we	all	share	against	the	value	of	real	estate,	which	is	
held	by	only	few.	

And	it	forces	us	all	to	stand	up	for	the	values	of	the	city	we	want	to	live	in,	and	
believe	in.	

Unfortunately	not	every	tree	in	this	city	can	be,	or	should	be	saved.		

There	are	lots	of	reasons	this	one	should	be	preserved.		So	I	ask	you	to	join	us	in	the	
effort	to	LandMark	this	Tree.		

Josiah	Clark,	Consulting	Ecologist	



From: Lawrence Dillon
Subject: Re: Mrs. Jaye

Date: October 19, 2016 at 12:44 PM
To: Roland Jadryev r

Dear Sirs:
I wish to express my full support for granting Landmark Status to the giant sequoia tree located on the property of Mrs Meri Jaye at 4
Montclair Terrace, San Francisco California. 

Respectfully,
Lawrence







From: Linda Klemczak
Subject: Redwood Tree on Lombard st

Date: October 16, 2016 at 2:33 PM
To:

 

 

Date: 10/16/16

 

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,

 

I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district located just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair

Terrace.

 

We ask that you support the nomination for this special tree to become a City Landmark Tree.

 

It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.

 

Thank you for your consideration.

 

Sincerely,

 

Name:  Linda Klemczak

Email: 



From: Jim Lawrence
Subject: redwood tree landmark designation.do

Date: October 12, 2016 at 10:54 AM
To: Roland Jadryev

Roland, attached per your request is my letter in support of landmark designation for the tree on Montclair terrace.

Please leme know if there is anything else you need.

Jim Lawrence

James S. Lawrence

 
 
 
 
 
October 12, 2016
 
 
 
Mr. Mark Farrell
Supervisor District 2
San Francisco City Hall
1 Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244
San Francisco, CA  94102-4689
 
Re:  Landmark Designation for the Redwood Tree at Montclair Terrace
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and other Members of the Landmark Tree Council:
 
I am writing to support the designation of the majestic Giant Sequoia
(Redwood Tree) which is located near the crooked section of Lombard Street
on Montclair Terrace.  I ask for your support in ensuring that this special tree,
a valuable asset to the neighborhood and indeed to the City, be designated as
a City Landmark Tree.  Such a designation will serve to ensure the
preservation of this magnificent tree for the enjoyment of future generations
of San Franciscans and visitors alike.  
 
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol of our city’s respect
for the importance of and accessibility to nature.



for the importance of and accessibility to nature.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
James S. Lawrence







From: j
Subject: make Montclair Terrace redwood a Landmark Tree

Date: October 12, 2016 at 1:03 PM
To:

Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,

I am writing in support of all those who want to preserve, protect, honor and revere the beautiful Redwood Tree in your district located 
just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace. 

I join in asking you to support the nomination for this redwood tree to become a City Landmark Tree.

It is important to protect and preserve this great, living symbol of a healthy, green, treed future.  San Francisco can take the right, 
green, environmentally sounds action here.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jack Gescheidt, Founder
The TreeSpirit Project

  

A celebration of our interdependence with nature



 

Date:	January	21,	2017	

Mr.	Mark	Farrell	
Supervisor,	District	2	
City	Hall	
1	Dr.	Carlton	B.	Goodlett	Place,	Room	244	
San	Francisco,	CA		
	
	
			
Dear	Supervisor	Farrell	and	Landmark	Tree	Council	Members,				
	
I	am	writing	in	support	of	land	marking	the	giant	redwood	tree	in	your	district	located	just	off	
Lombard’s	crooked	street	on	Montclair	Terrace.			I	ask	that	you	support	the	completion	of	the	
process	for	this	special	tree	to	become	a	City	Landmark	Tree.				
	

• Why	does	the	tree	need	extra	protection?	
The	neighbors	are	plotting	to	take	this	tree	down.	Dr.	Vanier	had	the	tree	owner	sign	over	air	
right	of	her	property	to	him	so	he	could	cut	down	the	tree.			
	
The	strong	opposition	is	exactly	the	reason	this	tree	needs	extra	protection.	
	

• The	program	was	designed	for	this	exact	situation	where	neighbors	value	their	view	
more	than	anything	else.	

	
Thank	you	for	your	consideration.				
	
Sincerely,				
	
	
Hervé	Duprez	

	



January 19, 2017 

Mr. Mark Farrell 
Supervisor, District 2 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,    
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district located just 
off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace.   We ask that you support the 
completion of the process for this special tree to become a City Landmark Tree.    
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.    
 
This tree is such a lovely addition to Montclair AND to San Francisco.  So many tourists 
visit Lombard, and then look aside to see this majestic tree.  For many it is the first time 
they have ever seen a beautiful Redwood tree -- it is a wonderful sight from the 
Crookedist Street.   
 
It is such a generous gesture on the part of Mrs. Jaye to welcome school children into 
her yard to meet their first redwood tree.  Additional hospitality for local birds is also 
offered by the spirit of this monumental tree.   
 
Thank you for your consideration.   Please grant it landmark status, and continue the 
wonderful educational, spiritual, and botanical experiences that this lovely tree 
provides.  Surely this is exactly the kind of singular gift that Landmark Status was 
created to protect.  
 

Sincerely,    
 
 

Nancy Fardelius Fees 
 

 
	



January 19, 2017 
 
Mr. Mark Farrell 
 
Supervisor, District 2 
Urban Forestry Council  
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
   
Seeking the benevolent attention of Supervisor Mark Farrell and Members of the 
Landmark Tree Council: 
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant redwood tree located in your district on 
Montclair Terrace, just off Lombard Street. I join numerous  
other San Francisco citizen taxpayers in asking you to support the completion of the 
process for making this special tree a City Landmark Tree.    
 
I sincerely believe that it is important to protect and preserve all trees -- and in particular 
this great and native symbol -- for future generations to enjoy.    
 
I thank you for your consideration and ask for your positive response.    
 
Sincerely,    
 

 
 
 
Linda A. Feldman 

 
 

	



 

January 20, 2017 

Mr. Mark Farrell 
Supervisor, District 2 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, CA  
   
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Landmark Tree Council Members,    
 
I am writing in support of the majestic giant Redwood Tree in your district 
located just off Lombard’s crooked street on Montclair Terrace.   We ask 
that you support the completion of the process for this special tree to 
become a City Landmark Tree.    
It is important to protect and preserve this great symbol for the future.    
 
This tree has been deemed healthy and safe and is tied to the experience of 
those visiting the iconic crookedest street of Lombard. 
 
Our beautiful City, increasingly covered by more new projects and 
concrete, must help protect these green denizens that are an integral fabric 
of its past.  
 
This tree could most certainly be the poster child for the mission of the 
Urban Forestry Council’s Landmark Tree Program, “to identify and 
preserve our City’s most important trees.” 
 
Thank you for your consideration.    
 
Sincerely,    
 
 
Roland Jadryev 

 
 

  



Nina G. Moore 
 

 
 

 
 
Supervisor Farrell 
& The Urban Forestry Council, 
San Francisco City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, # 244 
San Francisco, CA 94102-4689 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell: 
 
I guide hundreds of children as a volunteer docent through the San 
Francisco Botanical Garden each year. I often ask the students to join 
hands around the large cypress tree in the Great Meadow or in the 
Redwood Forest. I ask them to imagine how many students it will 
take to circle the tree the next time they visit in the hope that the tree 
becomes a landmark in their lives.  What I didn’t know until today was 
that trees in San Francisco could be designated as landmarks.  
 
As a member of the Friends of the Portola Redwoods and Castle 
Rock State Parks, I learned about the landmark status petition for the 
redwood tree on Montclair Terrace in San Francisco. While the SFBG 
tries to accommodate K-5 students via a public lottery, not every 
student has an opportunity to have this amazing experience. Please 
help leverage the experience that our students in San Francisco have 
at SFBG and extend our reach to those students that can’t attend our 
walks, by awarding landmark status to the redwood tree on Montclair 
Terrace. Help make this tree a landmark in their lives. 
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and for the important 
work that you and the Urban Forest Council do. 
 
Regards, 
 
Nina Moore 



	

	

 
 
 
 
     October 12, 2016 
 
 
 
Giselle Parry-Farris 
Commander 
Sovereign Order of St. John Knights Hospitaller 
San Francisco Commandery 
 
 
  
I request consideration for Mrs Jaye in keeping the Redwood tree in honor of her late 
husband and children who were tragically lost in a plane crash. That if after her passing 
the tree is problematic it be removed 
 
 
  
Giselle Parry-Farris 

	



	

NTAC:2SE-18	

 

My name is Val Young.  I am a property owner and have lived 
on Russian Hill for 32 years. 

I speak for my husband and myself, we are the neighbors on 
Leavenworth Street, the bottom of the crooked street.  We see 
the beautiful Redwood tree every day and I am inspired by its 
strength and quiet wisdom.  I have great reverence for life and 
all living things.   

We should not take nature for granted.  This beautiful majestic 
tree gives me and all our visiting friends from all over the world 
the inspiration of the sacred richness and beauty of nature in the 
middle of our urban forest. 

We have a responsibility to nature and its quiet and humble 
contributions it gives to life.  Trees cannot speak, we have to 
speak and be the voice for trees.  Trees communicate with us 
through the energy of Vibration – this is the feeling when we are 
in nature.  In nature we feel peace, tranquility and harmony – the 
oneness for all living things. 

We ask that you support and adopt the resolution to landmark 
this Majestic Redwood tree. 

 

Val Young 



March 15, 2017 
 

 
Dear Supervisor Farrell, 
 
As a neighbor of Mrs Jaye, I would like to request your support in land 
marking her magnificent California Redwood tree.  It provides a much 
needed home to wildlife, it cleans the air that we breathe (certainly needed 
considering the pollution generated from the non-stop traffic descending the 
Crooked St. ) and it adds to the over all beauty of our neighborhood.   
 
However, as it was planted in the memory of her family, that she lost in a 
tragic accident, it would seem immoral if this tree were to be removed, 
simply because it obstructs someone's  view.  Such a beautiful work of 
nature could only enhance ones view,  referring to it as an obstruction to 
one's view seems to go against what we should value in life. 
 
I know that you share my view that in the state of California that we plant 
trees, we don't cut them down. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 

 
 

	



 
March 19, 2017 
 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and Urban Forestry Council Members: 
 
Re: 4 Montclair Terrace Redwood 
 
This beautiful tree is a San Francisco Landmark providing beauty, 
canopy, and a home for birds and squirrels and other critters who find 
fewer and fewer homes in San Francisco.   
 
Additionally, it adds a stately presence to the landmark Lombard 
"crooked" Street for visitors and pedestrians to admire, photograph 
and enjoy.   
 
I would greatly miss its pronounced presence in this extraordinary 
tourist area of San Francisco. 
 
Warmest wishes to the tree! 
 
 
 
Judy Johnson, San Carlos, CA 



Fight on!!! 
“This beautiful, strong tree is a symbol of survival...just like 
it's matriarch Mérí Jaye and the City she so dearly loves. 
Too many San Francisco landmarks that make up the 
tapestry of this City's unique character have been 
destroyed by people who don't value what this City is 
about. Meri Jaye and this tree are treasures and pose no 
threat to the neighborhood. They only enhance this 
wonderful tapestry of our unique City By The Bay. Fight on 
Meri Jaye! Fight on you great, strong, beautiful San 
Francisco lady! 
You are and have always been an inspiration to me. We 
love and support you and this beautiful tree.” 
~Jennifer Sorensen (aka Perrando), San Rafael, CA 
 

 
 



 
THIS IS A PARTIAL LIST FROM CHANGE.ORG PETITION TO SUPERVISOR 
FARRELL, ASKING FOR HIS SUPPORT TO COMPLETE THE PROCESS TO 
LANDMARK THIS MAJESTIC REDWOOD TREE. 
540 TOTAL SIGNATURES (and rising) AS OF 3/20/17 
 
 
PETITION WEBSITE (Change.org) URL:  https://www.change.org/p/sf-
supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-
heart-of-the-city 
 
 
TREE WEBSITE:  http://www.HelpLandmarkThisRedwood.com 
 
 
FACEBOOK PAGE:  
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/ 
 
 
We are the neighbors on Leavenworth Street who enjoy and see the tree 
everyday for inspiration.   
Kindly give landmark status to the Montclair Giant Redwood.  
Alfred & Val Young, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is a cherished part of the neighborhood where I grew up. Landmark 
trees are part of our civic heritage. We as residents have a claim on their 
continuing to thrive that overlaps with property rights of the trees' stewards. San 
Francisco’s place in nature is cemented by the place of nature in the city. 
Jason Dewees, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am a neighbor of this majestic California redwood tree. It is an asset to our 
neighborhood, it does not obstruct one's view, it enhances it. It provides home to 
wildlife and it cleans the air that we breathe...we certainly need that considering 
the constant flow of traffic down the Crooked St. Most importantly, it was planted 
over 50 years ago in memory of the precious family that the owner lost in a tragic 
accident. Furthermore, this is California, we don't cut down trees in this state we 
plant them! Please vote to landmark this tree, as it is deserving of landmark 
status. 
Nancy Thomas, San Francisco, CA 
 

https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city
http://www.HelpLandmarkThisRedwood.com
https://www.facebook.com/HelpPreserveThisSFRedwoodTree/


I have studied this issue and the very strong documentation in support of granting 
landmark status to this tree. I am at a loss as to what possible (rational) objection 
could be made to landmarking it. It has been found to be sound and not 
hazardous. Its presence is a gift of great natural beauty to the city and to all who 
see it. It must be protected for the wonder that it is and as a continuing reminder 
of our obligation as stewards of nature in a San Francisco that is now 
disappearing all too fast into a warren of towers and pavement. 
Robert Laws, San Francisco, CA 
 
I'm signing because I have lived close to this tree for 35 years and it is not only a 
Russian Hill Icon but a California one as well. It must be preserved. 
Lucretia Rauh, SF, CA 
 
I'm a Russian Hill Property owner who supports beautiful trees in this 
neighborhood. 
Betina Baumgarten, Greenbrae, CA 
 
This woman is right! My parent’s weren’t very “outdoorsy” and if I hadn’t been a 
girl shout as a child (I grew up and still live in The City) I NEVER would have 
gone camping or maybe never even seen a forest as a child. I may never have 
developed a love of nature. The kids who have been taken to see and touch this 
tree will always remember it. It could spark an appreciation of nature in them as 
well, and that can lead a person’s life in a completely different direction - one of 
responsibility for the environment, conservation and creativity. Plus we need all 
the carbon-sinks we can get to absorb the pollutants in the City’s carbon 
monoxide-filled air. 
Please save this tree! 
LaVive Kiely, San Francisco, CA 
 
Trees such as this are a huge benefit to all citizens of our state and visitors from 
across the world. I would hope the Landmark Tree Committee will due all in its 
power to protect this tree for the decades that come. It is a treasure to have such 
a magnificent tree in SF. 
Betsy Holzhauer, St. Helena, CA 
 
I am signing it because I work near by and want to preserve nature. 
Martin Annush, Oakland, CA 
 
From a former resident of San Francisco with a view of the tree from 945 Green. 
Suzanne L Erving, Bainbridge Island, WA 
 



“The redwoods, once seen, leave a mark or create a vision that stays with you 
always...States and governments could not buy and protect these holy trees. This 
being so, clubs, organizations, even individuals, bought them and dedicated them 
to the future. I don’t know any other similar case. Such is the impact of the 
Sequoias on the human mind.” (Steinbeck, Travels with Charlie, 1961) 
Maria Santangelo, San Mateo, CA 
 
San Francisco needs to preserve all of its trees for a better environment, but 
especially this one for its beauty and spiritual importance. 
Linda Feldman, San Francisco, CA 
 
I love visiting S.F. and seeing this beautiful tree near Lombard. 
Shane Giese, Missoula, MT 
 
Trees deserve standing. 
Frank Joseph Butler, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree IS the view! The life of a tree of this longevity and stature is more 
significant than the long-distance views of a few humans who will come and go! 
Diana Goldstein, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am signing because trees are an important part of San Francisco and this one, 
with its sentimental roots, deserves to be preserved for all. 
Meredith Tennent, San Francisco, CA 
 
I have admired this tree for many years and feel that it deserves to stand on 
Montclair to remind us all of our responsibility as caretakers of the natural world. 
Eric Noyes, Bzn, MT 
 
In the middle of a heart of concrete, a little green can go a long way. 
We need to keep this as a reminder of what the environment can provide. 
Harrison Newkirtk, Menlo Park, CA  
 
I stand with redwoods and this marvelous citizen who so eloquently wants to 
preserve them. 
Lynne Burwell, San Francisco, CA 
 
This city needs every tree it can get, especially a redwood like this one. 
Ian Berke, San Francisco, CA 
 



I have admired this Redwood tree for many years. I am sure that this beautiful 
tree has also caught the eyes of many of the visitors to the crooked block of 
Lombard Street. It also is greatly appreciated by the many birds I have seen in 
and around the tree. This Redwood needs to be preserved for our City. 
Laura Hall, San Francisco, CA 
 
San Francisco needs to protect every healthy tree. Trees are the lungs and 
beauty of the city. 
Jacqueline Proctor, San Francisco, CA 
 
Our city deserves the beauty of trees throughout its urban landscape, and this 
majestic Redwood is a treasure that needs to be protected. 
Pamela Tudor, San Francisco, CA 
 
This gorgeous redwood has earned its place and right to continue beautifying 
San Francisco for hundreds more years. We must, San Francisco MUST wisely 
appreciate this living treasure as a dear, contributing, living neighbor and friend to 
all residents and millions of annual Lombard St. area visitors, too. 
Jack Gescheidt, San Geronimo, CA 
 
I am signing because I also have three Giant Sequoias in my backyard that were 
planted in memory of loved ones I have lost. Watching them grow to their current 
majestic sizes over the past 40 years has given me great joy, and so have birds 
and other wildlife that has taken up residence in these magnificent trees. 
James Lawrence, San Francisco, CA 
 
Access to nature has a proven benefit to mental health and keeping such a 
magnificent example in the heart of the city is a great demonstration of putting 
the benefit of the many ahead of the benefit of the few 
Christopher McAtominey, London, United Kingdom 
 
We have to save our urban forest to persevere the bird sanctuary and other eco 
systems that thrive because of an urban forest. This spectacular specimen 
represents a living monument to the neighborhood it oversees. Redwoods are 
strong trees that can thrive in the city and this redwood must be protected. Is 
federal protection an option? 
Stan Anderson, Seattle, WA 
 
I agree with Theodore Roosevelt who said “our people should see to it that they 
are preserved for their children and their children’s children forever, with their 
majestic beauty all unmarried.”  Susan Chauncy, Reno, NV 



Living in the mountains above he Napa Valley, I am surrounded by natural 
beauty that those who live in San Francisco may never see. Please sign this 
petition to protect a giant, majestic sequoia tree that my moms dear, old friend 
Meri Jaye planted many years ago in memory of her husband and two sons that 
died in a plane crash. This tree provides home to wildlife and also acts as a 
diamond in the rough amidst the concrete. 
Kathryn Chauncy, Angwin, CA 
 
San Francisco is the best city in the world and I am proud to have once called it 
my home, and hope to once again call it my home in the near future. Please 
landmark this beautiful tree, as it holds a special place in history, not only to Mrs. 
Jaye but to the city of San Francisco. Thank you.  Amy D, Buffalo, NY 
 
Keep this beacon of history and strength where it is. 
Diane Ireland, San Francisco, CA 
 
Because we need as many trees as we can get! Especially Redwoods!! 
Sally Kassoff, Fountain Valley, CA 
 
It is a mature beautiful tree in a more and more concrete environment... It seems 
to be on the wind protected side of the hill and doesn't apparently have branches 
acting as 'sails'. It doesn't block the opposite neighbors views and softens the 
view of all the “ungreened” roofs below so one isn't just looking at stacks of roof 
equipment 
Dat Pham, San Francisco, CA 
 
It’s a majestic memorial redwood tree. 
What could be a good enough reason to cut it down? 
Pamela Wells, SAN JOSE, CA 
 
Our city deserves the beauty of trees throughout its urban landscape, and this 
majestic Redwood is a treasure that needs to be protected. 
Pamela Tudor, San Francisco, CA 
 
The city needs anti-pollution trees to protect and help with global warming. 
Aurelio Silva jr., san francisco, CA 
 
We need redwood trees, not more development. 
Lee Collins, Palo Alto, CA 
 



Meri Jaye is my very dear friend and I have shared some wonderful memories in 
her beautiful garden next to this massive Redwood tree. I am an Audubon 
member and an avid birder. This tree is home and a resting place for many of our 
local birds, hummingbirds and our parrots of Telegraph Hill. Please landmark this 
magnificent tree for all of us to enjoy for MANY years to come. 
Kimberly Goodhope, El Cerrito, CA 
 
To support my mother’s dear friend, Mrs. Jaye and to perserve a beautiful tree in 
my favorite city. 
Kim Perez, Palm Harbor, FL 
 
Because SanFrancisco is way too cool to cut down this magical tree! Let there be 
cool green, clean air, beautiful shade and kind neighbors! Save the Red Wood 
tree! 
Kellie Anderson, Angwin, CA 
 
The tree is healthy and a landmark! 
Gary Goss, San Francisco 
 
I support Meri in her quest to keep this landmark tree. If the tree is maintained, 
there will be no danger to others. I live in a Redwood / Douglas Fir forest and 
cannot imagine my life without the peace and beauty of the Redwood trees. 
Because of the special reason Meri planted this tree, it is absolutely and 
unequivocally imperative this tree is saved. 
Roberta Duggan, Arcata, CA 
 
The landmark street also needs the landmark tree! 
Gail Holmes, Santa Rosa, CA 
 
This can NOT be replaced! 
Elaine Becker, Roanoke, VA 
 
I support designating this Redwood as a landmark tree. I do so because of the 
significance of its past and to serve as a reminder and inspiration in the future. 
Kim Windsor, McKinleyville, CA 
 
Let us pay appropriate regard to a landmark tree growing without disruption for 
the last 54 years in a historic neighborhood of San Francisco. The life of this tree, 
and the memorial it has stood for should not be disregarded and dispensed of 
due to a more contemporary desire to better a view. This is an old historic 



neighborhood, Herb Caen, and Louise Jorgorian lived on Lombard Street. The 
history of this street is worth preserving. Let’s think about doing the right thing. 
Elaine Powell, Aptos, CA 
 
 
I’m signing because the sighting of this majestic redwood means I’m close to 
seeing my dear friend Meri. This beautiful tree is as lovely as the lady who 
planted it. It was planted with great love, and should be treated with the landmark 
status it deserves. 
Nancy, Cody, WY 
 
I grew up in and around the Bay Area. The love that people have for San 
Francisco resides in its own love for things which endure and resonate with a 
sense of unexpected beauty and care; but which, because San Francisco is 
special, feel obvious. It makes San Francisco special. 
Craig Fees, Wormington, United Kingdom 
 
Our Redwoods are an ancient and important part of our ecosystem. This tree has 
been around much longer than we have we need to learn to respect the native 
plant and animal species and co exist instead of killing everything like a virus 
when we live somewhere. 
Shannon Staudt, Powell, WY 
 
I’m a believer in Urban Forests, Coast Redwoods, Mrs. Jaye, and Justice! 
Matthew Gluck, San Francisco, CA 
 
I know the power of the redwoods to connect us to the natural world. This tree 
has an important role for so many who don’t have the opportunity to go to the 
forest, but can find a representative in the heart of the city. 
Linda Harvey-Hoody, Descanso, CA 
 
Trees are the past and future 
Maya Matsumoto, Eureka, CA 
 
I have known Mrs. Meri Jaye for 10 years and have enjoyed this magnificent tree 
in her garden for just as long. It is spiritual experience to encounter such a 
magnificent tree in the city. I strongly recommend it be preserved for future 
generations.  
Respectfully submitted, Lawrence Dillon, San Francisco, CA 
 



Meri Jaye is speaking on behalf of the 7 generations yet to be born. She is a 
guardian caretaker of this magnificent Sequoia, she understands the Circle of 
Life and our relationship with all living beings. This tree is not an inconvenience; it 
is a symbol of timeless knowledge, of the continuance of life across generations. 
Please honor the generations of life that have coexisted peacefully with this giant 
and have the foresight to save it for the generations that will follow us. 
Lisa Smith, Lincoln, MT 
 
I’m signing because I support the preservation of historic trees in San Francisco. 
Maria Mana, San Francisco, CA 

 
This tree must be respected and saved!! 
Gloria Lambert, Wickenburg, AZ 
 
Trees are living beings with a right to exist 
Chris Drury, Lewes, United Kingdom 
 
This precious living thing should be preserved as a gem of the city. 
Edward Basham-Witherington, Oakland, CA 
 
I love visiting S.F. and seeing this beautiful tree near Lombard. 
Shane Giese, Missoula, MT 
 
This tree is so needed in San Francisco... keep natural beauty, this won’t just 
grow again! 
Carmen Baraka, Arcata, CA 
 
This tree is a Landmark. It is not ill, nor is it a hazard. It contributes greatly to the 
famed beauty of Lombard Street and to the maintenance of urban wildlife. Also, 
every tree contributes to combatting global warming and the urban temperature 
anomaly problem, and no mature tree should be removed without good reason. 
Kathleen Burnham, Piedmont, CA 
 
I love Ms. Jaye; her passion to protect this tree is well placed! 
Dustin Riley Nicholson, San Francisco, CA 
 
It is imperative that we save this incredible wonder of nature, that was planted by 
an incredible Meria Jaye to honor her family and bring a majestic sense of beauty 
of San Francisco. I am honored to support this effort, and encourage each reader 
to do the same. 
Celia Waters, Atherton, CA 



 
Please approve the request to landmark this wonderful Redwood tree located on 
Montclair Terrace. My dear friend, Meri Jaye, planted this tree 54 years ago to 
memorialize the tragic loss of her family. She has witnessed this tree grow into 
the magnificent beacon of hope, faith and comfort that it provides to everyone 
who visits Lombard Street. Permit this grand Redwood to continue to live within 
the spirit of love, dignity and grace placed by her caretaker for future generations.  
Thank you, Mary Franco, Colorado 
 
San Francisco needs to support this lovely tree and its legacy in their city. Trees 
are rare enough especially at this age and size let alone in an urban setting. 
Keep this tree alive with love! 
Laura Ladendorf, Asheville, NC 
 
Please people stop cutting trees down! The tree was there first! You moved into 
this home knowing there was a tree there! If it bothered you, you should have 
bought another home! It’s like moving in next to an airport...then trying to get the 
airport to be moved????? Really!!! If it bothers you then move! 
Bernard St Croix, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is history and we need to protect our history. 
Martin Gould, San Francisco, CA 
 
Every life form is precious! I can’t believe people are asking for REASONS why 
someone tries to save life!   
Ljubomir Samardzic, Santa Clara, CA 
 
This regal Redwood is a home and a symbol.  
It is history.  An ecosystem has developed within and it has provided shelter for 
decades. It symbolizes strength and promise for the future.  This tree is important 
to many species of birds, is integral to the iconic local landscape and to the City. 
It has been deemed very healthy by multiple experts and is just entering its prime 
of life. San Francisco wisely created a Landmark Tree Program for trees like this 
to be identified and preserved. 
Supervisor Farrell, we ask that you support the completion of the process to 
landmark this tree. Thank you.  
Roland Jadryev, San Francisco, CA 
 
A redwood as old as this on is part of the flavor and face of the city. Beyond that, 
it is irreplacable as part of the urban ecosystem. 
John Hanna, Benicia, CA 



 
I support 110% making this and other important trees “Landmark “ status. It has 
value to both avian and humankind. By preserving our trees we protect our 
future. 
Roberta Weisenburg, Makawao,, HI 
 
Let’s safe keep our environment for us and our future generations, one tree at a 
time, let this landmark be proof that we care. 
John Swartz, San Francisco, CA 
 
Good evening I am happily signing this petition for a tree that honors Mrs. J’s 
family and California. The redwood tree is a symbol of California’s connection 
with nature. I have spent many days in her garden admiring the grandeur of this 
massive tree and the delicate beautify birds I’ve seen (parakeets, woodpeckers, 
robins and other birds). I am sad to think of where those birds would go if they did 
not have her tree. 
Diana Vergil, richmond, CA 
 
I believe that having the tree there consolidates the sense of history, that people 
are about their neighborhoods, and would a living testament to a lovely warm-
hearted lady. (until recently a buena-vista-north resident). 
Keith Sklower, El Cerrito, CA 
 
I saw at least two such trees in the middle of Portland, Oregon. Residents there 
love and cherish them and tourists photograph them. 
Dominique Jullien, Goleta, CA 
 
The more trees in the city the better. Especially in historic neighborhoods. It very 
easy to cut a tree down for short term property value gains, but takes a lot of 
years to get something so beautiful to grow back. 
Bo Rhyne, San Francisco, CA 
 
We need more trees in San Francisco, and preserving all existing Redwoods 
should be everyone’s priority! 
Peter Gerhaeuser, San Francisco, CA 
 
I strongly support landmark status for this tree. In our dense urban area, with 2 
million visitors annually, this majestic redwood tree provides a beautiful and much 
needed glimpse of nature. 
Anne Grawemeyer, San Francisco, CA 
 



To me a tree is a life, its a home for many other living creatures and give so 
many things to all of us, oxygen, shade, and went he dies we get a use of his 
wood, and this case it means so much for this person who planted it in honor to 
her beloved family we should consider what this means to her, she is a very kind 
person and a lovely lady, Mrs. Lady J, that’s how I call her since I met her she is 
always with a smile on her face.. 
Remberto Rivas, Richmond, CA 
 
The tree “is” the view! It must stay! 
Patrick Gaul, Vallejo, CA 
 
This tree honors past lives and should be here for the citizens of the future to 
enjoy. 
David Arrick, San Francisco, CA 
 
I live in the neighborhood and love old growth. 
Will Spendlove, San Francisco, CA 
 
This redwood tree is a living legacy to a woman’s husband and sons and 
deserves to be saved for future generations to know love endures! 
Liza Reavis, San Francisco, CA 
 
Please give this tree the landmark status that it deserves. 
David Prescott, San Francisco, CA 
 
Some things need to remain sacred. 
James Rea, San Francisco, CA 
 
Honoring the past while securing the future’s oxygen... 
Michael Vanni, San Francisco, CA 
 
I love Mrs. Jaye and her amazing redwood. Please save this beautiful living 
healthy tree! 
Laird Rodet, San Francisco, CA 
 
This is a truly historic tree and deserves to be enjoyed by future generations. 
John Shoemaker, Los Altos, CA 
 
Trees, and especially redwoods, are important to the unique look and feel of San 
Francisco 
Kevin Bentley, San Francisco, CA 



 
Outstanding exclamation point in our world! 
Quock Fong, Saint Helena, CA 
 
What an amazing experience to visit a great Redwood tree right in the middle of 
our city! 
Christina Hellmich, San Francisco, CA 
  
I have admired this tree for many years. It’s a healthy and stately tree, and adds 
so much to the beauty of the neighborhood. For many of the tens of thousands of 
tourists who visit the ‘crookedest street’, it may well be the only redwood, or one 
of the few redwoods, that they encounter during their brief visit to San Francisco 
and California. Save this tree and give it the landmark status it deserves. 
Ron Henggeler, San Francisco, CA 
  
This is an irreplaceable landmark and a tribute to Meri Jaye’s family. Please save 
a beautiful redwood in the midst of San Francisco. 
Barney Jette, Missoula, MT 
 
This exiled San Franciscan (priced out in 2007 after 44 years in The City) 
wholeheartedly supports retention of the tree. SF, queen of the Golden West, is 
scarcely recognizable now due to the dense, excessive building of past decades. 
Let this treasure stand! 
Jane Cryan, Oshkosh, WI 
 
We must do everything in our power to preserve this treasure of the Pacific 
Northwest. 
Ronald Montez, San Francisco, CA 
 
I support the Landmark Tree Program and those people willing to take the time to 
protect a valued tree!  
nancy wuerfel, san francisco, CA 
 
This tree is magnificent and an integral part of our California landscape; coupled 
with the memories that it represents makes this tree cherished by many. 
Sally Nordlund, Palo Alto, CA 
 
I lived in the San Francisco area for over 40 years before moving to Reno, and 
believe this tree should be preserved for future generations. 
Mary Robinson, Reno NV 
 



I care about the preservation of healthy trees in San Francisco. 
Nancy Lewis, San Francisco, CA  
 
Coastal redwoods part of the identity of Northern California. They need to be 
preserved. 
Rob Hayden, San Francisco, CA  
 
 
Let us all join the neighbors in honoring this magnificent tree with landmark 
status! Our support keeps this tree available to be appreciated by present and 
future admirers, and respects those who came before us who had the wisdom to 
plant this gift of beauty. 
nancy wuerfel, san francisco, CA  
 
It is so important to recognize those elements that make our City "livable." That's 
why I support this petition 
Kathleen Courtney, San Francisco, CA  
 
" I speak for the trees, for the trees have no tongues!" -Dr. Suess 
Erin Erickson, Roseburg, OR 
 
I care about the natural environment, the balance between the built and natural 
environment, and the soul of the City. There are ALWAYS options available to 
make construction projects work within an important existing context. 
Mary Gallagher, Daly City, CA 
 
Please landmark this tree for future generations. Thank you. 
Chris Parkes, San Francisco, CA 
 
Please preserve our city trees. 
Jared Braiterman, San Francisco, CA  
 
I am signing this petition to save the tree because 
"A tree that looks at God all day and lifts her leafy arms to pray, a tree that may in 
summer wear a nest of robins in her hair" .... but only God can make a tree "  
Leave a gift of Nature alone. 
Eleanor Martinez, San Jose, CA 
 
Landmark this magnificent specimen on historic Russian Hill so its long story can 
be told to generations and it is protected for as long as it lives. 
JAN BLUM, San Francisco, CA 



 
This tree is very majestic, along with her elderly homeowner/caretaker. Let's save 
this tree for our progeny, and their children. 
Alvin Cruz, South San Francisco, CA 
 
This is not only a memorial to the family for whom it was planted, but a living 
memorial to remind all who pass it jus how precious it is to share life with a tree 
who gives so much and asks for nothing in return. 
Jhoanne Loube, San Francisco, CA  
 
This is a landmark tree! 
Alan Martinez, San Francisco, CA  
 
This is a beautiful tree. 
Daniel Perez, San Francisco, CA 
 
I am signing this petition because I believe this variety of tree needs protection 
for survival, and the wildlife that this tree supports is also worthy of protection. 
Landmark trees are just as important as landmark buildings. San Francisco is a 
leader in supporting worthy causes, and this petition supports the whole idea of 
"going green". I lived in San Francisco for many years, on the Panhandle near 
Golden Gate Park, and at Gramercy Towers on Nob Hill. My spiritual wellbeing 
was enhanced by the green of trees and grounds, not by concrete and housing. I 
fully support and trust my friend Mrs. Meri Jaye in preserving this Majestic 
Redwood Tree in the heart of the City of San Francisco. 
martha bowen, Gloucester, MA 
 
Because I am a huge proponent of trees and green spaces in our City. As hard 
as we try to preserve what we have, green spaces and trees continue to shrink 
among the asphalt. Please landmark this beautiful redwood. 
Robyn Tucker, San Francisco, CA 
 
This is a landmark tree! 
Pamela Owen, Manchester, MA 
 
Any Redwood tree should be saved & this one in particular due to it's reason for 
planted in memory of loved ones! 
karen lazzarini, Tallahassee, FL  
 
Deforestation is the death of Mother Earth. Keep this as a sign we care for 
Mother Earth  CHERANE PEFLEY, Loxahatchee Groves, FL  



I support this cause 
Marilyn Robertson, San Francisco, CA 
 
I was in SF this past July and so loved seeing this tree, especially after I visited 
so many of the Redwoods & Sequoias trees throughout California. This tree is a 
big honor for SF to have, and so amazing to it thriving in a City.  
Yes, this is a Landmark Tree! 
Alan Martinez, San Francisco, CA 
 
There are so much things happening in the world, that we tend to forgot to keep 
what mother nature gave us. This tree is also alive and is not doing anything to 
hurt no one but to witness history all these years. Secondly it was of from a 
memory of a husband/father that makes this property special. 
Angelica Martinez, Millbrae, CA  
 
Saving this tree is a no-brainer! Those thinking of removing this beautiful tree 
must have dollar signs for eyes. Shame on you! Save this tree. 
Cheryl Haughney, Allentown, PA 
 
This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved!  
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 
Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere.  
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved! 
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 
Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere. 
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 
An elderly friend of mine from Gloucester MA contacted me . Her family lived in 
that area 50 years ago and she is very concerned. 
Diane Cocchiarella, Niceville, FL 
  



help protect the giant redwood tree, it's anti-pollutant, amor silva, pampanga, 
Philippines 
 
We met the property owned on our trip to San Francisco. She is lovely. This tree 
means a lot to her and I would like to help her get the amazing Redwood tree 
registered as a San Francisco Landmark. 
Penny LaPointe, Derry, NH 
 
This lovely redwood tree deserves to live and do all it does to uplift, beautify, and 
inspire the surrounding community of humans, most of whom were not alive 
when its roots first spread. It is a living, glorious tree, and all trees are glorious 
and more - they are our friends and ecological allies. We need them now more 
than ever. Granting just this one tree a stay of execution, and future protection is 
the very least we should do to honor its existence and service and right to 
continue living among us. 
Jack Gescheidt, Petaluma, CA 
 
We need to cherish each and every special tree in SF - and this one is special for 
so many reasons. This gentle giant, planted by its owner over 50 years ago, has 
meaning as a memorial, and as a neighborhood landmark, and has been blessed 
by native Americans, and wondered at by inner city kids who may never have 
experienced it otherwise. 
john Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
To have a coast redwood in the heart of the City is a sight to behold. A treasured 
California tree 
Nancy Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
Trees are beautiful and should be respected, NOT chopped down. 
Mary Benveniste, Walterboro, SC 
 
How is human life more important than any form of life? All life forms are 
interdependent. 
Orlando Acevedo, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

Coast Redwoods are a California treasure. 
Julene Johnson, San Francisco, CA 
 



 
Redwood trees and memories are important! 
Anne Pradenas, Brisbane, CA 
 6 days ago 

Let the tree live, it will be there much longer than we will. This tree can live 1800 
years...;) 
Rebecca Sarinelli, San Francisco, CA 
 1 wk ago 

I was born and raised in san francisco and my family still resides there. this tree is a 
true treasure and must be saved so it can flourish and grow without fear of being 
chopped down. Please leave this stunning beauty to grow and thrive as it does 
Andrew Bidkaram, Fremont, CA 
 
the environment and history deserve protection! 
Lauren Alesi, Melbourne, Australia 
 
I love trees and this cannot be replaced in our lifetime 
Trees sequester carbon and are part of our urban environment. Also, redwoods are 
part of California's legacy! Please do not cut it down. 
Susan Barnes, Pacifica, CA  
 2 wks ago 

Again tree cutting fever in a city famous for doing the right thing. Who is getting paid 
to cut down all of our tress? 
David Schendel, San Francisco, CA  
 2 wks ago 

This tree has been both historic and heroic in it's ability to absorb co2 over the last 
54 years. It hill have a history that will outlive all of us if Supervisor Ferrell exercises 
the strength, will and leadership to champion this gift of nature to the citizens of San 
Francisco! 
Nina Moore, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

San Francisco needs more trees. It is absurd to cut down a beautiful Redwood; 
please designate this tree as a landmark tree. 
W C, SAN FRANCISCO, CA 
 2 wks ago 

 
that tree is a living, breathing organism. it deserves to be protected 
charles Hoffman, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

 



All trees matter, especially remarkable ones like this redwood. Trees have a 
wonderful, calming effect, soak up carbon, and provide habitat for birds and wildlife 
like squirrels. Please don't cut it down just to protect someone's view or give some 
rich person a redwood deck! 
Diane Rooney, El Cerrito, CA 
 2 wks ago 

We don't have enough vitally important trees like this in San Francisco! 
Jen Leavitt, San Francisco, CA 
 
Redwood Trees are very long lived and it would be unfortunate to lose a mature tree 
to "progress" 
Sean Maloof, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

We need to preserve these old, living things that were here before many of us were. 
We can't just cut down a majestic beautiful tree because it inconveniences us. And 
to try to eliminate a tree because it might fall or a branch might fall at some point is 
ludicrous! 
Dave Cunningham, San Francisco, CA 
 2 wks ago 

It's one specific, positive thing I can do. Besides, I love trees anyway. 
Lisa Davidson, Sierra Madre, CA 
 
I want to safe these Giant trees! 
Jonathan Haug, Rochester, NY 
 3 wks ago 

We need trees and especially this one !!! 
Sheena Chiu, Napa, CA Feb 1, 2017 
 Feb 1, 2017 

Natural beauty should be preserved and protected! 
Amanda da Graca, Los Banos, CA 
 Jan 30, 2017 

The Landmark Redwood Tree should remain as the memorial it was intended to be. 
Louise Chiatovich, Aptos, CA 
 Jan 23, 2017 

Because we need to preserve historical landmarks 
Eleanor Martinez, Los Gatos, CA 
 
 
 
 



This lovely redwood tree deserves to live and do all it does to uplift, beautify, and 
inspire the surrounding community of humans, most of whom were not alive when 
its roots first spread. It is a living, glorious tree, and all trees are glorious and more - 
they are our friends and ecological allies. We need them now more than ever. 
Granting just this one tree a stay of execution, and future protection is the very least 
we should do to honor its existence and service and right to continue living among 
us. 
Jack Gescheidt, Petaluma, CA  
 Jan 20, 2017 

We need to cherish each and every special tree in SF - and this one is special for so 
many reasons. This gentle giant, planted by its owner over 50 years ago, has 
meaning as a memorial, and as a neighborhood landmark, and has been blessed by 
native Americans, and wondered at by inner city kids who may never have 
experienced it otherwise. 
john Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 Jan 20, 2017 

To have a coast redwood in the heart of the City is a sight to behold. A treasured 
California tree 
Nancy Callahan, Oakland, CA 
 
 
It's important to preserve greenery in our city to make it more livable. 
Joyce Frankenberg, San Francisco, CA 
 
I'm signing because I have lived close to this tree for 35 years and it is not only a 
Russian Hill Icon but a California one as well. It must be preserved. 
Lucretia Rauh, SF, CA 
 
 Jan 15, 2017 

Saving this tree is a no-brainer! Those thinking of removing this beautiful tree must 
have dollar signs for eyes. Shame on you! Save this tree. 
Cheryl Haughney, Allentown, PA  
 Jan 12, 2017 

This tree is priceless and deserves to be saved! 
Jonathan Smith, San Anselmo, CA 
 Jan 11, 2017 

Every healthy tree is a benefit to our environment, & redwoods in the city are 
wonderful. The tree is unique; a view can be found elsewhere. 
Keren Abra, San Francisco, CA 
 



An elderly friend of mine from Gloucester MA contacted me . Her family lived in that 
area 50 years ago and she is very concerned . 
Diane Cocchiarella, Niceville, FL 
 
help protect the giant redwood tree, it's anti-pollutant 
amor silva, pampanga, Philippines 
 
We met the property owned on our trip to San Francisco. She is lovely. This tree 
means a lot to her and I would like to help her get the amazing Redwood tree 
registered as a San Francisco Landmark. 
Penny LaPointe, Derry, NH 
 Dec 21, 2016 

I'm signing because the tree is a great view in itself, whether from nearby windows 
or the street. 
Carol Polk, San Francisco, CA 
 Dec 12, 2016 

People are so quick to destroy and before you know it, the precious is gone. Please 
don't let that happen this time. 
Linda Hudson, Lawrence, MA 
 Dec 11, 2016 

This tree is magnificent. I can't imagine any scenario where cutting it down makes 
any sense. Please protect it! 
Linda McKay, San Francisco, CA  
 Dec 11, 2016 

Our city's need increased tree canopy. This tree is a long lived species that will 
benefit many species for generations to come. 
Colleen Weinstein, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 10, 2016 

Cities need trees! Trees and history.  
Please preserve this tree.  
Thank you for your consideration. 
Cynthia Riskin, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 10, 2016 

This majestic redwood in the center of Russian Hill is simply not replaceable. 
Landmarking it is an important step in preserving San Francisco’s unique character 
from the ravenous forces of development. 
Conrad Cummings, New York, NY 
 
 
 



I've been living in SF for for years, one of the most magical redwoods in the city 
needs to remain. Do not make such a foolish and heartless decision. 
Vera Rapcsak, Tucson, AZ 
 Dec 9, 2016 

This tree can't speak for itself, so we citizens must speak for it. Please protect this 
tree. 
Marjorie Bedford, Seattle, WA  
 
Bad SF policy recently - cutting down trees. Poor maintenance  
Russian Hill lost 3 prime giant sequoias in favor of enlarged single unit real estate development. 
Katherine Koelschkriken, San Francisco, CA 
 
 

Dec 9, 2016 

Trees - especially large trees - add so much to the character of a city besides the 
obvious benefits of beauty, cooling effects, water retention, wildlife habitat, etc. 
Walt Bubelis, Seattle, WA 
 Dec 9, 2016 

I love this tree!! 
Sarah Luger, San Francisco, CA 
 Dec 8, 2016 

Every one should be able to see, touch and smell these trees! They were here 
before us! 
Lauren Davis, Saint Helena, CA 
 
Everyone needs a tree in their life, especially in a big city! And a redwood is a big 
part of California, so amazing to have on growing there! 
Ashley Denk, Sharon, VT 
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Russian Hill II – The North Slope

Tour Notes – 2003 revisions by Sharon Moore

Start At Southeast Corner Of Lombard & Hyde Street

Introduction

Russian Hill is a unique combination of urban elegance and rusticity. Virtually every block

terminates in a spectacular view. There are miniature-scaled cottages and architect-

designed apartment houses, formally landscaped gardens, and areas of comparative

wilderness.

Brief History

19th century: The name “Russian Hill” refers to the graves of several Russian sailors (possibly

seal hunters), inscribed in Cyrillic and marked with black Orthodox crosses (described by

Bayard Taylor in El Dorado, 1851), which were located at the top of the hill on Vallejo Street.

Because of its hilly topography, resulting in many cul-de-sacs and stairways, Russian Hill

has always retained a “country in the city” feeling despite its close proximity to downtown.

There is also a noticeable lack of row houses. The east side of the hill developed first, in the

1850s, because it was less steep than the west side. A few large houses were dotted across

the north slope by the early 1860s. The remainder of the hill was gradually built up,

especially with the opening of the “E” Union cable car line in 1880 and the Hyde Street line in

1891.

Early residences included the William Clark House (Chestnut/Hyde, 1852), in the “southern

plantation” style, with verandas, Gothic ornamentation, castellated cornices, and an

octagonal tower. Clark built San Francisco’s first pier at the foot of Broadway. He sold his

home to surveyor William Penn Humphreys in 1868. Long known as “Humphreys’ Castle,” it

remained in the family until the late 1920s. The house was demolished in 1938 for a modern

residence.

(Bill Kostura)

“Monroe’s Medieval Mansion,” at Hyde and Greenwich, was built by Monroe, a naval

architect, in the Gothic Revival style (probably in the 1850s). Featuring turrets and
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crennelated walls, it was built of oak timbers shipped around Cape Horn. The residence

survived until the mid-1940s and was the setting for Sister of Cain, a mystery written by

Mary Collins in the 1940s.

(Don Herron)

The earlier homes were grander than those built after 1870, when houses in the area began

to be more middle class. Also, by the 1860s, the Italianate Victorian style began to supplant

the Gothic, which had predominated in the 1850s. Few Victorians survive in this

neighborhood today.

20th century: By the turn of the century, larger homes (such as the Fanny Stevenson

residence) were again being built at the top of the hill. After the 1906 fire, flats replaced

many smaller homes along the more level streets. The crest of the hill became increasingly

elegant (and expensive), particularly after the end of World War I. The 1920s ushered in an

era of luxury apartment houses, but during the Depression and World War II there was little

new construction.

As early as 1941, Russian Hill residents began to make efforts to preserve their views and the

smaller apartment buildings and single-family residences. In 1952 the first campaign was

launched to establish a 40-foot height limit at the top of the hill. In 1954, residents waged an

unsuccessful battle to block construction of a 14-story apartment building at the corner of

Hyde and Chestnut. Since 1970 there has been a 40-foot height limit.

1100 Lombard/2323 Hyde Streets – Stevenson House (Willis Polk,
1899-1900)

Robert Louis Stevenson’s widow, Fanny, commissioned prominent architect Willis Polk to

design this home five years after Stevenson died of consumption in Samoa. Fanny had

returned to San Francisco following her husband’s death in 1893, sold many of his papers,

and built the house with the proceeds. Stevenson had always liked that corner of Hyde

Street and talked of building a home there if they ever returned to the city. Fanny wanted to

live within sight of the Pacific – it represented a connection with the South Seas.

House: Additions and changes (on the top floor) have obscured much of the original design,

which is an eclectic combination of Tudor and Mediterranean Revival styles. Note the

unusual two-story arched window facing Hyde Street. The stained glass depicts the ship

Hispaniola, which features prominently in Treasure Island, Stevenson’s masterpiece. The

garden contains a variety of trees, including a Norfolk Island pine, an Australian native

discovered by Captain Cook in 1774 that thrives in San Francisco’s climate and was popular

in Victorian times. The residence has been renovated, and most of the decorative ironwork

is not original.

The part of the house on Lombard Street (painted a different color) was originally part of the

Stevenson residence but is now a separate dwelling.

Robert Louis Stevenson (1850-1893) came from a distinguished Scottish family. Although he

was a lawyer by training, he always had an independent, Bohemian streak. Stevenson lived

in San Francisco for approximately a year in 1879, lodging in a boarding house on Bush Street

near the present-day Stockton Street Tunnel.

Fanny Osbourne (1840-1916) was born in Indianapolis and was ten years older than

Stevenson. She came west with her first husband and they lived in Oakland. When that

marriage failed, she went to France to study painting and met Stevenson there. He was

immediately captivated and found Fanny fascinating and unpredictable. He later wrote “her

piercing gaze was like the sighting of a pistol.” When she returned to Oakland in 1879, he

followed her, and they married in 1880.
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After Stevenson’s death, Fanny became a celebrity and was said to enjoy the attention. She

generally wore colorful, Polynesian-style garments and massive quantities of jewelry. Her

houseguests included Queen Liliuokalani of Hawaii, seamen from Samoa, members of the

Scottish St. Andrews Society, and famous writers of the day.

In 1906 the house was in the path of the fire and about to be dynamited when the

firefighters realized they had forgotten their explosives. By the time they had retrieved them,

the wind had changed course and the residence, with its collection of Stevenson

memorabilia, was saved.

In later years, Fanny consulted spiritual mediums in her attempts to contact Stevenson. She

frequently held séances in the Hyde Street house, but after 1906 became convinced that

“malevolent deities” haunted the dwelling. In 1908, she sold the residence to Francis

Sullivan, whose wife was a sister of former Mayor (and later U.S. Senator) James Phelan.

When the Sullivans’ daughter Ada decided to enter a convent, they invited the Carmelites

on the East Coast to come to San Francisco, and this house became their first convent in

California. The nuns were never seen in public.

(Kathleen Doyle)

After selling the Hyde Street house, Fanny moved to an estate (“Stonehenge”) in Montecito,

where she died in 1916 at the age of 76. In a 1984 interview, the then-owner of the Hyde

Street house reported the continual presence of ghosts.

(Norman Melnick)

Sterling Park

The city acquired this land in 1930. In the park is a bronze tablet commemorating George

Sterling (1869-1926), a poet and prominent member of the Russian Hill literary community in

the late 19th and early 20th centuries – a friend of Joaquin Miller, Ambrose Bierce, Jack

London, Robinson Jeffers, and Ina Coolbrith. Sterling published his first volume of poetry in

1903.

Born to a wealthy family in New York, Sterling studied for the priesthood but left the

seminary when he was 20. He came to San Francisco and first worked as a real estate

salesman in his uncle’s firm in Oakland, but soon opted for a Bohemian life style. Sterling

began writing poetry while commuting by ferry from San Francisco. He was once arrested in

Golden Gate Park “in the company of an undraped female” and paid the fine in autographed

books of his poetry. Sterling lived in Carmel from 1905 until 1911, and then returned to San

Francisco, residing on Russian Hill in the 1920s. The poet was prone to depression and

alcoholism, and in 1926, committed suicide by swallowing cyanide in his room at the

Bohemian Club.

(Robert O’Brien)

Sterling is best remembered for his poem describing San Francisco as the “cool gray city of

love.” He was a celebrity in his time but is virtually unknown today.

The tennis courts in Sterling Park are named for Alice Marble (1913-1990), who grew up in

San Francisco and learned to play tennis at Golden Gate Park. She won six Wimbledon

trophies and was the world’s top women’s tennis player from 1936 until 1940. Actress

Carole Lombard was a close friend. Marble may have worked as an undercover agent for

the United States in Germany during World War II. See Russian Hill Tour III notes for further

information on Sterling Park.

Hyde/Lombard Street Intersection



Condominiums occupy the northeast corner today, but it was once the site of an estate (see

“Hearst and Henry Properties,” below).

2200 Block of Hyde Street

This block contains a variety of elegant 1920s apartment houses and all blend harmoniously

despite their differences in style.

2238 – 1927 Hyde Street; “View Tower”

– 14 stories in front, the building steps an additional two stories down the hill
at the rear; Moorish ornamentation; terra-cotta entry; includes a penthouse.

2222 – 1920 Hyde Street

(T. Patterson Ross); co-operative; eight stories; originally seven apartments, now 10; original

windows; terra-cotta entry.

Greenwich Terrace (1101 Greenwich) – 1912 (T. Patterson Ross); 16 units
(co-operative villas)

These picturesque Craftsmen bungalow villas, with facades of white Portland cement and

red tile roofs, comprise the first co-operative residential development in San Francisco.

Each residence has three frontages, and there is a central court with sunken gardens and

fountains. The grade of the hill made it necessary to build the houses in terraces, so the roof

of each lower villa forms a garden for the one above it. The original sale prices ranged from

$5200-5800 per unit, with a yearly maintenance fee of $240. There were maids’ rooms and

drying rooms, and each apartment had a bell on the kitchen floor to summon the maid, as

well as pocket doors, breakfast nooks, and built-in buffets.

(Heritage Files)

The landscaping near the entrance includes two Norfolk Island pines, California wild lilac,

and two coast redwoods; further down the path there are junipers, cedars, pyracantha, tree

ferns, and Japanese cherry trees.

T. Patterson Ross (1872-1957)

Architect T. Patterson Ross was born in Edinburgh and came to San Francisco in 1890,

where he first found work as a draftsman. By 1900 he had opened his own office at 222

Sansome. Over the course of his 30-year career in San Francisco he designed more than

250 buildings – single-family residences, apartment houses, flats, hotels, churches, offices,

and commercial projects. His Sing Fat (1906) and Sing Chong (1907) buildings at the Grant

and California intersection in Chinatown established the “Pagoda Style” of architecture that

makes the area so unique. These buildings were the first in San Francisco to be designed in a

self-consciously Chinese style by a western architect. Another exotic work by Ross is the

Alcazar Theatre (1917) at 650 Geary. It was originally the Shrine Temple and was designed in

the Moorish mode. Amidst several traditional Islamic sayings over the entry, an Arabic

inscription reads: “Great is Allah and Great is Ross the Architect!” Ross had asked that his

name be included near the cornerstone of the building, and when his request was denied,

he decided on the inscription. When it was discovered, the Shriners considered suing Ross,

but eventually decided not to do so.

(Heritage Files)

In 1912, the architect established a partnership with developer William Chipman, who

pioneered the idea of “co-operative apartment buildings.” Potential buyers had to be

interviewed before they were accepted as members. Five Russian Hill properties designed

by Ross were co-operatives:



1101 Greenwich (“Greenwich Terrace”) (1912) – 16 apartments

2164 Hyde (“The Summit”) (1914) – 14 apartments

2222 Hyde (1920) – 7 apartments

1020 Union (“Union Terrace”) (1921) – 29 apartments

2111 Hyde (“Capo di Monte”) (1921) – 30 apartments

In 1921 Ross moved with his wife to the newly completed Union Terrace (1020 Union), which

he had designed.

Ross was a Shriner, a Mason, and a member of the St. Andrews Society. He was also a

talented artist. His painting of Capo di Monte still hangs in the community’s boardroom.

In 1924, the architect suffered a tragic accident when he was hit by a load of falling bricks

while inspecting a construction site (presently the headquarters of the Press Club). Only 49

years of age at the time, Ross sustained a skull fracture, remained paralyzed on his right

side, and completely lost his speech. In spite of these injuries, he lived until he was 84, but

was never able to work again. He moved with his wife to Santa Cruz in 1932 and lived there

for the rest of his life.

(Heritage Files)

1186 Greenwich – In the 1970s and 1980s, O.J. Simpson and Nicole Brown owned the top-

floor flat in this Edwardian building (c. 1910).

2100 Block of Hyde Street

2164 Hyde Steet “The Summit” – 1914 (T. Patterson Ross); 14 apartments; a co-operative with

Mission Revival accents (curving arch over entry and star window), and meticulously

pruned shrubbery. The original ballroom is now a penthouse.

2115-29 Hyde Street “Hyde-A-Way” – 1910 (Stone & Smith); Tudor/Craftsman with a hint of

Japanese. The lower walls are clad in clinker bricks, which enjoyed a brief heyday around

the turn of the 20th century (see the Bourn Mansion on Webster Street in Pacific Heights).

2111 Hyde Street “Capo di Monte” – 1924 (T. Patterson Ross); co-operative high-rise; Tudor

windows above the entry; portrait medallions (Renaissance element), and decorative detail

in the entry (blank shields, faces, griffins, original light fixture); good wall to window ratio.

This project was considered Ross’s finest work. In Italian, the name means “Top of the

Mountain” and there is a town named “Capo di Monte” in the hills near Naples.

When first built, the building stood out on the city skyline. Early residents had a 360-degree

view; even today, there are panoramic vistas from many of the 30 units.

The building can still be seen from Telegraph Hill, the Presidio, the Bay, and many other

points in the city.

The distinctive Tudor-arched windows above the entrance are the only ones to have

survived the construction phase – the original plans called for an entire floor of such

windows, as well as pinnacles, turrets, and a dome, creating a dramatic roofscape; probably

cost considerations led to the omission of these elements.

Prices for the apartments originally ranged from $9,500 to $25,000, depending on size and

location.

Ross may have designed the façade ornamentation, or it may have been ordered from a

catalog, as it is similar to that found on many other San Francisco buildings of the period; it is

cast plaster on the lower part of the building and galvanized iron on the bays; terra-cotta

was used only for the roof tiles.

Interiors: Originally, each apartment had glass doors separating the living and dining rooms,

but most of these doors are now gone. Some of the apartments originally had built-in



breakfast nooks, and all units had walk-in closets and receptacles for lamps. Other special

features included cedar-lined closets, windows in every room (including kitchens and

baths), coolers, large storage rooms, six elevators, a laundry room, Murphy beds, built-in

ironing boards, and pullout breadboards.

Originally, there were living quarters for maids and chauffeurs on the second floor. Today

these rooms are used for storage.

(Virginia Tanzer)

April 2002: The building has been well maintained over the years. In early 2002, a two-

bedroom, two-bath unit with a Golden Gate view was advertised in the Sunday Chronicle

for $1.075 million.

Hyde/Filbert Street Intersection

2100 Hyde Street – 1907 (Samuel & Sidney Newsom); Georgian/Colonial Revival; Palladian

windows. This house was raised for a garage in the late 1990s and the top floor (two units)

was added at that time. Prior to the additions, it was listed as one of the “little houses of

Russian Hill” (see “Ball Cottage Site,” below).

(Bill Kostura)

2000 Block of Hyde Street

This block of Hyde completely burned in 1906 and was rebuilt in the post-fire period. Today,

it is almost intact. None of the post-1906 houses on the block had been torn down until the

demolition of 2022 Hyde, and only one building on the block (2041-47 Hyde) dates from as

late as the 1920s and ’30s.

(Bill Kostura)

2054 Hyde Street –1907 (Edward Young); beveled glass door; Art Nouveau door handle.

2061 Hyde Street – 1908 (Craftsman)

2041 Hyde Street – built after 1913 (probably in the 1920s) – the only non-Edwardian

building on the block

2022 Hyde Street – 1906 (former Ball Cottage) – demolished in 1996

2016-18 Hyde Street – 1907 (Smith Cottage)

10 Hastings – c. 1907

Ball Cottage site: The shingled cottage was one of the “little houses” on Russian Hill. At one

time there were about 100 in the neighborhood, in a variety of styles. Most were built after

the 1906 fire with $500 Red Cross loans. By the early 1990s, only 40 remained. Many were

purchased by developers over the years and replaced with three-story condominiums

above garages.

The original owner of the Ball Cottage was George Ball, a grip man on the Union Street and

Hyde Street cable car lines. Ball had emigrated from Scotland, coming to San Francisco in

1893. His first house on this site was destroyed in the 1906 fire. His cottage was the first

residence on the block to be built after the fire with money from a Red Cross loan. Ball lived

at this address until his death in 1924. His friend and neighbor Robert Smith built a similar

house at 2016 Hyde in 1906 and remained there until the 1940s.

In 1993 the property was sold and the new owner applied for a permit to replace the cottage



with a 40’ high, three-unit condominium building. In response, the Russian Hill Neighbors

launched a petition drive to preserve the historic cottage. The owner claimed the house was

“uninhabitable” as it was, with no heat, a leaking roof, and inoperable windows. In 1996 the

owner demolished the house and subsequently sold the property, which is now the site of a

modern condominium building.

Union/Hyde Street Intersection

The Hyde Street cable car line has served this busy intersection since 1891. Because the

terrain is comparatively level, a small commercial district grew up here – a self-contained

shopping area, typical of San Francisco’s neighborhoods before World War II. Current shops

include:

Searchlight Market (since 1912); an upscale “Mom and Pop” grocery

Zarzuela Tapas Bar (early 1990s); site of “Marcel et Henri Charcuterie” until mid-1980s; then

“La Ferme Beaujolaise”

Home Drugs; had occupied this building since 1913; for sale 2001 – the owners (two

brothers) retired in 1995; their family had operated the pharmacy for three generations; the

two unusual glass signs were discovered in the 1990s when the pharmacist removed the

neon signs covering them; few corner drugstores remain in San Francisco. In 2003 the drug

store became a gift and home furnishings shop. The stain glass signs have been preserved.

Vern’s Shoe Craft (since c. 1950); previously it was a beauty shop; during the filming of

“Hammett” in the 1980s, Vern’s became a Chinese laundry. Currently the site of an art

gallery (2007).

Ray’s French Dry Cleaners; there are three dry cleaners within a one-block radius today; in

the early 1980s there were six.

Swenson’s Ice Cream (since 1948); still has its neon sign.

Valencia Auto Service; the business was moved here after 1906 from Valencia Street in the

Mission District–the owner wanted to keep the name. It is on the site of a former stable,

typical of auto garages in older parts of San Francisco.

Union Street Crest

High rises cluster close to the crest of the Union Street hill. On the city’s hilltops there are

more views, and consequently, the units are higher income-producing.

1150 Union Street – Albert Larson, 1936 (Larson also designed the Clay-Jones building on

Nob Hill and several other San Francisco art deco high-rise apartment houses). The building

displays molded plaster art deco motifs such as banana leaves, zigzags, rosettes, suns with

rays, and fern leaves. The original fire escapes and entry door screen remain. There is a

Mayan tomb-style entry with stepped detail. The figures with exotic headdresses flanking

the entry could be sculptures from an Angkor Wat temple. There are no cornices on the

building – a departure from the classical influence in architecture that predominated in San

Francisco until the late 1920s.

The complex contains 50 units and is 10 stories high. Note the art deco detailing over the

garage entrance. By this period apartment houses were built with garages, signaling the

advent of the automobile age.

19-21 Sharp (at Union) – 1950s; designed in the International Style, but with a bay window (a

San Francisco touch). Some of the original details have been removed, and the second floor

is a later addition.

1136 Union Street – Clinker and Roman bricks distinguish this four-unit building (ca. 1900).

Armisted Maupin once owned a ground-floor condominium here.



1132 Union Street – Architect William Wurster modernized this residence (probably an

Edwardian) in the early 1960s. It is clad in shingles and has a distinctive wraparound shape.

There is a Thomas Church garden (also dating from the 1960s) in back of the house that can

be glimpsed through a fence on Havens Street (see “Havens Street” below). Church and

Wurster often collaborated on projects.

1120 Union Street – 1921 (T. Patterson Ross); Edwardian; co-operative. There are flat window

panes (replacements) in the round bays – the original glass windows would have been

curved, but today such windows must be custom made and cost approximately $1,000

each.

Compare the new (1132 Union) vs. the old (1120 Union). Both are good buildings, similar in

scale, and surprisingly harmonious.

1100 Union Street – 1920s high rise. This building is repainted every two to three years. The

twisted columns are an element of Mediterranean design.

Union/Leavenworth Street Intersection

Union Street forms a dividing line between the north and south slopes of Russian Hill.

The rows of three-story, bay-windowed flats visible from this intersection are typical San

Francisco Edwardians of the post-fire era (c. 1906-15). There are also some flats in the

Mediterranean Revival style of the late teens and twenties. Italian American architect-

builders such as John Porporato, Perseo Righetti, and Charles Fantoni designed most of

these buildings. The row of round bays on the east side of Leavenworth, south of Union, is

intact. There are no flat window replacements here. Also, Union Street has preserved its

attractive early 20th century street lamps (probably dating from the teens).

“Top o’ the Hill” deli is a “Mom and Pop” grocery that indicates an older, pre-1930s

neighborhood. In the 1930s, the first Safeway markets began to appear.

1082 Union Street – Monte Vista Apartments – c. 1910; Edwardian. The painting of cherubs

on the landing ceiling, brass name sign, rusticated “art stone” on the facade, stained glass,

and beveled glass door show the quality that went into the construction of early 20th

century buildings in San Francisco.

Union Terrace (1020 Union) – T. Patterson Ross (1921); This Pueblo Revival-influenced

development has 29 homes built around an inner court. There are marine views from each

apartment, individual garages, and terraced roof gardens. The gardens include fountains and

balustrades (a formal touch) and originally there was a floor of maids’ rooms beneath the

apartments. Today the maids’ rooms are used for storage and laundry. The size of the

residences varies from one to four bedrooms. The property slopes five stories down the hill,

and the driveway frames a view of the Art Institute campanile, Alcatraz, and Angel Island. T.

Patterson Ross moved here in 1921, when he purchased one of the units. In 2000, one of the

units sold for about $3 million. In the spring of 2003, a unit was offered for $1.5 million.

Havens Street

Although the area has been densely built up, Havens Street retains its “country in the city”

ambience. Because of the narrow paths and stairway, it is recommended that only small

groups visit this site.

6 Havens Street (west of 14) – 1907; replaced an 1891 house that burned in 1906; William

Wurster remodeled the home in 1967 and added a shingled extension on the east side.



14 Havens Street – 1928; Mediterranean Revival; garden landscaped by Tio Patri; urban

formality in a rustic setting.

39 Havens Street – 1908 – Edwardian, with a vernacular quality.

There is an attractively planted common area at the west end of the street.

“Tova’s Garden” – behind 1132 Union

Designed by Thomas Church late in his career (early 1960s); the garden has been virtually

unchanged since.

Oblong shape (small and narrow)

200 spring bulbs each year

Church put down a garden hose and curved it until he was satisfied with the shape. This

then became the basis for the design of the pathway. The curving path makes the garden

seem wider and larger than it actually is.

Owner Tova Wiley was a leading plantswoman in San Francisco. She started the annual

Strybing Arboretum plant sale in 1967. Mrs. Wiley died in 2001 at the age of 98.

(Joan Hockaday)

Thomas Church (1902-1978)

Thomas Church was Northern California’s leading landscape architect from the 1930s to the

1960s, and his influence is still felt.

Born in Boston, Church studied landscape architecture at the University of California,

Berkeley, 1918-22, and at Harvard, 1924-26. He graduated from Harvard in 1926 and then

traveled extensively in Spain and Italy, where he was influenced by the integration of house

and garden, and the simple plant palettes that prevailed. Mediterranean gardens contain

more greenery than flowers.

His early designs were simplified versions of formal Italian and French gardens.

His designs stressed unity, simplicity, and understatement.

Opened his first office, near Santa Cruz, 1929.

1932: established his San Francisco office and maintained his practice there until his death.

Published many articles in House Beautiful and California Arts & Architecture (1930 – early

1950s).

“The small garden is like a small room. It must be neat.” He designed numerous small private

gardens in San Francisco.

Favored low-maintenance plant materials (ivy and juniper); clipped hedges (boxwood), and

paved surfaces (concrete, brick, stone, red rock).

Incorporated existing trees in his designs.

Although California gardens in the Mission era had been simple and appropriate for the arid

climate, this changed with the arrival of Northern Europeans and New Englanders. They

wanted to recreate what they had known at home, resulting in an abundance of flower

gardens in the late 19th and early 20th centuries.

Church moved away from this trend and chose plants for their texture, structure, and

appropriateness for the environment – e.g., New Zealand flax, philodendrons, pampas

grass. Such plants are also popular today (early 2000s).

His influence helped to establish the prestige of landscape architecture in the Bay Area.

He felt gardens should achieve a restful look.

Church felt the lines of the garden should flow so it would be attractive from any

perspective.

(David Streatfield)



There are four Church gardens on this Russian Hill walk:

1132 Union (private)

2366 Leavenworth (public)

875 Chestnut (private)

930 Chestnut (private)

Further afield, Church’s own house and the front garden he designed at 2626 Hyde are

visible from the street.

Russian Hill Natural History

There are many natural springs on the hill.

The underlying rock is sandstone and shale (both are earthquake-resistant).

From the east side of the hill, sea lions can often be heard barking at Pier 39.

The wild parrots that nest on Telegraph Hill often fly over to Russian Hill, especially to

Havens Street and the Greenwich Stairs.

Other birds seen frequently on the hill are quail, mockingbirds, warblers, and bluebirds.

Filbert St. Grade – Filbert between Hyde and Leavenworth has a 31-1/2% grade, tied for the

steepest in the city along with 22nd Street between Church and Vicksburg. In contrast, the

crooked block of Lombard, two blocks south of Filbert, was 27% before its grade was

reduced to 16% in the early 1920s.

2000-2200 Blocks of Leavenworth

Attractively scaled residences and interesting rooflines characterize these blocks:

Back Of Greenwich Terrace

2160 Leavenworth: shells, Spanish ornament (identical to shell ornament seen on the Casa

de las Conchas, in Salamanca).

2200 Leavenworth: Spanish details on corner apartment house; also note the manicured

shrubbery and a forest of minarets on the roof.

2222 Leavenworth: Florentine palazzo with machicolations.

Lurmont Intersection

2229 Leavenworth (behind 2231), 1906-07; replaced the house that the owner’s father built

on this site in 1851.

44 Lurmont – Cape Cod cottage (an unusual style in San Francisco), 1906; another of Russian

Hill’s “little houses.”

(Bill Kostura; Gerald Adams)

1000 Block of Lombard Street (“Crooked Street”)

The crooked block began as a straight, cobblestoned street. By 1900 it was lined with large

homes and fine gardens. The south side of the street was dynamited in 1906 to stop the

advance of the fire. Within a short time thereafter residents rebuilt their homes. With the

advent of the automobile, the 27% grade proved too steep for vehicles, and in 1922 the city

agreed to reduce the grade to 16% and to build a curved two-way, brick-paved street. The

city spent $8,000 on this project. In return, property owners on the block agreed to pay for

brick steps adjacent to their homes, maintain the plantings, and install and maintain light

fixtures. In 1939, the street was made one-way.



Until the early 1950s, the block was fairly unknown. The original plantings had consisted of

Scotch broom and other shrubbery. Then, Peter Bercut (a wealthy businessman who lived

on the block) planted hydrangeas in the median of the street. During a trip to Europe, he had

seen them blooming on a hillside in France. A few years later, a photograph showing the

hydrangeas in bloom along Lombard was published in a local newspaper, and in 1961, it was

printed on a postcard. Some 300,000 copies were sold that year. Soon, thousands of

tourists were driving down the street.

The block has changed to a great extent over the years. Many families lived here before

World War II. In those days, neighborhood children enjoyed roller-skating down the quiet

street. Most families moved away in subsequent decades, beginning with the post-war

flight to the suburbs. Soaring real estate prices also discouraged many families. Today, the

population is composed largely of two-income couples without children, and the street has

become a magnet for skateboarders and “chicken” races, as well as tourists.

By 1970, many neighborhood residents were weary of the traffic and circulated a petition to

close the block. Others felt the street should belong to the people. So far, the city has

continued to resist all efforts to close the street.

2300 Block of Leavenworth Street

Castle Court – post-1906; replaced a mansion that burned in 1906; the houses form a

picturesque ensemble around a central courtyard. They have party walls, but each

residence is painted differently.

2335 Leavenworth replaced a house that was destroyed by fire in the late 1980s. It is an

example of some of the newer homes on this part of the hill that have been designed to be

compatible with older residences in the area.

2341 Leavenworth, adjacent to 2335, also suffered fire damage in the same fire, but is in

mostly original condition. The box-like structure in front of the house contains an elevator.

2366 Leavenworth (Fay-Berrigan House and Park) – Shea & Lofquist (1912)

The present house is the second one built on this site – both were residences of the Fay

family. The first house, built by David Fay in 1869, was demolished and replaced by the

current residence in 1912. David Fay co-founded the Fay Brothers Soap Factory in North

Beach in 1853; later, he also acquired substantial real estate holdings. His nephews, Luke and

John, Jr., built the present house in an understated Edwardian style. It is an unusual surviving

example in San Francisco of a single-family home on a corner lot. Typically, such corner

properties were demolished in the early 20th century for apartment houses such as those at

the northwest and southwest corners of the Leavenworth and Chestnut intersection. Luke

and John, Jr. lived here with their families. Luke was a keen student of California history, and

his daughter Mary (1911-1988), who lived in 2366 as an infant and from 1953 to 1988, shared

his interest. She married Paul Berrigan (1905-1998) in the 1930s. Brigadier General Berrigan

was a Division Engineer with the Army Corps of Engineers and helped to build the St.

Lawrence Seaway.

(Bill Kostura)

Architect Frank Shea designed many Catholic churches in San Francisco, including St. Anne’s

in the Sunset, St. Brigid’s on Van Ness Avenue, and the Mission Dolores basilica. He also

designed a large number of commercial and residential buildings, and the Archbishop’s

Mansion (1904) on Alamo Square, now a luxurious bed and breakfast establishment.

In 1957, the Berrigans hired Thomas Church to design the house’s garden, which displays

Church’s characteristic combination of formality and simplicity in design and plant materials.



Among the plants are boxwood and roses. The lot size (80’ x 137’6”) is considerably larger

than the standard lot in San Francisco. The city acquired the house and garden in 1998. The

gardens are now open to the public after years of community efforts and fundraising.

Art Institute

When it opened in 1874, the Art Institute was the first art school west of the Mississippi. In

1893, the Institute moved to the former Mark Hopkins mansion, which it occupied until the

residence burned in 1906. The school built a simple frame structure on the same site in 1907.

Then, in 1923, they sold the property and purchased the Russian Hill site with the proceeds.

City Hall architects Bakewell & Brown designed the Mediterranean Revival complex in 1926.

The modern addition (not visible from Chestnut Street) is the work of British architect

Paffard Keatinge-Clay (1969). The public gallery on the main floor contains a large mural by

Diego Rivera, who painted several murals in San Francisco in the early 1930s.

Many other luminaries of the art world have been associated with the Art Institute, including

architect Bernard Maybeck, who taught drawing there in the 1890s; sculptors Ralph

Stackpole, Haig Patigian, Beniamino Bufano, and Manuel Neri; Lucien Labaudt, who painted

the murals at the Beach Chalet; abstract expressionists Clyfford Still and Mark Rothko; and

Bay Area Figurative painters Richard Diebenkorn, Elmer Bischoff, and David Park. Also, Ansel

Adams established a photography program at the Institute, which was the first school to

emphasize photography as a fine art. Imogen Cunningham, Dorothea Lange, and Edward

Weston were among the faculty members.

Today the Art Institute has more than 800 students from around the world and offers both

bachelor and master’s degree programs. In 1994, they established the Center for Digital

Media on the campus. In recent years, the Institute has opened 140 graduate student studios

in a renovated industrial building on Third Street and has bought a nearby house on Russian

Hill that has been remodeled as a residence for visiting artists. Painter Robert Rauschenberg

has been an artist-in-residence.

(Heritage Newsletter, 1998; Chronicle, 4/15/02)

Architect Arthur Brown’s residence (855 Chestnut) is located directly across the street from

the Art Institute, but from here, only the trees are visible. The house can be seen from

Telegraph Hill.

Another Thomas Church garden, making effective use of the hilly site, is visible in front of

875 Chestnut. The boxwood hedges give structure to the garden, which consists mostly of

shrubs and greenery.

900 Block of Chestnut Street

This part of Russian Hill became an elite residential area in the 1850s and 1860s, with large

homes and gardens. Two of these early properties still exist on the 900 block of Chestnut.

Although many homes on the hill north of Lombard Street survived the 1906 fire, only a few

remain today.

930 Chestnut Street 1861 (flat-fronted Italianate). The residence was built for Judge James

Cary. Original details include the slanted bay window on the east side of the house,

balustraded balconies, square porch posts, curvilinear brackets, and quoins – all hallmarks

of the Italianate style. The gate is a 1990 addition.

The garden, another Thomas Church design, displays his characteristic simplicity in plant

selection – mainly, shrubbery and vines (including wisteria). There is a brick walkway

through the front garden.



944 Chestnut Street – 1863 (Italianate, with subsequent alterations, including the siding and

windows). The fanlights above the modern second floor windows are usually a Georgian

detail.

The original owner was Alexander Edouart, a landscape artist and portrait photographer.

Stained glass artist Bruce Porter lived here from 1918 to 1921 with his bride, the daughter of

philosopher William James. Porter may have designed the garden.

(Bill Kostura)

998 Chestnut Street – 1948 (John Funk) – California International style. The building, an early

example of post-Second World War residential architecture on the hill, wraps around the

corner of Hyde Street.

Hearst And Henry Properties

George Hearst (1820-1891) made a fortune in mining – silver, copper, and gold. In 1862, he

settled in San Francisco with his bride, Phoebe Apperson Hearst (1842-1919). Their son,

William Randolph, was born the following year. At first the Hearsts resided on Rincon Hill,

but Mrs. Hearst dreamed of living on Russian Hill: “Why hide away from beauty by living on

Rincon Hill because fashion decrees it?” In the late 1860s they purchased a property near

the southeast corner of Chestnut and Hyde. Mrs. Hearst was an avid gardener, and soon the

residence was surrounded with beautiful trees and flowers. In 1872, the couple acquired an

adjoining lot on Chestnut, just below their home. Here, they built a barn and stable, and also

increased the size of their gardens.

(Edward Bielski)

Unfortunately George Hearst experienced mounting financial difficulties during the early

1870s, and the family was forced to move in 1874. Later, his fortunes revived with several

successful mining acquisitions, and in 1886, he was appointed a U.S. Senator. The following

year Hearst was elected to the seat, which he held until his death. He left an estate valued at

$18 million, including the Examiner (then called the Monarch) newspaper, which he had

acquired in payment for a gambling debt, and a 48,000-acre ranch at San Simeon. In 1887,

Hearst gave the Examiner to his son, who was only 24 at the time. William Randolph Hearst

went on to establish a nationwide empire of 28 newspapers. In 1906 he visited his boyhood

home on Chestnut Street and found it had escaped damage in the fire. By then he was living

in New York.

Phoebe Hearst, genteel and cultivated, was an indulgent mother and went on frequent art-

buying expeditions to Europe with her son. She also made a variety of public bequests,

most notably underwriting the University of California’s architectural master plan. She gave

many scholarships, and she was a patron of Julia Morgan, California’s first woman architect.

Carl Henry was the co-founder of the Owl Drug Co. He wanted to acquire land on Russian

Hill. He envisioned developing the property into extensive gardens and leasing it to the city

as a public park. Henry first began buying up lots on the 1000 block of Chestnut in 1904,

followed by several more acquisitions in the area after the 1906 fire, including the former

Hearst gardens in the 900 block of Chestnut. Later he also bought property on the 1000

block of Lombard. He was one of the early advocates of making the block into a curved

street. By the 1920s, Henry’s holdings on the east side of Hyde extended approximately half

a city block down the hill, between Lombard and Chestnut. He spent $70,000 on rare

plants, rose gardens, a lily pond, and other improvements. The gardens contained some 60

varieties of plants and trees. Phoebe Hearst originally planted many of these specimens,

including cypress, cedar, laurel, magnolia, oak, and Japanese maple trees; and heather,

viburnum, pyracantha, and pittasporum.

(Edward Bielski)



Henry never realized his dream of a city park. Following his death in 1933, his widow sold

the property to pay off his debts. Elizabeth Metcalf, daughter of Henry Huntington, paid

$100,000 for several of the Henry lots, including most of the gardens, which she maintained

for many years. After her death in 1967, Metcalf’s son sold the property to winemaker Louis

Petri, who hoped to build a high-rise apartment building there. A coalition of Russian Hill

neighbors succeeded in blocking his plans.

At the time of the sale in the 1960s, a resident on nearby Montclair Terrace led an effort to

convert the property to a park. The owner agreed to sell for $1 million, but then decided to

raise the price to $2 million, and the sale was never completed. Today, condominiums, built

in the 1970s, line the east side of Hyde between Chestnut and Lombard, but behind them,

on the downhill slope, is a remnant of the estate gardens, shaded by the original cypress

trees. The property owners on each side of the property still own the gardens. They are not

open to the public.

Chestnut/Hyde Street Intersection

This location illustrates the vulnerability of hilltops in the city’s older neighborhoods to high-

rise development. The slopes are more intact, retaining many Edwardian buildings. This is

also true on Nob Hill and Telegraph Hill.

1001 Chestnut Street – 1904 (an early work by T. Patterson Ross) – an Edwardian single-

family residence; built for Fritz Habenicht, a wholesale liquor merchant, for $4,000.

According to a resident on the block, in 2002 it was still a single-family dwelling. The

palatial residence was sold for approximately $2 million in the mid-1990s. It was sold again

a few years later, after the first new owner objected to the cable car noise from Hyde Street.

A description from a real estate flyer mentioned: “Wide formal entry with curved stairway;

huge living room; formal dining room with fireplace; massive chandelier, butler’s pantry,

original kitchen with adjacent cook’s bedroom, 5 bedrooms, a sitting room leading to a

glass-covered deck, and a stairway up to a very large attic.”

1000 Chestnut Street – site of the A. A. Moore residence, 1903 (Bliss & Faville), which

combined Classical Revival and Craftsmen elements. The mansion was demolished in 1954

for the present apartment house.

Northeast corner – site of the William Clark house, designed in the “Southern Plantation

Style” (1852; demolished in 1938); modern condominiums (998 Chestnut -1948) now occupy

this part of the block.

1000 Block of Chestnut Street

The north side of the block is punctuated by high-rise apartment houses from the 1950s and

1960s and a row of French Provincial bungalows, probably dating from the late 1930s. In

contrast, the more recent (1989) Lombardia on the south side is quite attractive, stepping up

the hill, with extensive landscaping and an interior courtyard. Its Mediterranean architecture

harmonizes with older Mediterranean Revival houses in the vicinity. The front entrance is at

1150 Lombard, between Hyde & Larkin.

“The Lombardia” is on the site of an 1864 mansion demolished in 1960 for two high-rise

apartment houses that were never built. A Kansas City developer spent $2 million on plans

for the two towers, but the Russian Hill Neighbors succeeded in preventing their

implementation. The lot then sat empty for almost 30 years until 1989, when Hood-Miller &

Associates designed the present development, with 42 units (10 large townhouses and 32

condominiums). The project won a design award in 1989.

(Bill Kostura)



This ends your tour of the North Slope (Part II) of Russian Hill.
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Other Names: Redwood, California Redwood, Giant Redwood, q̓asil (Kashaya Pomo).

 

Distinctive Characteristics: No flora species in California is more iconic than the Coast Redwood. These trees are legendary for their majestic beauty,

towering height, habitat biodiversity, rot-resistant wood, and epic role in environmental activism. Coast Redwood is currently the tallest species of tree on

Earth, while its cousin, the Giant Sequoia ( ), which lives exclusively in the Sierra Nevada range of California, is generally larger-girthed

and is known for being the world's largest tree by wood volume. There have been recent discoveries of individuals equal in girth to the largest living Giant
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Sequoias. The species name  means "evergreen" or "everlasting," and is also known for its longevity.

 

Mature Coast Redwoods are distinguishable from other coniferous trees by their tall, columnar trunks, horizontal drooping branches, and narrowly conical

crowns. Trees grow in giant stands that cut through fog and sunlight, appearing like ethereal cathedrals. The soft, fibrous, rustyred to gray bark is up to 1 ft.

(0.3 m) thick, with a furrowed texture that is often painted lightly with moss and lichens. This magnificent fire- and insect-resistant bark, along with foliage that

doesn't start till high above the ground (up to 100 ft./30 m in mature trees), contributes to the trees' longevity. These trees keep growing until near death, with

their rate of wood production increasing as the tree ages (because they have more leaves). Another notable characteristic of the Coast Redwood is its shallow

root system. Even the roots of the most ancient individuals extend about only 6 ft. (1.8 m) deep, while their wide-spreading lateral roots interconnect with

those of other redwoods for mutual support.

 

Coast Redwoods can reproduce from seeds (assisted by, but not dependent upon, fire) or from dormant epicormic sprouts that form live burl growths at a

tree's base. The cones are small, ¾–1½ in. (1.9–3.8 m) long. The adventitious sprouts, which sometimes grow on living trees, are stimulated to grow into full

trees when the base of the trunk is cut, burned, or naturally fallen, regenerating a "fairy ring" of trees sprouting along the circumference of the dead parent

tree. Because these young trees are technically genetic clones, a circle of trees can continue to expand out for thousands of years, and be considered part of

the same tree.

 

These water loving trees survive the dry season by collecting about half of their water needs from fog, letting it fall as "fog drip" to the forest floor, adding 12

inches (300 mm) or more of precipitation during the dry season. Like all trees, they also transpire moisture back into the air, helping to create water vapor that

in turn creates clouds. In this way redwoods play a large part in regulating the climate of their coastal areas, and keeping the temperature cool. One can

imagine a cooler climate in northern California over a hundred years ago before the majority of the old growth was logged. Redwood forests also store

massive amounts of carbon.

 

Distribution: Native to a narrow range of about 450 miles (724 km) from the southwestern tip of Oregon to California's Monterey Bay, and restricted within 35

miles (56 km) of the coast. Elevation: sea level to 3,000 ft. (920 m).

 

Ecosystem: Found in moist coastal and riparian areas along the fog belt (but not directly on the seashore) within flood zones, on steep slopes, and at the top

of ridges. Coast Redwoods are found in pure groves with well-developed understory shrubs and plants, as well as being the dominant species in mixed

coniferous forests, which, depending on region, can include Western Hemlock, Douglas Fir, Big Leaf Maple, Vine Maple, Sugar Pine, California Bay Laurel,

Pacific Madrone, Tanoak, Oregon White Oak, Coast Live Oak, California Black Oak, Pacific Yew, California Nutmeg, Red Alder, Western Dogwood, Torrey Pine,

Grand Fir, Western Redcedar, Port Orford Cedar, hazelnut and manzanita.

 

Maximum Age: Over 2,500 years.

 

Maximum Height and Girth: The tallest living Coast Redwood, and tallest tree in the world is currently the Hyperion tree, at 379.1 ft. (115.72 m) in height.

New discoveries of trees claim a circumference of 91 ft (27.7 m), matching the girth of the current largest Giant Sequoias.

 

Animal Community: Coast Redwood forests provide habitat for a large variety of creatures, including black bears, mountain lions, bobcats, gray foxes, eagles,

Pacific tree frogs, and the rare Pacific giant salamander. Endangered fish such as salmon depend on these ecosystems for their survival in the wild. The

Northern spotted owl and marbled murrelet are federally protected threatened and California-endangered bird species whose existence depends upon old-

growth habitat. Not only live trees, but also downed trees and standing snags are vital for habitat and regeneration of the forest ecosystem. Individual old-

growth redwood canopies are entire ecosystems in themselves, as discovered by botanists and research scientists Stephen Sillett and Marie Antoine. They

ascended trees in the ancient Grove of Titans in Northern California and found a unique ecosystem hundreds of feet off the ground that included huckleberry

thickets, extensive epiphytic plants including mosses and lichens, thick soil, and animals such as voles and salamanders who had never touched the ground

below.

 

Traditional Uses:

The young foliage was warmed and then applied as a poultice as a treatment for earaches, and the gummy sap was taken from the bottom of the

tree, soaked in water, and drunk as a health tonic (Kashaya Pomo, Pomo). A tea from the needles can be used as an expectorant, and as disinfectant for

urinary tract infections. A poultice of the bark was used as a treatment for venereal diseases. A tincture of the inner bark was taken to purify the blood.

 

 Sprouts from burls were used for basketry material (Costanoan).

 

 Pieces of bark were used to play dolls.

 

Slabs of the thick and insulating redwood bark were used to make simple structures (Miwok, Maidu, Kashya Pomo, Ohlone, Yurok, Hupa, Tolowa,

Wiyot, Whilkut, Nongatl, Mattole, Sinkyone).

 

Canoes were carved out of downed red - wood (Yurok, Mendocino Indians).

 

Modern Uses: Coast Redwood is one of the most valuable timber species harvested commercially in California and southern Oregon, and is exported

worldwide. It is prized for its beautifully rich-colored, lightweight, straight, rot-resistant wood. It has been extremely popular for lumber for houses, decking,

and shingles. Old-growth trees are prized even more for their tight-grained durability. Redwood burls are often illegally cut from live trees (which damages the

trees), and also salvaged from logged stumps, to make tabletops, veneers, turned bowls, and tourist kitsch. Bark is used for garden mulch.

 

Threats and Conservation: Although not classified threatened or endangered by the U.S. Endangered Species List, they are considered endangered according

to the IUCN Redlist. Threats include climate change, air pollution and logging. The clear-cutting and logging of Coast Redwood forests endangers entire
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watersheds, increasing erosion and landslides and releasing silt into fragile streams and rivers, many of which are habitat for Coho salmon, Chinook salmon,

and Steelhead trout. These magnificent fish, once widely abundant and a major food source for California indigenous tribes are now federally threatened

species due to over-fishing and the devastating effects of logging. Only 5 percent of the original redwood forests remain, and only 2 percent of the original old

growth is left, of which only half is protected. While some ancient groves are protected in national and state parks, many acres are awaiting selective logging or

clear-cutting on private land owned by individuals or by corporations such as Weyerhouser, Green Diamond Resource Company, Sierra Pacific Industries, and

Humboldt Redwood Company. Even trees on our public lands are not safe. The U.S. Forest Service is one of the largest clear-cutters and loggers in the U.S.,

with the annihilation to our prized ecosystems paid for by our tax dollars. Activists have been working nonstop since the 1960s within forests and for

organizations to protect redwood forests. Many have devoted their lives, and some given their lives, to defending them. Their work—our work—is nowhere

near finished.
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“There are great numbers of this tree
here, of all sizes of thickness, most of

them exceedingly high and straight like
so many candles.” — Padre Juan
Crespi, 1769. Postcard from the

collection of Evelyn Rose.

A-Foresting We Will Go: A History of
Trees in San Francisco (Part III)

Tweet

Part III:  The Land of Giants

”There is not much great timber, nor indeed wood of any kind, …”

 — The Annals of San Francisco, 1855

By 1850, the most significant “trees” in San Francisco could be viewed among the “forests” of the
felled kind, mainly in the form of ships’ masts and other structures. By then, over 600 ships had
been abandoned in Yerba Buena Cove as captains and sailors alike hurled themselves overboard,
abandoning ship in a mad dash for the Sierra gold diggings.

As discovered in Parts I and II of this series, early residents had already recognized the northern
San Francisco peninsula as the “the most barren part of the district.” Yet, this lack of
immediately available timber would fail to derail the founding of one of the world’s great cities,
soon to be rapidly entrenched with “excitement-craving, money-seeking, luxurious-living,
reckless, heaven-earth-and-hell-daring” citizens – a description that some may believe applicable
to gentrification debates in these modern times.

The paucity of forests in the immediate vicinity provided the greatest of challenges to early
residents, beginning with the earliest European settlement. Padre Pedro Font of the 1776 de Anza
expedition, standing high on the cantil blanco (the white cliffs of today’s Fort Point), commented
on the beauty of the area and noted just one omission: “Only timber was lacking, as there was no
tree on those heights; but not far away were live oaks and other trees.”

In another 80 years, standing on Telegraph Hill and spying across the water through atmosphere
unstained by particulates, an abundance of trees along the ridges of the Coast Range surrounding
the Bay were clearly visible, as noted in the Annals of San Francisco:

“Farther out was the high lying island of Yerba Buena, green to the summit. Beyond it lay
the mountains of Contra Costa, likewise arrayed in verdant robes, on the very tops of which
flourished groups of huge redwood trees; while far in the distance towered the gray head of
Monte Diablo.”

Various types of oak, pine, maple, alder and other species would soon be harvested around the
Bay Area. But, the most desirable of all, California’s coast redwood (Sequoia sempervirens),
prized for its size, beauty, and resilience, will be the focus of this and the next two posts. A
magnificent species found only in California and a tiny sliver of Oregon, the coast redwood would
provide more than a mammoth share to the infrastructure of the burgeoning populace of San
Francisco, and in the process be nearly sawed and milled to virginal extinction.

During the Portolá expedition of 1769, only weeks before the
team discovered San Francisco Bay, Padre Juan Crespí
recorded the first description of these giant trees of the New
World in his journal. While traversing along the Pajaro River,
near today’s Watsonville:

“For besides the many good-sized cottonwoods on the
river, there begins here a large mountain range covered
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This 1875 photograph shows the twin-trunk of el
Palo Alto adjacent to the single-track railroad

bridge, looking from the San Mateo County side
of San Francisquito Creek. Image 053-005.

From the Guy Miller Archives, Palo Alto
Historical Association.

Photographer Gabriel Moulin (1872-1945), known as the
“Redwoods Photographer,” captured images of coast redwood
forests up and down Northern California. Moulin became the

official photographer for the Bohemian Club beginning in
1898. The location and date of this image is not yet identified.
Used with permission from Jean Moulin, Moulin Studios. From

the collection of Evelyn Rose.

with a tree very like the pine in its leaf, save that it is not
over two fingers long. The heartwood is red, very
handsome wood, handsomer than cedar. No one knew
what kind of wood it might be; it may be spruce, we
cannot tell. Many said savin [Trampers’ note: a shrub
juniper (Juniper sabina), native to Europe and western
parts of Asia], and savin ’twas called, though I have never
seen them red. There are great numbers of this tree here,
of all sizes of thickness, most of them exceedingly high
and straight like so many candles. What a pleasure to see
this blessing of timber.”

“… In this region, there is great abundance of these trees
and because none of the expedition recognizes them, they
are named redwood for their color.”

Miguel Costansó, an engineer of the same expedition, noted,

“We set out from the Laguna del Corral [near today’s Santa Cruz] … We directed our course
to the north-northwest, without withdrawing far from the coast, from which we were
separated by some high hills thickly covered with trees that some said were savins. They
were the largest, highest, and straightest trees that we had seen up to that time; some of
them were four or five yards in diameter …”

Seven years later, Padre Font would observe twin redwoods on the banks of San Francisquito
Creek in today’s Palo Alto, reportedly visible from distant points around the Bay. He measured …

“… its dimensions by means of the graphometer which he had loaned [sic] from Fr. Palóu at
Mission San Carlos. While savage Indians stood gaping at his proceedings, Fr. Font
calculated that the solitary redwood tree was about fifty varas* in height (140 feet), and the
trunk at the base was five and one-half varas in circumference (15 1/2 feet).”

This tree, known as El Palo Alto (literally, The Tall Tree), is the namesake for the City

of Palo Alto. Designated as California Historical
Landmark No. 2, it is California’s first living landmark.
In 1861, ground-breaking for the San Francisco and San
Jose Railroad was held adjacent to the tree. For over 150
years, El Palo Alto has endured severe physical stress as
trains continue to lumber by within a few feet of its base.

Known to be 1054 years old, it is smaller now than it was
in 1776, measuring 110 feet in height and over 8 feet in
diameter. Its reduced girth is due to the loss of its twin in
an 1887 flood; its smaller height the result of
preservation efforts in 1977 and 1999 that twice removed
the dead top, unable to tolerate decades of exposure to
coal-based soot spewed by passing locomotives. A
gradual reduction in the Silicon Valley water table
during the years when agriculture reigned supreme may
have also played a role. Today, El Palo Alto is declared to
be healthier than it was a century ago, and projections
are it may be able to survive at least another 300 years.

Several features of El Palo Alto hint at
some of the special characteristics of the
coast redwood that collectively define the
redwood mystique, making it highly valued
by both loggers and preservationists. I’ve
volunteered as a docent at Muir Woods
National Monument for over 11 years, and
with each visit the trees of Redwood
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This petrified redwood is a remnant of the
wide geographic distribution during the

time of the dinosaurs. This tree still
stands today in Yellowstone National

Park near Tower Junction. Postcard from
the collection of Evelyn Rose.

Canyon evoke new wonderment and
reflection. Ernest Peixotto, artist,
illustrator, and bohemian, described the
old-growth coast redwood forest owned by
the Bohemian Club in 1910:

“On a bend of the Russian River about
eighty miles to the north of San Francisco
there stands a forest of redwood trees,
never touched by the woodman’s ax, a
grove whose mighty tree trunks, massive as
the clustered columns of  a Gothic

cathedral, lift their heads skyward in stately and imposing order, devoid of branches to a
great height. In distant perspectives of these dim-lit forest aisles, the boughs of far-off
treetops interlace in flowing traceries, framing peeps of sky into mullioned windows of
strange and beautiful design. Sunbeams filter through the shimmering leaves and play in
brilliant spots upon the ground, but the light falls sparingly, as in the rich gloom of some
church interior.

“Did you ever rest in the nave of a cathedral? Did you ever follow the lift of its mighty piers,
the arch of its soaring vaults, the far perspectives of aisle and transept and chapel, the broad
sweep of the pavement? So in these forest aisles. The shafts, nerved with bark, the
interlacing feathery boughs, the colored sky windows, the floor carpeted with pine needles –
droppings of ages, softer underfoot than the priceless weaves of the ‘Savonnerie’ [French
tapestry]. No sound breaks the eternal solitude except at times the tap of a woodpecker, the
chirp of a squirrel, or the wind sighing through the pine boughs high upon the summit of the
trees, radiant in the sunshine.”

Coast Redwood 101

As we’ll see in subsequent posts, many features of the coast redwood created astonishment and
perplexity among early residents of San Francisco, sometimes with humorous results. Therefore,
a review of these unique characteristics is in order.

Walk within any stand of old growth, virgin (meaning never logged) California coast redwood
and you will sense a forest primeval. This fir (not a pine as described by Peixotto) is the tallest
species of tree or any other living thing on our planet. Its gargantuan proportions mirror that of
some prehistoric reptiles.

In fact, ancestors of the coast redwood emerged during the
time of the dinosaurs in the Cretaceous period, 165 to 135
million years ago. By about 65 million years ago, redwoods
were thriving in a mild and humid climate, extending their
distribution throughout the northern hemisphere. Yet, about
3 million years ago, through the action of plate tectonics,
uplift of mountains, and decline of temperate conditions,
prehistoric redwood eventually became extinct in the eastern
United States, Greenland, Europe, and the majority of Asia.
Today, fossil evidence of redwood can be found as close as
Calistoga in Napa County (The Petrified Forest), and in such
far-ranging locations as Nevada, Arizona, Wyoming, Spain,
and near the North Pole.

After its initial description by Crespí, the first botanist to
view the coast redwood was Thaddeus Haenke of the
Malaspina Expedition (1791). After making landfall at
Monterey Bay, Haenke returned samples and seeds to Spain.
As late 20 years ago, it was reported a redwood tree from one
of these seeds was still growing somewhere in Spain. Scottish

surgeon and botanist Archibald Menzies of the Vancouver Expedition (1792) would also return
samples from Santa Cruz to England.

http://www.nps.gov/yell/planyourvisit/ntower.htm
http://www.petrifiedforest.org/


Neither Haenke nor Menzies would attempt to scientifically classify the redwood. That would be
left to Aylmer Bourke Lambert, who over a half century later would use Menzies’ samples stored
at the British Museum (Natural History) in London. He assigned coast redwood to the
Taxodiaceae family, a type of cypress. Many botanists now classify coast redwood as a member
of the Cupressaceae cypress family, which has merged with the Taxodiaceae because of many
shared characteristics.

Today’s scientific name for coast redwood, Sequoia sempervirens, was adopted by Austrian
Stephen Endlicher in 1847. He died before he could properly explain the meaning of Sequoia.
However, it is generally believed he was honoring Chief Sequoyah of the Cherokee Nation. In
1821, Sequoyah developed a phonetic alphabet that gave his people the ability to not only speak
but also read and write in their native tongue, an accomplishment that garnered worldwide
praise. As a conifer (or, cone-bearing tree), coast redwood is not deciduous but rather
sempervirens – Latin for “always green” throughout the year.

Two other types of Sequoia exist today. The giant sequoia (Sequoiadendron giganteum) is not as
tall as its coastal cousin but in bulk is one of the largest living things on Earth (Trampers’ note: a
fungal mat of the honey mushroom in Oregon is the largest living thing in mass, spreading
over 2200 acres). Found only in the Sierra Nevada Mountains of California and as heavily logged
in the mid- to late-19th century as the coast redwood, shipment of giant sequoia timber products
from the mountains to San Francisco was considered economically unfeasible with the
technology available at the time.

The other type of redwood, the dawn redwood (Metasequoia glyptostroboides), is confined to
only three provinces in central China. Unlike the coast redwood and giant sequoia, the dawn
redwood is deciduous and will lose its leaves (needles) in the winter. Once thought to have been
extinct for over 20 million years, living specimens were found by a Chinese botanist in 1944.
With fewer than 5,400 old growth trees remaining amidst continued expansion of industry and
agriculture in its native region, the future of the dawn redwood seems uncertain.

As does the future of the coast redwood and giant sequoia. Neither is listed as an endangered,
threatened, or candidate species under the U.S. Endangered Species Act, though virgin forests of
coast redwood support nine different species of plants and animals federally designated as
endangered. However, the Red List of the agency adopted by the European Union, the
International Union for the Conservation of Nature and Natural Resources (IUCN) does classify
all three redwoods as endangered.

An estimated 10 million acres of virgin coast redwood existed along the northern California coast
before Euro-American settlement. According to the IUCN, at the turn of the 21st century, coast
redwood comprised 843,000 acres of woodland, of which 643,000 acres (76%) was for
commercial purposes. Stands of redwood on these lands are considered second- or third-growth,
meaning the forest has been logged one or more times. Many heavy-handed methods used to
harvest redwood can obliterate nearly all vestiges of the virgin forest. The old-growth survivors of
today (about 200,000 acres) only represent about 2% of the original 10 million prehistoric acres.
Fortunately, most of these virgin forests are now under California state or federal protection.

It may take around 250 years for a coast redwood to reach its maximum height, with young
redwoods growing as much as one foot annually. Today’s top monarch of coast redwood, at a
hair-shy of 380 feet tall (equivalent to a 35-story building), is Hyperion, towering over an
unidentified location near Eureka in Redwood National Park. Helios, Stratosphere, Icarus,
Paradox, Lauralyn, and Orion, are seven other coast redwoods that rise to within 10 feet of this
giant. Over 600 trees in excess of 340 feet in height are known to exist in far Northern California
between Montgomery Woods State Natural Preserve near Mendocino, up through Jedediah
Smith Redwood State Park near the Oregon border.  

Moving southward, as accumulation of annual moisture gradually declines, coast redwood
generally reaches to lesser heights but are still nothing to scoff at. For example, a tree at Muir
Woods National Monument towers 258 feet above Redwood Canyon. If placed on the roadway of
the Golden Gate Bridge, it would rise another 12 feet above either of the bridge’s main towers.

The Mediterranean climate of Northern California, settling in place about 8 million years ago,
replicates the climatic conditions ancient redwoods required: mild variation in annual

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/
http://www.iucnredlist.org/
http://www.nps.gov/redw/index.htm
http://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=434
http://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=413
http://www.nps.gov/muwo
http://goldengatebridge.org/


This map details the native range of
California’s coast redwood. Moving from

the Oregon border south through Sonoma
County, distribution is solid. Yet, south of
Sonoma County, where average annual

precipitation begins to decline, distribution
becomes more irregular. From Roy DF.

Silvical Characteristics of the Coast
Redwood.  1966. Available at the U.S.

Forest Service.

temperature, rainy winters, and rainless but foggy summers. Over the past 3 million years, the
ebb and flow of glaciers with alternating warming and cooling of climate served to isolate the
distribution of California coast redwood to only the northern California coast.

From the Santa Lucia Range in southern Monterey County extending 450 miles northward to
Oregon at a tributary of the Chetco River named Redwood Creek, the range extends no more
than 15 miles beyond the California state line. Coast redwood, on average, can reach 20 to 25
miles inland, though lesser or greater distances may occur depending on the reach of the cool,
foggy marine layer. For example, a native stand of redwood in southern Napa County is 42 miles
from the Pacific shore.

A solid distribution of coast redwood is found along the
northern range from Oregon southward to Sonoma County,
where it begins to take on a more dappled pattern the farther
south it extends. Some coastal areas of the southern range are
devoid of virgin coast redwood, including the County of San
Francisco.

Yet, this was not always the case. While drilling a few hundred
feet down in search of artesian wells in the late 19th-century,
multiple reports from San Francisco and surrounding areas
noted the recovery of fragments of these mega-trees while
drilling:

” … a redwood log, four feet in diameter, and partly
charred, was bored through at a depth of two hundred
feet ; … The specimens of wood sometimes have an
appearance of freshness and indestructibility truly
wonderful, considering the great length of time which
they must have been buried in the ground; others are
partly petrified, and appear to have been imbedded at a
more remote date.”

Surveyor, engineer, and all-around scientist George Davidson,
leader of the U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey of the Pacific and
namesake for San Francisco’s tallest peak, proclaimed in 1896:

“As far back as Spanish history and tradition go … we have no record of redwood trees
growing north of San Bruno Mountain on the peninsula. That the entire peninsula was once
covered with a redwood forest is certain, however, for in boring for artesian wells redwood
logs have frequently been struck at a depth of from 300 to 500 feet. The chips brought up by
the drills showed the logs to be in good condition and sound. It is a well-known fact that
redwood retains its normal condition when in a damp soil and free from air for an indefinite
period.”

To help estimate the age of these redwoods according to depth, a woolly mammoth tooth
unearthed in 2012 just 110 feet down in the construction site of the new Transbay Transit Center
(Mission Street between Second and Beale) was estimated to be 10,000 to 15,000 years old. This
may loosely imply that coast redwood found 200 to 300 feet down may have been living as much
as 30,000 to 45,000 years before present.

During the Ice Age, San Francisco was a much different place, being landlocked well inland from
the ancient shoreline – today’s Farallones Islands, 27 miles west of Ocean Beach. Abundant
woodland brimmed with rivers and creeks. Roaming about the prehistoric landscape along with
the woolly mammoth were ancestors of the modern horse, and mega-fauna such as mastodons,
sabre-tooth cats, wolves, camels, and bison.

Coast redwood can grow at elevations of up to 3,500 feet, but are generally found between 100 to
2,500 feet. Preferring locations with cool air and abundant moisture, they thrive in areas
collecting from less than 30 inches to almost 70 inches of precipitation annually. Greater
accumulation occurs the farther north one goes in the range. The coast redwood remains
protected from the direct onslaught of salt-laced oceanic winds by typically residing in canyons

http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/documents/psw_rp028/psw_rp028.pdf
http://transbaycenter.org/
rolandnew
Rectangle

rolandnew
Typewritten Text
This range is in jeapordyof getting smaller.
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Meri Jaye 
4 Montclair Terrace 
San Francisco, CA 94133 
 
RE: Landmark Tree Nomination 
  Coast Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) 
 
Date: 9/27/16 
 

ARBORIST REPORT 
 
Assignment 

 
• Attend a meeting with Mrs. Jaye at 4 Montclair Terrace to discuss the coast redwood 

and Landmark Tree Nomination Form (the Nomination form). 
• Inspect the tree to evaluate health, structure and sustainability. 
• Evaluate tree, site and cultural factors as related to the Nomination form. 
• Provide a supplemental Nomination form and an Arborist Report with photographs. 
 

Background 
 
Mrs. Jaye has owned and lived at this property since the early 1960’s, and has treasured 
her garden for over 50 years.  This tree was planted by her shortly after purchase of the 
property, and has significant cultural connections and importance. 
 
The Nomination form has been filled out by her with some assistance, and contains much of 
the fundamental information, but is missing some additional facts and historic connections.  
Further, the Nomination form does not have an analysis by a Certified Arborist.  It is my 
intention to provide this Arborist Report to close those information gaps. 
 
A total of 14 photographs are supplied and attached to this Arborist Report.  I took most of 
these photos, and Roland Jadryev took the others.  Although limited web research has been 
done, a few prominent sites feature photographs of Lombard Street gardens, and some 
show this tree.  Some of web pages are attached to this report. 
 
To keep information clear and easily applied to the Nomination, the Arborist Report sub-
headings are the same as on the Nomination form.  It is my intention that this Arborist 
Report and attachments be provided to the Urban Forestry Council, City Staff and the Board 
of Supervisors for consideration of this Landmark Tree nomination, and thereby will become 
part of the public record. 
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Meri Jaye 
4 Montclair Terrace 
San Francisco, CA 94133 
 
RE: Landmark Tree Nomination 
  Coast Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) 
 
Date: 12/12/16 
 

ARBORIST REPORT 
FOR 

TREE RISK ASSESSMENT 
 
Assignment 

 
• Provide an analysis and professional insights into Tree Risk and Residual Risk as 

related to Landmark Trees, and specifically to the Coast Redwood at 4 Montclair 
Terrace, San Francisco. 

• Provide comments on tree hazards, and above average risk, and specifically as related 
to this Coast Redwood. 

• Provide an Arborist Report for Tree Risk Assessment. 
 

Background 
 
Mrs. Jaye has applied for Landmark Tree status through the Department of the 
Environment, City and County of San Francisco.  The process has included public comment 
at various hearings, and some members of the public have expressed opinions about this 
tree being “hazardous”.  Certain opinions came from a next-door neighbor who expressed 
that the tree was “hazardous” and threatened the safety of her family.  This report is meant 
to address comments and opinions such as this.  
 

Industry Standard for Tree Risk Assessment 
 
The Tree Care Industry Association has developed industry standards, including ANSI A300 
(Part9)-2011 Tree Risk Assessment a. Tree Structure Assessment.  This industry standard 
was developed by consensus of a committee that among others, included American Society 
of Consulting Arborists, International Society of Arboriculture, National Park Service, Society 
of Municipal Arborists, Tree Care Industry Association, USDA Forest Service, Utility Arborist 
Association, and the three largest tree care companies in the United States, Asplundh, 
Bartlett and Davey.  A few citations from this standard help us understand the process of 
identifying Tree Risk: 
 
90.2 Reason: To assess structural integrity and other factors that affect the level of risk to 
people or property and to provide information for mitigating risk. 
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92.10 failure (tree failure): Breakage of stem or branches, or loss of mechanical support in 
the root system. 
 
92.13 mitigation: The process of diminishing risk. 
 
92.17 residual risk: Risk remaining after mitigation. 
 
92.27 structural defect: A feature, condition or deformity of a tree or tree parts that 
indicates a weak structure and contributes to the likelihood of failure. 
 
92.28 target: People or property that could be injured or damaged by the failure of a tree or 
tree parts. 
 
93.4.2.2.1 Level 2 assessments shall include a 360-degree, ground-based visual inspection 
of the tree crown, trunk, trunk flare, above-ground roots, and site conditions around the tree 
in relation to targets. 
 

Tree Risk and This Tree 
 
Mrs. Jaye has allowed access to her property for purposes of evaluation of this Coast 
Redwood, and the tree has been evaluated for tree risk at a Level 2 assessment.   Structural 
defects were not found in the site conditions, above-ground roots, lower trunk, or trunk flare. 
 
Minor defects were found in the upper trunk and limb structure: 
 

• The upper trunk bifurcated to have a secondary top.  Failure of a secondary top is an 
above-average risk.  Upon failure this top could strike the roadway or Mrs. Jaye’s 
property.  Mrs. Jaye has proactively pruned this tree and reduced end weight and 
length of the secondary top.  The risk for this potential failure scenario has been 
mitigated, and the risk is now low. 

 
• The limb structure had developed end-heavy limbs, particularly in the lower part of 

the tree.  This is a normal pattern of growth for a coast redwood growing in the open, 
and this potential failure scenario is an above-average risk.  Upon failure a limb 
would strike the roadway or Mrs. Jaye’s property.  Mrs. Jay has proactively pruned 
this tree to reduce limb end weight throughout the tree.  The risk for this potential 
failure scenario has been mitigated, and the risk is now low. 

 
No other defects were found. 
 
Public comments and opinions regarding defects or “hazards” included reference to a trunk 
lean and uprooting.  There was no indication that the trunk leans, that the tree is uprooting, 
or is likely to uproot any more than any other normal tree. 
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Residual Risk 
 
The “Residual Risk” (or Baseline Risk) is the risk remaining after mitigation.  Both minor 
defects leading to increased risk have been mitigated.  The residual risk is now low, and is 
comparable to residual risk posed by any normal, large coast redwood in a similar setting. 
 
The residual risk posed by this tree is a greater risk than for a small tree, but is still low.  
Trees that qualify for nomination and consideration for Landmark Tree status are typically 
large, mature trees.  Landmark Trees therefore will always have residual risk that is typical 
of normal, healthy, large, mature trees of their species, and this risk will exceed that of a 
small tree.  This is a normal, healthy, large and mature tree that has residual risk that is low. 
 

Conclusions 
 
The concerns expressed by neighbors about this being a hazardous tree are not based on 
Tree Risk Assessment industry standards, and cannot be confirmed or verified through a 
Level 2 inspection.  It is not unusual for laypersons to have fear of large trees, or to express 
a fear as a means to an end.  It has been made clear by testimony from some neighbors 
that this tree has impacted many views.  Perhaps since those views are not protected, the 
“hazardous” argument has been raised. 
 
The risk posed by any failure scenario of the entire tree or any parts of this tree is low.  The 
tree is not likely to develop any increased risk over time due to ongoing pruning under the 
City of San Francisco Pruning Standard and due to pruning to maintain established views. 
 
Several Certified Arborists and some of those being Tree Risk Assessment Qualified have 
inspected this tree with a Level 2 inspection.  None of those Arborists has raised a concern 
or made a statement indicating that this tree is anything but a low risk tree. 
 

Recommendations 
 
I recommend that the Urban Forestry Council and the Board of Supervisors recognize and 
assert that large, prominent and mature trees are some of the best candidates for Landmark 
Tree status, and that the residual risk posed by these trees is to be expected and is 
acceptable under the ordinance. 
 
I recommend that the Urban Forestry Council and the Board of Supervisors consider this 
tree as posing normal, low risk to the surrounding targets, including people, houses, 
neighboring property and the streetscape, and that this tree is in fact a worthy candidate for 
Landmark Tree status. 
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Assumptions and Limiting Conditions 
 
1. Any legal description provided to the consultant is assumed to be correct.  Title and ownership of all 

property considered are assumed to be good and marketable.  No responsibility is assumed for 
matters legal in character.  Any and all property is appraised or evaluated as though free and clear, 
under responsible ownership and competent management. 

2. It is assumed that any property is not in violation of any applicable codes, ordinances, statutes or 
other governmental regulations. 

3. Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources.  All data has been verified insofar 
as possible.  The consultant can neither guarantee nor be responsible for the accuracy of information 
provided by others. 

4. Various diagrams, sketches and photographs in this report are intended as visual aids and are not to 
scale, unless specifically stated as such on the drawing.  These communication tools in no way 
substitute for nor should be construed as surveys, architectural or engineering drawings. 

5. Loss or alteration of any part of this report invalidates the entire report. 

6. Possession of this report or a copy thereof does not imply right of publication or use for any purpose 
by any other than the person to whom it is addressed, without the prior written or verbal consent of 
the consultant. 

7. This report is confidential and to be distributed only to the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  
Any or all of the contents of this report may be conveyed to another party only with the express prior 
written or verbal consent of the consultant.  Such limitations apply to the original report, a copy, 
facsimile, scanned image or digital version thereof. 

8. This report represents the opinion of the consultant.  In no way is the consultant’s fee contingent upon 
a stipulated result, the occurrence of a subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported. 

9. The consultant shall not be required to give testimony or to attend court by reason of this report 
unless subsequent contractual arrangements are made, including payment of an additional fee for 
such services as described in the fee schedule, an agreement or a contract. 

10. Information contained in this report reflects observations made only to those items described and only 
reflects the condition of those items at the time of the site visit.  Furthermore, the inspection is limited 
to visual examination of items and elements at the site, unless expressly stated otherwise.  There is 
no expressed or implied warranty or guarantee that problems or deficiencies of the plants or property 
inspected may not arise in the future. 

Disclosure Statement 
 
Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, and experience to examine 
trees, recommend measures to enhance the beauty and health of trees, and attempt to reduce the risk of 
living near trees.  Clients may choose to accept or disregard the recommendations of the arborist, or to 
seek additional advice.  
 
Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree.  Trees 
are living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand.  Conditions are often hidden within trees 
and below ground.  Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, 
or for a specified period of time.  Likewise, remedial treatments, like any medicine, cannot be guaranteed.  
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Treatment, pruning, and removal of trees may involve considerations beyond the scope of the arborist’s 
services such as property boundaries, property ownership, site lines, disputes between neighbors, and 
other issues.  An arborist cannot take such considerations into account unless complete and accurate 
information is disclosed to the arborist.  An arborist should then be expected to reasonably rely upon the 
completeness and accuracy of the information provided.  
 
Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled.  To live near trees is to accept some degree of 
risk.  The only way to eliminate all risk associated with trees is to eliminate the trees. 
 
Certification of Performance 
 
I, Roy C. Leggitt, III, Certify: 
 
• That we have inspected the trees and/or property evaluated in this report.  We have stated findings 

accurately, insofar as the limitations of the Assignment and within the extent and context identified by 
this report; 

• That we have no current or prospective interest in the vegetation or any real estate that is the subject 
of this report, and have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved; 

• That the analysis, opinions and conclusions stated herein are original and are based on current 
scientific procedures and facts and according to commonly accepted arboricultural practices; 

• That no significant professional assistance was provided, except as indicated by the inclusion of 
another professional report within this report; 

• That compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined conclusion that favors the 
cause of the client or any other party. 

I am a member in good standing of the American Society of Consulting Arborists and a member and 
Certified Arborist with the International Society of Arboriculture. 

I have attained professional training in all areas of knowledge asserted through this report by completion 
of a Bachelor of Science degree in Plant Science, by routinely attending pertinent professional 
conferences and by reading current research from professional journals, books and other media. 

I have rendered professional services in a full time capacity in the field of horticulture and arboriculture for 
more than 25 years. 

   Signed:    
 

 Date:  12/12/16          
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Tree Description 
 
Tree name (species and common name): Coast Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens) 
Number of trees: One 
Street address: 4 Montclair Terrace, between Lombard and Chestnut Streets 
 
Location of tree: The nomination form indicates “Other: Back Yard”.  The property is a 

corner lot with the yard or garden along Montclair.  This would perhaps be better thought 
of as a “Corner-side yard”. 

 
This tree is only on the Jaye property. 
 
GPS units are not available. 
 
Height was measured as 96 feet.  This was done by measuring an angle from a know 

distance from the tree.  An angle of 54 degrees was measured using a Suunto 
Clinometer at 70 feet.  Because of the sloping street, my eye elevation was level with the 
base of the tree.  The Forestry Forum website provides the following on line calculator 
results: 

 
 
Average canopy width was measured as 19 feet radius, for a total canopy width of 38 feet. 
 
Circumference at chest level is 203.6 inches (or a DBH of 64.8 inches). 
 
Circumference at ground level is 290.0 inches (92.3 diameter inches X pi). 
 

Rarity 
 
This is a common species in San Francisco, but is uncommon in a residential setting, 

particularly at this maturity point. 
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Physical 
 
Size: The size is large for this species in San Francisco.  The species can become much 

larger in native, old-growth stands, but those trees are not found in San Francisco. 
 
Age: This tree is 53 to 54 years old.  This is not a significantly advanced age for this species 

in old-growth stands, but is moderately old for a landscape tree in San Francisco.  The 
tree was planted either late 1962 or early 1963. 

 
Distinguished form: This tree has a classic form for a mature coast redwood.  There are 

well-developed burls at the base.  The trunk has a massive and sculptural tapering form, 
and the limb structure radiates evenly in all directions and throughout the upper 75 feet 
of the tree. 

 
Tree condition: The tree is in excellent health and excellent structural condition.  There are 

no elevated or unusual hazards posed by this tree.  The condition is good. 
 

Historical 
 
Historical Association: Yes. 
 

Montclair was originally the street with the Hearst family stables.  This street is likely 
named Montclair due to the family connections to Montclair, New Jersey, still a 
stronghold for Hearst family members and the Hearst Corporation.  George Hearst, the 
father of William Randolph Hearst, United States Senator and mining magnate, used 
these stables during the 1800’s.  His wife met in this garden with the French author 
Madame Soleil, and a Le Franchise variety rose was exchanged and planted in this 
garden. 
 
This tree was planted in late 1962 in memory of Mrs. Jaye’s late husband and children.  
Another sister tree or companion tree of the same species was planted in about 1964 for 
Peace, and still stands in a small village outside of Hiroshima, Japan.  This companion 
tree is revered by the local community in Japan as a symbol of Peace, and for the 
connection to the sister tree in San Francisco. 
 
In 2013 the Lakota Chief, Chief Miller blessed this tree with sweetgrass.  The record of 
this blessing is maintained in the Amreican Indian Institute.  Further details will be 
provided directly by Mrs. Jaye. 

 
Profiled in a publication or other media: No. 
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Environmental 
 
Prominent landscape feature: Yes.  This tree is 96 feet tall and is visible, providing a visual 

extension and enhancement of the garden along the crooked street block of Lombard 
Street. 

 
Low tree density: Low.  This neighborhood has few trees because of high-density 

development.  Recent removal of a large tree from a nearby property has reduced the 
tree density in this area, and other large trees have recently been removed on Chestnut 
Street properties. 

 
Interdependent group of trees: No. 
 
Visible or Accessible from public right-of-way.  Yes.  The tree is behind a property boundary 

fence, but extends for about 85 feet above this fence, and overhangs Montclair Terrace. 
 
High traffic area: Yes.  The crooked block of Lombard Street is extremely heavily used all 

year long.  This tree is on a property with frontage on this block of Lombard Street. 
 
Important wildlife habitat: Yes.  A minimum of 7 species of birds have been documented, 

including dark-eyed junco, Anna’s hummingbird, American robin, white-crowned 
sparrow, American crow, Townsend’s warbler, and red-masked parakeets. 

 
The dark-eyed junco, white-crowned sparrow and Townsend’s warbler are migrant 
species and are protected under Federal law under the Migratory Species Protection 
Act, and are further protected under State law.  This tree is apparently providing habitat 
for migratory species as a part of the Pacific Flyway. 
 
The red-masked parakeets (also known as cherry-headed conures) are the birds 
featured in the book titled “The Wild Parrots of Telegraph Hill” by Mark Bittner, and the 
film by the same title by Judy Irving.  These iconic birds are free to roam throughout San 
Francisco, but have chosen this very tree as a favorite stopping point.  Many tourists and 
locals alike appreciate having these birds in this tree, making for a rare and unique 
experience. 
 

Erosion control: No.  All trees send roots into surrounding soil to interlock and stabilize the 
surrounding area, but this tree is not planted for that purpose and is not in an erosion-
prone location such as a drainage channel or ravine. 

 
Wind or sound barrier: Yes.  The lower limbs provide wind and sound benefits to the upper 

floors of the Jaye residence. 
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Cultural 
 
Neighborhood appreciation: Yes.  The tourists along Lombard Street are drawn to the tree 

because of the easy access on a level street, the connecting Montclair Terrace stairs to 
Chestnut Street, the majesty of the tree and dominance on this street, and due to the 
parakeets.  Tourists regularly photograph the birds and the tree. 

 
Cultural appreciation: None apparent. 
 
Planting contributes to neighborhood character: Yes.  The tree is a prominent landscape 

feature that is 96 feet tall, and is on a property that has frontage on the crooked block of 
Lombard Street.  The crookedness of Lombard is only part of the appeal of the street; it 
is also beautifully landscaped, and this tree expands the landscaped feeling onto 
Montclair Terrace and toward the north.  Because of one of the turns on Lombard Street 
lining up with the entry point to Montclair Terrace, there is an established view corridor 
that is directly aligned with this tree and frames it perfectly.  Every visitor traveling down 
Lombard Street has this special view that enhances the neighborhood character. 

 
Profiled in a publication or other media: Yes. 
 

The Wikipedia page for Lombard Street (San Francisco) features a prominent 
photograph of the crooked block of Lombard Street as seen from Coit Tower.  This tree 
is just out of view to the right of this image. 
 
TripAdvisor features an image for Segway tours with Lombard Street, the Jaye home 
and this tree shown (https://www.tripadvisor.ca/LocationPhotoDirectLink-g60713-
d106232-i219933063-Lombard_Street-San_Francisco_California.html). 
 
MyEscapeDestinations (in Russian) also features a view of this block of Lombard Street.  
A copy of this web page is attached. 
 
These prominent websites illustrate the importance of the Lombard Street landscape, 
and this tree is connected to and an extension of that landscape.  Although the Lombard 
Street landscape is the feature or focus of these images, neither Lombard Street, the 
tree, or the neighborhood would be as appealing without this tree present. 

 
Prominent landscape feature: Yes.  This is a large tree in a very prominent location, and the 

tree is easily seen and appreciated from many angles, from up close and from afar.  
Prominence is apparent from several neighborhoods, including Russian Hill, Telegraph 
Hill, Chinatown and North Beach. 
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Recommendations 
 
This coast redwood is in excellent condition, is not a hazardous tree, and is in a site where it 
can sustain growth for many years to come.  The tree is notable, has important connections 
to the past, and is enjoyed and appreciated by thousands of visitors each year. 
 
This tree is of tremendous value to the Citizens of San Francisco, and it is a privilege to 
have the opportunity to grant Landmark Tree recognition and protection. 
 
I recommend that this tree be granted Landmark Tree status. 
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Assumptions and Limiting Conditions 
 
1. Any legal description provided to the consultant is assumed to be correct.  Title and ownership of all 

property considered are assumed to be good and marketable.  No responsibility is assumed for 
matters legal in character.  Any and all property is appraised or evaluated as though free and clear, 
under responsible ownership and competent management. 

2. It is assumed that any property is not in violation of any applicable codes, ordinances, statutes or 
other governmental regulations. 

3. Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources.  All data has been verified insofar 
as possible.  The consultant can neither guarantee nor be responsible for the accuracy of information 
provided by others. 

4. Various diagrams, sketches and photographs in this report are intended as visual aids and are not to 
scale, unless specifically stated as such on the drawing.  These communication tools in no way 
substitute for nor should be construed as surveys, architectural or engineering drawings. 

5. Loss or alteration of any part of this report invalidates the entire report. 

6. Possession of this report or a copy thereof does not imply right of publication or use for any purpose 
by any other than the person to whom it is addressed, without the prior written or verbal consent of 
the consultant. 

7. This report is confidential and to be distributed only to the individual or entity to whom it is addressed.  
Any or all of the contents of this report may be conveyed to another party only with the express prior 
written or verbal consent of the consultant.  Such limitations apply to the original report, a copy, 
facsimile, scanned image or digital version thereof. 

8. This report represents the opinion of the consultant.  In no way is the consultant’s fee contingent upon 
a stipulated result, the occurrence of a subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported. 

9. The consultant shall not be required to give testimony or to attend court by reason of this report 
unless subsequent contractual arrangements are made, including payment of an additional fee for 
such services as described in the fee schedule, an agreement or a contract. 

10. Information contained in this report reflects observations made only to those items described and only 
reflects the condition of those items at the time of the site visit.  Furthermore, the inspection is limited 
to visual examination of items and elements at the site, unless expressly stated otherwise.  There is 
no expressed or implied warranty or guarantee that problems or deficiencies of the plants or property 
inspected may not arise in the future. 

Disclosure Statement 
 
Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, and experience to examine 
trees, recommend measures to enhance the beauty and health of trees, and attempt to reduce the risk of 
living near trees.  Clients may choose to accept or disregard the recommendations of the arborist, or to 
seek additional advice.  
 
Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree.  Trees 
are living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand.  Conditions are often hidden within trees 
and below ground.  Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, 
or for a specified period of time.  Likewise, remedial treatments, like any medicine, cannot be guaranteed.  
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Treatment, pruning, and removal of trees may involve considerations beyond the scope of the arborist’s 
services such as property boundaries, property ownership, site lines, disputes between neighbors, and 
other issues.  An arborist cannot take such considerations into account unless complete and accurate 
information is disclosed to the arborist.  An arborist should then be expected to reasonably rely upon the 
completeness and accuracy of the information provided.  
 
Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled.  To live near trees is to accept some degree of 
risk.  The only way to eliminate all risk associated with trees is to eliminate the trees. 
 
Certification of Performance 
 
I, Roy C. Leggitt, III, Certify: 
 
• That we have inspected the trees and/or property evaluated in this report.  We have stated findings 

accurately, insofar as the limitations of the Assignment and within the extent and context identified by 
this report; 

• That we have no current or prospective interest in the vegetation or any real estate that is the subject 
of this report, and have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved; 

• That the analysis, opinions and conclusions stated herein are original and are based on current 
scientific procedures and facts and according to commonly accepted arboricultural practices; 

• That no significant professional assistance was provided, except as indicated by the inclusion of 
another professional report within this report; 

• That compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined conclusion that favors the 
cause of the client or any other party. 

I am a member in good standing of the American Society of Consulting Arborists and a member and 
Certified Arborist with the International Society of Arboriculture. 

I have attained professional training in all areas of knowledge asserted through this report by completion 
of a Bachelor of Science degree in Plant Science, by routinely attending pertinent professional 
conferences and by reading current research from professional journals, books and other media. 

I have rendered professional services in a full time capacity in the field of horticulture and arboriculture for 
more than 25 years. 

   Signed:    
 

 Date:  9/27/16          
 































Lombard Street seen from Coit Tower

Maintained by San Francisco DPW
Caltrans (US 101 portion)

Coordinates 37°48′07″N 122°25′08″W

West end Presidio Boulevard

Major
junctions

 US 101

East end The Embarcadero

Lombard Street

Looking east down the curvy block of
Lombard Street, with the straight section
continuing towards Telegraph Hill and Coit
Tower

Lombard Street (San Francisco)
From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Lombard Street is an east–west street in San Francisco, California that is famous for a steep,
one-block section with eight hairpin turns. Stretching from The Presidio east to The Embarcadero
(with a gap on Telegraph Hill), most of the street's western segment is a major thoroughfare
designated as part of U.S. Route 101. The famous one-block section, claimed as "the most crooked
street in the world", is located along the eastern segment in the Russian Hill neighborhood. The street
was named after Lombard Street in Philadelphia by San Francisco surveyor Jasper O'Farrell.[1]
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Route description
Lombard Street's west end is at Presidio Boulevard
inside The Presidio; it then heads east through the
Cow Hollow neighborhood. For twelve blocks, between
Broderick Street and Van Ness Avenue, it is an arterial
road that is co-signed as U.S. Route 101. Lombard
Street continues through the Russian Hill
neighborhood and to the Telegraph Hill neighborhood.
At Telegraph Hill it turns south, becoming Telegraph
Hill Boulevard to Pioneer Park and Coit Tower.
Lombard Street starts again at Winthrop Street and
ends at The Embarcadero as a collector road.[2]

Lombard Street is known for the one-way block on
Russian Hill between Hyde and Leavenworth Streets,
where eight sharp turns are said to make it the most
crooked street in the world. The design, first suggested
by property owner Carl Henry[3] and built in 1922,[4] was intended to reduce the hill's natural 27%
grade,[5] which was too steep for most vehicles. It is also a hazard to pedestrians, who are accustomed
to shallow inclines, up to 4.86° because of wheel chair navigability concerns. The crooked block is
perhaps 600 feet (180 m) long (412.5 feet (125.7 m) straightline), is one-way (downhill) and is paved with
red bricks. The sign at the top recommends 5 mph (8 km/h).

The Powell-Hyde cable car stops at the top of the block on Hyde Street.[6]

Past residents of Lombard Street include Rowena Meeks Abdy,[7] an early California painter who worked
in the style of Impressionism.

Gallery

Looking up Lombard Street

 

Traffic caution sign at top of switchbacks recommends a top speed
of 5 miles per hour (8.0 km/h)

ooglmaps-proxy.php?page=https%3A%2F%2Fen.wikipedia.org%2Fw%2Findex.php%3Ftitle%3DTemplate%253AAttached_KML%252FLombard_Street_%2528San_Francisco%2529%26action%3Draw&output=classic)
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Lombard Street from bottom

Lombard Street's famed route
twists past flower beds in full

bloom

 

Cars exit from lowest switchback section

Time-exposure
photo at night

clearly shows the 8
switchbacks

 

Sign for Lombard
Street at intersection

with Leavenworth
Street

A panoramic view of Lombard Street

See also

49-Mile Scenic Drive
Vermont Street, the other San Francisco street claimed to be the "most crooked"[8] has seven turns instead of eight, but its hill is steeper than
Lombard's
Snake Alley in Burlington, Iowa, once recognized by Ripley's Believe It or Not! as "The Crookedest Street in the World". Like Lombard Street it
has eight turns but over a shorter distance.
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Images

 This early image shows Lombard Street
in 1933, before the hydrangeas were planted.
(http://www.sfcityguides.org/images/guidelines
/lombardAAB-4398.jpg)

 This early image shows the houses on
the south side of the block were destroyed to
create a fire break during the 1906
Earthquake and Fire. In this photo taken
during street construction, the south side is
still not built up. (http://www.sfcityguides.org
/images/guidelines/lombardAAB-4365.jpg)

 Lombard Street view from Telegraph Hill,
with Candyland promotional striping, August
2009 (https://secure.flickr.com/photos
/schuberts/3837718597/) on Flickr

Video

 Down Lombard Street view in Video with
interactive map (http://www.kinomap.com
/#km-ydqfvs) on Kinomap

External media

External links

 Media related to Lombard Street at Wikimedia Commons
Tourist Trapped: The Crookedest Street In The World (http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/blogs/culture
/detail?entry_id=90856), SFGate Culture Blog
Lombard Street (http://www.sftodo.com/lomabardcrookedstreet.html) on San Francisco To Do
Lombard Street, SF GuideLines (http://www.sfcityguides.org
/public_guidelines.html?article=1012&submitted=TRUE)
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Montclair	Redwood	Tree-	Observations	and	Ecological	Value																	
Observations	and	report	by	Josiah	Clark,	Consulting	Ecologist	11/4/16	

Introduction	

		The	Coastal	Redwood	Tree	located	at	4	Montclair	is	one	of	the	largest	trees	in	the	
neighborhood,	and	as	such	is	a	locally	significant	habitat	resource.		This	redwood	
tree	is	the	habitat	of	dozens	of	species	of	birds	and	a	hundred	or	more	species	of	
invertebrates	including	insects	and	spiders.	“Cover”	is	a	primary	habitat	component	
in	any	urban	area,	and	this	is	perhaps	the	biggest	piece	of	cover	in	the	
neighborhood.			

Methods	

At	the	request	of	the	owner	a	total	of	four	visits	were	made	to	this	tree,	with	
observation	periods	lasting	between	one	and	two	hours.	During	each	observation	
period	efforts	were	made	to	note	all	species	that	entered	the	tree.	

Observations	

	The	boughs	provide	layers	of	foliage	and	the	bark	and	trunk	serve	as	foraging	areas	
for	many	species	of	songbirds.	During	my	visits	migrant	birds	to	the	tree	included	
Townsend’s	Warbler,	Yellow-rumped	Warbler	and	Orange-crowned	Warbler.	
Resident	birds	that	were	regularly	seen	using	the	tree	include	Chestnut-backed	
Chickadee,	Dark-eyed	Junco	and	Anna’s	Hummingbird.		There	are	also	native	species	
that	eat	the	redwood	seeds.		

Local	Ecological	Significance	

There	is	a	general	rule	that	plant	species	from	a	bioregion	have	more	relationships	
with	native	insect	and	animal	species	than	they	do	with	non-native	plants.	This	is	a	
theme	we	see	with	redwoods	and	other	native	conifers	in	the	urban	forest	of	San	
Francisco	and	is	true	with	this	tree.		

The	canopy	of	a	large	tree	in	a	neighborhood	like	this	one	provides	a	suspended	
refuge	of	native	biomass	for	wildlife	to	visit	and	inhabit.	Raptors	and	other	birds	use	
this	high	point	as	a	strategic	hunting	spot	and	vantage	point	to	observe	the	skyline.	
Smaller	birds	including	American	Robin	and	Anna’s	Hummingbird	use	the	dense	
foliage	of	redwoods	like	this	one	to	hide	their	nests.		

Conclusion	

This	Coast	Redwood	does	play	a	significant	role	in	the	ecology	of	the	neighborhood	
as	a	habitat	feature	for	birds,	insects	and	other	local	wildlife.	It	is	a	tree	species	that	
is	native	to	the	bioregion	and	facilitates	beneficial	processes	between	native	flora	
and	fauna.		
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A noisy highway, intersection or
commercial business can be a
real burden for the nearby
property owner. As visually
pleasing and insular as a yard
might be, a constant roar or
bustle can greatly diminish its
aesthetics. Planting evergreen trees and shrubs to serve as a
noise barrier can be quite effective and offer the added bonus
of enhancing the beauty and privacy of your outdoor space.

Basics

A thick hedge of evergreen trees can buffer your property
from a nearby noise source. The University of Tennessee
Agricultural Extension Service suggests two or three rows of
plants can cut down noise by more than seven decibels. The
ideal noise barrier hedge is dense and tall enough that you
can’t easily see through or over it, and the effect is bolstered
by planting vegetation in multiple rows and multiple tiers,
such as an overstory of tall trees, an understory of tangled
shrubs, and a ground cover. You can enhance your noise
barrier even more by first installing an earthen berm of
several feet, then planting atop and around it to diminish by a
third or half the perceived loudness of a nearby noise source.

Possible Tree Species

A number of native species offer good potential as noise-
screening plantings. Western hemlocks (Tsuga heterophylla)
can grow closely together and their interlacing sprays of

Trees for Noise BarriersTrees for Noise Barriers
SFGATE !

A dense planting of trees
and shrubs creates an
effective noise barrier.
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can grow closely together and their interlacing sprays of
foliage create a dense mask. A hedge of coast redwoods
(Sequoia sempervirens) can work, too. Other members of the
cypress family (Cupressaceae) are commonly planted as
hedges and can achieve a buffering effect with tight-packed
scaly foliage and interlocking canopies. Leyland cypress
(Callitropsis x leylandii) – a hybrid of Monterey cypress
(Cupressus macrocarpa), a Californian native of highly
restricted natural range, and Alaska cedar (Callitropsis
nootkatensis) of the Pacific Northwest – is a very popular
choice because of its conical growth form, well-suited for
limited space. Western red cedar (Thuja plicata), another
Northwest native, can be planted to similar effect.

Native Combination Plantings

Incorporating both trees and shrubs into a noise barrier is
both a good choice for acoustic buffering and promoting
native vegetation communities. Your barrier can mimic the
near-jungle layout of native Mediterranean chaparral, that
tangled scrub woodland of oaks and various shrubs so
predominant along the Californian coast and foothills. Coast
live oaks (Quercus agrifolia) could overlook an understory
screen of manzanita (Arctostaphylos spp.), California bay
(Umbellularia californica) and other evergreen chaparral
shrubs. You could also reflect a dense seacoast pine woodland
with lodgepole pine (Pinus contorta) or bishop pine (P.
muricata) thicketed with Pacific wax myrtle (Myrica
californica), Pacific madrone (Arbutus menziesii) and tanoak
(Notholithocarpus densiflorus).

Composing and Situating

Hedges perform best as noise barriers the closer they are to
the source of the sound, not the property to be buffered. A row
of shrubs near the noise source and backed by a belt of trees is
one effective design, particularly if the plants are staggered in
a closely packed triangular orientation rather than in straight
lines. Trees and shrubs must be planted with adequate space
in between, depending on the individual species. Coast
redwoods, for example, need at least four feet between one
another in a pruned hedge, while shrubs like wax myrtle can
be nestled more closely.
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(Continued)	

Following	is	a	list	of	the	species	I	observed	using	the	tree.		

Table	1:	Native	Bird	Species	observed	using	the	Montclair	Redwood	

Mourning	Dove	 American	Crow	 American	Robin	 Orange-crowned	
Warbler	

	
Anna’s	Hummingbird	

Western	Scrub	Jay	 Hermit	Thrush	 Dark-eyed	Junco	

Downy	Woodpecker	 Chestnut-backed	
Chickadee	

Townsend’s	Warbler	 White-crowned	
Sparrow	

Northern	Flicker	 Pygmy	Nuthatch	 Yellow-rumped	
warbler	

Lesser	Goldfinch	

	

Table	2:	Introduced,	non-native	birds	observed	using	Montclair	Redwood	

Red-masked	Parakeet		 European	Starling	
	



	

	

	
	

Montclair	Terrace	Sales	History	
	

	
	

Address	 Date	of	Purchase	 See attached:  
 
“Excerpt from Urban Forestry Council Landmark Tree 
Evaluation Form & Criteria,  
dated 9/30/16”, showing the Montclair Redwood tree  
in years 1972 – 1983 (approximated by postmark) 
 
Note those that have been there the shortest period of 
time are the amongst the most vocal opponents, several 
paying over asking price in competition with the tree 
conspicuously present at the time of purchase.	

15	Montclair	Terrace,	
directly	across	from	tree	

6/11/2015	

25	Montclair	Terrace,	
directly	across	from	tree	

1/6/1975	

33	Montclair	Terrace	 10/6/2016	
40	Montclair		 2/19/2014	
44	Montclair	 11/2/2012	
45	Montclair	 7/9/1987	
47	Montclair	 3/30/1973	
50	Montclair	 4/18/1995	
65	Montclair		 8/21/2015	
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1972 photo retrieved from SF Library Historic Photo Database on 10/4/16, which possible includes the 
tree (circled in red).  
Photo description: View of crooked section of Lombard Street from Telegraph Hill 
Photo taken: 1972 Feb. 23. 
Photo ID Number: AAB-4488 
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Historic postcard that includes the tree, circled in red. The postmark notes that this card was 
mailed in 1976. Retrieved on 10/5/16 from http://picclick.co.uk/Cal-San-Francisco-Lombard-
Street-The-Crookedest-Street-182302330339.html  
 
 

http://picclick.co.uk/Cal-San-Francisco-Lombard-Street-The-Crookedest-Street-182302330339.html
http://picclick.co.uk/Cal-San-Francisco-Lombard-Street-The-Crookedest-Street-182302330339.html
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Historic postcard that includes the tree, circled in red. The postmark notes that this card was 
mailed in 1983. Retrieved on 10/5/16 from http://picclick.co.uk/California-Lombard-Street-
The-Crookedest-Street-San-Francisco-182302330188.html 
 
Additional comments  

Short list of some information and travel articles that include pictures where the tree is visible: 
https://www.oyster.com/articles/54663-10-outdoor-attractions-you-cant-miss-in-san-
francisco/ 
 
http://travel-tips.s3-website-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/holiday-travel-tips-hotel-car-hire-
USA-California-San-Francisco-p4.htm 
 
https://www.tripadvisor.com/Attraction_Review-g60713-d106232-Reviews-Lombard_Street-
San_Francisco_California.html 
 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russian_Hill,_San_Francisco#/media/File:Russian_Hill.jpg 
 
https://authenticwinecountry.wordpress.com/2013/01/02/san-franciscos-lombard-street-the-
crookedest-street-in-the-world/ 
 
http://www.onlyinyourstate.com/northern-california/san-francisco/enchanted-san-francisco/ 
 

http://picclick.co.uk/California-Lombard-Street-The-Crookedest-Street-San-Francisco-182302330188.html
http://picclick.co.uk/California-Lombard-Street-The-Crookedest-Street-San-Francisco-182302330188.html
https://www.oyster.com/articles/54663-10-outdoor-attractions-you-cant-miss-in-san-francisco/
https://www.oyster.com/articles/54663-10-outdoor-attractions-you-cant-miss-in-san-francisco/
http://travel-tips.s3-website-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/holiday-travel-tips-hotel-car-hire-USA-California-San-Francisco-p4.htm
http://travel-tips.s3-website-eu-west-1.amazonaws.com/holiday-travel-tips-hotel-car-hire-USA-California-San-Francisco-p4.htm
https://www.tripadvisor.com/Attraction_Review-g60713-d106232-Reviews-Lombard_Street-San_Francisco_California.html
https://www.tripadvisor.com/Attraction_Review-g60713-d106232-Reviews-Lombard_Street-San_Francisco_California.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russian_Hill,_San_Francisco#/media/File:Russian_Hill.jpg
https://authenticwinecountry.wordpress.com/2013/01/02/san-franciscos-lombard-street-the-crookedest-street-in-the-world/
https://authenticwinecountry.wordpress.com/2013/01/02/san-franciscos-lombard-street-the-crookedest-street-in-the-world/
http://www.onlyinyourstate.com/northern-california/san-francisco/enchanted-san-francisco/
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From: James Ludwig
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: patsy; Christina Zimbardo
Subject: Re: Public comment on the nomination of a redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Wednesday, March 08, 2017 2:17:48 PM

Dear Anthony,
I am the longest residing resident of Montclair Terrace.  I purchased my home
 in 1957, before the tree was planted, and although I like the tree at 4
 Montclair Terrace, I am OPPOSED to it being landmarked.

Thank you,
Jim Ludwig

On 3/8/17 1:58 PM, "Valdez, Anthony (ENV)" <anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org>
 wrote:

To Whom it May Concern:
 
You are receiving this letter because you submitted public comment on the nomination
 of a redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace for landmark tree status to the San Francisco
 Urban Forestry Council. 
  
The Urban Forestry Council, the policy body responsible for the local tree landmarking
 process, on February 28, 2017 vacated its prior decisions made regarding the tree
 located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  Also on February 28, 2017, it decided to begin a new
 process for considering whether to nominate this tree for landmark status.  Thus no
 documents or public comment previously submitted in the process that was vacated
 will be considered by the council in its new consideration process.  Only public
 comment submitted after the Council's vote on February 28, 2017 will be taken into
 account by the Council in its decision regarding whether to nominate the 4 Montclair
 Terrace tree for landmark status. 
 
The Council thus welcomes members of the public submit or resubmit any public
 comment they wish to be considered by the Council regarding the 4 Montclair Terrace
 tree by the next hearing date, scheduled for Friday, March 24, 2017 at 8:30 a.m. in City
 Hall Room 400.   
  
You are encouraged to submit or resubmit your public comment to Anthony Valdez,
 San Francisco Department of the Environment, via email or postal mail by Thursday,
 March 23, 2017 to:
 
anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org      
 
OR                                                          
                                                                               

mailto:ludwiginsf@earthlink.net
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:patsyludwig@comcast.net
mailto:czimbardo@gmail.com
file:////c/anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
file:////c/anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


Anthony E. Valdez                           
San Francisco Department of the Environment 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
  
If you have any questions, or would like additional information, please do not hesitate
 to contact Anthony Valdez at anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org or by telephone at 415-355-
3709. 
  
Sincerely, 
 
Anthony E. Valdez Commission Affairs Manager San Francisco Department
 of the Environment 1455 Market Street, Suite 1200, San Francisco, CA 94103
 T: (415) 355-3709 | anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org 
SFEnvironment.org <http://sfenvironment.org/> | Facebook
 <http://www.facebook.com/SFEnvironment>  | Twitter
 <http://twitter.com/sfenvironment> | Get Involved
 <http://sfenvironment.org/get-involved-with-sf-environment>  Please consider
 the environment before printing this email. 

 

-- 
James J. Ludwig

file:////c/anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
file:////c/anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
http://sfenvironment.org/
http://www.facebook.com/SFEnvironment
http://twitter.com/sfenvironment
http://sfenvironment.org/get-involved-with-sf-environment


 
 

Harmeet K. Dhillon 
 

 

 
 

 
March 8, 2017 

 
Dan Kida 
Mei Ling Hui 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 

Re:  Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of Coastal Redwood at  

4 Montclair Terrace 
 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
 
We are writing to voice our opposition to the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal 
redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace. We are residents in same neighborhood as 4 
Montclair Terrace.  We oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree 1) does not meet 
the criteria for landmark status 2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of 
neighboring residents, visitors, and tourists to the Lombard Crooked Street, and 3) will inevitably 
inflict costly structural damage to nearby homes and public roadways over time.  This tree is 
unfit for landmarking by any measure.   
 
The landmark tree designation is designed to identify trees “because of their unusual size, 
historic or cultural significance, critical habitat, and other ecological factors or unique 
characteristics.” See FAQ Page SF Landmark Tree Program, 
http://sfenvironment.org/article/landmark-tree-program/frequently-asked-questions-for-the-
landmark-tree-program.  The Board of Supervisors adopted a set of uniform criteria for the 
designation of landmark trees, which included consideration of the age, size, shape, species, 
location, historical association, visual quality, and other contribution to the City’s character, as 
set forth in Title 16, Sections 810(f)(4)(A)-(E) of the Public Works Code.  
 
As demonstrated below, the 4 Montclair Terrace Tree does not meet even a single one of the 
required elements, let alone most or all of them.  The landmarking nomination should be 
rejected. 
 
I. Section 810(f)(4)(A): Size, age, and species 
  
The 4 Montclair Terrace Tree is just 50 years old. Coastal Redwoods typically live up to 1,200-
1,800 years, some specimens living to be over 2,000 years old. See 

http://sfenvironment.org/article/landmark-tree-program/frequently-asked-questions-for-the-landmark-tree-program
http://sfenvironment.org/article/landmark-tree-program/frequently-asked-questions-for-the-landmark-tree-program
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https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/. There is nothing special about the 
age of this young tree. 
 
 Additionally, the 4 Montclair Terrace Tree is on the small side for its species, standing at 96 feet 
tall.  Coastal redwoods regularly reach 200-350 feet in height.  See 
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood3.html (“Between 100 and 200 
years, the tree typically reaches 200 to 350 feet in height.”).  Coastal redwoods have a potential 
to grow well over 370 feet tall. See https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-
redwoods/; https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sequoia_sempervirens.  There is nothing special about 
the height of this tree. 
  
This species is common in this area.  Coast Redwoods are native to the Pacific Coast, where they 
are commonly found from southern Oregon through Central California.  There are nearly 
1,800,000 acres of Coastal Redwoods growing in this region.  See 

https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/; 
http://www.buyredwood.com/sites/buyredwood/files/redwood-environ_book.pdf. There is 
nothing rare or unusual regarding this tree species.  The UFC members have confirmed in 
connection with prior landmarking nominations, such as the 455 Chenery Redwood, that Coastal 
Redwoods are not rare.  And, the fact that a 96-foot redwood might be uncommon in a dense 
urban neighborhood is for very good reason – because such a tree is inappropriate and dangerous 
in such a setting.  Trees of such stature and girth are poorly suited to San Francisco's typical lot 
pattern of intensively developed long, narrow lots. Where a tree’s rarity is attributable to the fact 
that it is largely incompatible with San Francisco’s prevalent development pattern, this factor 
should not weigh in favor of a landmark designation. 
  
II. 810(f)(4)(B): Visual characteristics, including the tree’s form and whether it is a 

prominent landscape feature 
  
The visual characteristics of the 4 Montclair Tree are unremarkable. The tree has been trimmed, 
pruned and topped so it lacks the natural shape of a Coastal Redwood. In addition the tree is 
visibly leaning downhill, in a northeasterly direction.  Redwoods are known for growing straight 
as an arrow.  The 4 Montclair Tree is not a pristine specimen. 
  
III. 810(f)(4)(C): Cultural or historic characteristics, including whether the tree has 

significant ethnic appreciation or historical association or whether the tree was part 
of a historic planting program that defines neighborhood character 

  
There are no cultural, ethnic or historical associations with the 4 Montclair Tree.  This tree was 
planted for personal reasons by a private homeowner in her private backyard, in a densely 
populated city setting. The backyard in which the tree sits is surrounded by a tall cinder block 
wall and no one but the homeowner has access to it.  The tree is 50 years old, allegedly planted 
in the early 1960’s, and has no historical associations other than the fact that the surrounding 
neighborhood (the Lombard Crooked street in Russian Hill ) is well known.  But it is not well 
known for the 4 Montclair Tree – it is well known for the Crooked Street. 
 

https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood3.html
https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/
https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sequoia_sempervirens
https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/
http://www.buyredwood.com/sites/buyredwood/files/redwood-environ_book.pdf
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The tree does not define neighborhood character in the slightest. Neighbors on Montclair Terrace 
and Lombard Street who have voiced an opinion has come out against the landmarking of this 
tree.  This tree, and the way Ms. Jaye has handled her personal landmarking quest, has created a 
divisive atmosphere amongst the immediate neighbors. 
 
IV. 810(f)(4)(D): Ecological characteristics, including whether the tree provides 

important wildlife habitat, is part of a group of interdependent trees, provides 
erosion control, or acts as a wind or sound barrier 

  
The tree does not provide an important wildlife habitat.  It sits amongst a greenbelt of lush 
gardens and backyards, with other trees and foliage nearby, and birds hop from tree to tree in this 
greenbelt area.  If this particular tree was no longer there, the birds would still inhabit this 
greenbelt area.  The tree is not part of a group of interdependent redwoods in the backyard or 
neighborhood. And, that fact makes it a more hazardous tree, because redwoods need to be 
planted near other redwoods so that they can interlock their roots for increased stability during 
storms.  See https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257; 
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html.  With this tree being in 
isolation from other redwoods and leaning downhill (towering over several homes), it is highly 
likely that this tree can and will fall, taking out several homes and the people living in those 
homes.  
 
The tree does not appear to provide any erosion control, nor is there any evidence that it acts as a 
wind or sound barrier for the neighborhood. 
  
V. 810(f)(4)(E): Locational characteristics, including whether the tree is in a high 

traffic area or low tree density area, provides shade or other benefits to multiple 
properties, and is visually accessible from the public right-of-way 

  
The location of the tree, planted by itself along the property boundary in a small urban backyard 
just a few feet from a public roadway and amongst a high-density neighborhood, is terrible for a 
fast growing and giant redwood.  The tree is planted immediately next to a fence and a garage 
and will obviously harm both structures.  According to the Kielty and Ingalls arborist reports, the 
tree has already cracked and tilted the curb, retaining wall and nearby garden wall.   
 
The tree is also planted just a few dozen feet from several other private residential properties, 
creating a nuisance for them.  Coastal Redwoods do not have a single taproot. Instead, they form 
a shallow network of roots that extend radially, within 4-6 feet of the surface, and up to 50-100 
feet from the base. See http://arboretum.ucdavis.edu/downloads/redwood_exhibits.pdf;  
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html; 
https://fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fsbdev3_058856.pdf.  
 
According to the Kielty and Ingalls arborist reports, the root system for the 4 Montclair Tree 
extends approximately 60 feet in every direction from the trunk of the tree.  Yet, the 4 Montclair 
Tree is located just a 25-50 feet from several other private neighboring properties, including 
1040 Lombard, 40 Montclair Terrace, 15 Montclair Terrace, 25 Montclair Terrace, 33 Montclair 

https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html
http://arboretum.ucdavis.edu/downloads/redwood_exhibits.pdf
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html
https://fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fsbdev3_058856.pdf
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Terrace, 44 Montclair Terrace and 45 Montclair Terrace.  The root system of the 4 Montclair 
Tree clearly extends beyond the property lines of 4 Montclair Terrace.  Those roots will damage 
other home foundations, sewer lines, and the adjacent roadway, Montclair Terrace, over 
time.  The tree has already cracked and damaged the curb adjacent to the tree, and it is just a 
matter of time before it starts damaging the public roadway.  And, if any of the neighboring 
homes need to upgrade their foundations or driveways, add structural reinforcements for 
earthquake safety, renovate/improve their lower floors or add a basement, their efforts will be 
hampered by the tree’s roots.  Landmarking of a tree should never be approved when doing so 
would adversely impact the legal and property rights of the adjacent and nearby property owners.  
Finally, damage to pipelines underneath the streets and the sewer system could drastically drive 
down property values in the neighborhood, directly influencing all homeowners in the area.   
 
The tree also poses an obvious threat to the thousands of tourists and passerby attracted to the 
Crooked Street, as heavy limbs hang over the street and could break, at any time, without 
warning, landing on a passing tourist, resident or car.  
 
Finally, the steep topography and wind appears to have led to the tree leaning downhill instead of 
growing straight up like most redwoods. A leaning tree won’t straighten itself – the lean will 
only get worse over time, with the impact of wind and gravity.  See 
http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php (“gravity kills Coast Redwood trees when they develop 
a lean, which never gets better and usually gets worse, eventually breaking or uprooting the tree, 
often during a big storm when winds stress the crown and flooded soils reduce friction between 
roots and soil.”)  And with a tree of this massive size (nearly 100 feet) and weight (hundreds of 
thousands of pounds), even a slight lean poses a serious threat to public safety.1  Several private 
homes are directly in the “fall line” of this tree.  The Urban Forestry Counsel (“UFC”) must not 
underestimate the catastrophic consequences that would flow from landmarking a tree that will 
crush several occupied private dwellings when it (inevitably) falls – whether in 10 years or 100 
years.  No member of the UFC can guarantee the adjacent neighbors that such a tragic outcome 
will not happen.  Landmarking an obviously dangerous tree would be a reckless abuse of the 
UFC’s discretion, and I urge the UFC not to do so. 
 
VI. 810(f)(4)(F): One or more criteria that qualify the tree as a hazard tree pursuant to 

Section 802(0) 
  
Public Works code Section 802(0) states: “‘Hazard Tree’ shall mean any tree that poses an 
imminent hazard to person or property. The Director may determine that a tree is a hazard if it or 
any part of it: (1) appears dead, dangerous, or likely to fall, even after proper maintenance 
activities are performed to eliminate dead or dangerous parts; (2) obstructs or damages a street, 
sidewalk, or other existing structure; (3) harbors a serious disease or infestation threatening the 

                                                 
1 Coastal redwoods can weigh up to 1.6 million pounds.  See 
http://www.redwoods.info/showrecord.asp?id=3950 Even assuming the 4 Montclair Tree is just 
1/3 the size of the largest redwoods at this time, that still means a weight of more than 500,000 
pounds. 
 

http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php
http://www.redwoods.info/showrecord.asp?id=3950
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health of other trees; (4) interferes with vehicular or pedestrian traffic; or (5) poses any other 
significant hazard or potential hazard, as determined by the Director; provided, however, that 
feasible measures have been applied to abate any such hazard, such as applicable maintenance 
activities listed in Section 802(l) of this Article. The Director’s determination shall be in 
writing.” 
  
The 4 Montclair Tree has several “hazard” characteristics, which poses a threat to the residence 
and by passers in the area.  
 
First, the tree has browning/dying branches that hang over a very popular city street -- putting the 
general public at risk.  These branches are 10-20 feet long, and weigh hundreds of pounds.  One 
falling branch could easily maim or kill a passing pedestrian, or severely damage a passing car.  
As the UFC knows, a large branch recently fell from a city-maintained tree in Washington 
Square Park, just a mile or so from Montclair Terrace.  Tragically, that branch struck and 
paralyzed a young mother who was watching her daughters play in the park when the tree branch 
hit her.  She is now suing the City of San Francisco, and likely will recover millions of dollars 
for her injuries and her family’s loss of enjoyment of their previously-healthy mother.  
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Woman-paralyzed-by-falling-tree-limb-sues-SF-
10641381.php.  If the UFC landmarks this tree, and a branch falls and seriously injures or kills 
someone, the UFC will be inviting liability upon the City of San Francisco for the resulting 
damages. 
 
Second, the 4 Montclair Tree has already cracked and damaged a public curb, a retaining wall 
and a cinder block garden wall.  This too is a hazard element. 
 
Third, the status of this tree as lone redwood creates an additional hazard.  It is commonly known 
that redwoods “have shallow root systems that extend over one hundred feet from the base, 
intertwining with the roots of other redwoods. This increases their stability during strong winds 
and floods.”  See https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257. This tree, by contrast, stands alone, 
adjacent to a retaining wall, and boxed in by various private home foundations that are located 
just a few dozen feet away.  With no other redwood tree roots to interlock with, this tree’s 
stability is compromised. Perhaps that is why the tree is leaning in a Northeast/downhill 
direction.  It poses a clear and obvious threat to adjacent homes, which would be crushed to bits 
if this massive, 500,000 pound tree uprooted and came down during a storm.  It is well-known 
that “gravity kills Coast Redwood trees when they develop a lean, which never gets better and 
usually gets worse, eventually breaking or uprooting the tree, often during a big storm when 
winds stress the crown and flooded soils reduce friction between roots and soil.”  See 
http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php.  Let us not forget the windstorm of December 12, 1995, 
in which thousands of trees were blown over when San Francisco clocked wind gusts of 85-103 
MPH, accompanied by several inches of rain. See  
http://www.climate.washington.edu/stormking/December1995.html  Storms like this can and do 
happen, and with a 100 foot (and growing) tree sticking out like a sore thumb atop Russian Hill, 
we will never know when a tree like this with its compromised root system might blow over.  As 
the tree gets taller, bushier and older, it will need a larger root system for stability than its current 
location allows.  This is a disaster waiting to happen. 

http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Woman-paralyzed-by-falling-tree-limb-sues-SF-10641381.php
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Woman-paralyzed-by-falling-tree-limb-sues-SF-10641381.php
https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257
http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php
http://www.climate.washington.edu/stormking/December1995.html
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We urge the UFC to give careful consideration to the serious public safety consequences that are 
implicated by this landmarking nomination.  Please think carefully about how your actions might 
inflict catastrophic harm upon those living in the shadow of this huge tree.  Even if this tree did 
satisfy some of the landmarking criteria – which it does not – landmarking this tree should 
nevertheless be rejected out of hand due to the poor locational characteristics, hazard elements, 
and safety considerations described above.  Every tree not cut down will eventually fall down.  
And even if the UFC feels that the statistical odds of a branch, root or trunk failure in the near 
future are small, the catastrophic consequences of any such failure indisputably outweigh any 
marginal benefit the City may obtain from landmarking one tree.    
 
For all of the foregoing reasons, I urge the UFC to reject this landmark tree nomination. 
 

Best regards,   
 

 
      

Harmeet K. Dhillon and Sarvjit Randhawa  
 



From: aurelio silva jr.
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: SF Redwood Tree Landmark Status.
Date: Sunday, March 12, 2017 9:47:24 PM

TO:
Mr. Anthony E. Valdez
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, Ca 94103

My name is Aurelio Silva Jr. I am the property manager at 4 Montclair Terrace
 residence for almost 20 years. During this time, I have witnessed the come and go of
 Montclair Terrace residence and recently last year, another 2 residence with families
 had just moved in.

As we most know the famous crooked street on Lombard is always busy with tourist
 day and night by driving down the hill and for that, it causes
fumes and smogs in the neighborhood and our busy city doesn't have enough trees
 that help to prevent anti-pollutant.

We have few surviving trees left on Russian Hill. All the more reason our Magnificent
 Redwood serves our Montclair neighbors as being anti-pollutant.
and I believe it will help to slowdown the climate change.

Trees are crucial to maintaining a stable human-friendly climate.  Studies show that
 Coast Redwoods capture more carbon dioxide (CO2) from our cars, trucks, and
 power plants than any other tree on earth.

Therefore, I conclude we need to respect Mother Nature and maintain on what is
 existing for our better living conditions and for the coming generation.  I care deeply
 about this extraordinary tree.
       
Please consider your Landmark Status for this Montclair Redwood.   Thank you.

    

Sincerely,

Aurelio Silva Jr.

mailto:aureliosilvajr@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 
 Matthew J. Gluck 
  
  
	

 

	
	
October 15, 2016	
 
 
 
VIA HAND DELIVERY 
 
Supervisor Mark Farrell 
City Hall 
1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place, Room 244 
San Francisco, Ca 94102-4689 
 

VIA EMAIL 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
Attn:  Mei Ling Hui, Coordinator 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
 

 
 Re: Application for Landmark Tree Status by Mrs. Meri Jaye, 4 Montclair Terrace 
  Letter in support of application 
 
Dear Supervisor Farrell and SF Urban Forestry Council: 

I submit this letter in support of Meri Jaye’s application for landmark status for her beloved redwood tree 
(the “Tree”) planted by her at her home at 4 Montclair Terrace as a memorial to her late husband and 
children.  I urge you to move forward and present your constituent Mrs. Jaye’s application to the Board 
of Supervisors at your earliest opportunity.  Mrs. Jaye is elderly and infirm, and the protection of her Tree 
is her highest priority.  Delays may play into the sordid hopes of some of her opponents that Mrs. Jaye’s 
condition will deteriorate and she will no longer be able to pursue the matter.  In this case, justice delayed 
truly may be justice denied. 

In addition, you should know that the opponents of Mrs. Jaye’s application include at least one property 
owner who has previously sought to obtain advantage over Mrs. Jaye to enhance the value of his property. 
Dr. Vance Vanier, a key member of the neighborhood coalition opposing the landmark application, 
recently obtained valuable light, air, and view easements over Mrs. Jaye’s property by having her sign 
legal papers (the “Easement”, later recorded as Doc. No. 2016.K246870) without the benefit of counsel.  
Dr. Vanier obtained these rights by representing to Mrs. Jaye that the Easement would protect her Tree, 
which he had learned was very important to her.  In fact, the Easement effectively prevented any future 
development of any part of Mrs. Jaye’s property by giving Dr. Vanier’s property permanent rights to the 
air, light and view extending from the existing residence, garage and garden “to the top of the atmosphere.”  
The Easement would prevent any future owner of Mrs. Jaye’s property from installing central AC, a shed, 
or a roof deck to enjoy the view – regardless of whether it was allowed by code.  Although the Easement 
provided the owner of Dr. Vanier’s property legal standing to protect the Tree, it did not impose any 
obligation on anyone to actually protect it.  In short, the Easement did not provide any meaningful 
protection for the Tree.  Dr. Vanier showed up at Mrs. Jaye’s home with his lawyer and a notary.  Mrs. 
Jaye was not encouraged or even given the opportunity to have a lawyer review the Easement on her 
behalf before being asked to sign it.  Due to her age and fragile condition, and because she trusted her 
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neighbor who appeared to want to help her, Mrs. Jaye acquiesced to Dr. Vanier’s request and signed the 
Easement on the spot. 

Although I was able to convince Dr. Vanier to release the Easement by suggesting legal action, I believe 
that Dr. Vanier’s conduct nonetheless demonstrates that his and his neighbors’ opposition is based solely 
on their desire to safeguard their views in ways that the SF Building and Planning Codes do not require, 
and which are far outweighed by Mrs. Jaye’s and the public’s interest in having the Tree be given 
Landmark status by the City.  The opponents failed to specify any “major public consequences” from the 
Tree being given landmark status other than their own pecuniary interests, because there are none. 

The neighbors have been given ample notice of the application.  Please move forward with Mrs. Jaye’s 
application to give her a fair hearing as soon as possible. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Matthew J. Gluck 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 







 
March 17, 2017 
 
To:        San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
From:    Christina Zimbardo 
Re:        Request to landmark a tree at 4 Montclair Terrace 
 
My husband, Philip, and I have lived at 25 Montclair Terrace since 1973, and 
have known Meri Jaye as our neighbor during the past 44 years.  Our home is on 
the west, upper side of Montclair, directly across from her garden and garage.  
Meri Jaye planted a redwood tree in her garden, and has now requested that it 
be given “landmark” status. 
 
We want to state that we are strongly OPPOSED to making this particular tree a 
“landmark.”  We join with all our Montclair and Lombard neighbors who are also 
strongly opposed to this request.  Our initial letter (and my oral presentation) to 
the SFUFC Landmark Tree Committee, on October 6, 2016, stated that this 
redwood tree did not meet ANY of the relevant criteria: 
 

a) It is not an unusual species in the Bay Area. 
b) It is not related to a historic or cultural building, site, event, or person. 
c) It is not “old” for its species – but it has a potential life span of many 

hundreds of years. 
d) It has not been prominently featured in media. 
e) The tree has no “traffic calming effect” for either Montclair Terrace or 

nearby Lombard Street. 
f) The tree contains no visible nests of known wildlife species. 
g) The tree does not reduce wind speed or mitigate undesirable noise. 
h)  There is NO neighborhood support for this designation. 
i) There is no particular value to certain ethnic or cultural groups in the City.  
j) The tree towers over all of the houses on Montclair Terrace, and even 

some houses on Lombard Street, and has increasingly obstructed the 
sunlight and views of these homes.   

k) The tree is dangerously tall for its densely populated urban hilltop location, 
and will pose obvious safety issues as it continues to grow from its current 
height of 96 feet to its maximum height (for this species) of 200-375 feet.  
If any large branches were to break off, or if it were to topple in a 
windstorm, which certainly is possible given its exposed hilltop location, 
the consequences could be both expensive (damaged homes) and tragic 
(injuries or worse, to nearby neighbors and tourists on the Crooked 
Lombard Street). 
 

Phil and I have been increasingly worried about the continued growth of such 
large trees in our neighborhood.  In November 2015, an extremely tall and wide 



cypress tree (on the property behind us), broke apart without warning, and a 
huge tree stem came crashing down on to our house and the one next door at 33 
Montclair.  Fortunately, no one was hurt, but there was damage to our home.  I 
want to point out that the cypress tree had been regularly checked by arborists, 
but no one had predicted that the tree would fall.  Similarly, a tall pine tree in the 
Washington Square Park playground had been checked and evaluated as 
healthy, but last year it suddenly dropped a large branch that struck and seriously 
injured a young mother.  Incidents such as these point to the fact that these big 
trees can pose a real hazard, to both people and property, and that our current 
state of knowledge and preparation can not prevent such accidents from 
happening. 
 
When I attended the hearing of the Landmark Tree Committee on October 6, I 
heard Meri present her case for landmarking her tree.  I wish to point out some of 
the shortcomings of her arguments.  She spoke about little school children 
coming to see the tree and hold hands around it.  That happened once about 40 
years ago, but there have been no regular visits by school classes since then.  
Even the children living on Montclair have not been invited to visit the tree in her 
garden.  She spoke of all the tourists who come to our Lombard Hill 
neighborhood, but they rarely come down Montclair, and they rarely come to see 
a tree -- rather, the vast majority of visitors want to take photos of flowers on the 
crooked street.  She spoke about visits by a mother and baby raccoons, but 
raccoons and other wildlife make visits to all of our gardens, so there is nothing 
special about her redwood tree in this regard.  She invited the Committee 
members to come visit her garden and stand under the tree, but very few people 
ever receive such an invitation -- basically, this is a fenced-in, locked garden, 
whose huge tree only serves to obstruct views and dump debris on neighboring 
houses.  Meri claimed that she planted the tree in memory of her husband and 
child (children?), but these unnamed and unknown people never lived here on 
Montclair, so this story has no meaning for the neighborhood at all. 
 
Finally, this redwood tree has had a major impact on our particular home, which 
is across the street from the garden.  The main windows of our home face east, 
so that our primary views are of Telegraph Hill and the East Bay beyond.  When 
we first moved in to our home, in 1973, that view was fairly unobstructed, but 
now it is largely blocked by the redwood tree. The tree is now taller than our 
house, and continues to grow ever higher and wider.   
 
In sum, the presence of this huge tree within our small hillside neighborhood has 
occurred for very private and personal reasons, and has been maintained in that 
way by a single individual.  The public effect of that private decision, with regard 
to the surrounding neighbors, seems to have never been a primary concern for 
Meri Jaye, and has never been acknowledged.  Thus, it should come as no 
surprise that Phil and I, and all the surrounding neighbors, do NOT agree that 
there is anything special or noteworthy about this particular tree, and that we are 
strongly opposed to the request that it be landmarked. 



From: Jawahar Gidwani
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: Catherina M. Paolino; Daniel Kassabian; Jawahar Gidwani
Subject: Re: Public comment on the nomination of a redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Friday, March 17, 2017 11:47:08 AM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council 

We oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 
Montclair Terrace (“Tree”).  My wife and I have been the property owners of  

 for over  30 years.  Our home is located just a short distance from the Tree
 in question.  At the current time, if the Tree fell in the direction of our home it would certainly
 cause damage to our property.  However, if the Tree receives Landmark status and continues 
to grow, within only a few years it will threaten our physical safety or potentially our lives.  
For that reason, we oppose the Tree’s nomination. The Tree does NOT impact our views. In 
addition, as long-time residents of the neighborhood, we can attest that the prospect of the 
Tree’s designation has galvanized the neighborhood like few issues in the past.  Indeed, we 
can vouch that there is an overwhelming opposition amongst our neighbors to granting 
Landmark status to the Tree.

Thank you.

Jawahar M. Gidwani
Catherina M. Paolino

*********************Privacy and ConfidentialityNotice***************************
The information contained in this communication is proprietary, confidential, copyright, trade 
secret. It is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed and 
others authorized to receive it. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 
that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking any action in reliance to the contents of this
 information is strictly prohibited.
***************************************************************************

On Mar 8, 2017, at 1:58 PM, Valdez, Anthony (ENV) 
<anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org> wrote:

To Whom it May Concern:
 
You are receiving this letter because you submitted public comment on the nomination
 of a redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace for landmark tree status to the San Francisco 
Urban Forestry Council.
  

mailto:jmgid@comcast.net
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:cmpao@comcast.net
mailto:daniel.kassabian@mail.mcgill.ca
mailto:jmgid@comcast.net
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


The Urban Forestry Council, the policy body responsible for the local tree landmarking 
process, on February 28, 2017 vacated its prior decisions made regarding the tree 
located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  Also on February 28, 2017, it decided to begin a new 
process for considering whether to nominate this tree for landmark status.  Thus no 
documents or public comment previously submitted in the process that was vacated 
will be considered by the council in its new consideration process.  Only public 
comment submitted after the Council's vote on February 28, 2017 will be taken into 
account by the Council in its decision regarding whether to nominate the 4 Montclair 
Terrace tree for landmark status.
 
The Council thus welcomes members of the public submit or resubmit any public 
comment they wish to be considered by the Council regarding the 4 Montclair Terrace 
tree by the next hearing date, scheduled for Friday, March 24, 2017 at 8:30 a.m. in City 
Hall Room 400.   
  
You are encouraged to submit or resubmit your public comment to Anthony Valdez, 
San Francisco Department of the Environment, via email or postal mail by Thursday, 
March 23, 2017 to:
 
anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org      
 
OR                                                          
                                                                               
Anthony E. Valdez                           
San Francisco Department of the Environment 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA 94103 
  
If you have any questions, or would like additional information, please do not hesitate 
to contact Anthony Valdez at anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org or by telephone at 415-355-
3709.
  
Sincerely, 
 
Anthony E. Valdez
Commission Affairs Manager
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200, San Francisco, CA 94103
T: (415) 355-3709 | anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org

 

SFEnvironment.org | Facebook | Twitter | Get Involved
 
Please consider the environment before printing this email.

mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
http://sfenvironment.org/
http://www.facebook.com/SFEnvironment
http://twitter.com/sfenvironment
http://sfenvironment.org/get-involved-with-sf-environment


From: James Hickman
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: 4 Montclair Terrace Tree
Date: Saturday, March 18, 2017 9:39:52 AM

Dear Mr. Valdez,

The 95 foot redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace, stands less than 60 feet form the
 north end of my house, and is leaning downhill toward it.  
I strongly oppose the landmarking of this tree for one single person with total
 disregard for everyone in the neighborhood.
The idea that angers me the most is why anyone's opinion other than the affected
 neighbors, should be considered in this discussion.

Sinceerely,
James H Hickman

mailto:jamhick@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org




1 

 

December 2, 2016 

 

Urban Forestry Council 

San Francisco Department of the Environment  

1455 Market Street, Ste. 1200  

San Francisco, CA 94103 

c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)  

 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal 

Redwood 

 

Dear Urban Forestry Council: 

  

I write to voice my opposition to the nomination for landmark status of the coastal redwood 

tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live next door to 4 Montclair Terrace.  This massive 

tree sits just 25-30 feet from my property line, and towers more than 90 feet over my home.  

I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for 

landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring 

residents, visitors and tourists visiting the Lombard Crooked Street, and (3) may inflict 

costly structural damage to nearby homes and public roadways over time.  This tree is unfit 

for landmarking by any measure.   

 

As a preliminary matter, this landmarking nomination is not even properly before the 

Urban Forestry Council (“UFC”).  The 4 Montclair tree straddles several private properties 

via its expansive, 100+ feet-wide root system—including my adjacent property at 

40 Montclair Terrace.  Yet, only one of those properties has advanced this nomination:  the 

homeowner at 4 Montclair Terrace.  The UFC has dealt with this precise issue before, in 

connection with the landmarking consideration of the 455 Chenery Street redwood tree, 

and is well aware of the requirement that all homeowners whose properties “contain” the 

subject tree must advance the nomination.  Indeed, the UFC ultimately rejected the 455 

Chenery Redwood nomination after the neighboring homeowner at 461 Chenery voiced this 

argument in opposition.  The same result is warranted here.  Because several homeowners 

whose properties “contain” this tree and would be directly and adversely impacted by this 

decision—including mine—do not consent to and in fact oppose this nomination, this 

matter is not properly before the UFC, and the UFC has no jurisdictional basis to consider 

it.  The nomination should be summarily rejected for this reason alone.1 

 

Even if the UFC elects to consider the merits of this improper submission, this nomination 

fails on the merits.  The landmark tree designation is intended to identify trees “because of 

their unusual size, historic or cultural significance, critical habitat, and other ecological 

factors or unique characteristics.”  See FAQ Page SF Landmark Tree Program, 

http://sfenvironment.org/article/landmark-tree-program/frequently-asked-questions-for-the-

landmark-tree-program.  The Board of Supervisors adopted a set of uniform criteria for the 

                                                        
1 Detailed legal support for this argument is set forth in the Montclair Terrace Association’s letter to the UFC.  

I concur in all of the arguments made in opposition to this nomination by the Montclair Terrace Association via 

its submission, and also in the points in opposition made by the Lombard Hill Improvement Association via its 

submission.  I hereby incorporate both submissions herein by reference.   
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designation of landmark trees, which includes consideration of the age, size, shape, species, 

location, historical association, visual quality and other contribution to the City’s character, 

and presence or absence of hazard characteristics, as set forth in Title 16, Sections 

810(f)(4)(A)-(E) of the Public Works Code.  As demonstrated below, the 4 Montclair Terrace 

tree does not meet any of the required elements, let alone most or all of them.  The UFC 

should reject this landmarking nomination. 

 

I also note that my opposition has nothing to do with views.  I’m aware that the 

homeowner’s friends and proponents have elected to engage in personal attacks on the 

neighbors.  One such attack is the false assertion that the neighbors are opposing the 

nomination so that they could regain their “million dollar views” that the tree has grown to 

block over time.  In fact, the vast majority of neighbors, like me, have no view issues with 

the tree, which sits either beside, or behind, our homes.  My objection has nothing to do 

with views.  This tree does not block any views from my home nor will it ever do so, given 

its location.  The UFC should reject this false narrative and the aspersions that the 

nomination’s supporters have sought to cast on those who are truly affected by the tree, like 

me, my husband, and our children.   

 

I. Section 810(f)(4)(A): Size, age, and species 

  

The 4 Montclair Terrace tree is just 50 years old—the equivalent of a toddler in human 

years.  Coastal Redwoods can live up to 1,200-1,800 years, some specimens living to be over 

2,000 years old.  See https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/.  There is 

nothing special about the age of this young tree. 

 

Additionally, the 4 Montclair Terrace tree is on the small side for its species, standing at 96 

feet tall.  Coastal redwoods regularly reach 200-350 feet in height.  See 

http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood3.html (“Between 100 and 200 

years, the tree typically reaches 200 to 350 feet in height.”).  Coastal redwoods have a 

potential to grow well over 370 feet tall. See 

https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/; 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sequoia_sempervirens.  There is nothing special about the 

height of this tree. 

 

 This species is common in this area.  Coast Redwoods are native to the Pacific Coast, 

where they are commonly found from southern Oregon through Central California.  There 

are nearly 1,800,000 acres of Coastal Redwoods growing in this region.  See 

https://www.savetheredwoods.org/redwoods/coast-redwoods/; 

http://www.buyredwood.com/sites/buyredwood/files/redwood-environ_book.pdf.  There is 

nothing rare or unusual regarding this tree species.   

 

UFC members have confirmed, in connection with prior landmarking nominations such as 

the 455 Chenery redwood tree’s nomination, that Coastal Redwoods are not rare.  And, the 

fact that a 96-foot redwood might be uncommon in a dense urban neighborhood is for very 

good reason—because such a tree is inappropriate and dangerous in such a setting.  Trees 

of such stature and girth are poorly suited to San Francisco’s typical lot pattern of 

intensively developed long, narrow lots.  Where a specific tree’s rarity is attributable to the 

fact that it is incompatible with San Francisco’s prevalent development pattern, this factor 

should not weigh in favor of a landmark designation. 
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II. 810(f)(4)(B): Visual characteristics, including the tree’s form and whether it 

is a prominent landscape feature 

The visual characteristics of the 4 Montclair tree are unremarkable.  It appears that the 

tree has been trimmed, pruned, and topped haphazardly, instead of pursuant to a prudent 

tree management program, so it lacks the natural shape of a Coastal Redwood.  In addition, 

the tree is visibly leaning downhill, in a northeasterly direction, as can be seen in the 

attached photos 1 and 2.  Also, as noted by one certified arborist, it has “poorly attached 

codominant leaders and heavier than normal lateral limbs.”  Redwoods are known for 

growing straight as an arrow.  It is clear that the 4 Montclair tree is not even close to being 

a pristine specimen. 

III. 810(f)(4)(C): Cultural or historic characteristics, including whether the tree 

has significant ethnic appreciation or historical association or whether the 

tree was part of a historic planting program that defines neighborhood 

character 

  

There are no cultural, ethnic, or historical associations with the 4 Montclair tree, 

whatsoever.  This tree was planted for personal reasons by a private homeowner in her 

private backyard, in a densely populated city setting.  The backyard in which the tree sits is 

surrounded by a tall cinder block wall and no one but the homeowner has access to it.  The 

tree is 50 years old, allegedly planted in the early 1960s, and has no historical associations.  

The surrounding neighborhood, the Crooked Street in Russian Hill, is well known.  But, the 

neighborhood is not well known for the 4 Montclair tree; it is well known for the Crooked 

Street. 

 

The tree does not define neighborhood character in the slightest.  There is no neighborhood 

support for this landmarking nomination.  Every single neighbor on Montclair Terrace and 

Lombard Street who has voiced an opinion has come out against the landmarking of this 

tree.  This tree, and the way the homeowner has handled her personal landmarking quest, 

has created a divisive atmosphere amongst the immediate neighbors.   

 

Nor do the neighbors “appreciate” the tree.  The homeowner has responded with anger and 

hostility to any neighbor requests to properly maintain the tree over the years.  She also 

refused to consult with her neighbors before nominating the tree for landmarking.  And, 

after she nominated it and neighbors reached out to share their concerns with her, the 

homeowner refused to speak with them about it. 

 

Although the homeowner claims that children frequently visit the tree, I have never seen a 

single child in her backyard, and my home looks directly onto it.  Nor has the homeowner’s 

next-door neighbor, Mrs. Kahr at 1040 Lombard ever, in her 40 years of living next door, 

seen any children in the 4 Montclair homeowner’s backyard.  Indeed, Mrs. Kahr raised her 

three children in that home, and neither she, nor any of her three children, have ever been 

invited into the 4 Montclair homeowner’s backyard—not once in 40 years.  My children 

have not been invited to come visit her tree either.  Nor has the homeowner invited any of 

the children of the young families now on Montclair Terrace, as far as I am aware.   
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IV. 810(f)(4)(D): Ecological characteristics, including whether the tree provides 

important wildlife habitat, is part of a group of interdependent trees, 

provides erosion control, or acts as a wind or sound barrier 

  

The tree does not provide an important wildlife habitat.  It sits amongst a greenbelt of lush 

gardens and backyards, with other trees and foliage nearby, and birds hop from tree to tree 

in this greenbelt area.  If this particular tree was no longer there, the birds would still 

inhabit this greenbelt area.  The tree is not part of a group of interdependent redwoods in 

the backyard or neighborhood.  And, that fact makes it a more hazardous tree, because 

redwoods need to be planted near other redwoods so that they can interlock their roots for 

increased stability during storms.  See https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257; 

http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html.  With this tree being in 

isolation from other redwoods and leaning downhill (towering over several homes), it is 

highly likely that this tree can and will fall, taking out several homes and the people living 

in those homes.  

 

The tree does not appear to provide any erosion control, nor is there any evidence that it 

acts as a wind or sound barrier for the neighborhood. 

  

V. 810(f)(4)(E): Locational characteristics, including whether the tree is in a 

high traffic area or low tree density area, provides shade or other benefits 

to multiple properties, and is visually accessible from the public right-of-

way 

  

The location of the tree, planted along the property boundary in a small urban backyard 

just a few feet from a public roadway and amongst a high-density neighborhood, is terrible 

for a fast growing and giant redwood.  The tree was planted right next to a fence and a 

garage, and will obviously harm both structures if it hasn’t already.  According to the Kielty 

and Ingalls arborist reports, the tree has already cracked and tilted the curb, retaining wall 

and nearby garden wall.   

 

The tree was also planted just a few dozen feet from several other private residential 

properties, creating a nuisance.  As a result, the 4 Montclair tree is a nuisance, and offends 

my and others’ property rights both above and below the ground, instead of providing 

benefits as required for landmarking. 

 

First, the tree poses a clear structural threat to many homes in this densely populated 

neighborhood.  The steep topography and wind appears to have led to the tree leaning 

downhill per attached photos 1 and 2 instead of growing straight up like most redwoods.  A 

leaning tree won’t straighten itself.  The lean will only get worse over time, with the impact 

of wind and gravity.  See http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php (“gravity kills Coast 

Redwood trees when they develop a lean, which never gets better and usually gets worse, 

eventually breaking or uprooting the tree, often during a big storm when winds stress the 

crown and flooded soils reduce friction between roots and soil.”)  With a tree of this massive 

size (nearly 100 feet) and weight (hundreds of thousands of pounds), even a slight lean 

poses a serious threat to public safety.2  Several private homes are directly in the tree’s “fall 

                                                        
2 Coastal redwoods can weigh up to 1.6 million pounds.  See http://www.redwoods.info/showrecord.asp?id=3950.  

Assuming the 4 Montclair tree is ⅓ the size of the largest redwoods, it weighs more than 500,000 pounds. 
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line.”  The UFC must not underestimate the catastrophic consequences that would flow 

from landmarking a tree that will crush several occupied private dwellings when it 

(inevitably) falls—whether in 10 years, 50 years, or more.  The UFC cannot guarantee that 

such a tragic outcome will not happen.  Landmarking an obviously dangerous tree would be 

an abuse of the UFC’s discretion, and I urge the UFC not to do so.  The tree also poses an 

obvious threat to the thousands of tourists and passerby attracted to the Crooked Street, as 

heavy limbs hang over the street and could break, at any time, without warning, landing on 

a passing tourist, resident, or car.  Photo 3 attached to this letter shows the tree’s large, 

heavy limbs hanging over the street. 

 

Second, the trees’ root system also is problematic.  Coastal Redwoods do not have a single 

taproot.  Instead, they form a shallow network of roots that extend radially, within 4-6 feet 

of the surface, and up to 50-100 feet from the base.  See 

http://arboretum.ucdavis.edu/downloads/redwood_exhibits.pdf;  

http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood2.html; 

https://fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fsbdev3_058856.pdf.  

According to the Kielty and Ingalls arborist reports, the root system for the 4 Montclair tree 

extends approximately 60 feet in every direction from the trunk of the tree.  Yet, the 

4 Montclair tree is located just a 25-50 feet from several other private neighboring 

properties, including 1040 Lombard, 40 Montclair Terrace, 15 Montclair Terrace, 25 

Montclair Terrace, 33 Montclair Terrace, 44 Montclair Terrace and 45 Montclair Terrace.  

The root system of the 4 Montclair tree clearly extends beyond the property lines of 

4 Montclair Terrace, and the property owner at 4 Montclair has presented no evidence or 

opinion by a certified arborist to the contrary.  Those roots can and will damage other home 

foundations, sewer lines, and the adjacent roadway, Montclair Terrace, over time.  As one 

example, the tree has already cracked and damaged the curb adjacent to the tree, and it is 

just a matter of time before it starts damaging the public roadway, which is the only means 

of ingress and egress for the homes on Montclair Terrace, including mine.  Obviously, the 

UFC must act in a way that respects the rights of the neighboring homes’ need to upgrade 

their foundations or driveways, add structural reinforcements for earthquake safety, or 

engage in any necessary improvements.  These tree’s roots cannot trump those rights.  

Landmarking of a tree should never be approved when doing so would adversely impact 

public roadways, as well as the legal and property rights of the adjacent and nearby 

property owners. 

 

Third, the trees branches cast excessive shade on our home for several hours each day, 

depriving us of precious sunlight that is so valuable and important in San Francisco’s cool 

climate, especially in the winter months.  The tree’s detritus from its branches outside the 

property line cover the road, which is a “non-conforming road” for the City’s Public Works 

Department that does not get the benefit of a city street sweeper cleaning.  The detritus 

also covers our driveway and walkways, requiring us to sweep and clean frequently.  

Submitted with this letter are photos 3 to 8 illustrating the nuisance this tree has created 

for the public roadway and our home.  Due to the tree’s height and proximity to my home, 

those branches also sheds massive amounts of detritus that lands on my roof, blocking our 

gutters and roof drains, requiring extra roof maintenance to ensure proper drainage.  These 

blockages create a “waterfall” effect along my roofline during rainstorms, keeping my 

family awake at night as water pours over the gutters and lands two stories below on our 

driveway.  As a result, my husband must access our roof and hang precariously over the 

edge of our roofline to clean out the gutters several times a month during rainy seasons.  
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Photo 9 shows the volume of detritus he has collected from our roof’s gutter system in 

recent weeks.  The UFC should never landmark a tree that creates a nuisance for those 

nearby.    

 

Neighborhood occupants and neighborhood associations are unanimously opposed to the 

landmarking of this tree.  The homeowner failed to notify and solicit views of adjacent 

neighbors, like me, before submitting the landmarking nomination. 

VI. 810(f)(4)(F): One or more criteria that qualify the tree as a hazard tree 

pursuant to Section 802(0) 

  

Public Works code Section 802(o) states: “‘Hazard Tree’ shall mean any tree that poses an 

imminent hazard to person or property.  The Director may determine that a tree is a hazard 

if it or any part of it: (1) appears dead, dangerous, or likely to fall, even after proper 

maintenance activities are performed to eliminate dead or dangerous parts; (2) obstructs or 

damages a street, sidewalk, or other existing structure; (3) harbors a serious disease or 

infestation threatening the health of other trees; (4) interferes with vehicular or pedestrian 

traffic; or (5) poses any other significant hazard or potential hazard, as determined by the 

Director; provided, however, that feasible measures have been applied to abate any such 

hazard, such as applicable maintenance activities listed in Section 802(l) of this Article. The 

Director’s determination shall be in writing.” 

  

The 4 Montclair tree has several “hazard” characteristics. 

 

First, the tree has browning/dying branches that hang over a very popular city street—

putting the general public at risk.  These branches are 10-20 feet long, and weigh hundreds 

of pounds.  One falling branch could easily maim or kill a passing pedestrian, or severely 

damage a passing car.  As the UFC knows, a large branch recently fell from a 

city-maintained tree in Washington Square Park, just a mile or so from Montclair Terrace.  

Tragically, that branch struck and paralyzed a young mother who was watching her 

daughters play in the park when the tree branch hit her.  She is now suing the City of San 

Francisco, and likely will recover millions of dollars for her injuries and her family’s loss of 

enjoyment of their previously-healthy mother.  See 
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/Woman-paralyzed-by-falling-tree-limb-sues-SF-10641381.php.  

If the UFC landmarks this tree, and a branch falls and injures or kills someone, the UFC 

will be inviting liability upon the City of San Francisco for the resulting damages. 

 

Second, the 4 Montclair tree has already cracked and damaged a public curb, a retaining 

wall and a cinder block garden wall.  This too is a hazard element. 

 

Third, the status of this tree as lone redwood creates an additional hazard.  It is commonly 

known that redwoods “have shallow root systems that extend over one hundred feet from 

the base, intertwining with the roots of other redwoods.  This increases their stability 

during strong winds and floods.”  See https://www.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=22257.  This tree, 

by contrast, stands alone, adjacent to a retaining wall, and boxed in by various private 

home foundations that are located just a few dozen feet away.  With no other redwood tree 

roots to interlock with, this tree’s stability is compromised.  Perhaps that is why the tree is 

leaning in a northeast/downhill direction.  It poses a clear and obvious threat to adjacent 

homes, which would be crushed if this massive, 500,000-pound tree uprooted and came 
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down during a storm.  It is well-known that “gravity kills Coast Redwood trees when they 

develop a lean, which never gets better and usually gets worse, eventually breaking or 

uprooting the tree, often during a big storm when winds stress the crown and flooded soils 

reduce friction between roots and soil.”  See http://www.conifers.org/cu/Sequoia.php.  We all 

just witnessed a winter, with heavy rains and strong winds, that resulted in over 300 

downed trees, including several large, prominent trees crushing nearby homes and causing 

evacuations:  
http://www.sfgate.com/bayarea/article/fallen-trees-uprooted-San-Francisco-storm-total-10850703.php  

http://sf.curbed.com/2017/1/13/14266170/fallen-trees-san-francisco-storm  

http://www.nbcbayarea.com/news/local/San-Francisco-Gas-Leak-Evacuations-410276215.html  

http://kron4.com/2017/01/10/massive-tree-falls-on-san-francisco-apartment-complex/  

http://www.sfexaminer.com/two-families-displaced-tree-falls-san-francisco-home/  

Those wind and rainstorms during this winter were not the first of their kind.  The 

windstorm of December 12, 1995 caused thousands of trees to be blown over when San 

Francisco clocked wind gusts of 85-103 MPH, accompanied by several inches of rain.  See  

http://www.climate.washington.edu/stormking/December1995.html.  The recent storms 

have caused all of us to be aware that they can and do happen with regularity over the 

course of time, and with a 100 foot (and growing) tree sticking out like a sore thumb atop 

Russian Hill, we will never know when a tree like this with its compromised root system 

might blow over.  As the tree gets taller, bushier, and older, it will need a larger root system 

for stability than its current location allows.  This is a disaster waiting to happen.  The 

UFC should never landmark a tree with actual or potential hazard characteristics. 

 

I must stress to the UFC that my home lies just 30 feet from and directly in the 

potential fall path of this massive 96-foot tall tree.  Our home also sits in the general 

direction of where the tree is already visibly leaning.  I urge the UFC to give careful 

consideration to the serious public safety consequences that are implicated by this 

landmarking nomination.  Please think carefully about how your actions might, 

even if unintentionally, inflict catastrophic harm upon those living in the shadow 

of this huge tree.  Even if this tree did satisfy some of the landmarking criteria—which it 

does not—landmarking this tree should nevertheless be rejected due to the poor locational 

characteristics, hazard elements and safety considerations described above.  It is 

scientifically inevitable that this tree will fail at some point—either its roots, its branches, 

or its trunk.  Every tree not cut down will eventually fall down.  No one can predict when 

that will happen, but we do know that it will happen.  When a tree is so large that it has 

identifiable targets in its fall line, it should be routinely and carefully maintained, 

including the careful trimming of branches and limbs prone to fail, instead of landmarking 

it so that the tree is left untouched and eventually fails with huge consequences.  

Landmarking would mean that the homeowner could not prune it for safety reasons even if 

she wanted to, without going through a lengthy administrative process and seeking 

approval to do so.  The City is already in charge of too many trees—it cannot possibly 

guarantee the safety of the neighbors near this tree, as evidenced by the many recent tree 

failures on city-owned properties, including the one at Washington Square Park that 

paralyzed a young mother.  And even if the UFC feels that the statistical odds of a branch, 

root or trunk failure in the near future are small, the catastrophic consequences of any such 

failure indisputably outweigh any marginal benefit the City may obtain from landmarking 

this one tree.  No tree is worth more than a human life. 
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In light of the tree’s failure to meet the uniform criteria for landmark designation, which 

are supposed to be determinative of a landmarking nomination,3 it appears that the 

4 Montclair homeowner has used her personal story for planting the tree in the first 

instance as a reason why it should be landmarked.  But, a homeowner’s personal 

attachment to a tree is not relevant to the landmarking decision.  UFC members should not 

allow their personal emotions to interfere with their responsibilities to protect public safety, 

in giving careful consideration to the objective criteria.   

 

The homeowner’s story is unfortunate.  But her election to plant a species of redwood 

considered the largest tree in the world to one side of a small backyard within a densely 

populated city neighborhood was a misguided decision—one that should not be sanctioned 

or endorsed by the City via landmarking. There are more appropriate venues where one can 

plant such a large tree in memory of loved ones, including: https://sempervirens.org/ways-

to-give/dedicate-a-tree/ and http://www.rffi.org/Plant-a-Redwood.html to name just a few.  

These locations are much more appropriate and tremendously enhance the survival of such 

a giant tree whose proper growth, structure and survival rely on other redwoods.   

 

For all of the foregoing reasons, I urge the UFC to reject this landmark tree nomination.   

 

Sincerely, 

 
 Kassabian 

Enclosures:  Photos 

                                                        
3 The factors are in Section 810(f)(4)(A)-(E) of the Landmark Tree Ordinance found here: 

http://sfenvironment.org/sites/default/files/policy/ufc_landmark_trees_ord.pdf. 
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From: tina gaw
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: albert gaw
Date: Sunday, March 19, 2017 10:24:00 PM

 

Urban Forestry Council
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94103
c/o Anthony E. Valdez anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org     
 
Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As San Franciscans, we want to see more trees in the City.  However, we oppose the landmarking of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair
 Terrace given the circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
We are troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights above those of her neighbors, who
 oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus we urge the
 Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s opposition.
 
Sincerely,
Dr. and Mrs. Albert Gaw

mailto:tinagaw@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:algawmd@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Eric
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Monday, March 20, 2017 10:40:45 AM

Urban Forestry Council
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94103
c/o Anthony E. Valdez anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org     
 
Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As a San Franciscan, I want to see more trees in the City.  However, I oppose the landmarking
 of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the circumstances, as fully articulated in
 the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and
 thus I urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of
 the neighborhood’s opposition.
 
Sincerely,
Eric Wall

  

mailto:wall_eric@hotmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Saro Chahenian
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc:
Subject: Opposing Landmarking of Giant Redwood
Date: Monday, March 20, 2017 10:55:37 AM

Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As San Franciscans, we want to see more trees in the City.  However, we oppose the landmarking of
 the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the circumstances, as fully articulated in the
 Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
We are troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights above
 those of her neighbors, who oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
 undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus we urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject that
 tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s opposition.
 
 Sincerely,
   Saro Chahenian
    
  

mailto:saro5@aol.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: James Ludwig
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: Kassabian; Kassabian
Subject: "NO" to Landmarking Tree at 4 Montlcair Terr
Date: Monday, March 20, 2017 11:06:19 AM

 
March 16, 2017
 
Urban Forestry Council
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94103
 
 
 
Dear Urban Forestry Council Members,
 
I am 91 years old, and I am the longest residing resident on Montclair Terrace since
 purchasing my house at  in 1957. Many years after I began living on
 Montclair Terrace. Meri Jaye, planted the Redwood tree at her home at 4 Montclair Terrace.
 
While it is a nice tree in the middle of our busy, urban world, I do NOT feel that it should be
 granted a Landmark status.
 
Respectfully yours,
 
 
 
James J. Ludwig
 

mailto:ludwiginsf@earthlink.net
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


MONTCLAIR TERRACE ASSOCIATION 
 

 

March 20, 2017 

 

Urban Forestry Council 

San Francisco Department of the Environment  

1455 Market Street, Ste. 1200  

San Francisco, CA 94103  

c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 

 

Re: Landmark Tree Application for Sequoia Sempervirens at 4 Montclair Terrace  

 

Dear Urban Forestry Council Members: 

 

The Montclair Terrace Association, Inc. (#C0734477) is a non-profit neighborhood association 

formed in 1975 by the residents of Montclair Terrace to address property issues that affect that 

street.  We write to inform the Urban Forestry Council that, at the meeting of its members held 

on October 17, 2016, the Montclair Terrace Association passed a resolution to oppose the 

landmark tree application by Meri Jaye for the Sequoia Sempervirens, commonly known as a 

coastal redwood, that she planted in the backyard of 4 Montclair Terrace.  The Association met 

again on March 12, 2017, and approved this letter to express that opposition.   

 

We write to explain that the Council should reject Ms. Jaye’s application because her coastal 

redwood fails to meet the requirements for the designation of a landmark tree set forth in Section 

810(a)/(f) of Article 16 of the Public Works Code.  Critically, per the report attached hereto as 

Exhibit A from Kielty Arborist Services, an independent arborist, the tree presents a hazard with 

its co-dominant trunk top that is over 60 feet high and is prone to fail.  Ms. Jaye’s arborist, Roy 

C. Leggitt of Tree Management experts, omitted these issues in his initial 9/27/16 report, and has 

since minimized them in his 12/12/16 report, without any rigorous analysis pursuant to the 

International Society of Arboriculture’s Tree Risk Assessment guidelines to support his 

conclusion.  His opinions do not alleviate our concerns. 

 

The tree as a whole also encroaches on other properties and the public street.  That encroachment 

also means that Ms. Jaye alone cannot nominate the tree because it is not contained within her 

property, as explained in the legal advice and Landmark Tree Committee’s meeting minutes 

discussing this issue for another coastal redwood tree’s nomination, per Exhibit B attached 

hereto.  As we previously expressed in the Association’s December 2, 2016 and January 1, 2017 

letters, the Council should obtain legal advice from the City Attorney on this issue—indeed, the 

Council should insist on it.  The interpretation of this ordinance implicates property rights that 

are the result of centuries of case law, which an attorney is trained to research.  As part of its 

consideration process, the Council also should inform the public whether it has obtained such 

advice on the legal implications of this nomination, and is acting pursuant to it.  This is no trivial 

matter.  A critical consideration for members of this Association is their rights under California 

law as to the parts of the tree on their property or the roadway if the tree was granted landmark 

status.  Because the Council is being made aware that the tree’s roots and/or branches encumber 

the neighbor’s property, such could only further support the correct interpretation that the 

nominated tree is not contained within Ms. Jaye’s property as required by the Ordinance.    
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We also address Ms. Jaye’s motivation to have the tree landmarked in memory of her family 

that, although having emotional appeal, is not a proper matter for consideration under 

Section 810(a)/(f).  Not one member of this Association has any personal animosity toward Ms. 

Jaye.  Many of us have invited her into our homes, and treat her with dignity and respect.  Given 

her current frail condition, we have provided her assistance around her home, and will continue 

to do so regardless of this process.  We appreciate that she has very strong feelings about this 

tree.  Nonetheless, we are troubled by her decision to go forward with this process without her 

neighbors’ support.  This process has become a sore point among neighbors, to be sure.  We also 

are concerned with the exaggerations and questionable facts presented in support of her 

nomination, many of which are inconsistent with City records or even her prior statements to the 

City about the history of the tree or her property, per the documents in Exhibit C attached hereto.  

Although we mean Ms. Jaye no ill will, we must ask the Council to disregard these statements. 

 

What is a proper consideration is that this particular tree has targets in the homes surrounding it, 

especially those located downhill in the direction the tree currently leans, and that granting 

landmark status to a tree with no history of a proper maintenance program, puts lives at 

unnecessary risk.  Make no mistake, large trees fall and cause devastation in their wake, as can 

be seen from the photos and articles of recently downed trees that hurt or killed people and 

caused property damage, per Exhibit D hereto.  Critically, redwoods are not immune to falling, 

as demonstrated by two large model redwoods in a park at the Santa Clara County’s Government 

Center, which fell following the last round of windstorms in February, per Exhibit E hereto.  The 

event did not garner news attention because, luckily, the property damage was minimal and no 

one was hurt.  Nevertheless, these two fallen redwoods serve as an example of the carnage that 

the nominated redwood of similar size will one day cause on neighboring homes, in which 

people live during the day and sleep at night.  It is no wonder that the Friends of the Urban 

Forest do not include redwood trees among the specimens that they recommend for planting in 

City neighborhoods:  https://www.fuf.net/resources-reference/urban-tree-species-directory/  

 

With additional information from the neighborhood as provided by this letter, we trust that the 

Council will follow its Bylaws and “refrain from using their official positions to secure special 

advantage or benefit for themselves or others,” such as Ms. Jaye.  We ask that each Council 

member honor that trust, and critically evaluate Ms. Jaye’s application in order to reach the 

proper conclusion that this particular coastal redwood in this particular location is 

not appropriate for landmark tree status. 

 

Finally, we ask that, at the upcoming hearing on March 24 on this issue, the Council require that 

comments focus on the application, and not engage in the character assassination by Ms. Jaye’s 

supporters that has marred the prior process.  To the extent that her supporters, such as her 

attorney (Matthew J. Gluck) or her real estate agent (Roland Jadryev), seek to vilify Ms. Jaye’s 

neighbors, the Council should admonish such conduct.  The neighbors and this Association that 

represents them have every right to be heard and respected as persons who are entitled to a voice 

in this process because they are personally affected by the Council’s decision.  Ms. Jaye’s 

supporters may use hyperbole of no consequence—such as “justice delayed is justice denied.”  

They might also seek to influence the Council by journalism at their behest that lacks any 
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objectivity or diligent investigation to support their false theme of “neighbors trying to protect 

their views.”  In reality, every neighbor who has taken a position on this issue has opposed it, 

and the vast majority of those neighbors—including the majority of the members of this 

Association—do not have any view affected by the nominated tree, as seen in Exhibit F.  

Accordingly, the Council should ignore the efforts of these supporters who are unaffected by this 

tree, and instead focus on facts, including the fact that the viewpoint of the community affected 

by the nominated tree is a factor that the Council must consider. 

 

Section 810(a)/(f)(4)(A)-(B): Size, Age, Species & Visual characteristics: 

 

Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood is a common species in the San Francisco Bay Area.  There are 

several public spaces that host multiple coastal redwoods a mile or less from Ms. Jaye’s tree, 

including Transamerica Redwood Park, Allyne Park, and two coastal redwoods at the base of 

Greenwich Terrace a block away.   

 

Ms. Jaye’s application states that this coastal redwood is 85 feet tall and is noted as being 

“Large.”  The 9/27/16 report from her arborist, Mr. Leggit at Tree Management Experts, states 

that the tree is 96 feet tall.  It is not relatively large or tall, however, for the same species in San 

Francisco—this fact is demonstrated by another coastal redwood that is of equal height across 

the street at 15 Montclair Terrace and elsewhere in the City.  Thus, the criteria of its size weighs 

against landmark status. 

 

Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood also is relatively young because it was planted by Ms. Jaye after she 

acquired 4 Montclair Terrace.  Her application states that it was placed in 1962, making it 54 

years young.  Per the application form, a tree must be “Significantly advanced age for the 

species.”  Thus, its age also weighs against landmark status. 

 

At the same time, however, the potential 

for this coastal redwood to grow 

presents a future problem that also 

weighs against landmark status because 

of its particular location.  Coastal 

redwoods have the potential to grow 

extremely tall, per the diagram here: 

 

It is questionable whether a tree with 

that growth potential—let alone its 

current size—is appropriate for the 

backyard area less than 200 square feet 

at 4 Montclair Terrace.  Moreover, Ms. Jaye chose to plant this particular redwood at the edge of 

her property right next to her garage, and closer to neighboring lots than her own home.  This 

poor decision has resulted in several factors that disfavor landmark status.  First, rather than 

having a “Distinguished form” as suggested by Ms. Jaye’s application, any “majestic quality” in 

this tree type is lost because of its placement—it is impossible to walk around it and appreciate 

UC Davis Arboretum’s Redwood Exhibits at 

http://arboretum.ucdavis.edu/downloads/redwood_exhibits.pdf  
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it.  Worse, her placement has ensured that the tree’s canopy and root system now presents a 

hazard to the street and neighboring properties, and that hazard will continue to worsen as the 

tree matures.  Notably, Ms. Jaye’s application fails to note any consistent effort to care for this 

tree properly.  She has not presented any report prepared by a certified arborist prior to the tree’s 

nomination demonstrating any effort to maintain this tree as a distinguished specimen.  To the 

contrary, given its size, age, and species in this particular location, it was not planted with 

foresight.  It is not appropriate for landmark status.  

 

Section 810(a)/(f)(4)(C) Cultural or Historic Characteristics 

 

This coastal redwood is near the world famous stretch of Lombard Street known as the Most 

Crooked Street in the World.  Its planting post-dated the creation of Lombard’s zig-zags in 1922 

and Montclair Terrace in 1936.  This is verified in the 1938 image of the area below.  The spot 

where the coastal redwood currently stands is circled in red—there was no such tree at that time.   

 

Her application states that 

Ms. Jaye planted the tree in 

1962, but that statement 

appears to be an error 

because County Recorder’s 

property index shows that 

she did not acquire that 

property, Lot 11, it until 

1965 from the Hoeckers who 

acquired it in 1963:  

July 1938 Image of 4 Montclair Terrace from Google Earth program’s historical imagery feature 
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In any event, Ms. Jaye’s planting of the tree, whenever it occurred, obviously was not “part of a 

historic planting program that defines neighborhood character” that would favor landmark status.  

To the contrary, it has no historical or other significant appreciation.  This is further evidenced 

by the fact that, while there are millions of pictures of Lombard Street and its surroundings on 

the Internet, this coastal redwood is missing from most of them.   

 

As can be seen by the photo to the left at 

https://www.tripadvisor.com/ShowUserReviews-

g60713-d106232-r439596143-Lombard_Street-

San_Francisco_California.html on TripAdvisor.com, 

the only coastal redwood that appears in pictures of 

Lombard is the one at 15 Montclair Terrace because it 

is taller (sitting at a higher elevation) and closer to 

Lombard Street.  That tree also is more prominent 

since the removal of the failing Cypress tree behind it 

last year.  Accordingly, the statement in the report by 

Mr. Leggit that it “provid[es] a visual extension and 

enhancement of the garden along the crooked street 

block of Lombard Street,” is false and unsupported by 

any documentation or photos.   

 

This falsity is further demonstrated by looking at the 

photo below found on TripAdvisor, which is included 

in Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report.  Like the above photo, 

this photo shows the tree behind 15 Montclair Terrace 

prominently.  To the right, almost completely 

obstructed by the house at 4 Montclair Terrace, is the nominated tree.  The Wikipedia page for 

Lombard Street in the Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report also does not include any photo of Ms. Jaye’s 

tree, and even the report concedes that: 

“This tree is just out of view to the right of 

this image” on Wikipedia.  Thus, statements 

in Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report that attempt to 

associate Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood to the 

flowers and other vegetation—the 

maintenance of which is funded by those 

who reside on Lombard Street and Montclair 

Terrace—do not withstand scrutiny.  

 

That Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood has 

achieved no notoriety as an attraction in 

Russian Hill is further evidenced by the 

Russian Hill Neighbors Association’s 

website that sets forth the various aspects of 

the area worth visiting.  Its website includes 

 Tree behind 15 Montclair Terrace 

 

Tree behind 4 Montclair Terrace 

Not Ms. Jaye’s tree; 

it is  

behind 15 

Montclair 

Terrace 

 
 

https://www.tripadvisor.ca/LocationPhotoDirectLink-

g60713-d106232-i219933063-Lombard_Street-

San_Francisco_California.html  
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a description of walking tours, and specifically notes two publicly accessible coastal redwoods at 

Greenwich Terrace, one block south of the Most Crooked Street in the World.  See 

http://rhnsf.org/history/walks/russian-hill-ii-the-north-slope .  That website does not even 

mention Ms. Jaye’s tree.  See generally http://rhnsf.org/history/ . 

 

As yet another example of the lack of notoriety of Ms. Jaye’s particular redwood, in 2014 the 

Friends of the Urban Forest toured the west slope of Russian Hill including a publicly accessible 

80-foot redwood, which was not Ms. Jaye’s tree, as Montclair Terrace is on the east slope of the 

hill.  See http://www.fuf.net/get-involved/events/tree-tour-of-russian-hills-west-slope/ .    

 

Efforts to associate Ms. Jaye’s tree to the Most Crooked Street necessarily are limited to wide 

angles of the entire Russian Hill that capture several trees, including other, publicly accessible 

coastal redwoods.  As shown below, a novelty place mat passed down with the home of one her 

neighbors demonstrates that these types of photos exist regardless of the existence of Ms. Jaye’s 

tree, which is notably absent from the historical photo in that place mat:  

 
Ms. Jaye’s application, Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report, and other sources provide details about the 

formation of the Most Crooked Street and Montclair Terrace.  But, obvious in those descriptions 

is that Ms. Jaye’s tree has no connection to that history.  And, some of those details in Mr. 

Leggit’s 9/27/16 report are flat wrong.  While the Hearst family owned land that is now 

Montclair Terrace, it was subsequently acquired and developed by Carl Henry.  See 

http://rhnsf.org/history/walks/russian-hill-ii-the-north-slope.  Consistent with that stated history, 

the recorded property documents for the majority of the properties on Montclair Terrace show 
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that the street was formed around 1936 as part of The Henry Estate Company’s development.  

See, e.g., San Francisco Recorder’s Office historical map for Block 68 (attached as Exhibit C) 

and book 3053 page 33.  But those documents, the above Google Earth image from 1936, and the 

place mat photo show that Ms. Jaye’s property was not part of the Henry estate.  Her coastal 

redwood tree had no connection with the large tree grove on that estate.  Other statements by Mr. 

Leggitt try to associate the Hearst estate with Ms. Jaye’s property where none exists.  Even Ms. 

Jaye has acknowledged as much in a prior letter to the City in support of the Montclair Terrace 

Association’s effort to prevent the removal of trees near our street, in which she wrote:  

“Montclair Terrace was all stables on the West Side of the street during the 1880’s.  This is 

where George and Phoebe Hearst kept their horse and carriage. . . .”  See Exhibit C (last page).  

Notably, Ms. Jaye’s property is on the east side of Montclair Terrace, and she planted the 

redwood tree decades after the west side was developed. 

 

As should be clear from this letter and other letters of residents, no one in the neighborhood 

ascribes any significant positive feelings with this coastal redwood.  Critically, Ms. Jaye has 

rebuffed efforts from those neighbors to come to a workable tree management plan, causing 

neighbors to forcibly seek relief by raising the San Francisco Tree Dispute Resolution Ordinance 

in Article 16.1 of the Public Works Code.  It is no surprise then, that Ms. Jaye purposely did not 

seek any Montclair neighbor’s input except for the furthest one, James Ludwig, who has since 

withdrawn his support upon learning that Ms. Jaye sought to circumvent the neighborhood’s 

input.  Per the assessor’s parcel map for City Block 068, of which 4 Montclair Terrace (Lot 

No. 11) is a part, all the owners of the red colored properties oppose landmark status:  
 

60 Feet 

Nominated Tree 

Critical Root Zone 

Opposed Properties 
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And the neighborhood’s opposition extends 

even further.  At least 25 neighbors have 

written in opposition to the landmarking of 

this tree, and their locations are shown in 

Exhibit F.   

 

Sadly, Ms. Jaye has resorted to exaggerations 

about opening her backyard to others so they 

can observe the tree.  She has claimed that her 

door is open for the schoolchildren and for the 

tourists to see it, but her neighbors have never 

observed any such group visit her backyard.  It 

also strains credulity that a school visited Ms. 

Jaye’s privately owned redwood tree when 

there are publicly accessible redwood trees so close by.  And contrary to her claim, she does not 

answer her door for tourists.  She only answers for expected guests, which makes sense in such a 

high traffic and crime area—to do otherwise would put herself at risk.  Other claims of cultural 

significance also do not survive scrutiny.  There is no documentation confirming a sister 

redwood tree in Japan as claimed.  Also, the fact that a Native American chief (Jim Miller) from 

Montana blessed the tree and Ms. Jaye in 2013 does not make either of them cultural icons.   

 

Ms. Jaye also has resorted to 

outreach efforts beyond those 

of her immediate neighbors 

who are actually impacted by 

her application.  She has 

started a campaign on 

change.org that she will 

undoubtedly tout as 

demonstrative of community 

support.  In reality, however, a 

thorough review of that 

purported support 

demonstrates the fallacy of her 

reliance on it in lieu of actual 

community support.  Most 

entries come from outside San 

Francisco, and outside of 

California, and those that 

claim to be San Franciscans list 

no verifiable address.  Most of the supporting comments assume that the tree will be cut down if 

not landmarked, which is not true.  They provide no persuasive force because they indicate no 

awareness of the criteria for landmark status, or the impact of that status.      

Opposing Owners on Block Lot # 

Georgina Cronin 16 

Kathleen Vanier & Vance Vanier  21 

Christina Zimbardo & Philip Zimbardo 14 

Heidi Bioski & Nathan Allen 13 

418 Ventures LLC 18B 

James Ludwig 19 

Hartley Cravens  19A 

Barcelona LLC 19B 

Kassabian Family Trust 19C 

Catherina Paolino & Jawahar Gidwani  5 

James Hickman & Joanne Hickman 9/45 

Andrew Kahr & Joan Kahr 10 

https://www.change.org/p/sf-supervisor-mark-farrell-help-landmark-this-san-

francisco-redwood-tree-in-the-heart-of-the-city   
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Section 810(a)/(f)(4)(D)-(E) Ecological and Locational Characteristics  

 

Mrs. Jaye’s coastal redwood has no significant ecological characteristics.  While this coastal 

redwood is prominent due its placement in a city backyard, that very prominence makes it a 

hazard as discussed below.  This coastal redwood is not part of a group of interdependent trees—

and never has been.  It provides no appreciable erosion control because Ms. Jaye has put stone in 

the remainder of her yard.  It also provides no demonstrable wind or sound barrier.  Ms. Jaye’s 

application claims otherwise in all these respects, including the bald assertion that it is a habitat 

for “at least 7 species of birds.”  But neighbors have observed no wildlife permanently inhabiting 

the tree or visiting it.  Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report asserts that the tree is the home of Anna’s 

hummingbird.  That is contrary to observations of hummingbirds gravitating to other, nearby 

flowering trees, and not Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood.  Coastal redwoods are not known to attract 

hummingbirds.  See http://www.audubon.org/content/how-create-hummingbird-friendly-yard .  

Mr. Leggit’s 9/27/16 report also notes that another one of those species is the “red-masked 

parakeet”—i.e., the Wild Parrots of Telegraph Hill.  Neighbors have observed that the Wild 

Parrots often frequent other the trees in the backyards of this block that form a lush greenbelt—

not this coastal redwood—because those trees bear fruit and have edible leaves, unlike the 

coastal redwood.  Also, the similar assertions regarding birds in the report of Ms. Jaye’s 

consulting ecologist, Josiah Clark, make no mention of this obvious fact and seem to suggest that 

the birds supposedly observed in this tree would not visit this greenbelt otherwise.  To the 

contrary, those who live here and observe these birds everyday know all too well that they come 

and linger in the other trees maintained by Ms. Jaye and her neighbors, and not this redwood.  

 

Sadly, after the lack of evidence of a habitat was 

first raised at the Landmark Tree Committee’s 

meeting about this application, Ms. Jaye hung a 

bird feeder from the nominated tree per the photo 

taken here on October 20, 2016.  Notably, Mr. 

Clark’s report about his four observations of the 

tree, which resulted in his 11/4/16 report, were 

necessarily taken at the time she hung the feeder.  

Such a tactic does not turn the tree into a wildlife 

habitat, and tends to discredit Mr. Clark’s report.  

 

In terms of its location, the coastal redwood is 

near the Most Crooked Street in the World, and 

thus it is near a high traffic area.  Given the 

greenbelt around it, it is in a medium tree density 

block.  Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood is 

inaccessible to the public, and most of its base 

buts up against Ms. Jaye’s fence, and thus is even 

partially inaccessible to her.  It provides no public shade as there is no sidewalk near it.  It 

provides no benefit to any other property, and is a hazard to other properties and the public right 

of way as described further below.   
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Section 810(a)/(f)(4)(F) Hazard Tree 

 

There are many circumstances that result in Ms. Jaye’s coastal redwood being a hazard pursuant 

to Section 802(o) are noted in certified arborist Kevin R. Kielty’s report, attached as Exhibit A.  

 

First, due to Ms. Jaye’s planting of this tree right next to her property line, the tree’s roots—

which “under normal site conditions the roots would extend up to 60 feet from the trunk”—have 

extended onto the roadway and caused damage to the street curb, as well as the retaining wall for 

the street.  That 60-foot radius is also known as the “critical root zone,” as diagramed on page 7 

above.  See https://nature.berkeley.edu/garbelottowp/?qa_faqs=what-is-the-critical-root-zone.  

Thus, the critical roots for this tree likely extend across the street and into at least 4 neighboring 

properties, and can potentially damage home foundations or other structures thereon. 

 

Second, because this coastal redwood encroaches on private properties, it is improper for Ms. 

Jaye alone to sponsor its nomination.  This very same issue was raised when another coastal 

redwood at 455 Chenery Street was nominated back in 2006, when there were different Council 

members.  Notably, legal analysis attached hereto as Exhibit B was provided to the Landmark 

Tree Committee, and that analysis concluded that, because the Ordinance that requires that the 

subject tree be nominated by the “property owner whose property contains the subject tree” and 

in light of California law regarding tree ownership, the nomination of a tree with roots across 

multiple properties requires the nomination by all those owners of the tree.  The application for 

the redwood at 455 Chenery was rejected by the Committee.  Its report on the application stated 

that “Resolution of this [nomination] issue is beyond the legal expertise of the committee.”  

Sadly, the Council did not receive a clear answer from the City Attorney on how to interpret this 

Ordinance in the months that followed.  Per the January 9, 2007 minutes of the Landmark Tree 

Committee, also in Exhibit B, the following occurred: 

 

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that the Landmark Tree Ordinance reads 

“the property owner that contains the subject tree” as being the legal nominator 

and does not further define requirements for nomination.  The Ordinance does 

not include a reference to the tree trunk.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated 

that whether the tree has been legally nominated is left up to Committee 

interpretation.  Member Blair stated that requiring all property owners to 

approve a landmark tree nomination would present too many barriers.   

  

Member Sustarich asked if the Council’s determination could be challenged in 

court.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that it is a matter of interpretation, 

and the challenge would be against the Ordinance.  

 

No action was taken on this item. 

 

We believe that the current redwood nomination presents another opportunity for the Council to 

seek clarification on how to interpret the Ordinance and its requirement that the nomination 
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come from the “property owner whose property contains the subject tree.”  The plain meaning of 

“contain” dictates that a nomination by the owner of a property that does not contain the subject 

tree—whose roots and branches are just as vital a piece as the trunk—is legally deficient.  

Obviously, that owner must then either get the support of other property owners, or take steps to 

contain the tree if it is possible to do so without harming the tree.  Such an interpretation would 

preserve the rights of neighboring property owners.  The California Supreme Court has stated 

that “the trees and the overhanging branches, in so far as they were on or over his land, belonged 

to the [property owner], and he could have cut them off or trimmed them at his pleasure.”  

Grandona v. Lovdal (1889) 78 Cal. 611, 618.  Moreover, “an owner may himself abate the 

nuisance [of a neighbor’s tree] by cutting off the overhanging branches or, by digging into the 

ground, intercept and destroy the roots, . . . he is not bound to do so, but he has a remedy by an 

action to abate the nuisance.”  Stevens v. Moon (1921) 54 Cal. App. 737, 740.  Thus, an 

interpretation of “contain” per its ordinary meaning will ensure that the landmarking process is 

not used by one property owner to circumvent the rights of her neighbors under California law 

and potentially embroil the City in unnecessary and costly litigation.   

 

The adjacent property owners have a right to the use, enjoyment, and value in their properties.  

Critically, the neighbors have not sought to remove the tree even though it might already be a 

nuisance under California law.  See Cal. Civ. Code § 3479; Koll-Irvine Center Property Owners 

Assn. v. County of Orange (1994) 24 Cal.App.4th 1036, 1041.  This is because, as described 

further below, it sheds pounds of detritus on neighboring properties and the public roadway, and 

its roots might harm neighboring foundations.  And, it already has caused damage to the 

roadway’s retaining wall, as stated in Mr. Kielty’s report.  Because Ms. Jaye’s application seeks 

government action to significantly burden these neighbors’ properties, such action taken by the 

City by approving the tree as a landmark could be a violation of the U.S. Constitution’s Fifth and 

Fourteenth Amendment’s Taking and Due Process Clauses.  Approving this nomination could 

subject the City to liability, including claimants’ attorneys’ fees to enforce their civil rights 

pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  The Council should not proceed until and unless the City 

Attorney has weighed in with a legal opinion on these issues. 

 

Third, the tree’s limbs overhang onto Montclair Terrace, creating a potential falling hazard on 

the road, especially because it has “heavier than normal lateral limbs” that are “prone to failure” 

per Mr. Kielty’s report.  Those branches also block light from a street light post that is within 

5 feet of the tree.  That results in a security concern at night, and also is a potential fire hazard as 

the tree grows and starts to touch that lighting.  Likewise, the height and existing branches of the 

coastal redwood results in detritus constantly landing on most of the street and on the roof of the 

neighboring home at 40 Montclair Terrace.  The detritus on that roof then gathers and blocks 

gutters.  The detritus must be cleaned constantly by neighboring owners to the detriment of their 

own safety because of the gutters’ location at the side of their home.  The drainage block caused 

by the detritus has contributed to a leaking roof and damage to the side of that neighboring home.   

 

Fourth, the tree is not upright: “it has a slight tilt to the northeast” and has “trunk lean” per Mr. 

Kielty’s report, and this tilt and lean is significant enough that is readily observable to the naked 

eye.  The tilt is down with the slope, creating the potential that it will fall onto other properties.  
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Worse, the tree has a limited ability to establish critical roots southward and eastward due to Ms. 

Jaye’s garage and the street’s retaining wall structures right next to it in those directions.  Thus, 

the tree’s anchoring to prevent further tilt or a fall in the northeast direction as it grows is 

questionable.  And, a fall in that direction likely will reach homes on neighboring properties—

with catastrophic results!  High winds and rain can cause large, stand-alone trees like Ms. Jaye’s 

to fall, and a tilt can only increase that potential.  This was the case with a Monterey Cypress tree 

between Hyde Street and Montclair Street, which was older and larger than Ms. Jaye’s 

redwood—and likely was part of the Hearst estate described above as it is part of the tree line 

that can be seen in the placemat photo on page 5 above, in which Ms. Jaye’s tree is not present.  

That Cypress fell in part during the El Niño storms in November 2015, and subsequently had to 

be removed because of the continuing hazard that the remainder then posed.  See Kron 4 Report 

at http://kron4.com/2015/11/04/video-preventing-downed-trees-during-el-nino/.  Luckily, no one 

was hurt from that incident.  But it serves as a recent warning as to the potential harm of Ms. 

Jaye’s tree.  Ironically, Mr. Leggitt’s 9/27/16 report notes that the “[r]ecent removal of a large 

tree from a nearby property has reduced the tree density in this area” but fails to provide the 

critical circumstances for its removal that support the rejection of Ms. Jaye’s nomination.   

 

Unlike the proponents of Ms. Jaye’s nomination, 

that minimize the potential harm from this tree 

falling, the neighborhood is well aware from its 

experience that large trees do fall and cause 

serious harm when they do.  Another large tree 

also fell in nearby Lurmont Terrace in 2012, 

almost killing the homeowners as the falling tree 

stopped just a few feet from their bed where they 

were sleeping, per this photo on the right.  

Likewise, another tree fell blocked Lombard and 

crushed cars, just above the Crooked Street, 

during the windstorm on January 10, 2017, as 

captured in a photo on the left taken by a 

Montclair resident.  These three examples are just 

in this neighborhood.  Attached as Exhibit D are 

several other examples of large trees that fell in 

San Francisco during the past winter’s storms.  

That none of those trees was a redwood is not a 

point of differentiation.  Redwood trees also fell 

in those storms, as is exemplified by the two 

redwood trees that fell in Santa Clara County 

Government Center on February 17, 2017—only 

a month ago—as shown in Exhibit E.   

Ms. Jaye’s arborist, Mr. Leggit, failed to provide any risk assessment in his initial 9/27/16 report, 

including the risk of the entire tree falling.  In his supplemental 12/12/16 report, he concluded 

that: “The risk posed by any failure scenario of the entire tree or any parts of this tree is low.”  

He even questioned neighbors’ motivations, stating: “Perhaps since th[eir] views are not 
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protected, the ‘hazardous’ argument has been raised.”  Notably absent in either of Mr. Leggit’s 

reports however, is a rigorous analysis pursuant to the International Society of Arboriculture’s 

Tree Risk Assessment guidelines.  The Society’s Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form requires 

identifying nearby “targets” and assessing the harm caused by the assessed tree falling on them: 

 
 http://www.isa-arbor.com/education/resources/BasicTreeRiskAssessmentForm_Fillable_FirstEdition.pdf  

 

Mr. Leggitt failed to provide such an Assessment Form with either of his reports.  Notably, Mr. 

Leggitt’s report concludes the risk is “low” because of mitigation, but fails to set forth what 

mitigation was performed, when it was last done, and whether it conformed to City guidelines.  

See http://sfpublicworks.org/sites/default/files/234-SF_Pruning_Stds_6.27approved.pdf.  Thus, 

Mr. Leggitt’s conclusion offers little comfort to this Association’s members.  Critically, at least 

one premise for his conclusion—i.e., that “[t]here was no indication that the trunk leans” per his 

12/12/16 report—is belied by looking at the tree, which is not plumb, as confirmed by the Kielty 

arborist report, which states “The tree has a slight lean to the northeast.”  Thus, we are left to 

question the validity of Mr. Leggitt’s assessment, and the Council should question it as well.   

 

Fifth, the tree’s secondary co-dominant leader, over 60 feet above the ground, is a significant 

hazard that Ms. Jaye has not abated.  Again, Mr. Leggitt failed to note this risk in his 9/22/16 

report, even though photo 9 of the report showed and described it as a “small secondary leader” 

that, by the very photo, is as large as the primary leader.  Mr. Kielty’s subsequent 11/9/16 report, 

attached as Exhibit A, correctly noted that: “The poorly attached codominant tops . . . are prone 

to failure.”  This caused Mr. Leggitt to admit this potential in his 12/12/16 report by stating:  

Failure of a secondary top is an above-average risk. Upon failure this top could 

strike the roadway or Mrs. Jaye’s property.  Mrs. Jaye has proactively pruned this 

tree and reduced end weight and length of the secondary top. The risk for this 

potential failure scenario has been mitigated, and the risk is now low. 

Mr. Leggitt fails to specify when this proactive pruning at 60+ feet high occurred.  Accordingly, 

the Council should take note that Mr. Leggitt has admitted the significant risk that this 

secondary, co-dominant leader could fall from 60 feet high and “strike the roadway” where 

neighboring children play.  The risk that this same secondary, co-dominant leader could fall on 

Ms. Jaye’s property—where she claims to invite children and tourists—is also a concern.  

Landmarking this tree will put the future property owner in a precarious position:  cut the 

co-dominant leader and risk reprisal from the City, or let it stay until it falls and potentially hurts 

someone or causes significant damage to property or a roadway that is the sole means of ingress 

and egress to neighbors.  Accordingly, the facts admitted by Mr. Leggitt belie the conclusion that 

serves his client’s interest:  the tree is a hazard. 
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Ms. Jaye’s Motivations for Tree Nomination 

 

Ms. Jaye’s application states that the tree was planted “in honor of my late husband and 

children.”  While her personal motivations might raise emotions, they are not criteria for 

consideration under the Landmark Tree Ordinance.  When the Council is asked to stray beyond 

the criteria of the Landmark Tree Ordinance, as requested by Ms. Jaye here, it necessarily must 

use subjectivity in evaluating the merits of the particular purpose of the applicant.  Such a 

process loses all controls and bounds.  The stated criteria of the Landmark Tree Ordinance, like 

any rule of law, is to give the community a framework for governance.  That Ordinance was 

adopted after deliberation and legislative process.  The Council is now trusted to execute its 

requirements faithfully.  To do otherwise, by interjecting other criteria, is to cause the 

community to lose faith in the political process and act as rogues, following the example of their 

civic leaders.   

 

Worse, when officials act in a way that is untethered from the laws they are entrusted to enforce, 

they invite their implicit biases to take over decision-making that is contrary to rational and 

critical evaluation.  They run the risk of violating their ethical duties and playing favorites to 

those like Ms. Jaye.  The rest of this neighborhood consists of other elderly folk, as well as new 

families with children who call Montclair Terrace home and will play on this street for years to 

come.  Should this Council be any more swayed by Ms. Jaye than those factions, likewise weak 

from age, or the cute, bright-eyed toddlers who risk branches from Ms. Jaye’s tree falling on 

them when they play on the street?  This balancing act is a tough one, which is why the 

Ordinance does not call for the Council to evaluate and consider personal stories in connection 

with or opposition to landmark status.   

 

It is for these reasons that Ms. Jaye’s personal story should not be considered by the Council.  As 

said by our Founding Father John Adams, we are “republic to be a government of laws, and not 

of men.”  This Council is charged with applying the Ordinance to Ms. Jaye’s application.  Her 

main thrust is the emotion of her personal story.  But that story is not proper for consideration 

under the Ordinance.  The Council should focus instead on the factors that are.  We trust that 

looking at all the relevant evidence carefully per the Ordinance’s criteria will result in Ms. Jaye’s 

application being rejected by the Council.  Thank you for your consideration of this letter.  

 

Best regards, 

Kassabian, President 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT A 

Arborist’s Report 



Kielty Arborist Services LLC 
Certified Arborist WE#0476A 

P.O. Box 6187 

San Mateo, CA 94403 

650-515-9783 

 

 

November 9, 2016 

 

Montclair Terrace Association 

c/o Ms. Heidi Bioki 

 

Site: #4 Montclair Terrace, San Francisco, CA 

 

Dear Ms. Bioki, 

 

As requested on Wednesday, October 9, 2016, I visited the above site to inspect and comment on 

a large redwood tree near the street.  The tree is being nominated as a landmark tree and the 

neighborhood’s concern as to this nomination has prompted this visit. 

 

Method: 

Permission from the owner of the tree was granted to inspect the tree.  All inspections were made 

from the ground; the tree was not climbed for this inspection.  The tree in question was located 

on a “Not- to-Scale” map provided by me.  The tree was then measured for diameter at 54 inches 

above ground level (DBH or diameter at breast height).  

The tree was given a condition rating for form and 

vitality. The trees’ condition rating is based on 50 percent 

vitality and 50 percent form, using the following scale. 

                          1   -    29   Very Poor 

                         30   -   49    Poor 

                         50   -   69    Fair 

                         70   -   89    Good 

                         90   -   100   Excellent 

The height of the tree was estimated and the spread was 

paced off.  Comments and recommendations for future 

maintenance are provided. 

 

Large redwood as seen from the window across the 

street.  The tree blocks the view of the bay and many 

of the San Francisco landmarks.  A designation of a 

landmark tree would restrict the ability to repair 

infrastructure or to improve the valuable view from 

the neighboring properties. 
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Observations: 

The tree in question is a redwood (Sequoia 

sempervirens) with a diameter at breast 

height of 64.9 inches.  The tree is located on 

the side rear of # 4 Montclair terrace against 

the retaining wall below the street.  The 

estimated height of the redwood is 90 feet 

with a total crown spread of 50 feet.  The 

vigor of the redwood is good to fair with 

normal shoot growth for the species.  The 

form of the redwood is poor the tree being 

topped in the past.   

 

 

The large trunked redwood with a retaining wall against the trunk. 

 

The redwood has codominant leaders from the topping point and long lateral limbs as a result of 

the topping.  The poorly attached codominant tops and the heavier than normal lateral limbs are 

prone to failure.  The tree has a slight lean to the northeast.  A large bulbous base of the tree is 

pressing on the retaining wall at the street.  The curb on the street is separated near the trunk of 

the tree.  The condition rating of the tree is 55 on a 1-100 scale (poor-fair condition) 

 

The redwood has a restricted root zone with a 

retaining wall at the base of the street restricting 

root growth.  The retaining wall has been damaged 

with a large crack six feet northwest of the trunk of 

the tree.   Large surface roots are located on the 

north and west side of the tree with a 12 inch root 

being visible 8 feet from the trunk. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Large crack in retaining wall from obvious root 

damage.  The retaining wall helps support the 

street above. 
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Site Observations: 

The site is well maintained with a brick patio and landscape plants.  The landscape area is 60 feet 

by 25 feet divided into two areas by a wall 10 feet from the tree.  The property is 2-4 feet below 

the street curb and retaining wall.  Under normal site conditions the roots would extend up to 60 

feet from the trunk (calculated drip line 10xDBH).  The tree was not well maintained in the past 

as a topping event has structurally compromised the tree with poorly attached codominant 

leaders and heavier than normal lateral limbs. 

 

Summary: 

The large redwood is in fair overall 

condition.  The tree has good vigor, but poor 

form from a past topping.  The longer than 

normal lateral limbs and codominant leaders 

are prone to failure (common for topped 

trees).  The trunk and large surface roots are 

damaging the hardscape on the property and 

the large retaining wall helping to support 

the street.  As the tree increases in size 

damage from the large bulbous trunk and 

surface roots will increase.  The structural 

integrity of the retaining wall will continue 

to be destroyed the roots.  The retaining wall 

may be a significant element in supporting 

the roadbed above.  

 

The tree is a poor to average redwood and 

not a good candidate for a designation of a 

Landmark Tree. 

 

 

 

Poorly located redwood tree with large 

buttress roots pressing on the retaining wall which helps support Montclair Terrace above.  

A designation of a Landmark Tree may restrict the city’s ability to make repairs to the 

road and curb. 
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Nomination for Landmark Tree: 

I do not support the nomination of the redwood tree for the following reasons: 

• This tree is neither a unique species (Sequoia sempervirens being exceedingly common in 

the Bay Area) nor a great example of that species. Ms. Jaye mentioned her belief that the 

bark was special at the time of our visit, but this is not the case.   The bark is very 

average for this type of tree.   

• The condition of the redwood is in the lower range of fair.  The past topping, trunk lean 

and heavier than normal lateral limbs contributed to the poor-fair condition rating. 

• Making the tree a landmark tree will restrict the future owner’s ability to heavily prune or 

replace the tree as it damages property or failure becomes more evident.  Furthermore, 

the size and close proximity of the tree to homes and pedestrian traffic means that even a 

partial failure is likely to result in catastrophic damage or even serious injury given that 

the limbs extend over the narrow street. 

 

• The tree blocks the view of the bay including landmarks such as Coit Tower and detracts 

from the Character of the neighborhood as a view neighborhood where tourists flock to 

admire the flowers on twisty Lombard and take photos of Coit Tower, the Bay, Trans 

America Pyramid and the Bay Bridge.  A landmark tree designation would restrict the 

owner or future owner’s ability to improve the view for the neighbors in the 

neighborhood.   

• The location of the tree is poor with the trunk damaging the retaining wall below the 

street.   

• A landmark tree would restrict the city’s ability to perform repairs to the street and curb.  

As such, it seems that the tree could be classified as a “Hazard Tree” under Article 16, 

Section 802(o) of the San Francisco Public Works Code (“(2) obstructs or damages a 

street, sidewalk, or other existing structure”). 

• The lengthy root system of the tree is likely already causing damage to pipes and other 

infrastructure located under the street and possibly to neighboring foundations.  It is only 

a matter of time until the situation becomes more evident as the roots continue to grow.  

More specific review is not possible given the costly nature of ripping up the road to see 

where infrastructure is located and what damage is already being caused by the large tree 

on this narrow street.   

 

The information included in this report is believed to be true and based on sound arboricultural 

principles and practices. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

Kevin R. Kielty 

Certified Arborist WE#0476A  
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Definition of Landmark Trees (San Francisco Environmental): 

 

The Landmark Tree program identifies and preserves the City’s best trees. Trees are evaluated 

individually using a set of criteria that includes the tree’s rarity as well as its ecological, 

historical, social, or aesthetic contributions to San Francisco’s landscape. Due to their 

exceptional contributions, those deemed the best trees receive the highest level of protection 

afforded to San Francisco trees.  

 

Hand Drawn (not to Scale) Map of Site: 
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Materials / Minutes re 

“Contains” the tree 
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November 9, 2006 
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Andruw Landmark Tree Subcommittee 
Urban Forestry Council 

Jn& YuiInvirv 

aLiriiv 11 Grove Street 

Shervl S. Reuben San Francisco, CA 94102 
"mmcv 

Keiii ii flium Re: Opposition to Landmark Tree Nomination at 455 Chenery St. 
mmmlv 

Hearing Date: November 14, 2006 
Jared .J. ELguu'mim Our File No.: 5732.01 

David Silvermnun 

Dear Landmark Tree Subcommittee Members: 

Jay F. rukm 
mTmmrmm.y This office represents Mt Doug Gillies, owner of 461 Chenery Street, which is 

Ch,ien J. Hgley adjacent to the property at 455 Chenery Street and contains portions of the tree nominated 
mlaurmmn 

for landnnrk status By this letter, we respectfully assert that the landmark nomination is 
Tuim I. C]t]no not properly before the Landmark Tree Subcommittee ("Subcommittee") and cannot be 

acted upon- Alternatively, we respectfully request that you recommend denial of the 
Erin Rurchinvun 

nomination, because the tree does not satisfr the criteria for a landmark designation. 

Liua Aier 
vi uvuminc! A. BACKGROUND 

Juli ii E, Mul flCIfl Dy II 
at miina 

Ms. Maya Dhillon, owner of 455 Chenery Street, submitted a landmark tree 

nomination form ("Nomination") to the Urban Tree Council on October 13, 2006.' The 

4/au adnmilludthNvw subject tree of the Nomination ("Tree"), a coastal redwood (Sequoia seinpervirens) is 

located in the yard at the rear of Ms. DhiI ion's house. Mr. Gillies owns the property at 
461 Chenery Street, which is adjacent to Ms. Dhillon's property and contains portions of 
the Tree. 

To date, this office has received and reviewed written observations prepared by 
three different free professionals; (I) a report prepared by Mr. John Bryan, a consulting 
arborist registered with the American Society of Consulting Arborists ("Arborist 
Report"); (2) an evaluation form completed by Ms. Grace Ma of your staff 
("Evaluation"); and (3) a brief letter prepared by Mr. Ted Kipping of Tree Shapers, LLC, 

'The Nomination is attached hcrcto as Exhibit A. 
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(cKipping Letter") and submitted by Ms. Dhillon with the Nomination.2 According to 
these documents, the characteristics of the Tree are as follows: 

• The main trunk of the Tree is on Ms Dhillon's property (Arborist Report, 
Evaluation, Kipping Letter); 

• The trunk is located approximately eight feet from the southeast corner of Mr. 
Gillies' building at 461 Chenery (Arborist Report); 

• Sucker shoots at the base of the Tree, measuring six to eight feet in width and 
five to six feet in height, are pushing over the property line fence and 
encroaching onto Mr. Gillies' property (Arborist Report); 

• The Tree is approximately 45-feet Ui height with a trunk diameter of 
approximately 35-inches and a canopy spread ranging from 16 to 24 feet 
(Arborist Report, Evaluation, Kipping Letter); 

• The branches of the Tree extend nine to twelve feet above the roof of Mr. 
Gillies' building (Arborist Report); 

• Three side branches, arising roughly nine feet above the round, extend into 
and crowd the upper growth of the Tree (Arhorist Report); 

• Substantial amounts of detritus, including ivy and deadwood, has accumulated 
in the portions of the Tree greater than 1 8-feet above the ground, providing 
potential habitat for vennin and insects, increasing the Tree's wind resistance, 
and impeding the flow of light and air (Arborist Report); 

The Subcommittee should also be aware that the Planning Commission, after a 
duly noticed public hearing, approved an addition to the single-family home at 461 
Chenery Street.3 In response to concerns raised by Ms. Dhillon at that hearing, Mr. 
Gillies agreed to hire a consulting arborist to advise him regarding construction 
techniques that will minimize the impact of construction on the free and to replace the 
tree if it cannot be retained This agreement is memoriali2ed in the Planning 
Commission's approval Notably, the Planning Commission did not state that it 
considered the Tree worthy of landmark status. 

2 The Arborist Report arid Evaluation are attached hereto as Exhibit B. The Kipping Letter is appended to 
the Nomination in Exhibit A. 

The Planning Coinmiss ion approval is attached hereto as Exhibit C. 
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B. THE NOMINATION IS NOT PROPERLY BEFORE TIlE SUBCOMMITTEE. 

The Urban Forestry Ordinance ("Ordinance") restricts the manner in which trees 
may be nominated Private owners may oniy nominate trees that are contained on their 
property. The Ordinance and analogous local laws related to landmark buildings 
indicate that all property owners subject to a landmark designation—not just a portion of 
it—must subscribe to privately initiated nomination requests. Under state law, 
overhanging branches and underlying roots belong to the owner of property they 
encroach upon. Because portions of the Tree's branches and roots are located on Mr. 
(fillies property, portions of the Tree are contained on Mr. Gillies property for purposes 
of the Ordinance and belong to him under state law. Therefore, ML (fillies must 
subscribe to the Nomination for it to be valid. Because he has not done this, the 
Nomination is not properly before the Subcommittee and should not be acted upon 

1. Privately Initiated Nominations Require the Property Owner's 
Consent. 

The Ordinance sets out three methods by which a free may be nominated for a 
landmark designation: (1) the Board of Supervisors, Planning Commission or Landmarks 
Preservation Advisory Board may nominate a free by resolution; (2) the director of any 
City agency or department may submit a written nomination; or (3) the property owner 
whose property contains the subject tree may nominate a tree Public Works Code § 

8l0(b)(1). 

The Ordinance does not further define the term "contains." According to 
Webster's Unabridged Dictionary, "contain" means to "hold or include within its volume 
or area." Thus, private persons whose property does not bold or include a tree, may not 
nominate a tree. The power to nominate trees without a property owner's consent rests 
solely with designated public bodies and public officials. 

The Ordinance does not set out a specific procedure for nomination where a tree 
is jointly owned or where its branches are roots are contained on multiple properties 
rather than one. However, its general approach to privately initiated nominations 
indicates that the owners of all property containing the free must request the nomination. 
The alternative would allow one private party to initiate a process that culminates in a 
restriction on another private party's ownership interests. The Ordinance clearly reserves 
this power to public bodies and public officials. 

2. Landmark Building Dcsignations not Initiated by a Public Eody 
Require the Consent of a Property Owner'. 

Analogous procedures governing the designation of landmark buildings suggest 
the above interpretation of the Ordinance is correct. Under the Planning Code, the 
process to landmark a building may be initiated by the Board of Supervisors, the 
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Planning Commission, the Art Commission, the Landmarks Preservation Advisory 
Board, or "on the verified application of owners of the property to be designated or their 
authorized agents." San Francisco Planning Code § 1 004 1 The Planning Code does 
not allow one property owner to initiate the landmark process for a building, or portions 
of a building, on another's property. Rather, initiation without an owner's consent is 
entrusted to desigiiated public bodies. 

3. Encroaching Branches and Roots belong to Mr. Gillies under State 
Law. 

California law recognizes that trees whose trunks are wholly upon the land of 
one owner belong exclusively to him." Cal.Civ. Code § 833. However, countervailing 
principles of state law recognize that a landowner has the right to the surface of the land 
and to anything situated beneath or above it. Cal. Civ. Code § 829. The California 
Supreme Court has reconciled these two principles by stating that encroaching free 
branches "belong" to the owner of the property on which they encroach, not to the owner 
of the land on which the trunk is located. Grandona v. LovdaL, (1889)78 CaL 611, 618. 
An adjacent property owner therefore has a right to remove encroaching tree branches 
and roots. 1±; See also Booska v Pate], (1& DiaL 1994) 30 CaL Rptr. 2d 241 (holding an 
adjoining owncr has a right to remove the encroaching roots of an adjoining free so long 
as the right is reasonably exercised); Fick v. Nilson, (4 Dist. 1950) 98 C.A 2d 683 
(holding an adjoining owner has a right to remove encroaching limbs and roots but not to 
enter neighbor's property and cut down an entire tree); Stevens v Moon (2 Dist. 1922) 
54 CaL App 737 (holding. adjoining owner has a right to remove encroaching roots 
which interfered with use and enjoyment of property); Bonde v. Bishop, (Pt Dist. 1952) 
112 Cal. App. 2d 1, 5 (stating encroaching limbs and roots may be removed to the extent 
of the encroachment), Thus, state law clearly establishes that any overhanging branches 
and underlying roots of the Tree belong to Mr. Gillies and may be removed by him to the 
extent that they encroach on his property. 

4. The Roots and Branches of the Tree are not Contained on 455 
Chen cry Street. 

It is undisputed that a substantial portion of the Tree, its roots, and branches 
encroach on Mr. Gillie's property. According to the Arborist Report, numerous "sucker 
shoots" from the Tree are located on Mr. Gillies' property. Arborist Report at p. 1. 

These shoots are damaging the property line fence and impeding access to the garden at 
the rear of his property. Arborist Report at 3. The branches of the tree extend up to 12 
feet over Mr. Gillies' roof, and its roots extend underneath Mr. Gillies land. Arborist 
Report at 2-3. The encroachment is confirmed by the Kipping Letter submitted with the 

Planning Code § 1004J is attached hereto as Exhibit ti 
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Nomination. Thus, substantial portions of the Tree are contained not on Ms. Dhillon's 
property but on Mm Gillies'. 

5. A Landmark Designation could Deprive Mr. Gillies' of Substantial 
Property Rights. 

The overhanging branches of the Tree not only encroach onto Mt Gillies' 
property, they could also interfere with the construction work reviewed and approved by 
the Planiiing Commission afler a public hearing? Designating the Tree a landmark would 
restrict Mr. Gillies' right to remove encroaching branches and roots, and could potentially 
impair his right to build on his property in accordance with project approvals granted by 
the Plamiing Commission. 

6. The Nomination is not Properly before the Subcommittee. 

By the terms of the Ordinance, the nomination is not properly before the 
Subcommittee. No designated city body or official has nominated the Tree. Rather, the 
Nomination was filed by Ms. Dhillon, whose property at 455 Cheneiy Street contains 
only a portion of the Tree. According to the documents Ms. Dhillon submitted herseff, 
substantial portions of the tree, its roots, and branches, encroach onto Mr. Gillies 
property. Kipping Letter. Under state law, encroaching portions of the tree belong to 
Mr. Gillies, who has a right to remove them. Landmarking the free could deprive Mr. 
Gillies of both his ability to remove the encroaching branches arid roots and to construct 
the approved addition on his house. 

The Ordinance does not provide that a private property owner may nominate a 
tree, or portions thereof, located on the property of another and thereby initiate a process 
that may ultimately deny that ptoperty owner of substantial property rights. The only 
mechanisms available to initiate a nomination without the consent of the affected 
property owners requires action by a designated city official or body. No such action was 
taken here, and Mr. Gillies consent is therefore required for the Nomination to be valid 
and to proceed. Mr. Gillies has not supplied his consent, and we therefore respectfblly 
urge that the Subcommittee refrain froni considering the Nomination. 

C. THE TREE DOES NOT MERIT A LANDMARK DESIGNATiON. 

The criteria for determining whether a free is worthy of landmark status are set 
out in Section 810(f)(4)(A)-(E) of the Ordinance. Public Works Code § 810(a). 
Specifically, the Subcommittee and the Urban Tree Council shall consider the following 
factors: 

The tree's size, age, and species; 

Thc Planning Cornniission authorized a vertical addition to the building. 
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• Visual characteristics, including the tree's form and whether it is a prominent 
landscape feature; 

• Cultural or historic characteristics, including whether the ti-ce has sigiificant 
ethnic appreciation or historical association or whether the tree was part of a 
historic planting program that defines neighborhood character; 

• Ecological characteristics, including whether the tree provides important 
wildlife habitat, is part of a group of interdependent trees, provides erosion 
control, or acts as a wind or sound barrier; and 

• Locational characteristics, including whether the tree is in a high traffic area 
or low tree density area, provides shade or other benefits to multiple 
properties, and is visually accessible from the public right-of-way. 

We respectfully submit that the materials submitted to the Urban Forestry 
Council, including the Nomination, do not establish that the Tree merits landmark status 
Rather, they indicate that the Tree is poorly maintained, inappropriate for its location, and 
insignificant as a cultural, historical, ecological or aesthetic resource. The Tree cannot be 
designated as a landmark tree since the relevant criteria have not been satisfied. 

1. Size, Age and Species 

The Tree is unexceptional in terms of its size age and species. According to the 
Evaluation, the tree is not "greater than typical mature size or age." Ms. Dhillon has 
asserted that the Tree is notable for its size and age. Nomination. However, Ms. 
Dhillon's claim is contradicted by the Kipping Letter, which she submitted in support of 
the Nomination. The Kipping Letter indicates only that the Tree is a "mature" specimen, 
which is "constrained in height by the wind." Kipping Lettet Thus, the only support for 
the Tree being atypically old or large is Ms. Dhillon's lay opinion—an opinion directly 
contradicted by thc letter allegedly supporting the Nomination. 

The Evaluation and the Nomination both indicate that the tree, a coastal redwood, is a 

rare species for San Francisco. However, rarity is not one of the criteria set forth in the 
Ordinance and should not qualify a tree for landmark status when the rarity is attributable 
to a species' inappropriateness for San Francisco's dense urban neighborhoods. Here, the 
Tree in question can grow to heights in excess of 200 feet and its trnnk can grow to over 
20-feet in diameter.6 Trees of such stature and girth are poorly suited to San Francisco's 
typical lot pattern of intensively developed 25-foot-by-100-foot lots. Where a tree's 
rarity is attributable to the fact that it is largely incompatible with San Francisco's 

o This inforrnadon is taken front the Columbia Electronic Encyclopedia, avaithble online at 
W%'W.CI) cyclope4ia.corn. 
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prevalent development pattern, this factor should not weigh in favor of a landmark 
designation. 

1. Visual Characteristics 

The visual characteristics of the Tree do not support a landmark designation. Its 
outward appearance reflects an ongoing pattern of poor care and maintenance. For 
example, the side branches are crowding the upper growth. Arborist Report at 2. Until 
recently, lower portions of the Tree were covered in ivy.7 Although the ivy has been 
removed from the bottom 18-feet of the Tree, it remains attached above this height. 
Arborist Report at 2 Considerable dead wood and debris has been allowed to 
accumulate in the upper portions of the Tree, and several stubs of branches evidence 
incorrect pnining. Id.; See also Evaluation. Because of the Tree's poorly maintained 
condition, it is not visually outstanding and does not meet this criteria for designation as a 
landmark. 

Second, the Tree's height is constrained by wind in its location, and it therefore 
does not represent a particularly well-fornicd tree of its type. See Kipping Letter The 
combination of this relatively low height and location in a sloping yard behind a building 
make it difficult to see the Tree from the sidewallc. Evaluation. Notwithstanding Ms 
Dhillon's wholly unsupported assertion to the contrary, the Tree is not a "prominent 
landscape feature." See Evaluation. 

2. Cultural and Historic Characteristics 

The record is devoid of any evidence that the Tree is culturally or historically 
significant. Neither the Evaluation nor the Nomination identify a single relevant 
characteristic that would establish the Tree as a historic or cultural resource. 

Ms. Dhillon asserts that the Tree is culturally and historically significant, an 
object of neighborhood and ethnic appreciation, and part of a planting that defines 
neighborhood character There is no support for these claims. In the Nomination, Ms. 
Dhillon relabels her personal appreciation for the Tree, along with her own ethnicity and 
religious practices, as cultural or historical significance. This mischaracterization does 
not establish that the Tree has any broader historic or cultural importance. 

The Tree is not a defining aspect of neighborhood character, either taken individually 
or as part of a historic planting. As noted in the Evaluation, the Tree is not easily visible 
from the street. There is also no evidence that the Tree, along with others of like species, 
size, and age, are a defining feature of the neighborhood. 

Photographs of the Tree are attached hereto as Exhibit E mease note that the Tree is identified as the 
"DR Requestor's Tree" in the photographs, which werc annotated for the Planning Comniission's review 
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3. Ecological Characteristics 

The Tree's ecological characteristics may, on balance, be detrimental. Although 
this Tree, like virtually any other mature tree, provides potential habitat for various types 
of wildlife, there is nothing to indicate that this habitat is cimportant or that the type of 
wildlife that would use it is appropriate or desirable. In particular, the accumulation of 
deadwood arid ivy in the upper branches provides an attractive locale for vermin and 
insects. Arborist Report at 2. An infestation by vermin or insects would clearly 
underniine the Tree's value as wildlife habitat for more desirable species and pose a 
potential health risk for neighborhood residents. 

M& Dhillon asserts that the Tree acts as a wind or sound barrier, but has not presented 
any supporting evidence. The Evaluation noted no such benefits. Because the Tree is 
located in the relatively low-noise environment of a residential back yard, it is doubtful 
that there is a great deal of noise to be screened in the first place. 

The benefits, if any, that the Tree provides as a wind block are more appropriately 
characterized as unfavorable impacts. Because detritus has been allowed to accumulate 
in the Tree and the foliage in its upper branches is overly dense, the Tree impedes the 
circulation of light and air. Arborist Report at 2 By making the tree more resistant to 
wind, these same features may present a safety risk 1d 

Finally, Ms. Ma, the author of the Evaluation, and Ms. Dhillon assert the Tree 
provides erosion control. However, there is no evidence that erosion problems would 
occur in the Tree's absence, that the erosion control is not attributable to other plants and 
structures on the site, or that the asserted benefits exceed the damage caused by the 
Tree's uncontrolled growth Mt Bryan has observed the Tree and ddes not believe it 
provides significant erosion cont-rol.8 

In contrast to the poorly documented erosion control benefits, the damage caused 
by the Tree may be readily observed The Tree's sucker shoots are pushing over the 
property line fence, encroaching on and impeding access to Mr. Gillies' garden. Arborist 
Report at 3; Ripping Letter. The roots are also lifting the bricks in Ms. Dhillon's garden. 
Evaluation. No investigation was made of the extent to which the roots may be damaging 
the foundations of the buildings at either 455 or 461 Chenery Street, though the proximity 
of the Tree to the Mm Gillies' building makes such damage a distinct possibility.9 These 
existing and potential impacts clearly outweigh the purported erosion control benefits of 
the Tree, which, if they exist at all, are marginal at best. 

Conversation with Mr. Bryan on November 8, 2006. 

The tree is located approximately eight feet from the southeast corner of Mr. Gitlie' building. 



11/09/06 14:43 FAX  REUBEN & JUNItIS 010 

Reuben & Junius, LLP 
Landmark Tree Subcommittee 
November 9, 2006 
Page 9 

Taken together, all of this indicates the Tree is not important as wildlife habitat, 
provides few—if any—noise, wind or erosion benefits. In its present, poorly maintained 
condition, the Tree constitutes a potential habitat for vermin and insects, is caising 
damage to property, and may pose a safety risk when exposed to high winds. Overall, its 
ecological characteristics weigh against a landmark designation. 

4. Locational Characteristics. 

The locational characteristics of the Tree do not warrant a landmark designation 
First, the Tree is not in a high traffic area. It is located at the rear of the property and is 
difficult to observe from the street. As noted above, this location is not prominent The 
Tree's location makes it a private asset, not a public one. 

Ju many respects, the location of the Tree is inappropriate. Because the sucker 
shoots have been allowed to grow freely, they are pushing over the property-line fence 
onto Mr. ChIlies' property and impeding access to his garden. The branches of the Tree 
encroach some 12-feet above the roof of Mr. Cillies' building, into the area approved for 
an addition by the Planning Commission. The roots and branches of the Tree are 
growing onto Mr. Chilies' property, and are likely to increase the cost and difficulty of 
any construction on his property. These factors indicate that the Tree's extension onto 
several properties is not beneficial. Rather, the location of the Tree in close proximity to 
neighboring structures is problematic and is causing damage to Mr. Gullies' property 

Finally, the information submitted by Ms. Dhillon indicates that the Tree is poorly 
suited for its location. The Kipping Letter states that "[r]edwoods this size in a windy 
location like this require a lot of water to stay healthy and successfhlly resist Branch 
Dieback Disease." Thus, the location of the Tree increases its proneness to disease. 

While the neighborhood may be a "low tree-density area," this does not justify 
protecting a Tree that is, in other respects, poorly located. 

B. CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, we respectfully request that you decline to consider the 
Nomination. By the terms of the Ordinance, nominations not initiated by a designated 
public body or official must be subscribed to by the owners of all the property containing 
the subject tree. Here, substantial portions of the Tree encroach on Mr. Gullies property. 
Under state law, these portions of the tree belong to Mr. Gillies. Designating the tree a 
landmark through this privately initiated Nomination could deprive Mi. Gillies of 
significant property rights without his consent. This violates the Urban Forestry 
Ordinance 

Alternativeiy, although the Nomination is not properly before the Subcommittee, 
should the Subcommittee decide to consider the Nomination on its merits, we 
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respectthlly request a recommendation that the Tree does not qualify for landmark status 
As set out above, the criteria for designating the Tree a landmark have not been satisfied. 
The Tree is neither exceptionally 01(1 or large, and the rarity of the species in San 
Francisco is attributable to the fact that it is often an inappropriate tree for planting in San 
Francisco's dense urban neighborhoods. A history of poor maintenance has diminished 
the visual quality of the tree, and accumulations of detritus in its branches make it a 
potential habitat for vermin and insects. There is nothing to indicate the Tree is culturally 
or historically significant, or that is a character-defining feature of the neighborhood. 
Rather, it is difficult to see from the sidewalk and its location on multiple properties is a 
detriment, not a benefit, to the adjacent owner. For all these reasons, the Tree does not 
satisfy the criteria set forth in the Ordinance, and thus the tree is ineligible for landmark 
status. 

Very truly yours, 

Enclosures 

cc: Ms. Carolyn Blair, Urban Forestry Council 
Mr. Mike Boss, Urban Forestry Council 
Mt Steve Griswold, Urban Forestry Council 
Mr. David Flabert, Urban Forestry Council 
Mr. Mark Sustarich, Urban Forestry Council 
Ms. Grace Ma, Urban Forestry Associate 
Ms. Monica Fish, Council Secretary 
Ms. Alicia Cabrera, Deputy City Attorney 
Ms. Maya Dlii lIon, Nomination Requestor 
Mr. Doug Gillies, Property Owner 
Mr. John Bryan, Consulting Arborist 

& JUNIUS, LLP 

Daniel A. Frattin 
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11.14 Approved Minutes

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

URBAN FORESTRY COUNCIL

LANDMARK TREE COMMITTEE

REGULAR MEETING

APPROVED MINUTES

Thursday, November 14, 2006, 4:00 P.M.

City Hall, Room 421
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:  Mike Boss (Chair), Carolyn Blair, Steve Griswold, David 
Habert, and Mark Sustarich

Urban Forestry Council Associate:  Grace Ma

Council Secretary:  Monica Fish

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL.  The meeting was called to order at 

4:03 p.m.  Present:  Chair Boss, Members Blair (4:10 p.m.), Griswold, Habert (4:10 
p.m.), and Sustarich.  Deputy City Attorney Alicia Cabrera was present.

2. ACTION: Adoption of Minutes of the October 10, 2006 Urban Forestry Council 
Landmark Tree Committee Regular Meeting. Upon motion by Member Sustarich 
and second by Chair Boss, the October 10, 2006 Meeting Minutes were approved 
with no objection. (Absent:  Members Blair and Habert) (Explanatory Document: 
Approved Minutes of the October 10, 2006 Regular Meeting.)

3. DISCUSSION and ACTION: Hearing on Nominations for Landmark Tree 
Status. The Landmark Tree Committee held a hearing to determine whether the 
tree nominated at the following address meets the criteria for designation as 
landmark trees: 

� Coastal Redwood (Sequoia sempervirens), 455 Chenery Street

Search this site
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At the conclusion of the hearing, the Landmark Tree Committee voted on 
whether to approve or reject the nomination.  Written findings will be adopted to 
support its decision to forward to the Urban Forestry Council.  The Council will 
forward approved nominations to the Board of Supervisors for further 
consideration. (Explanatory Documents: Landmark Tree Nomination Form, 
pictures, 455 Chenery Nomination, Opposition to Landmarking, Evaluation 
Forms, Chair Boss Evaluation; Planning Commission Action 461 Chenery and 
Assessors Maps)

PRESENTER: Grace Ma, Urban Forestry Council Associate

Chair Boss stated that the purpose of this agenda item is for the Committee to 
determine whether the subject tree qualifies for landmark status and to send its 
decision to the Urban Forestry Council.  It was advised that the Urban Forestry 
Council serves as Advisory Council to the Board of Supervisors, and the 
decision ultimately lies with the Board of Supervisors.  The Urban Forestry 
Council will decide at their next meeting on December 8 whether to forward its 
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors.  

Property Owner’s Presentation

Ms. Maya Dhillon, the nominator and property owner, stated that she had 
submitted a request for a discretionary review hearing on the proposed 
construction at 461 Chenery Street that was rejected by the Planning 
Department’s Zoning Administrator. Ms. Dhillon expressed her concern that the 
nomination forms, Ms. Ma’s evaluation form, and other relevant documents that 
contained personal information were shared with the opposing party of the 
nomination.  Ms. Dhillon stated that she had presented this issue to District 
Attorney Kamala Harris.  

Ms. Dhillon discussed her opposition to the proposed construction initiated by 
Mr. Gillies, the property owner at 461 Chenery Street, which is adjacent to Ms. 
Dhillon’s property and contains portions of the subject tree.  It was stated that 
an Arborist Report prepared by Mr. Ted Kipping of Tree Shapers, LLC indicates 
that the proposed construction would cause damage to the subject tree. 

Ms. Dhillon questioned the credibility of an environmental exemption issued by 
the Department of Building Inspection and stated there was an absence of 
analyses that were necessary for the issuance of building permits for the 
proposed project.  (Explanatory Statement attached.)  The Landmarks Tree 
Committee was asked to support the landmarking of the subject tree.       

Staff Analyses

Council Associate Ma advised that she and five Committee members had 
examined and prepared evaluation forms on the subject tree.  Ms. Ma 
described findings contained in her evaluation form and distributed photos 
taken at the site (Explanatory Document:  Evaluation Forms attached above 
and Photos).  

Opposing Side Presentation

Explanatory Document attached:  Opposition to Landmark Tree Nomination at 
455 Chenery Street, Documents Received in Committee Meeting:  
Presentation; Project Design; Discretionary Review).

Mr. Daniel Frattin, Reuben & Junius, LLP spoke on behalf of Mr. Doug Gillies, 
owner of 461 Chenery Street that is adjacent to the proposed landmark tree 
nomination at 455 Chenery Street.  Mr. Frattin stated that Mr. Gillies had filed 
building permits to add on to his home at 461 Chenery Street, and that Ms. 
Dhillon objected based on concerns for the subject tree.  It was stated that Ms. 
Dhillon presented her concerns at a Planning Commission hearing, and that the 
Planning Commission did not choose to elect the tree for landmark status.  The 
Planning Commission approved construction at Mr. Gillies property subject to 
the condition that he retain an arborist to determine what steps were necessary 
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to protect the tree or replace the tree if its loss were unavoidable.  This 
condition was complied with and Mr. John Bryan, Arborist was present to 
answer questions.

Mr. Frattin opposed the landmark nomination on the grounds that all property 
owners must support the nomination of a tree, and portions of the subject tree 
were on Mr. Gillies’ property.   Additional arguments opposing the nomination 
were presented as explained in the Explanatory Document above. It was 
requested that the Committee oppose the request to landmark the subject 
tree.   

Committee Questions

Member Sustarich asked Ms. Dhillon if she had information as to when the tree 
was planted.  Ms. Dhillon stated that a previous arborist had estimated that the 
tree was over 100 years ago.

Member Blair stated that Ms. Dhillon had the right to nominate the tree because 
the majority of the tree is in her backyard (the trunk) and referenced a book 
entitled “Neighbor Law.”  

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that it was the Landmark Tree 
Committee’s decision/interpretation whether the nomination was properly 
before the Committee and as to whether the tree should be jointly nominated 
because portions are in Mr. Gillies’ property. 

Chair Boss stated that because of lack of a legal precedent, this legal issue 
could not be settled at the Committee meeting at this time.

Mr. Gillies stated that the Planning Commission approved the project and that 
Mr. Bryant, Arborist, has been retained to consult with his architect/structural 
engineers to minimize the damage to the tree and still build the project.  

Chair Boss asked what type of adaptations the design drawings contain to 
accommodate the preservation of the tree.  Mr. Gillies stated that those were 
not available this early in the process.  Member Boss stated that the issue 
before the Landmark Tree Committee was whether this tree is worthy of 
landmark status, and not whether the construction would effect the tree or not.

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that the Committee did have to address 
the issue whether the nomination was properly before the Committee.

Public Comment

Mr. John Bryan, Certified and Registered Consulting Arborist stated that in his 
opinion the tree does not merit landmark status.  Reasons given were the lack 
of growth, poor visual characteristics, accumulation of debris and dead wood, 
ivy/upper parts causing a home for insects, etc., poorly maintained, blocks light, 
and that it was not a rare tree.

Staff Rebuttal

Staff did not present comments at this time.

Property Owner Rebuttal

Ms. Dhillon indicated that the subject tree is a healthy redwood, and that the 
proposed construction would cause the destruction of the subject tree.  It was 
stated that this situation is a matter of life and death for both her and the 
subject tree.  Ms. Dhillon advised that the Zoning Administrator said that she 
should pay for half of the price of removal of the tree and that removing the tree 
from the property would be an additional expense, which she opposes. Ms. 
Dhillon again opposed the sharing of relevant documentation with the opposing 
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party.  An arborist statement was distributed in Committee meeting 
(Explanatory Document:  Arborist Statement). 

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that all documents submitted to the 
Urban Forestry Council including evaluation forms are public records.  Ms. Fish 
indicated that all documentation is posted on the Department’s website and is 
sent to the San Francisco Public Library as part of Sunshine Ordinance 
requirements.

Ms. Dhillon stated that was against the law to share her ethnicity and religion 
with the public.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that if that information is 
voluntarily placed on a public record, it is open to the public.  Ms. Ma advised 
that she had not asked for Ms. Dhillon’s ethnicity and religion, and Ms. Dhillon 
had voluntarily written the information on the nomination form.

Affected Property Owner Rebuttal

Mr. Frattin stated that the Committee is not legally empowered to decide on this 
landmark tree nomination and that it is a policy decision and should be 
deferred.  The policy decision would be that the Committee would be taking 
applications from one property owner for a tree that spreads over several 
properties.  Mr. Frattin indicated that the landmark tree nomination is a result of 
one property owner/neighbor opposing the construction of another property 
owner/neighbor.  It was stated that if this is a worthy tree, that a Board of 
Supervisors member, a Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board member or 
another Department head would move the nomination forward.  The Committee 
was urged to reject the landmark nomination of the subject tree.

Committee Members’ Discussion

Member Blair urged the Landmark Tree Committee to landmark the tree 
because it is a rare tree, one of grandeur, and is one of the few redwoods left in 
the City.  Other reasons given included that (1) there is less than 1% of 668,000 
trees left in the City; (2) the tree has legally been nominated by a property 
owner; (3) the Planning Department can grant a 25 to 45% setback so that the 
adjacent property owner can enjoy economic profit from his development and 
still include this existing tree, which would increase his property value.  

Member Sustarich stated that (1) the tree was planted in the wrong location 
next to the property line; (2) the property trunks would cause problems in the 
future; (3) was not properly maintained as a landmark tree; and (4) not 
appropriate for a backyard.   

Chair Boss recommended that the tree not be landmarked.  Reasons given 
include:  (1) the tree is limited in its value to Ms. Dhillon’s visual inspection as it 
is not open to public view; (2) a redwood tree cannot be characterized as a rare 
tree in a coastal California climate; (3) it is not a common tree in San Francisco, 
but there are many redwood trees throughout the City and in backyards; (4) no 
notable ecological function; and (5) not spectacular in its height, size or form, or 
part of a significant community.

Member Blair asked how many redwood trees there are in a backyard in 
residential areas.  Chair Boss stated that it is not a common tree in residences, 
but it is not a rare tree.

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that if the Urban Forestry Council decides 
not to nominate the tree, it is not forwarded to the Board of Supervisors.  If a 
decision is made to nominate the tree for landmark status, then it will go to the 
Board of Supervisors. The Landmark Tree Committee will make a 
recommendation to the Urban Forestry Council.  Chair Boss stated that the 
Committee’s vote would be presented to the full Council  

VOTE: (3-2 Not to Landmark)
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Upon Motion by Member Blair and second by Member Habert, to approve 
landmarking the tree at 455 Chenery Street.  The motion failed by the 
following vote:  (AYES:  Members Blair and Habert); (NOES:  Members 
Boss, Griswold, and Sustarich).  Chair Boss announced that the 
Landmark Tree Committee recommended against landmark status by a 
vote of 3-2.

Member Griswold asked if all nominations that come to the Landmark Tree 
Committee are presented to the full Council with opponents and proponents 
presenting their case.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that the Urban 
Forestry Council will hear public comment, but there would not be an additional 
hearing.

Public Comment:  Mr. Gillies asked for clarification on the landmark tree 
ordinance in reference to state law and landmark tree ordinance.  Deputy City 
Attorney Cabrera referenced Ordinance Section 810(b)(1)(i), Nominations, that 
states that the property owner whose property contains the subject tree by a 
written request to the Urban Forestry Council is the person that can nominate.  
The argument is that the word “contains” is subject to interpretation whether or 
not if a tree extends into the adjacent property whether the adjacent property 
owner has the right to be joined into the property nomination.  The question is 
whether just the owner that has the tree trunk on their main property is the only 
nomination you need to be valid to present before the Committee and the 
Council.  On the state side, there was an opposition submitted dated November 

9th, and on page 4, Section 3, “Encroaching Branches and Roots Belong to Mr. 
Gillies under State Law.”  In that paragraph, there is case law by Mr. Daniel 
Frattin that says because the branches are on his client’s property, that under 
California case law, he is allowed to trim the branches that encroach onto his 
property.  Chair Boss stated that the adjacent property owner has the right to 
trim those, but has to do so in a way that would not disfigure the tree.      

4.  DISCUSSION and ACTION:  Nomination, Hearing, and Paperwork Instructions.  
The Landmark Tree Committee voted to approve written instructions to advise the 
public about the nomination, hearing, and paperwork requirements.  (Explanatory 
Documents: Property Owner Notification Letter Draft, Release to Evaluate Trees; and 
Draft Letters of Support  Landmark Tree Support Letter, Rejection Letter, and No 
Position Letter.)

Council Associate Ma described the two generic templates that were created in 
order to (1) notify a property owner of landmark tree nomination and process 
and (2) the property owner release for Committee members to enter their 
property to examine the tree.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera recommended a 
written release opposed to a verbal release and that only one property release 
form/signature was needed.  Chair Boss recommended that Council Associate 
Ma bring the form with her after receiving a verbal release for the property 
owner’s signature.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera recommended including the 
release form in the nomination packet.  It was advised that if the property owner 
does not agree to a release to enter their property, there is no right to go onto 
their property, and members may be limited to viewing the tree from the street.

Council Associate Ma described the property owner notification form letters that 
were created to notify the property owner of the Urban Forestry Council’s 
support of a landmark tree nomination, rejection, or no action.  Ms. Fish 
recommended that the form letters contain a reference that the Resolution 
adopted by the Council would be attached. Deputy City Attorney Cabrera 
recommended that the full Council adopt the subject forms after the 
Committee’s recommendation.

Upon Motion by Member Blair and second by Member Griswold, written 
instructions to advise the public about the nomination, hearing, and 
paperwork requirements were approved with no objection to forward to 
the full Council for their adoption at the December 8 meeting.  
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5.  DISCUSSION and ACTION:  City Agency Instructions.  The Landmark Tree 
Committee will create a recommended process to submit to City agencies/department 
heads/officials on the Landmark Hearing process and submission requirements 
(Explanatory Document:.)  

Council Associate Ma advised that she has created an internal Landmark Tree 
Notification Procedure and requested that the Committee review and be aware 
of the process.  Member Griswold inquired as to how temporary landmark 
protection status can be reached after submitting an official nomination to the 
Urban Forestry Council.  Council Associate Ma explained that if a Board of 
Supervisors member nominates a tree, it receives immediate temporary 
landmark status.  If a property owner nominates a tree, the second statement of 
the procedure would apply which states, “This tree has only been nominated at 
this time.  A later notice will indicate if it is eligible for landmark protections.”  
The statement “This tree has received designated landmark status and should 
be protected” would apply if the Council and the Board of Supervisors were to 
approve landmark status.  Members Boss and Griswold recommended that the 
procedures should be changed to include position titles instead of proper 
names.  Review and approval of the internal process would be discussed at the 
next Committee meeting in December.

Council Secretary Fish stated that the Committee at their October meeting 
requested that City Agency instructions be created that explains the 
Committee’s expectations in regards to timelines and paperwork requirements.  
Council Associate Ma stated that additional instructions would not be required 
because the Nomination Forms already have adequate instructions.  Member 
Griswold complimented an article written by Council Member Cohen on 
protecting significant trees in San Francisco, and the Committee discussed 
including the article in the Nomination Packet.  Council Associate Ma stated 
that she could create a cover letter addressed to City agency department 
heads with copies of the nomination forms and meeting schedule/nomination 
and documentation due dates.  

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that this agenda item indicates that the 
Committee would be creating City agency instructions.  The Committee 
agreed that the Nomination Forms contain all relevant instructions and 
additional instructions would not be necessary at this time.  Upon Motion 
by Member Griswold and second by Chair Boss with no objection, this 
item was removed from the agenda.

6.  DISCUSSION and ACTION:  The Landmark Tree Committee discussed and voted 
to adopt the Meeting/Documentation Due Dates Schedule. (Explanatory Document:  
Schedule)

SPONSOR:  Committee Member Mike Boss
SPEAKER:  Monica Fish, Urban Forestry Council Secretary

Council Secretary Fish stated that the Meeting/Documentation Due Dates 
Schedule was created based on discussions held at the October Committee 
meeting.   Upon Motion by Member Griswold and second by Member 
Sustarich, the Meeting/ Documentation Due Dates Schedule was 
approved with no objection.

7.  DISCUSSION:  The Landmark Tree Committee discussed creation of an outreach 
brochure advocating landmarking of trees.

Council Secretary Fish advised that the Urban Forestry Council requested that 
creation of an outreach brochure be heard at a Landmark Tree Committee 
meeting.  Member Blair stated that this item was at the request of Council 
Member Ora Sherk.  Member Griswold stated that Council Member Cohen’s 
article was a good introduction to the public.  Chair Boss asked if there was a 
budget available to produce and distribute a brochure.  Council Associate Ma 
advised that there is no funding available for Fiscal-Year 2006-07.  
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Member Habert recommended that an outreach strategy be discussed, and 
that a brochure may not be the answer.  Member Blair advised that the purpose 
would be for education and outreach and recommended using the 
Department’s website as an outreach tool.  Council Associate Ma advised that 
Council Member Miller suggested that other organizations such as PG&E and 
PUC be consulted for this effort.  Member Griswold recommended developing a 
program that would search out, recruit, and celebrate landmark trees.  Member 
Blair recommended that each Supervisor nominate a tree from their district and 
Department heads nominate a tree that is in their jurisdiction.

Public Comment:  Urban Forestry Council Chair Milne advised that the 
Department of the Environment’s Director has pending before him five or six 
trees that could be considered for landmark status.   It was advised that the 
Funding Committee discussed outreach and publicity for this program at their 
September meeting.  Council Associate Ma was asked to provide a list of 
pending trees to Committee members.

8.  DISCUSSION: New Business

Chair Boss stated that the Committee, Council, or Board of Supervisors 
address trees spanning property lines and how it affects the nomination 
of a property owner.  Chair Boss requested that this issue be placed on 
the next Committee meeting agenda.

Member Blair recommended that the Deputy City Attorney review this 
issue.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that she has reviewed this 
issue and it is subject to the Council and Committee’s interpretation.  It 
was advised that if the Urban Forestry Council feels that the Ordinance 
is unclear, the proper route would be to request that the Board of 
Supervisors make an amendment to further clarify.  It was recommended 
that the entire Ordinance be examined for future amendments. Member 
Habert stated that the Committee should not be a forum for disputes 
between property owners.  It was suggested that there be better 
coordination between the Planning Department and the Landmark Tree 
Committee process. Member Habert recommended proper notification 
processes between property owners when trees span two property lines.

Chair Boss asked about the status of the tree at 4124-23rd Street.  Council 
Associate Ma stated that a Resolution of Intent to Nominate has been 
introduced at this time and discussed current work that is being done on the 
property.  

9.  FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that she would discuss the 
landmarking tree process and Board of Supervisors Rule 5.31 as 
requested by Member Blair at a future Council Meeting.

10.  PUBLIC COMMENT:  Members of the public may address the Committee on 
matters that are within the Committee’s jurisdiction and are not on today’s agenda.  
There was no public comment at this time.

11.  ADJOURNMENT.  The Landmark Tree Committee meeting adjourned at 6:40 
p.m.
Respectfully submitted by,

Monica Fish, Council Secretary

Adopted: December 12, 2006
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12.12 Approved Minutes

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

URBAN FORESTRY COUNCIL

LANDMARK TREE COMMITTEE

REGULAR MEETING

APPROVED MINUTES

Thursday, December 12, 2006, 4:00 P.M.

City Hall, Room 421
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place

San Francisco, CA 

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:  Mike Boss (Chair), Carolyn Blair, Steve Griswold, David 
Habert, and Mark Sustarich

Urban Forestry Council Associate:  Grace Ma

Council Secretary:  Monica Fish

ORDER OF BUSINESS

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL.  The meeting was called to order at 

4:05 p.m.  Present:  Chair Boss, Members Blair, Habert (4:10 p.m.), and Sustarich.  
Excused:  Member Griswold.  Deputy City Attorney Alicia Cabrera was present.

2. ACTION: Adoption of minutes of the November 14, 2006 Urban Forestry 
Council Landmark Tree Committee Regular Meeting. Upon motion by Member 
Sustarich and second by Chair Boss, the November 14, 2006 Meeting Minutes 
were approved with no objection. (Absent:  Members Habert and Griswold) 
(Explanatory Document: Approved Minutes of the November 14, 2006 Regular 
Meeting)

3. DISCUSSION and POSSIBLE ACTION:  The Committee discussed trees 
spanning property lines and how it affects the nomination by a property owner.  

Chair Boss advised that landmark tree nomination issues presented at the 
November Landmark Tree Committee meeting went beyond the legal scope of 
the Committee and requested that a recommendation be made as to how the 
Committee should proceed.

Search this site
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Member Sustarich asked what the legal ramifications are of the location of the 
tree roots, branches and trunk in determining proper tree nominations.  
Member Blair stated that she is not aware of any local or state laws pertaining 
to this issue and agreed with Neighbor Law that states, “the location of the 
majority of the trunk defines ownership.”

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that she researched ownership 
identification for tree trunks that span two property lines and advised that under 
California Law if a tree trunk spans two property lines, the two property owners 
would have co-ownership.  It was stated that Mr. Frattin’s argument was that 
the Landmark Tree Ordinance was ambiguous and because some of the 
branches, roots, and shoots were on the adjacent property owner’s land, he 
had an interest and should have been included as a nominator for the 
nomination to be legal.  It was stated that the Landmark Tree Ordinance 
Section 810(b) states, “The tree may be nominated for designation as a 
landmark tree by any of the following parties (i) the property owner whose 
property contains the subject tree by written request to the Urban Forestry 
Council.”  It was indicated that once a tree is landmarked, the roots are also 
protected.  

Chair Boss recommended that the Committee could interpret Section 810(b) to 
read “the property owners whose property (ies) contain(s) the tree.”  Member 
Blair stated that Neighbor Law indicates that the adjacent property owner would 
not have ownership of a tree unless they have paid money to care for and 
maintain the tree.  Member Blair stated that according to state law and the 
referenced book, the neighbor has a right to trim the tree, but not a right to 
harm the tree.  Chair Boss asked Deputy City Attorney Cabrera for a legal 
opinion as to whether care of a tree would determine ownership. Member 
Habert indicated that adjacent property owners who have branches or shoots 
on their property should have a voice but not be able to block the nomination.  
Member Blair advised that if the adjoining neighbor causes destruction of the 
tree, then the property owner would incur a huge debt to remove the tree.  

Member Sustarich recommended that the legality of nominations be decided 
legally.  Chair Boss stated that if this issue is left open, it could leave the 
Council open to future legal actions and jeopardize future landmark 
designations.

Urban Forestry Specialist Ma recommended that Department of Building 
Inspection staff attend a future meeting to share their experience as they 
frequently review permits at private properties. 

Public Comment:  Urban Forestry Council Chair Terry Milne stated that Mr. 
Frattin was using the City Administrative Code and Architectural Landmarks 
Ordinance as an analogy to making his argument instead of using an actual 
argument.  It was recommended that the Urban Forestry Council not look 
beyond what the Landmark Tree Ordinance states.

Member Blair motioned to not make recommendations for amendments to the 
Landmark Tree Ordinance at this time; second by Member Habert.  AYES:  
Members Blair and Habert; NOES:  Members Boss and Sustarich.  (Tie Vote) 
This Motion did not pass.

Public Comment:  Ms. Fish spoke in support of recommending amendments to 
the Landmark Tree Ordinance to contain language on what defines a legal 
property owner nomination.

Chair Boss recommended that the Urban Forestry Council discuss what 
defines a legal property owner nomination at a future meeting.  A request was 
made for Urban Forestry Specialist Ma to research whether other communities 
with Landmark Tree Ordinances have a precedent for dealing with this issue.  
Member Sustarich stated that he had read Arboriculture and the Law, which is 
vague and open to interpretation in terms of legal ownership.  
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Member Blair advised that Neighbor Law refers to California State Law and 
quotes actual cases.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that it is a 
secondary source and you would have to go to the cases to attain the actual 
text.  Chair Boss asked Member Blair to cite specific cases that were referred 
to from Neighbor Law.  Member Blair advised that 25 other cities do not deal 
with this issue because they have protection for all trees with a 12 inch plus 
trunk diameter.

This item was continued to the January 9, 2007 Landmark Tree Committee 
Meeting.  Member Blair asked Deputy City Attorney Cabrera to cite specific 
cases for the meeting.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that cases can 
be cited, but it would still be a matter of interpretation.  

4. DISCUSSION:  The Landmark Tree Committee discussed various outreach and 
celebratory methods to promote landmarking of trees (Explanatory Document 
Distributed in Committee Meeting: Landmark Tree Outreach).

SPEAKERS:  Members Blair and Griswold

Member Blair reported that she had met with Members Cohen and Griswold to 
discuss outreach ideas.  It was recommended that a brochure on landmarking 
trees be created using the salary savings from a decrease in Urban Forestry 
Staff.  Urban Forestry Specialist Ma advised that there is no current funding 
available for a brochure and that budget funds allocated to personnel cannot be 
moved to creating publications.  Member Blair stated that the Board of 
Supervisors’ budget indicates that the Urban Forestry Council’s budget 
increased by $11,000 and asked if any of these funds could be spent towards a 
brochure.  Ms. Ma stated that those funds are allocated to salaries and 
overhead and cannot be redistributed to publications or other programs.

Member Blair discussed outreach methods that include (1) creating a letter for 
Urban Forestry Council approval asking each Board of Supervisor member to 
landmark a tree or trees in their district and for each Department Head to select 
a tree for landmarking and (2) Council Member Miller’s recommendation to 
include an outreach statement in PG&E notices.  Member Blair suggested that 
the Neighborhood Parks Council could reach out to all their neighborhood 
parks and that a letter be written to the Recreation and Park Department asking 
for their support to nominate trees in each neighborhood park, starting with the 
Monterey Cypress in front of McLaren Lodge in Golden Gate Park.
Chair Boss recommended that it could be either one letter to all entities or more 
than one letter.  A letter to the Superintendent of Schools asking if they would 
like to be involved in a school or community development process to have a 
school nominated tree was discussed.   Member Habert advised that the San 
Francisco Unified School District, the Port of San Francisco, and the 
Redevelopment Agency are not under the jurisdiction of the City, and 
properties are owned by the state.  Chair Boss stated that a Board of 
Supervisor member could nominate trees on state property.  

Member Blair recommended that the letter sent to the Recreation and Park 
Department General Manager include support letters from the Neighborhood 
Parks Council and other environmental groups.  It was also recommended that 
the Mayor proclaim that this be the Year of the Urban Forest 2007 and do a 
presentation to the Board of Supervisors.  Urban Forestry Specialist Ma 
advised that the Mayor is hiring a new Director of City Greening possibly in 
January 2007 that can be worked with on this effort.  Member Blair asked that 
outreach be completed in time for Earth Day or Arbor Day, which is 
approximately four months away.    

The Committee agreed to request through the Council Chair that discussion 
and approval of the draft letter be placed on the January Urban Forestry 
Council’s meeting agenda.  Member Habert would draft a letter from the Urban 
Forestry Council to the Mayor to the Board of Supervisors to Department 
Heads.  Member Blair suggested that another outreach method for 
recommending trees could be through arborists, Department of Public Works, 
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and Friends of the Urban Forest.  It was advised that Friends of the Urban 
Forest staff would be meeting to discuss this issue.

5. DISCUSSION: New Business.  Member Blair asked for the disposition of trees 
that were potential landmark nominations but have not been nominated because 
of various reasons.  Urban Forestry Specialist Ma advised that in some cases it 
was because of a lack of property owner interest.  Chair Boss asked that there 
be increased compatibility between the Evaluation Form and landmark tree 
criteria and recommended adding checkboxes to how the tree would fit into the 
criteria.  Chair Boss recommended exploring the possibility of having primary 
and secondary criteria and the importance of certain criteria over others and 
adding this item to a future agenda for discussion.  Member Blair recommended 
that the Committee ask the Urban Forestry Council to request that the Treasure 
Island Development Authority document existing trees and include them in the 
new design.  Ms. Fish, Council Secretary advised that the Council could prepare 
a Resolution recommending that the Treasure Island Development Authority do 
so.  It was suggested that Member Blair work with the Council Chair on this 
effort.

6. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS.  Urban Forestry Specialist Ma advised that the 
Department of Public Works has nominated a coast live oak at 22-26 Rosemont 
and would be before the Landmark Tree Committee on January 9.  

7. PUBLIC COMMENT:  Members of the public may address the Committee on 
matters that are within the Committee’s jurisdiction and are not on today’s 
agenda.  Urban Forestry Specialist Ma stated that she would be on leave from 
December 31 – January 9 and will not be attending the Landmark Tree 
Committee meeting on January 9.  Ms. Anne Eng, Environmental Justice 
Program Manager will be attending the meeting.  Ms. Ma indicated that her 
evaluation form will be prepared before the meeting, but a staff analysis would 
not be available.  Member Sustarich announced that Council Member Costello 
would be presenting the Tree Pruning Standards on December 13 at the County 
Fair Building at Golden Gate Park from 9:00 a.m. – 11:00 a.m.  Member Blair 
requested that future meeting dates and times be added to agendas.  

8. ADJOURNMENT.  The Landmark Tree Committee meeting adjourned at 5:22 
p.m.

The next Landmark Tree Committee meeting will be held on Tuesday, January 9, 2007 
at 4:00 p.m. in Room 421, City Hall.

Respectfully submitted by,

Monica Fish
Council Secretary

Adopted: January 9, 2007
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01.09 Approved Minutes

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

DEPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

URBAN FORESTRY COUNCIL

LANDMARK TREE COMMITTEE

REGULAR MEETING
APPROVED MINUTES

Tuesday, January 9, 2007, 4:00 P.M.
City Hall, Room 421

One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place
San Francisco, CA

COMMITTEE MEMBERS:  Mike Boss (Chair), Carolyn Blair, Steve Griswold, David 
Habert and Mark Sustarich

Urban Forestry Council Associate:  Grace Ma

Council Secretary:  Monica Fish

ORDER OF BUSINESS

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL. The meeting was called to order at 4:01 

p.m.  Present:  Chair Boss, Members Blair, Griswold, Habert (4:10 p.m.), and 
Sustarich.  Deputy City Attorney Alicia Cabrera was present.

2. ACTION: Adoption of minutes of the December 12, 2006 Urban Forestry 
Council Landmark Tree Committee Regular Meeting. Upon motion by Member 
Sustarich and second by Member Griswold, the December 12, 2006 Meeting 
Minutes were approved with no objection. (Absent:  Member Habert) (Explanatory 
Document: Approved Minutes of the December 12, 2006 Regular Meeting)

3. DISCUSSION and ACTION: Hearing on Nominations for Landmark Tree 
Status. The Landmark Tree Committee held a hearing to determine whether the 
tree nominated at the following address meets the criteria for designation as 
landmark trees: 

Coast Live Oak (Quercus agrifolia) at 22-26 Rosemont Place

At the conclusion of the hearing, the Landmark Tree Committee voted on 
whether to approve or reject the nomination and shall adopt written 

Search this site
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findings to support its decision to forward to the Urban Forestry Council.  
The Council will forward approved nominations to the Board of 
Supervisors for further consideration. (Explanatory Documents: 
Landmark Tree Nomination Form, pictures, parcel map, evaluation 
form).

Members Sustarich, Blair and Habert viewed the subject tree and 
presented their observations.  It was stated that Staff’s and the 
Department of Public Work’s evaluation forms differed in reference to 
height and canopy width. Chair Boss stated that Committee members 
received only one-day notice in order to view the tree and requested 
additional notice in the future.  Member Blair expressed her concern that 
a private citizen would not have enough knowledge to fill out the 
landmark tree evaluation form.  Member Habert stated that landmarking 
the tree may cause an abridgement of property rights of the property 
owner behind the site and expressed concern that landmark trees could 
be used as part of a development war.  It was advised that there is a 
petition before the Planning Commission for approval to build 
condominium units at the site. 

Member Griswold asked if the Committee should be addressing political 
issues such as possible developments and neighbor boundaries.  Chair 
Boss advised that the Committee’s task is to determine whether the tree 
fits the criteria set forth by the Urban Forestry Council pursuant to the 
Landmark Tree Ordinance and stated that a process discussion is an 
important topic that should be addressed under a separate agenda item.

Committee Members summarized landmark tree evaluation criteria for 
the subject tree as follows:  the tree is a notably large and old native tree 
providing wildlife habitat in an interdependent group of trees, having a 
character defining form for its species, and in excellent condition.  

Upon Motion by Member Sustarich and second by Chair Boss, the 
nominated tree at 22-26 Rosemont Place was recommended for 
landmark status to the Urban Forestry Council.  (AYES:  Member 
Sustarich, Chair Boss and Member Habert. NOES:  Members Blair and 
Griswold.)

Chair Boss requested that (1) Committee members who saw the tree fill 
out and submit an evaluation form to the Council Secretary or Urban 
Forestry Specialist who would forward the forms to the Chair in order to 
prepare a written summary; and (2) asked that the Urban Forestry 
Council be given an opportunity to view the tree with adequate advance 
notice.

4. DISCUSSION and POSSIBLE ACTION:  The Committee discussed trees 
spanning property lines and how it affects the nomination by a property owner.  
(Continued from the December 12, 2006 Meeting).

Chair Boss discussed the controversy surrounding the Chenery Street 
landmark tree nomination where the trunk was almost entirely on one property 
but the roots and canopy extended to another property.  It was stated that the 
Committee did not pass a Motion and was neutral on requiring multiple property 
owners collectively to be part of the nomination process.  Chair Boss explained 
that it was important for the Landmark Tree Committee to discuss whether 
trees are landmarkable or not and not to be the referendum for property 
disputes.  It was advised that Department Head or Board of Supervisors 
nominations would be valid if the nominated tree spanned multiple property 
lines.
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Member Griswold asked whether the landmark process obligates the 
Committee to inform adjacent property owners that a neighbor’s tree has been 
nominated.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that there is no Ordinance 
requirement at this time.  Member Habert stated that it was important to receive 
information on outstanding development permits at the nominated site.  
Member Griswold recommended that the Committee consider a tree based on 
the evaluation criteria and not on political issues or disputes surrounding the 
nomination, and that the Board of Supervisors resolves the political 
controversy.  Member Blair recommended not allowing legal testimony at the 
Committee level.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that public comment is 
legally required. 

Deputy City Attorney Cabrera presented (1) California Statutes Sections 833 on 
“TREES; trunks upon land of one owner; ownership and Section 834 Line 
Trees; common ownership,” (2) Neighbor Law on “Ownership,” and (3) two 
relevant cases (Explanatory Document: Tree Cases).   It was advised that 
California law defines the tree trunk as determining ownership.  Deputy City 
Attorney Cabrera stated that the Landmark Tree Ordinance reads “the property 
owner that contains the subject tree” as being the legal nominator and does not 
further define requirements for nomination.  The Ordinance does not include a 
reference to the tree trunk.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that whether 
the tree has been legally nominated is left up to Committee interpretation.  
Member Blair stated that requiring all property owners to approve a landmark 
tree nomination would present too many barriers.  

Member Sustarich asked if the Council’s determination could be challenged in 
court.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that it is a matter of interpretation, 
and the challenge would be against the Ordinance.  

No action was taken on this item.

Item 8 was heard before Item 5.

5. DISCUSSION: The Committee explored landmark tree criteria importance.  

Chair Boss stated that a revised draft format of the landmark tree evaluation 
form would be presented at the next Committee meeting.  The objective would 
be that the evaluation form would mirror the established criteria.  It was stated 
that the evaluation form currently contains items that the Committee members 
may not be qualified to evaluate.  

Member Blair recommended including rare criteria as the determination of the 
number of species of its kind and its diversity in San Francisco.

This item was continued to the February 13, 2007 Committee meeting as a 
Discussion and Possible Action Item to approve the amended Landmark Tree 
Evaluation Form.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera would report at the next 
meeting whether the full Council would be required to approve the evaluation 
form before the new version can be adopted.

6. DISCUSSION and POSSIBLE ACTION:  Public Outreach Plan (Continued from 
the December 12, 2006 Meeting).

SPEAKERS:  Members Blair and Habert

Member Habert stated that he had drafted a letter to San Francisco citizens 
and Departments that own property to convey the Council’s enthusiasm about 
landmarking trees, to initiate property owner’s interest, and a walk-through of 
the process.  The letter contains information on who can place a tree 
nomination and how, what happens when a tree nomination is placed, what 
happens when a tree is nominated and accepted, and then in closing what a 
great idea it is and the Council wants you to do it.  Member Habert 

Page 3 of 601.09 Approved Minutes - San Francisco Environment Commission



recommended that the evaluation criteria once finalized should be appended to 
the letter.  A letter would also be addressed to the Board of Supervisors 
requesting that each Supervisor nominate a tree in their district.  

Members Blair and Sustarich discussed the idea of citizens receiving public 
outreach through PG&E or water bill mailings and Members Habert and Chair 
Boss agreed that this type of effort may initiate more nominations than the 
Committee can handle.  

Member Habert asked whether private citizens can initiate the nomination of 
buildings to be on the national or local register of historic buildings.  Deputy City 
Attorney Cabrera advised that nominations would have to be heard by the 
Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board and stated that she would report back 
whether private citizens can initiate nominations.  Member Habert suggested 
that the Landmark Tree process mirror the Landmark Building process.

Member Blair urged the Department of the Environment to launch the 
Landmark Tree website and suggested that it be done right away as part of the 
public outreach plan. 

Member Habert agreed to email the Council Secretary the draft letter to include 
as part of the next Committee meeting packet.  This item was continued to the 
February 13, 2007 meeting.   

7. DISCUSSION: New Business

Ms. Fish, Council Secretary, stated that at a previous meeting, Chair Boss 
requested that the Landmark Tree Committee process be heard at a future 
Council meeting and asked whether it should be placed on the next Council 
agenda.  Chair Boss indicated that it would not be necessary to add this item to 
the Council agenda at this time.

Chair Boss asked how the Committee members would know when the Board of 
Supervisors hears a landmark tree so comments could be provided.  Deputy 
City Attorney Cabrera stated that the only way was to check “Legislation 
Introduced” on the website or to call the Board office directly.  It was advised 
that Ms. Grace Ma, Urban Forestry Specialist had in the past inquired as to 
when a tree would be introduced in order to coordinate an effort for staff or 
someone from Urban Forestry to speak on behalf of a particular tree. 

Member Blair recommended that an amendment be made to the Landmark 
Tree Ordinance requiring that the Urban Forestry Council be made aware of all 
potential landmark tree nominations that are introduced at the Board of 
Supervisors.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera advised that once the Board of 
Supervisors introduces a tree nomination, the 180-day protection of the tree 
starts.  However, the Urban Forestry Council does not have jurisdiction to hear 
the tree until the full Board has voted to nominate the tree.  Deputy City 
Attorney Cabrera indicated that the Board of Supervisors is not prohibited from 
landmarking a tree once the 180-day protection status expires.

Member Blair asked Deputy City Attorney Cabrera to explain the landmark tree 
introduction of nominations process.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that 
it depends what the sponsor of the nomination decides to do. A Motion can be 
made to send the introduced legislation to the full Board to sit as a Committee 
of the Whole or a Motion can be made for it to be heard by a Board 
Committee.  The Board President can put a 30-day restriction on the item.  If 
there is no 30-day restriction and it goes to Committee, it can be decided in 
Committee or potentially four or more supervisors can call the measure back to 
the Board of Supervisors so they can hear it or it can stay in Committee for up 
to six months.  The “Legislation Introduced” indicates the disposition of the 
item, whether it was referred to Committee or if there is a restriction that it 
needs to stay in Committee for 30 days. 
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A request was made to add this item to the Urban Forestry Council agenda as 
a “Discussion of the 180-day Process as it Relates to the Valley Oak Tree on 

25th Street.”

8. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS.  (1) Tree replacement discussion (Sponsor:  
Member Habert), (2) Revised evaluation form on landmark tree criteria 
(Sponsor:  Chair Boss).  Member Blair requested that the 180-day landmark tree 
protection date be discussed so a process is established that everyone is kept 
apprised of time requirements.   Chair Boss recommended that this issue be 
considered at the next full Council meeting.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera 
advised that Member Blair could present her recommendations independently to 
Supervisor McGoldrick and/or through the full Council. 

Public Comment:  Council Chair Milne asked the Deputy City Attorney whether 
there was additional information on potential amendments to the Landmark 
Tree Ordinance that is being drafted so the Council can discuss and provide 
input at their next Council meeting.  Deputy City Attorney Cabrera stated that 
Deputy City Attorney John Malamut is charged with drafting the Ordinance on 
behalf of Supervisor McGoldrick’s office and would report back with further 
information.  Chair Milne presented a copy of a newspaper article on 
Commission attendance that the Council adopted a policy on at a previous 
meeting. 

9. PUBLIC COMMENT:  Members of the public may address the Committee on 
matters that are within the Committee’s jurisdiction and are not on today’s 
agenda.

Mr. Kenneth Gwin, neighbor of the 25th Street Valley Oak, discussed the failure 

of the landmark tree process in the case of the valley oak tree on 25th Street 
that was cut down after the 180-day protection status expired.  It was stated 
that property owners, tenants, and neighbors have certain rights and that the 
Committee will continue to hear landmark tree disputes as a result of conflicting 
viewpoints.  Mr. Gwin recommended that the Committee focus on whether the 
tree is worthy of being a landmark and not be involved in disputes.

10. ADJOURNMENT.  The Landmark Tree Committee meeting adjourned at 6:17 
p.m.

The next Landmark Tree Committee meeting will be held on Tuesday, February 13, 
2007 at 4:00 p.m. in Room 421, City Hall.

Respectfully submitted by,

Monica Fish
Council Secretary

Adopted:  February 13, 2007 
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Photo of historic postcard of north side of Crooked Street from Montclair Terrace Association's files- 4 Montclair is the top most white house (since redone)- Trees behind homes on Crooked Street are part of Hearst Estate
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Photo of placemat of historic Crooked Street in Montclair Terrace Association files- Post-dates development of Montclair Terrace- Large historic tree grove behind Montclair homes, some of which persist today- Montclair Terrace Association sought to preserve historic trees- Nominated tree is absent 
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Recorded Property Map for Block 68 circa 1916-1917
- Hearst Estate acquired by Carl Henry are lots 13-16
- 4 Montclair Terrace / 1050 Lombard is lot 11



Photo of Index for Block 68 at San Francisco Recorder's Office
- Shows Hoecker obtaining lot 11 (4 Montclair Terrace) in 1963
- Shows Jaye (current owner) obtaining lot 11 in 1965
- Jaye's deed in 1963 for lot 11 could not be found by Recorder after reasonable search using index



Recorded deed transferring title to Lot 11 (4 Montclair) from Shriner's Hospital to Hoeckers in 1963
- Compare with nomination form stating that tree was planted by current property owner in 1962
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PRESIDENT
Mr. Philip Zimbordo

VICE PRESIDENT
Mr. Lcc Doon

TREASURER
Mr¡. John Schumochrr
SECRETARY
Mr¡. Jomr¡ Ludwl¡

25 MONTCLAIR TERRACE
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94109

Me¡no to¡ Plannlng Detrnrtment
100 tatrkln Street
San Franclsco, Callfornla

Attcntlonr Alan BíLltngs1ey

YIay 3A, L975

Issuc¡ Wlkeyþakar devcLop¡nent on LoÍ¡bard. and. Hyde St¡eets

Fo]-lowing the neetlng of the ne¡rbers of the Montclalr Te¡race Assoclatlon wlth Mr.ÏflIsey, Mr. Sakerr md Mr. lfatson (represerrtlng the Plannlng Deprartnent), ttrere renalna nurnber of lssucs of ruaJor concern that we feõI rrust be reãolved, before-re woulã-äã"á""tto glve our approval to the proposed, proJect plans at any futr¡re plannlng Com¡nlsslon
hearlng.

1' I{e urge the PLannlng Delnrtnent to follor¡ the ¡nar¡d.ate of the plar¡nlng ConmlssLon
as stated' ln thcLr Aprtl L7, I9?5 d.eLlberatlon by Mr. tr'Lelshacker, namel-y, that a
"¡nlnl - E.I.R." be calrtetl out Þ"fo"". flnal plane a:¡e sub¡nltted fór reviäw. À nu¡rber ofsPeclflc studles ïere dotêtte¿ ãtffit publlõ hearlng, not one of whlch has been completedas-of thls datef and most of rhich have not yet even úeen starteô. Our request for thelnfor¡¡ratlon that wor¡lct have been provld.ecl. ln an E.I.R. (wmch ras endorsed. by the plann{ng
Department) rs thus stl1.l a valId. reguest. lle have assumed. that by golng along rlth theDlscretlonarT Revlelt process, much of thls vltal lnfo¡rnatlon l¡oul-d.-"{iLL-h"rr" t 

"nSltheryg, although rl!'h9ut lmposlng the extended. ctelays or hlgh costs to the develolnrsof a fuLL E.I.n' Ife belleve lt ls reasonabl-e to :requést of yõur d.epartnent that thefolIowlng sources of lnfo¡rnatlon be supplled. to r¡s (and. any ätn"r iñtereste¿ olttzengloups) befo¡e any prê¡natnre d.eclslons to schedule. ar¡other Plannlng Commlsslon hearlngr
(") À nq-* analysls of the so1L, rock, and. sel.srûlc problems presented by thlsproJeat. I{e feel the oId. l|72 report ls slmpJ.y not appioprlate.

(t) A conpleted. study of d.ralnage and. eubsr¡rface water and, the run-off ¡ntternsprod.uced. by thts proJect,

(") Relteratlon of polnt 3r-p,2 of or¡r Aprl1 29, ]:g?5 menorand,un ¡re¡ thoror:gh
end dLetallecl study of alL roar yard, trees ancL plantlng, as well as soil añalysls
and' "Leachlng" problems. I{e are es¡recla].ly concemed. about d.etalllng tt¡e roót
structures of the large cyprogs and. other matr¡¡e trees aa they extenã. into
the property.

(a) Relteratton of polnt 4, p. 2 of our Aprll 2p meno, rer d.etalLed. and ¡reclee
shad.ow ana3.yses. Our orm obsenratlons calL lnto questlon the d,lagrams pna-
vlously submlttcd, by Mr. Trefflnger. Thls analysls ls o åtlcaL tõ r¡s fãr

Letter seeking to maintain historic Heart garden trees during property development
- Resulted in preservation of several trees, including redwood behind 15 Montclair
- Members of that effort (Zimbardo, Ludwig) oppose landmarking nomination by 4 Montclair Terrace
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€valuatlng the negatlve envltonnentaL lmpact of the proJect on o¡r homes,
gard.ens, and. street.

(") A trafflc hazartls stucly ls stlIi. consldered by ns to be tnportant, mô lt rae
requested. by the Plannlng CorunLsslon -(espclall,y of the Chãstnut Street garage
exlt ancl the one atop Lonbard Street)

(r) A flre hazards anal.ysls, as to the dangers to rear yard, pro¡nrtles and.
efflclency ln ftghtlng rear yarcl. flres, has not been d.one. The report onflle by the Flre Department representatlve ls a vague oplnlon er¡d, ãoes not
ln a^ny s¡nclflc, dletallecl way ad.dress ltseLf to or¡r real conce¡øns on thle
matter.

(g) An excavatlon ar¡aLysls must be dlone Ln adva¡rce of excavatLon. The bedroak
at the lombazrl Street elde of the proJect d.oes not ap¡nar to be amenable to
excavatlon rithout heavy rtpping equlpnent.

(t ) A ollnatology lm¡nct stuil.y ls essentlal.

2, In terrns of the "naJot obJeatlons" to thls project, as llsted ln that Aprll 2) memo,
w€ ÌÍers d.ell$hte9 by the wllllngness of Mr. Bakar and Mr. l{llsey to close, sound.proof,
and, ventllate (to Hyd.e Street) thelr subsr¡rface garage. However, not one of our other
flve nraJor concerrs were afflrrnatlvely :oesponilecl to ln thelr entlretyr

(") Ue have l-earned. that two addltlonal t-arge cypress trees wll,L be destroyed.
behlnd the Schu¡nacher hone. Thls loss, ln aiLd.ltlon to all of those on
Chestnut ancl Hycle Streets ls a source of great dlstress to nany of us. lle
question the necesslty of the Loss of thls ecoLoglcaL resource for the city
ln orter to provlde better vlers for a few tenants. Slrnt1arly, we want to
know ln aùvance all plans for lnsurlng the tntegrlty of ever¡r renalnlng rear
yard. treer so that they w111 not be topped. or trlm¡neô to also provlde sone
tenants wtth better vlews -- ¡nost notably, the J.arge cypress behlnd J.J Montclalr
Terraee, the Carol-lna lau¡el on 25 Montolair Temace, and. the trees on and.
behlnd. þ5 t{ontclalr Temace.

(¡) In our Aprll 29 menorand.un, points 4 anô J lwre been lgnored. completely, but
are stlLl of naJor concern to us. Fro¡n or¡r polnt ], only the Lombard. Stæet
masslveness of Bul1dlng A hae been red.uced ln appearanee, anô not any of lts
"real'r br¡lk or actr¡al helght.

(o) ïe nant the cteslgn of the baLconles faclng the rest slðe of Montclalr Temace
to be fi¡rther stucllecl. to red.uce thelr lntruslon lnto the ¡rrlvaoy of exlstlng
homes. Such pLans have pnevlously been subnltteð by r¡s to Mr. lfatson, but
aplnrentLy not passed on to the ôevelopers.

(¿) At the very 3.east, re r¡rgB that the roof Ilne of the tr¡o nost southerly
tornhouses be rerorkeô so as to reduce to so¡ne degree the Loss of st¡n a,nd
Llght funposecl on us by those bulLdlngs. Tt¡e su¡¡ ¡noves behlnd. these two
tornhouses from ntd-¡'tay through sun¡ner.

(") lle urge a nestrlctlon on the start of constructlon tlme to 9r0O a.¡n, -- aa
occurÊ¡ (acconttlng to Mr. t{atson) ln other projects eo close to egtabllshed.
one-fa¡nlLy ðreLL!.ngn. A 9¡00 a.ß. Btart wor¡Ið be acoeptable on Lnterlor



constructlon, but not on excavatlon, Lanô preparatlonr or exterior bulldlng
constn¡ctlon.

3, lle urge that the best avalLabLe Japanese 3.and.rscape archltect be retalneô to ôevelop

pLans for lanðso"pLng-trrg ll¡nlted. g""i a,rea? that are uncterreloped' 1n the cuzrent p]'ans'

Further, Ìre urge ir,"õ 
"otricrent 

roõn"y be-put ln escronr 9I a! the ôlsposaL of the Plannlng

Departnent, for "-lou 
landtscaplnä-*üt-*f,tre tt""" an¿ tte best pJ-a^nts that are reco¡nnenôeô

by the lanclscaPe archltect.

4. l{e weleone the adêlü,on of Mr. Gyo Obata to the proJectrs archl.teetura} tean, slnce

he ls one of tte- naiionrs flnest arcÍrltectsr_anð we eagerly anart hls lnput ancl' d[ls-

tlnctlve r¡np,rlni ;-th; pf*" for what re ail hope rtll be a unlgueJ.y beautlfi¡l poJect
for or¡r unlqueLy beautlful nelghborhoo<L.
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f 4, Montclair Terrace
San Fianc'i sco, Ca ' 94109

FebruarY 16, 2004

Mr. TonY lrlalcotto Dlrector'
Bureau ôf Urban ForestrY
Room 460
875 Stevenson Street
ü; Ëñ.¿Ïicô , cal i forni a, 94103

Dear Mr. Nalcott' 
Re: Montclair Te*ace

Thepurposeofthisìetteristolpp|]:ey9u'of-someoftheearlyhistory
of this'little cul-de-sac, since i';'ìil nät ue auie-to lltnj-the important

meet.ing on the zãrd-õf r.úruury, ãr"i'år,äii ¡. wórt ìng on a proiect in cen-

tral Ì4exico.

I also regret not, having..the opportunilv to Tu:l you and show you some of the

homes and garden, üãr.."My homä'ìs tzs years or¿".-wiirr an intèresting history

jn that jt was ühe only home_on iñ. ãõrn".r-oi ilrã'croolieo Block of Lombard st'
and what r¡as to Oã.ó*e-Î'lontclair Terrace'

Montclair Terrace was - all stables on the l'test side of the street during

the lBB0,s. This is where Georga"áñã ÞnoãUe Hearsi Èept their horse and

carriase, and in my g-arden--.ourtiäio'.iã-*ittã-iiitiÀ'¡¡illie plaved with

the daughter of thä first Frencfr-iimerican Newspapåt,-tii¡it¡'Mrl Säu1é;Also onthis

street, the Irish grooÌnsman taucjr,i"r¡iiiË ïó dänte útre Irish Jig'

Soa].loftheextraordianryvarietyof.trees.thatyoucouldsee.bot,honthe
street and in our gardens v1as piãñi.ã long gqo'. Fo-r' ìnstance I have orange

and remon rrees wãtt over a r,unåräã-v"äi!"orã. T.'hä i'iii;i discovered the street'

ir was from warking up chestnur'iii.Ëii'i,r,Ë¡Ë'I"iã; irrà uioaa.sraircase teadins

up to Montcraìr, añd the -matur.'lriñîãiräv-pin. 
-ir.."ìn-quãition. I wouJd like

ro be on recerd how much I resirt"iüð-iàãå ot cutirñé anv tree dovun, and in par-

ricu.rar this ancient, pjne. wrren"yðü-cåñli¿ãr r''ä*"nìüËr'-w-ä. truve áii Íearned throush

the years rhar :; - ail rhe treäsJ;;.";i;iåîãlnö-üs'iiön ine ever'present and

incräasing polrution that conf.ãñti'rr-äil ùrr.ieãver n,e may be, and êven m're

so on thÍs traffic that neve' ãïóót-ón the ttoãiåã'¡iãc[-ät-Lómbard and Chestnut

Street,.

There is so little beauty'let! in the city,-and the tourists are all attracted

ro come ro the we, adverris.o ðioð[ä¿ãii"úrð.ú õï-ròmuard, and when thev are

walking down t,he-hi11 and see d;i;üi.l-tñev drî'.*õîãim'ove. wtrat ile trees have

made inro a riiirà Bunana gelt'ñäi-tãån'*ãatei'*ilü-irre trees t"lrre Monte*ev Pìne

is nart of the whore, and nu..uïiårîîv-uãirãué-iï'wöuio-n. a.crucial loss not onlv

to tnis neighboihood: Þur gg tñq ciiy us ry]1., i"trili-tñãt-tñe.new buriders at No'

65 Montclair wìrî noi be a''oweã io äue" rure tñìi'érèat speciman of P'ine tree'

SincereìY, MÊri 'JaYe
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News of Fallen Trees 

Winter 2016-17 
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EXHIBIT E 

Fallen Redwoods 

February 2017 



Two Fallen Redwoods at 

Santa Clara County 

Government Center
Fallen on February 17, 2017

Photographs on February 21, 2017
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March 18, 2016 

 

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 

1455 Market Street, Suite 1200,  

San Francisco, CA 94103 

c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 

 

 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 

  

We write to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 

4 Montclair Terrace.  We live at 1040 Lombard Street – directly next door to 4 Montclair Terrace.  

My home is the famous blue house with pink bougainvillea on the “Crooked Street” part of 

Lombard.  Our house is featured prominently in many of the pictures and postcards of the Crooked 

Street.  There are many photos featuring our house on the internet – see, for example, 

http://www.traveljournals.net/pictures/134374.html (attached).  Our home has cultural and historical 

significance in that it was built in 1907, it fronts the Crooked Street, and it was renovated and 

remodeled by famed architect Julia Morgan.  To our knowledge, this home has had only three 

owners, with our family being one of them.  We have lived here for 40 years.  When we moved into 

1040 Lombard, the 4 Montclair Terrace Tree was much, much smaller than it is now – hardly 

noticeable from outside the 4 Montclair backyard. 

 

We oppose the landmarking of the 4 Montclair Terrace tree because it is a danger to our home and 

our family’s personal safety.  The 4 Montclair Terrace tree looms nearly 100 feet over our property, 

and sits just 30 feet away from our property, and uphill from it.  It is a matter of simple, common 

sense that the tree will fall some day.  It is very tall and has a bushy crown due to topping, which is 

exposed to the prevailing winds that blow across Russian Hill.  And it is growing taller and taller 

with each passing year.  It could blow over in a windstorm and crush our home, which again has 

historical significance.  We think it would be irresponsible and reckless for the Urban Forestry 

Council to use its landmarking powers to “immortalize” a tree that quite obviously will fall some 

day and crush several homes in the process due to its poor location in a small garden of a home 

located in a densely populated urban neighborhood.   

 

Our objections to the tree are not about losing our views.  Our views are unaffected by it.  The tree 

does, however, cast excessive shade on our property.  It also sheds massive amounts of detritus on 

our property.  Landmarking this tree would have a permanent adverse impact on our property.  The 

Urban Forestry Council should not exercise its powers to hurt San Francisco property owners or 

deprive them of their property rights. 

  

Also, we oppose the landmarking because the 4 Montclair tree does not meet the landmarking 

criteria.  There is no historical, cultural or neighborhood appreciation for the 4 Montclair Terrace 

Tree.  Unlike our home, the tree does not define neighborhood character in the slightest.  There is 

no neighborhood support for this landmarking nomination.  Every single neighbor on Montclair 

Terrace and Lombard Street who has voiced an opinion has come out against the landmarking of 

this tree.  It’s just a tree that was planted by the homeowner, Mrs. Jaye, for her own personal 
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reasons and enjoyment.  We have heard Mrs. Jaye claim that schoolchildren regularly visit her tree.  

We disagree.  We have lived at 1040 Lombard for 40 years.  We have raised three children while 

living here.  Never in our 40 years here has Mrs. Jaye invited either of us or any of our children over 

to visit her backyard or the tree.  Nor have we ever seen or heard any schoolchildren in Mrs. Jaye’s 

backyard.  Mrs. Jaye also has claimed that she invited tourists in to visit the tree.  That too is 

inaccurate, as neither we nor any of our neighbors have ever seen Ms. Jaye so much as talk to a 

tourist, let alone invite them into her backyard to visit the tree.   

 

The tree also provides no critical habitat for birds or animals.  Our backyard is a large and lush 

garden, with several trees of suitable size in it.  Our downhill neighbors’ yards are similar.  There is 

a lovely greenbelt amongst these backyards that provides many branches, flowers, and tree fruits for 

the birds to enjoy.  The presence or absence of the 4 Montclair tree won’t make a difference as far 

as providing habitat for birds. 

 

The 4 Montclair tree is a coastal redwood, and this species is not rare in this area.  In fact, they are 

quite common.  And while it might be uncommon to find a 96-foot tall specimen of this species in a 

dense urban neighborhood, that doesn’t support landmarking – it actually counsels against 

landmarking.  Trees like this are uncommon in small backyards for the very good reason that such 

trees are inappropriate and dangerous in such a setting.  And, this particular tree is not a good 

specimen – it is leaning over, and it has been pruned and topped in a way that has changed it shape 

from what a typical coastal redwood looks like. 

 

We also want to note that we object to the landmarking because this tree’s roots extend 

approximately 60 feet in every direction (according to the professional arborists), and thus, the roots 

obviously are on our property, which is located just 30 feet from the tree.  We believe Mrs. Jaye 

needs our consent in order to offer this tree up for landmarking status, because the tree’s roots are 

located on our property too.  She has not even attempted to obtain our consent.  And, because I 

oppose the landmarking, I believe the committee has no choice but to reject the nomination. 

 

We urge the UFC to give careful consideration to the serious public safety consequences and 

nuisance issues that are implicated by this landmarking nomination.  Please do not try to deprive us 

of our property rights by landmarking a tree that we did not plant, whose roots extend onto our 

property, whose needles fall all over our yard, and which will crush our home and possibly injure us 

or our family when it falls over some day.  Please base your decision on the relevant landmarking 

factors, rather than focusing on the homeowner’s personal story of attachment to this tree, which 

simply is not relevant to the landmarking decision.  We urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject 

this landmark tree nomination.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Joan & Andrew Kahr 
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TO:          FROM:  
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council    Andrew & Elisabeth Smith 

  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)     
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)   
City Hall, Room 421         
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102      March 20th, 2017 
 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace - Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
I write to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 
Montclair Terrace. My family owns and lives in our home within 1 block of this location. I oppose 
the landmarking nomination because the tree does not meet the criteria for landmark status, poses 
a serious and obvious threat to the safety of neighboring residents, visitors and tourists visiting the 
Crookedest Street in the World and has already damaged, and will continue to damage over time, 
the nearby public roadway: these threats to safety and damage will come back at the expense of 
the taxpayers of this City and it is inappropriate for this Council to advance landmark designations 
in these situations, especially when there is no neighborhood consensus around its indefinite 
protection. In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate for landmark status.   
 
I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association. I agree with their analysis and urge the 
Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained in those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the  public right of way 
to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not 
aware any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for 
this tree.  I have lived in this area for 17 years and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 
special about it. 
 
This private homeowner may love her tree, even though that is not evidenced by her lack of care 
of the tree to date, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it: the 
property owner is allowed to do all she wants to preserve the portions of her tree that lie on or over 
her property but the government must not place undue burdens on neighbors to do the same 
against their will – to do so is a “taking” and will need to be compensated by the government in 
future. And government should also not unduly burden future taxpayers with maintenance costs 
when the neighborhood at large has no support for the tree. 
 
We thank the Council for its consideration of the neighbors’ viewpoints as well as those of one 
property owner where the trunk of the tree is located.  
  
Sincerely, 

 



Dan Kida 
Mei Ling Hui 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of Coastal Redwood at  
4 Montclair Terrace 
 

 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
We are writing to voice our opposition to the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood 
tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such 
as the Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their 
analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained in those 
letters. 
 
We live directly across Lombard Street from the property with the tree and pass by the home every day.  
We have owned our home for three years and have not once visited this tree or noted anything special 
about it, except to note that its size makes it a potential risk to the surrounding homes and visitors. 
 
We oppose land marking this tree for reasons outlined by the Montclair Terrace Association and 
Lombard Hill Improvement Association but, most importantly, because of its threat to safety of 
neighboring residents, visitors and tourists to the neighborhood.  Our home has a lovely outlook on the 
green space created between Lombard, Greenwich, Hyde, and Leavenworth Streets.  Our neighbors have 
experienced devastating consequences of large trees succumbing to age and extreme weather conditions, 
including recently when our back yard neighbors were narrowly missed by a falling cypress tree that 
smashed through their bedroom roof and wall in the early morning hours (see details here:  
http://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2012/12/05/tree-smashes-into-home-in-san-francisco-russian-hill-
neighborhood/).  While we understand the applicant home owner’s attachment to this tree, having 
planted it herself many years ago, this is not a reason to put so many neighbors and visitors in potential 
danger. 
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Megan Hanley and Ryan Miller 
 
Megan Hanley and Ryan Miller 

http://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2012/12/05/tree-smashes-into-home-in-san-francisco-russian-hill-neighborhood/
http://sanfrancisco.cbslocal.com/2012/12/05/tree-smashes-into-home-in-san-francisco-russian-hill-neighborhood/


 

 

        March 21, 2017 

 

Urban Forestry Council 

San Francisco Department of the Environment  

1455 Market Street, Suite 1200  

San Francisco, CA 94103 

c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)       

 

Re: Landmark Tree Nomination of coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace 

  

Dear Urban Forestry Council: 

  

As a San Franciscan who has lived here over 15 years, I want to see more trees in the City.  

However, I oppose the landmarking of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the 

circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the 

Urban Forestry Council.   

  

I am troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights 

above those of her neighbors, who oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at 

4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus I urge the Urban Forestry 

Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s opposition. 

  

Sincerely, 

Helga Justman 

 

 



From: nicholas grgich
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Opposition to Landmarking of Redwood Tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 9:03:39 AM

Urban Forestry Council
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94103
c/o Anthony E. Valdez anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org     
 
Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As San Franciscans, we want to see more trees in the City.  However, we oppose the landmarking of the coastal
 redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace
 Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
We are troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights above those of
 her neighbors, who oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly
 affects the neighborhood, and thus we urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree’s landmarking
 nomination in view of the neighborhood’s opposition.
 
Sincerely,
Nicholas and Sharon Grgich

mailto:ngrgich1@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: John Bronson
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV); Hui, Mei Ling (REC)
Subject: Opposition to Landmark Status: 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 9:09:37 AM

Dear Chairman and members of the Urban Forestry Council:

This letter is to express the concerns that both my wife and I have regarding the nomination to 
Landmark a tree at 4 Montclair Terrace. 

My wife and I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree. We 
live in a house on Leavenworth Street, east of Montclair Terrace.  We are part of the Russian 
Hill community, and are well aware of how serious a safety issue this matter has become to 
the neighbors who are closest to potential jeopardy.  What strikes us is that the owners in the 
neighborhood are not militating to remove the tree, they just don’t want unnecessary 
limitations to be place their future ability to address potential safety issues that quite 
predictably may occur as the tree grows to maturity. This is an issue of the safety of 
homeowners, their children, and the many, many visitors to the “crookedest street”.  We 
all wish the Oakland Building Inspectors and Fire Marshalls had exercised this level of 
vigilance regarding the “Ghost Ship Warehouse”.  

Beyond the expressed safety issues homeowners have for themselves and their children, the 
nomination does not meet the standards for landmark status, which I understand has been 
communicated to you in other correspondence.

 We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their analysis and 
urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons  provided.

 Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  We look forward to hearing that the Council 
reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.

 Sincerely,

 

John Bronson and Carol Korn-Bronson

mailto:jbronson2@mac.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org








From: Agustin Huneeus
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Fwd: Montclare terrace tree
Date: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 3:04:22 PM

Begin forwarded message:

From: Agustin Huneeus <
Subject: Montclare terrace tree
Date: December 5, 2016 at 9:06:47 AM GMT-3
To: anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org

Dear Sir:
I live on Lombard 1010 (crooked street) since 1985 and have never even noticed 
the "tree of discord".
Please do not turn it into a “protected “ tree against the request and wise 
recommendation of all neighbors who truly care for the street and environment.
Thank you,
Agustin Huneeus

mailto:huneeusagustin@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 

 

TO:          FROM:  
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council    Andrew & Elisabeth Smith 

  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)     
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)   
City Hall, Room 421         
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102      March 20th, 2017 
 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace - Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
I write to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 
Montclair Terrace. My family owns and lives in our home within 1 block of this location. I oppose 
the landmarking nomination because the tree does not meet the criteria for landmark status, poses 
a serious and obvious threat to the safety of neighboring residents, visitors and tourists visiting the 
Crookedest Street in the World and has already damaged, and will continue to damage over time, 
the nearby public roadway: these threats to safety and damage will come back at the expense of 
the taxpayers of this City and it is inappropriate for this Council to advance landmark designations 
in these situations, especially when there is no neighborhood consensus around its indefinite 
protection. In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate for landmark status.   
 
I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association. I agree with their analysis and urge the 
Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained in those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the  public right of way 
to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not 
aware any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for 
this tree.  I have lived in this area for 17 years and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 
special about it. 
 
This private homeowner may love her tree, even though that is not evidenced by her lack of care 
of the tree to date, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it: the 
property owner is allowed to do all she wants to preserve the portions of her tree that lie on or over 
her property but the government must not place undue burdens on neighbors to do the same 
against their will – to do so is a “taking” and will need to be compensated by the government in 
future. And government should also not unduly burden future taxpayers with maintenance costs 
when the neighborhood at large has no support for the tree. 
 
We thank the Council for its consideration of the neighbors’ viewpoints as well as those of one 
property owner where the trunk of the tree is located.  
  
Sincerely, 

 







Nathan Allen 
 

  

3/17/2017 

 
Urban Forestry Council 
c/o Anthony E. Valdez                           
San Francisco Department of the Environment 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA 94103 

 

Dear Members of the Urban Forestry Council, 

 

 I am writing to express my opposition to granting Landmark Tree status to the 

redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live directly across from the tree at 33 

Montclair Terrace.  I would submit that the tree in question does not meet the 

requirements as stipulated in Article 16 Section 810.  This species of tree (sequoia 

sempervirens) is very common in the Bay Area.  And this is not even a notable example 

of a redwood.  At less than 100 feet tall and less than 60 years old, it is neither 

particularly tall nor old for a redwood, which commonly reach 200+ feet tall and 600+ 

years old, with some examples topping 300 feet and over a thousand years 

old.  Furthermore, the condition of the tree seems fair at best, having been topped in the 

past and with it roots constrained by its location. 

 

The tree also lacks any meaningful cultural or historical characteristics, having 

been planted by Ms. Jaye exclusively for her own enjoyment rather than as part of any 

historic planting program.  Rather, longtime neighbors both below and above the tree 

have confirmed that they have repeated voiced objections to its disruptive presence.  

The tree also does not seem to provide any special ecological benefits.  I have never 

seen more than a bird or two in the tree at once, and certainly not more than in any of 

the other trees in the area (during the airshows of Fleet Week, we specifically watched 

to see how many birds would alight from it when the jets flew overhead, and there were 

very few).  The tree is not part of a group of interdependent trees, nor does it serve any 

other beneficial function such as a wind or sound barrier.   
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In fact, it seems more likely to be the cause of potentially serious problems.  For 

example, the proximity of the tree to the retaining wall supporting the street makes it 

inevitable that it will damage the road eventually, particularly given that it’s already 

cracking that retaining wall.  It’s worrying that should a major storm (or anything else) 

fell the tree, multiple houses could be severely damaged and residents injured in their 

homes.  And perhaps more concerning is that even a single branch falling could maim 

or kill someone walking along Montclair Terrace given that its branches spread well over 

the street.  Unlikely though it may seem, these sorts of things do happen. As a pre-teen, 

a sizeable branch from a seemingly healthy tree fell on me while I was playing whiffle 

ball in a friend’s backyard.  I was lucky that only the thinner, leafy section hit me and I 

only suffered some cuts and bruises, but had I been standing a mere meter in the wrong 

direction, I could have suffered a concussion or worse.  This has stuck with me enough 

that I make sure to keep my three young children away from walking under Ms. Jaye’s 

redwood, especially after learning that the past topping has left some of the upper limbs 

unnaturally heavy and therefore more vulnerable to breakage.  Thankfully this hasn’t 

happened yet, but it seems misguided to afford special protection to a tree with so much 

potential to do harm, especially with all the downed trees we’ve seen during the recent 

storms (including one just a block away on Lombard). 

 

In summary, I strongly recommend that this tree not be given landmark status: it 

is not unique or historic; it does not provide any specific benefit to anyone other than 

Ms. Jaye (and could pose a hazard); and it is viewed very negatively by virtually all 

residents. 

 

Sincerely, 

Nathan Allen 
 

 



Heidi Bioski!

!
March 16th, 2017!

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council!
c/o Anthony E. Valdez!
City Hall, Room 421!
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place!
San Francisco, CA 94102!!!

Re:! Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of Coastal Redwood at !
4 Montclair Terrace!!!

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:!!!
I am writing to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree 
located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live across the street from 4 Montclair Terrace at 33 
Montclair Terrace.  This massive tree is more than 90 feet high towering above our 
crowded neighborhood and is less than 30 feet from my property.  I oppose the 
landmarking nomination because the tree (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark 
status set forth in Article 16 of the Urban Forestry Ordinance, (2) the tree meets several 
“Hazard” criteria in that it (a) has and will continue to cause significant and costly 
damage to the side walk, street and other infrastructure/foundations as the tree and its 
roots continue to grow and (b) poses a serious threat to the safety of neighboring 
residents (including many children who play on the street below the massive limbs 
outstretched over the road), visitors and tourists to the Lombard Crooked Street and (3) 
there is no neighborhood support for the designation as members of the Montclair 
Association, Lombard Hill Improvement Association, and Castle Court Association all 
unanimously passed a resolution on October 17th 2016 opposing designation of the 
tree for Landmark status.  !!!
There are many reasons why I oppose granting Landmark status.  First, the tree does 
not meet any of the qualifications set forth in Article 16 of the Urban Forestry 
Ordinance :!!
1. AGE/SIZE/SPECIES: The tree is a redwood (Sequoia Sempervirens).  This is a very 

common tree in the Bay area and is over 90 feet tall while redwoods of this type can 
grow up to 350 feet.  We understand that it was planted in the early 1960s making 
the tree only about 50-55 years old while redwoods can live up to 1800 years.   
There is nothing special about the age or species of this redwood that merits 
Landmark status.  Arborists from Mayne Tree as well as Kielty Arborists inspected 



the tree and both opined that the tree had been previously topped making the tree 
weaker, the bark was average and the roots had been previously cut near the 
retaining wall, also weakening the tree.  The tree’s condition is only fair and it is not a 
pristine subject by any measure.  Both Kielty and Mayne Tree Arborists rated the 
tree condition at only 50%.!

2. LOCATION:  The tree does not provide any location benefits to the neighbors or 
neighborhood.  The tree is located on a narrow side street off of the twisty part of 
Lombard Street.  This is a neighborhood where tourists flock to view the flowers and 
twisty curves of Lombard while taking photos of breathtaking views of Coit Tower, 
the Bay Bridge, TransAmerica building, and the Bay.  The neighborhood is all about 
the views and has been since it was developed.  In fact, the title report to my home 
mentions that when this area was developed in 1936 that there were strict 
restrictions on heights for all of the homes as well as any trees or shrubs in order to 
prevent obstruction of critical views for other landowners.  The character of this 
neighborhood has always been about the views and protecting them.  People climb 
the steep hills to have unobstructed views of these historic landmarks.  I have never 
seen any of the thousands of tourists who come to Lombard each day stop to look at 
this tree.  A few Saturdays ago, I played with children on our street all afternoon and 
again confirm that no one stops to view this tree.  Instead tourists congregate on 
Lombard Street to take photos of Coit Tower and the beautiful flowers and walk up 
the stairs along the crooked street.  In addition the root system of the 4 Montclair 
Tree clearly extends beyond the property lines of 4 Montclair Terrace.  Those roots 
can and will damage other home foundations, sewer lines, and the adjacent 
roadway, Montclair Terrace, over time.  The tree has already cracked and damaged 
the curb adjacent to the tree, and it is just a matter of time before it starts damaging 
the public roadway.  And, if any of the neighboring homes need to upgrade their 
foundations or driveways, add structural reinforcements for earthquake safety, 
renovate/improve their lower floors or add a basement, their efforts will be hampered 
by the tree’s roots.  Landmarking of a tree should never be approved when doing so 
would adversely impact the legal and property rights of the adjacent and nearby 
property owners.!!

3. HISTORICAL/CULTURAL SIGNIFICANCE:  There is no historical or cultural 
significance associated with this tree.  The tree was merely planted by the 
landowner as she has stated in the early 1960s.   It is completely false to associate 
this tree with any of the Hearst family as the tree didn’t exist in the 1800s.  While the 
Lombard neighborhood may have historical significance, the tree itself absolutely 
does not.  In fact, the tree is completely out of place in the quaint neighborhood. I 
submit that it was an extremely misguided act on the part of Meri Jaye to plant what 
she knew would become a 300 plus foot tree someday in a tiny crowded residential 
neighborhood and knowingly expose her neighbors and the public to significant 
danger from a giant tree all while thoughtlessly taking away their previously 
unobstructed views.  I am aware that the Tunnells (previous owners of 33 Montclair 
Terrace (in their 70s and residents on the street for 27 years) and the Zimbardos 
(residents on the street for over 40 years) urged Meri Jaye to keep the tree well 
under 40 feet to prevent view blockage and growth of the redwood, but Meri Jaye 



ignored their letters and requests to keep the tree in check.  The Tunnells were near 
litigation with Ms. Jaye over the matter, but felt exhausted in their elderly state over 
the matter.  In fact, all of the neighbors on Montclair Terrace are unanimous in 
voicing their opposition to the Landmarking request.  In addition, the tree is located 
behind a huge gate and is not accessible to the public.  None of the neighbors or 
their children have been invited inside the garden to view the tree.  I was only 
allowed to enter recently so that the arborists could inspect the tree.  !!

4. Visual Quality:  The tree is certainly an imposing figure towering 90 plus feet above 
the neighborhood, blocking light and dropping debris on all of the surrounding 
properties clogging gutters and drains.  It has been topped, looks to have suffered 
from the effects of drought and is by no means a pristine specimen.  It doesn’t fit into 
the neighborhood at all and looks completely out of place.  It should have been 
planted in a forest or at least the presidio where it could have grown without risking 
human life and causing structural damage.!!

5. Ecological Characteristics:  The tree does not provide an important wildlife habitat.  
It sits amongst a greenbelt of lush gardens and backyards, with other trees and 
foliage nearby, and birds hop from tree to tree in this greenbelt area.  If this particular 
tree was no longer there, the birds would still inhabit this greenbelt area. !!

6. I also oppose Landmarking status of this Coastal Redwood tree because it has 
several “Hazard” characteristics:!!

A. It’s Dangerous: Its 10-20 foot heavy limbs stretch over Montclair street as it is 
located right near the street and poses a real risk of catastrophic incident if one of 
the limbs were to fall or the entire tree (which is visibly leaning) were to fall over.  
There are many children on the street, including my three (ages 2,4,6), two (ages 5) 
at 40 Montclair and three more young children on the street.  If the entire tree were 
to fall, damage and loss of life would certainly result, and there is a strong chance 
that severe injury would occur if any of the limbs were to fall.  No one can say for 
sure that the tree will not fall over in a wind storm.  The tree is located on a hill where 
it is exposed to wind, already leaning and weakened by the topping and cut roots.  A 
failure of any of the limbs of the tree could be devastating to my family, any of the 
Montclair residents or one of the thousands of tourists who come to twisty Lombard 
each day.   As you are aware, a young mother was recently struck by a falling tree 
branch in Washington Square Park resulting in paralysis and a costly law suit 
against the city despite the fact that the particular tree was deemed safe before the 
horrific incident.  Human life should be prioritized and this Landmarking request 
denied.!!

B. It’s Causing Structural Damage to the side walk/street:  As per the Mayne Tree 
and Keilty arborist reports, the tree is causing structural damage and cracks to the 
retaining wall and street. Since the roots also extend 60 feet from a tree of that size, 
the tree is likely causing structural damage to underground infrastructure such as 
foundations, pipes and sewer lines.  In order to determine the extent of the damage, 



one would need to dig up the street-something that isn’t feasible.  There are multiple 
homes that would be affected by these roots as the tree continues to grow. More and 
more structural damage will only occur if the tree is required to be left to grow 
indefinitely.!!

Finally, I reiterate that I oppose the Landmarking request as there is no neighborhood 
support.  In fact, all of the neighbors are unanimous in their opposition to Landmarking 
the Coastal Redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace.  The tree is already a significant tree 
and has protections through that status.  Our neighbor’s misguided decision to plant 
what would become a dangerous and damaging tree in an otherwise quaint and 
crowded neighborhood do not merit a Landmark designation no matter what unverified 
personal story is associated with the rationale for planting the tree.  Again, human life 
should be prioritized and the Landmarking request denied.!!
Sincerely,!!
Heidi Bioski































From: Megan"s
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: oppose a landmark designation
Date: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 10:26:49 PM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair. I live in the
 Eureka Valley

neighborhood. I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for
 landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and
 tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public
 roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace Association and
 Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to
 reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither
 the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to ensure public
 safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or
 cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I have lived in this area
 for 4 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be
 excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may
 love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.

This tree does not affect my view. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached the
 appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.

Sincerely

 

Megan porter 

mailto:meg@portersonline.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org






 
 

December 4, 2016 

 

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 

C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  

 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 

City Hall, Room 421 

One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 

  

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 

Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood.  I oppose the landmarking nomination because 

the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to 

the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, 

and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a 

proper candidate for landmark status.   

 

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 

Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 

Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 

 

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  

Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to 

ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware 

of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 

tree.  I have lived in this area for ____years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 

special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private 

backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to 

use public power and resources to landmark it. 

 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 

the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 

  

Regards, 

 

 

DocuSign Envelope ID: A892F849-6F0E-42EB-88C4-B5D9DFD79EAB

Anthony DeLaCruz

DocuSign Envelope ID: A22D017A-12E4-4DD2-ADF8-60D0899EC04A
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December 4, 2016

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council
C/O Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org) 

Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)
City Hall, Room 421
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:
 
I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 
Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood.  I oppose the landmarking nomination because 
the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to 
the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, 
and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a 
proper candidate for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 
Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to 
ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware 
of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 
tree.  I have lived in this area for four years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 
special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private 
backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to 
use public power and resources to landmark it.

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 
the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.
 
Regards,

Amy Clarke

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


March 22, 2017 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal 

Redwood 
 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 
Montclair Terrace.  I live at 44 Montclair Terrace, less than 50 feet away from the tree. 
The views from our home are NOT in any way affected by this tree.   
 
There are several reasons for which I am strongly opposed: 
 
(1) It is a safety issue (period) 
(2) The lack of support from any of the neighboring residents on Montclair Terrace (who 
are directly in harm’s way of the tree) 
(3) It seems there was more consideration given to a personal story rather than 
objective criteria during the initial stages of the nomination process 
 
This tree poses an EXTREMELY dangerous threat to our neighborhood.  
 
I am greatly concerned about the safety hazard that this tree presents on our small 
stretch of homes on Montclair Terrace (especially when there are several small children 
residing on the street). The tree is currently 50 years old. However, this type of redwood 
is known to potentially reach 200-300 feet in height during its lifetime. See 
http://www.shannontech.com/ParkVision/Redwood/Redwood3.html (“Between 100 and 
200 years, the tree typically reaches 200 to 350 feet in height.”).  
 
We are fortunate that at the end of our street is a cul de sac which allows the children of 
Montclair Terrace to play in the street without having to worry about car traffic that you 
would normally get on the crooked section of Lombard Street. However, it always 
worries me when I look up at that oversized tree looming over us and I can’t help but be 
reminded of the tragic story of Emma Zhou, who was paralyzed by a falling tree branch 
last fall while she was watching over her two children at a playground in North Beach.  
 



The tree at 4 Montclair is already leaning 
downhill (see photo on the right). Considering 
that the tree will only get taller (and heavier), the 
probability of that tree falling over and seriously 
doing harm to the surrounding homes and its 
inhabitants is inevitable, especially given the 
steep topography of the hill on which it stands. 
Although this tree can be a wonderful blessing in 
the wilderness, it is a curse when it’s in a tiny 
backyard looming over many occupied homes. 
Our home (located less than 50 feet away from 
the base of the tree) is among the homes that 
would potentially lie in its path were it to fall over, 
which is an inevitable outcome if the tree were to 
be allowed to grow to its full height.  
 
Any argument of whether or not the tree is in 
good health shouldn’t matter as we have all seen 
with the most recent storms in January (as well 
as the case of Emma Zhou), that even healthy trees can come down when pushed hard 
enough by heavy rains or gusts of wind.  
 
There is zero support from our neighborhood for this nomination.  
 
My husband and I only became aware of the scheduled public meetings a week before 
they commenced (with the first meeting scheduled on October 6th, 2016). After speaking 
with our neighbors on Montclair Terrace, we came to learn that there was not ONE 
among us who was in favor of this nomination. In fact, there was an overwhelming 
number of neighboring residents who opposed the nomination. Within 200 feet there 
were at least 18 homeowners who opposed and within a half mile radius there were at 
least 24 homeowners who opposed (see maps below showing homes who opposed the 
nomination). On Montclair Terrace alone, 8 out of 11 homes on our street opposed (the 
other 2 homes are managed by representatives who were unable to get comment from 
the homeowner).  
 



 
 

 
 
We also learned that none of us had been contacted by Ms. Jaye to discuss this 
nomination. In fact, Ms. Jaye refused to make herself available to speak to any of us 
when we attempted to contact her. Since first becoming aware of this nomination in late 
September, we’ve held at least two formal meetings among the Lombard Hill 
Association as well as the Montclair Terrace Association to discuss. Each time we 
extended an invitation for Ms. Jaye to join us to discuss and each time she declined to 
attend.  
 
Furthermore, Ms. Jaye has been anything but forthcoming in her approach to get this 
nomination granted. She did not seek any feedback from the other residents on 



Montclair Terrace and in particular did not even contact the neighboring homes who are 
directly impacted (40 Montclair Terrace, 44 Montclair Terrace and 1040 Lombard). It is 
unfortunate that Ms. Jaye did not consult her neighbors on something that so drastically 
impacts us all. 
 
A personal story (rather than objective criteria) was heavily weighted in 
consideration for this nomination  
 
Despite the objective criteria that is supposed to be evaluated as part of the nomination 
process, it appears that much of the weight was given to the owner’s personal story. 
There was at least one member of the sub-committee that seemed to be emotionally 
moved by the homeowner’s story expressing that she had to “…fight back the tears” 
when hearing the homeowner’s story.  A personal attachment to the tree should not 
have been relevant in the decision for the nomination. It is also important to note that 
there has not yet been any validation of the story that the owner presented as part of 
her nomination (upon doing a search through historical records none were found to 
validate the story).  
 
For the reasons above, I strongly urge that the members of the council reject this 
nomination.  
 
Regards, 
 
 
Kathy Hoang 



 
 

March 22, 2017 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
We are writing to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located 
at 4 Montclair Terrace.  We have close family members who live at 44 Montclair Terrace, just 50 
feet from the tree. The views from their home at 44 Montclair Terrace are in no way affected by 
this tree. We oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria 
for landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring 
residents, visitors and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably 
damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate form 
landmark status.   
 
We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their analysis and urge 
the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over a public to ensure 
public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  We are not aware any 
historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  
For nearly 5 years, we have come to visit our family here on Montclair Terrace and have not once 
visited this tree or noted anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large 
and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her 
tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.  
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  We look forward to hearing that the Council 
reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 
  
Regards, 
 
 
Aaron Roller & Carol Hoang 

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 

 

March 21, 2017 

Urban Forestry Council 
San Francisco Department of the Environment  
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200  
San Francisco, CA 94103 
c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)   

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Redwood 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 

I oppose the nomination for landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 
4 Montclair Terrace.  My daughter and grandchildren live under the shadow of this tree, 
and I stay at their home often to enjoy the City and spending time with my grandchildren.  
I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for 
landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of 
neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, and 
(3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a 
proper candidate for landmark status.   

I am a native to the Bay Area.  My family’s history traces back to the early Spanish 
settlers that built the California missions, before California was a state.  So, I have a deep 
appreciation for our local history, and the need to preserve historically important things 
and places, including where appropriate, through landmarking them.  This tree is not a 
landmark, and deserves no such status.  This tree species is not unique or special for this 
area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither the homeowner nor the City 
properly maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway, where my 
grandchildren play, to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree 
grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, 
nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  If anything, it appears to be excessively 
large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.   

I understand that this homeowner loves her tree, but that is personal to her only – it is not 
a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.  Significantly, I too have lost 
loved ones, my parents, in a tragic commercial plane crash when I was very young.  I 
erected a large wooden memorial cross in their honor, but I did so on the uninhabited 
hillside where the plane crashed.  I would never think to plant a large, imposing tree in my 
own backyard, which over time would inevitably threaten the safety of my neighbors, as a 
memorial.  It’s simply inappropriate to do so.     

The City’s landmarking powers should be used judiciously, to preserve only trees that the 
neighborhood and community cherish – trees that bring people together in unanimous or 
near-unanimous support.  This tree has had the opposite effect on this neighborhood.   

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council 
reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.. 

Regards, 



From: Varant Kasparian
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Landmarking of redwood Tree
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 9:37:00 AM

Urban Forestry Council
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA  94103
C/O Anthony E. Valdez

Dear Urban Forestry Council:

As San Franciscans, we want to see more trees in our beautiful city.  However, we
 oppose the landmarking of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the
 circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the
 Urban Forestry Council.

We are troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her
 property rights above those of her neighbors, who oppose her nomination.  The large
 redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus
 we urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree's landmarking nomination in
 view of the neighborhood's opposition.

Sincerely,

Varant and Roubina Kasparian

mailto:varantkasparian@sbcglobal.net
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Grace Smith
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:28:22 AM

March 22, 2017

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council
C/O Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)
        Anthony E. Valdez (Anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)
City Hall, Room 421
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re:  

Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I am writing to oppose the nomination of the coastal redwood tree, 4 Montclair
 Terrace, for Landmark status.

I am related to the family living at  and visit them often. There is
 a high volume of pedestrian 

traffic on this street because it is reached via the tourist attraction of the block of
 Lombard Street known for its 

switchback turns and beautiful plantings. The tree under consideration is more than
 out of place, it is unattractive. 

Even from the roof of , it is intimidating.  After learning about
 other objections to the landmarking,

I believe the deterioration of the tree would create great potential for damage to
 persons and property which would

require prompt response. We have seen instances recently of serious consequences
 when trees weaken.

I thank the members of the Council for the time and attention given to this matter.

mailto:grace.basenji@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:Anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


Sincerely,

Grace C. Smith



 
 

December 4, 2016 

 

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 

C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  

 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 

City Hall, Room 421 

One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 

  

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 

Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood.  I oppose the landmarking nomination because 

the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to 

the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, 

and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a 

proper candidate for landmark status.   

 

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 

Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 

Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 

 

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  

Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to 

ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware 

of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 

tree.  I have lived in this area for ____years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 

special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private 

backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to 

use public power and resources to landmark it. 

 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 

the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 

  

Regards, 

 

 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 99F63C5E-D71C-4787-A46B-B3DC166FFE26

Olivia Barajas-Valladares

1

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
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December 4, 2016 

 

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 

C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  

 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 

City Hall, Room 421 

One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 

San Francisco, CA 94102 

 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 

  

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 

Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood.  I oppose the landmarking nomination because 

the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to 

the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, 

and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a 

proper candidate for landmark status.   

 

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 

Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 

Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 

 

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  

Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to 

ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware 

of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 

tree.  I have lived in this area for ____years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 

special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private 

backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to 

use public power and resources to landmark it. 

 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 

the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 

  

Regards, 

 

 

DocuSign Envelope ID: C7395C69-459F-4D78-9848-EEEA48511643
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Edward Newell

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org




From: Ben Carter
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc:
Subject: Opposition to landmarking at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 2:42:50 PM

Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As a property owner in San Francisco for nearly 15 years, I appreciate the effort that urban planners,
 property owners, neighbors in close proximity, and concerned citizens alike make to strike an
 appropriate balance between the interest of property owners and those seeking to protect and
 preserve nature for nature’s sake.  After reviewing the Montclair Terrace Association’s letter to the
 Urban Forestry Council, I would like to go on record opposing the landmarking of the coastal
 redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace for all of the well-delineated reasons documented in the letter.
 
I am disturbed that a person is trying to abuse a well-meaning City program to elevate her property
 rights above those of her neighbors, the majority of whom oppose this nomination.  The large
 redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus I urge he
 Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s
 opposition.
 
Kindest regards,
 
Benjamin C. Carter

mailto:benccarter@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Jacqui Bos
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Landmark Tree Nomination of coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 5:50:30 PM

Urban Forestry Council

San Francisco Department of the Environment

1455 Market Street, Suite 1200

San Francisco, CA 94103

c/o Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)      

 

Re:      Landmark Tree Nomination of coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace

 

Dear Urban Forestry Council:

 

As a San Franciscan who has lived here over 11 years, and a mother of three young children
 who live in North Beach and who play in Montclair Terrace, I want to see more trees in the
 City.  However, I oppose the landmarking of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace
 given the circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to
 the Urban Forestry Council. 

 

I am troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights
 above those of her neighbors, who oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at
 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus I urge the Urban Forestry
 Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s
 opposition.

 

Sincerely,

-- 
_____________________________
Jacqui Bos

mailto:jacquibos@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


March 22, 2017

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council
C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org) 
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)
City Hall, Room 421
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place
San Francisco, CA 94102

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:
 
We are writing to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located 
at 4 Montclair Terrace.  We have friends who live at 44 Montclair Terrace, just 50 feet from the 
tree. We live nearby (in Pacific Heights) and often come to visit (our children are classmates) so 
that our kids can play together. The views from their home at 44 Montclair Terrace are in no way 
affected by this tree. We oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) poses a serious 
and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, visitors and tourists visiting the 
Crookedest Street in the World, (2) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time, 
and (3) does not meet the criteria for landmark status.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate 
form landmark status.  

We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their analysis and urge 
the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over a public to ensure 
public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  We are not aware any 
historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  
We have not once visited this tree or noted anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be 
excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.  This private 
homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to 
landmark it. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  We look forward to hearing that the Council 
reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.
 
Regards,
Veronika Van Den Top



From: Michael
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Landmark Nomination
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 9:35:13 PM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live in the North
 Beach neighborhood. I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark
 status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest
 Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper
 candidate for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill
 Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the
 reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither the homeowner
 nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get
 worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any
 neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I have lived in this area for 4 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted
 anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it
 sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.

This tree does not affect my view. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached the appropriate conclusion
 in rejecting this nomination.

Sincerely,

Michael

mailto:michael.musson@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Linda Baird
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Landmark nomination
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 9:36:43 PM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live in the North
 Beach neighborhood. I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark
 status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest
 Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper
 candidate for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill
 Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the
 reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither the homeowner
 nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get
 worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any
 neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I have lived in this area for 4 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted
 anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it
 sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.

This tree does not affect my view. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached the appropriate conclusion
 in rejecting this nomination.

Sincerely,

Linda Baird 

 

mailto:baird.lj@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 
 

March 22, 2017 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
C/O  Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 

Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
We oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 
Terrace.  We live in the Russian Hill neighborhood at 15 Montclair Terrace.  We oppose the 
landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status, (2) 
poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, visitors and 
tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby 
public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate form landmark status.   
 
While the tree does not meet the criteria for landmark status, we believe that the Council can take 
comfort knowing that the tree is already protected under the Urban Forestry Code given its’ 
distance from the street and its’ height. Furthermore, last year, we worked with Ms. Jaye to find 
additional mechanisms to help protect her tree, including the potential for no-build easements for 
her garden. Hence, the tree already enjoys protection under the Code. Also, there are other 
mechanisms Ms. Jaye can pursue in the absence of landmark status, and at one point had already 
obtained. To be specific, after extensively working with Ms. Jaye over multiple meetings, we 
aided her in jointly crafted an easement that would have protected her garden and tree. In an 
agreement recorded in May of 2016, she obtained the protections binding to all future 4 Montclair 
owners outlined in the following clause: 
 
“Tree Preservation Covenant.  The Parties confirm that the Tree is designated as a “significant 
tree”, as that term is defined in the Urban Forestry Ordinance, for the reason that it satisfies the 
following criteria as of the Effective Date: (i) the Tree is located on privately owned-property with 
any portion of its trunk within 10 feet of Montclair Terrace, a public right-of-way; and (ii) the 
height of the Tree is in excess of 20 feet.  4 Montclair Owner agrees that it shall not tear down, 
take out, cut down or otherwise remove the Tree unless expressly required by, and in strict 
accordance with, the Urban Forestry Ordinance.  Furthermore, 4 Montclair Owner agrees that it 
shall take all steps necessary to maintain, preserve and protect the Tree at all times and shall not 
cause the Tree to become a “hazard tree”, as that term is defined in the Urban Forestry Ordinance.  
In the event that 4 Montclair Owner desires to conduct any development activity on the 4 
Montclair Parcel including, without limitation, clearing, grading, excavation, or demolition work, 
provided that such development activity shall not violate the No-Build Easements, 4 Montclair 
Owner shall take all steps necessary to protect the Tree during and after said development activity.  
“ 
 

mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 
 

Indeed, she specifically drafted the above underlined language herself. While she inconsistently 
chose to rescind the agreement months later, the agreement represents an important example of 
protections that can exist even though the tree does not meet Landmarking requirements.  
In an unfortunate era of national politics dominated by artful inaccuracies and divisiveness, we 
hope that the UFC will critically examine any disparaging or slanderous remarks that proponents 
of this landmarking process have expressed in this process. 
 
We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their analysis and urge 
the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over a public to ensure 
public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  We are not aware of 
any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 
tree.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in 
which it sits.  Ms. Jaye may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and 
resources to landmark it. 
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 
the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 
  
Regards, 
 
The Vanier Family 

 



From: Brittany Turley
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Opposing landmark status
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 10:23:50 PM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live in the Russian
 Hill neighborhood. I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark status,
 (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street
 in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate
 for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill
 Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the
 reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither the homeowner
 nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get
 worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any
 neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I have lived in this area for 4 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted
 anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it
 sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.

This tree does not affect my view. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached the appropriate conclusion
 in rejecting this nomination.

Sincerely,

Brittany Turley

mailto:brittany.turley@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Cathy Lui
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: Kassabian; Kassabian
Subject: Landmarking of Coastal Redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Wednesday, March 22, 2017 11:51:33 PM

Urban Forestry Council

San Francisco Department of the Environment

1455 Market Street, Suite 1200

San Francisco, CA 94103

c/o Anthony E. Valdez anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org     

 

Dear Urban Forestry Council:

 

As a San Franciscan who has lived here over 12 years, I want to see more trees in the City.  However, I oppose the
 landmarking of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace given the circumstances, as fully articulated in the Montclair
 Terrace Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 

 

I am troubled that a person is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights above those of her neighbors, who
 oppose her nomination.  The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace undoubtedly affects the neighborhood, and thus I urge
 the Urban Forestry Council to reject that tree’s landmarking nomination in view of the neighborhood’s opposition.

 

Sincerely,

Catherine Lui

 

 

mailto:luilui@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Charlene Swansiger
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Opposition to Landmarking Nomination
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 6:44:47 AM

Dear Urban Forestry Council:

 

As a long-time Bay Area resident and frequent visitor to the residents of Montclair Terrace, I
 write to voice my opposition to the landmarking nomination of the coastal redwood at 4
 Montclair Terrace, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace Association's letter to the
 Urban Forestry Council. 

 

I am troubled that the homeowner is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property
 rights and personal preferences above the rights and safety of her neighbors, who oppose the
 nomination for numerous very good reasons.  The large redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
 is far too large for the dense urban location it was planted in, and poses an obvious hazard to
 those around it.  Landmarking it would show a reckless disregard for public safety.  The
 City's tree landmarking program was intended to celebrate and assure the preservation of 
 unique, special and cherished trees in a given community.  This tree does not meet that
 standard by any measure, and instead has done nothing but create a divisive atmosphere
 amongst this particular community.  I urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this tree’s
 landmarking nomination, in view of the entire neighborhood’s overwhelming and well-
reasoned opposition to it.

 

Sincerely,

Charlene Swansiger

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:cswansiger@yahoo.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


       March 22, 2017 

 

 

 

Mr. Anthony E. Valdez 
Commission Affairs Manager 
San Francisco Department of the Environment 
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200 
San Francisco, CA   94103 
 
Re:  Landmark Tree Status for redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace 
 
Dear Mr. Valdez, 
 
I am writing this letter to support the opportunity to grant landmark status to the magnificent redwood 
tree growing at 4 Montclair Terrace in San Francisco on the property of Mrs. Meri Jaye.  This spectacular 
tree is a beautiful California addition to the tourist attraction, Lombard Street, visited by so many from 
all over the world.  Imagine their good fortune in being able to visit a lovely redwood at the same time 
as they visit your city’s “Crookedest Street”. 
 
This tree is such a lovely example of its native California species.  It seems unlikely to me that many of 
your visitors will have the opportunity to see another of California’s state trees.  This monumental tree 
is such a beautiful example, and looks perfectly at home on the side street of Lombard.  It is an 
impressive and beautiful sight.  It adds so much lovely interest, not only to visitors from out of town, but 
also to local schoolchildren and visiting birds.  Its continued growth and survival are such a blessing for 
San Francisco. 
 
It is my hope that you will grant landmark status to this impressive, monumental, symbolic tree.  Surely 
the Landmark Tree Status was meant for just such a tree as this one.   This tree is indeed a landmark all 
its own. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
       Nancy Fardelius Fees 
        
        



 
 

March 22, 2017 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 
Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood, about half a mile away from the tree and my 
views are NOT in any way affected by this tree.  I oppose the landmarking nomination because the 
tree: (1) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and 
tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, (2) will inevitably damage the nearby public 
roadway over time, and (3) does not meet the criteria for landmark status.  In sum, this tree is not a 
proper candidate for landmark status.   
 
I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 
Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to 
ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware 
of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this 
tree.  I have lived in this area for 4 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything 
special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private 
backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to 
use public power and resources to landmark it. 
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 
the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 
  
Regards, 
 
 
 
Eleonora Yashiro 

 

 

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Jennifer Williams
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Urgent: Opposition to Tree Landmarking at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 9:04:16 AM

Urban Forestry Council
San Francisco Department of the Environment
1455 Market Street, Suite 1200
San Francisco, CA 94103
   
Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As a long-time Bay Area resident and frequent visitor to the residents of Montclair Terrace, I write to voice my opposition to
 the landmarking nomination of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace
 Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
I am troubled that the homeowner is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights and personal preferences
 above the rights and safety of her neighbors, who oppose the nomination for numerous very good reasons.  The large
 redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace is far too large for the dense urban location it was planted in, and poses an obvious
 hazard to those around it.  Landmarking it would show a reckless disregard for public safety.  The City's tree landmarking
 program was intended to celebrate and assure the preservation of  unique, special and cherished trees in a given
 community.  This tree does not meet that standard by any measure, and instead has done nothing but create a divisive
 atmosphere amongst this particular community.  I urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this tree’s landmarking
 nomination, in view of the entire neighborhood’s overwhelming and well-reasoned opposition to it.
 
Sincerely,
Jennifer K Williams

mailto:jenkwilliams@hotmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


 
 

March 22, 2016 
 
San Francisco Urban Forestry Council 
C/O  Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)  
 Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org) 
City Hall, Room 421 
One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place 
San Francisco, CA 94102 
 
Re: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood 

 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council: 
  
I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair 
Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood, about 1000 feet downhill from 4 Montclair 
Terrace and my views are NOT in any way affected by this tree.  I oppose the landmarking 
nomination because the tree: (1) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of 
neighboring residents, visitors and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, (2) will 
inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time, and (3) does not meet the criteria for 
landmark status.  In sum, this tree is not a proper candidate form landmark status.   
 
I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace 
Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the 
Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those letters. 
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  
Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over a public to ensure 
public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware any 
historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  
I have lived in this area for 14 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted anything special 
about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard 
in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public 
power and resources to landmark it. 
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached 
the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination. 
  
Regards, 
 
 
 
Christina C. Saveri  

 
 

 

mailto:meiling.hui@sfgov.org
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Eve Wyoming
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Landmark Tree Status for Ms. Meri Jaye"s Redwood - 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 11:33:24 AM

Dear Mr. Valdez,

Thank you for this opportunity to write in support of the opportunity to grant landmark status
 to the magnificent redwood tree growing on the property of Ms. Meri Jaye at 4 Montclair
 Terrace in San Francisco.

Not only is the tree a spectacular, healthy specimen, but it is a gorgeous addition to Lombard
 Street's many charms. And it is not just for people from out of town to visit when they are
 sightseeting at SF's 'Crookedest Street', but wildlife (birds) and schoolchildren can visit it as
 well, without ever leaving the city. 

If anything deserves Landmark Tree Status, it is this tree which - frankly - is already a
 landmark on its own. Such a magnificent piece of nature - and San Francisco history - should
 not be cut down. I would be proud and delighted to have that tree be a part of my
 neighborhood and - indeed - my view.

Thank you again.

Respectfully submitted,

Evelyn Fees

mailto:eve.wyoming@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Jennifer Williams
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Urgent: Opposition to Tree Landmarking at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 11:40:52 AM

Dear Urban Forestry Council:
 
As a long-time Bay Area resident and frequent visitor to the residents of Montclair Terrace, I write to voice my opposition to
 the landmarking nomination of the coastal redwood at 4 Montclair Terrace, as fully articulated in the Montclair Terrace
 Association's letter to the Urban Forestry Council. 
 
I am troubled that the homeowner is trying to abuse a City program to elevate her property rights and personal preferences
 above the rights and safety of her neighbors, who oppose the nomination for numerous very good reasons.  The large
 redwood tree at 4 Montclair Terrace is far too large for the dense urban location it was planted in, and poses an obvious
 hazard to those around it.  Landmarking it would show a reckless disregard for public safety.  The City's tree landmarking
 program was intended to celebrate and assure the preservation of  unique, special and cherished trees in a given
 community.  This tree does not meet that standard by any measure, and instead has done nothing but create a divisive
 atmosphere amongst this particular community.  I urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this tree’s landmarking
 nomination, in view of the entire neighborhood’s overwhelming and well-reasoned opposition to it.
 
Sincerely,
Jennifer K Williams

 

mailto:jenkwilliams@hotmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Greg Brundage
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Cc: Daniel Kassabian
Subject: 4 Montclair tree Landmarking
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 2:44:34 PM

e:    Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace 
Coastal Redwood

 
Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:
 
I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located 
at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live in the Russian Hill neighborhood.  I oppose the 
landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for 
landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of 
neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, 
and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this 
tree is not a proper candidate for landmark status. 
 
I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the 
Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  I 
agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this 
nomination for the reasons explained on those letters.
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen 
special in any way.  Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches 
that hang over the public roadway to ensure public safety.  This danger will only 
get worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural 
associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I 
have lived in this area for 10+ years, and have not once visited this tree or noted 
anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and 
inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner 
may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to 
landmark it.
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the 
Council reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.
 
Regards,
Greg Brundage

 
 
__________________________________________________________________ This email may contain 
privileged and confidential information. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by 
reply email and destroy all copies of the original message. Any unauthorized review, dissemination, 
distribution or duplication of this email is strictly prohibited. To reply to our email administrator directly, 
please send an email to  
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From: Paul Fees
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Lombard Street redwood
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 4:03:06 PM

Dear Mr. Valdez -- I am lending my support for the preservation of the magnificent California
 redwood tree at Lombard Street and Montclair Terrace.  I'm a former Bay Area resident and
 frequent visitor to San Francisco.  As more and more of the City's landmarks have become
 obscured or lost, the tree has grown to assume even greater significance to me and, I'm sure,
 to many other visitors who are awed and humbled by it.  It's also a reminder of San
 Francisco's past and of the reasons so many were attracted to its beauty and fecundity.  As for
 its becoming a potential danger, I suspect it is anchored more soundly than the houses on
 Lombard, and it has centuries of life ahead of it. 

It is a monument to San Francisco's future, a natural wonder worth celebrating and saving.

Thank you for your attention.  Sincerely -- Paul Fees

Paul Fees, Ph.D.

mailto:prfees@gmail.com
mailto:anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org


From: Brian and Chip Steele
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal Redwood
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 5:32:40 PM

March 23, 2017

 

San Francisco Urban Forestry Council

C/O     Mei Ling Hui (meiling.hui@sfgov.org)

            Anthony E. Valdez (anthony.e.valdez@sfgov.org)

City Hall, Room 421

One Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett, Jr. Place

San Francisco, CA 94102

 

Re:      Objection to Landmark Tree Nomination of 4 Montclair Terrace Coastal
 Redwood

 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

 
We are writing to oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree
 located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  We live in the Russian Hill neighborhood (less than 500
 meters down the hill from the tree) and our views are not in any way affected by this tree.  We
 oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for
 landmark status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring
 residents, visitors and tourists visiting the Crookedest Street in the World, and (3) will
 inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper
 candidate form landmark status. 
 
We have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace
 Association and Lombard Hill Improvement Association.  We agree with their analysis and
 urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the reasons explained on those
 letters.
 
This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any
 way.  Neither the homeowner nor the City maintains the branches that hang over a public to
 ensure public safety.  This danger will only get worse as the tree grows and ages.  We are not
 aware any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any neighborhood appreciation
 for this tree.  We have lived in this area for 15 years, and have not once visited this tree or
 noted anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and

mailto:brianandchip@gmail.com
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 inappropriate for the private backyard in which it sits.  This private homeowner may love her
 tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.
 
Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  We look forward to hearing that the Council
 reached the appropriate conclusion in rejecting this nomination.
 
Regards,
 
 
Brian and Chip Steele



From: K
To: Valdez, Anthony (ENV)
Subject: Opposition of Landmark Status of Redwood Tree at 4 Montclair Terrace
Date: Thursday, March 23, 2017 10:35:54 PM

Dear Chairman and Members of the Urban Forestry Council:

I oppose the nomination for Landmark status of the coastal redwood tree located at 4 Montclair Terrace.  I live in the North
 Beach neighborhood. I oppose the landmarking nomination because the tree: (1) does not meet the criteria for landmark
 status, (2) poses a serious and obvious threat to the public safety of neighboring residents, and tourists visiting the Crookedest
 Street in the World, and (3) will inevitably damage the nearby public roadway over time.  In sum, this tree is not a proper
 candidate for landmark status.  

I have read the various letters of local neighborhood groups, such as the Montclair Terrace Association and Lombard Hill
 Improvement Association.  I agree with their analysis and urge the Urban Forestry Council to reject this nomination for the
 reasons explained on those letters.

This tree species is not unique or special for this area, nor is this tree specimen special in any way.  Neither the homeowner
 nor the City maintains the branches that hang over the public roadway to ensure public safety.  This danger will only get
 worse as the tree grows and ages.  I am not aware of any historical or cultural associations with this tree, nor any
 neighborhood appreciation for this tree.  I have lived in this area for 8 years, and have not once visited this tree or noted
 anything special about it.  If anything, it appears to be excessively large and inappropriate for the private backyard in which it
 sits.  This private homeowner may love her tree, but that is not a reason to use public power and resources to landmark it.

This tree does not affect my view. 

Thank you to the Council for its consideration.  I look forward to hearing that the Council reached the appropriate conclusion
 in rejecting this nomination.

Sincerely,

Klarissa 

mailto:klarissajackson@gmail.com
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FILE NO. 060487 RESOLUTION NO.

1 [Landmark Tree Program Criteria and Procedures]

2

3
Resolution adopting the Urban Forestry Council’s implementation and removal criteria

4
and procedure fot landmark trees created pursuant to Ordinance 17-06.

51

6
WHEREAS, Trees provide numerous environmental, social and economic benefits

7
such as reducing strormwater runoff, reducing energy use, improving air quality, increasing

8
property values and providing wildlife habitat; and,

91
I WHEREAS, Trees provide beauty, natural character, and a connection with nature in

10
the midst of an urban setting; and,

11
WHEREAS, Older mature trees with historic, cultural, economic, or visual significance

12
to a municipality can be designated as 4landmark” trees; which is not to say that younger

13
trees are insignificant or may not be designated as a landmark tree in the future; and,

14
WHEREAS, Landmark trees have a special significance to the community; and,

15
WHEREAS, Landmark trees have an especially prominent and beautiful visual impact;

16
and,

17
WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors passed Ordinance 17-06, Amendment to Public

18
Works Code-Section 801, landmark trees, significant trees, and penalties for violations in

19
support of a landmark tree program; and,

20
WHEREAS, The Urban Forestry Council developed, pursuant to Ordinance 17-06,

21 1
criteria and procedure for the implementation and removal of landmark trees, copies of said

22
documents are on file with the clerk of the Board of Supervisors in file number 060487, and is

23
incorporated herein by reference; therefore, be it

24

25 1
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I RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors adopts the Urban Forestry

2 Council’s implementation and removal criteria and procedure for landmark trees; and be it

3 FURTHUR RESOLVED, That the San Francisco Board of Supervisors work with

4 property owners, City agencies and departments, and the Urban Forestry Council to promote

5 the landmark tree program and ensure timely implementation.
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The battle over this tree seems to be about some neighbors
who don’t like the tree because it blocks their view of Coit
Tower and the Bay Bridge. They are hoping to have it removed
when Mrs. Jaye is no longer able to protect it. The opponents of
the tree have made much of their case around safety concerns.
One person even fears for her children’s safety should a branch
fall from the tree.
We have tens of thousands of trees in the Presidio, and many
more tens of thousands in Golden Gate Park.
Many of them are redwoods. Just down the block from Mrs.
Jaye’s tree stands another equally tall redwood, and another
majestic one reaches for the sky on Nob Hill at Jones and Clay.
Steven Swig’s home on California St at Franklin across from the
Whole Foods and doors up the street from the Lillenthal
mansion, has a row of magnificent redwoods growing right
along the sidewalk. For these individuals who are against the
tree because they are afraid for their safely, I wonder. . . are
they also afraid of the trees in Muir Woods, Yosemite’s
Mariposa Grove, Sequoia National Park, Big Sur, the Russian
River, Mendocino? Do they shy away from these wondrous
places because of the safety concerns for themselves and their
children? I doubt it.

California is the ONLY place on earth where redwood trees
grow and thrive. San Francisco is fortunate to have examples of
these miraculous living beings standing among us in this urban
landscape we call home. This redwood tree that Mrs. Jaye
reverently planted years ago is solid, healthy, and beautiful. It’s
a-only-in California miracle and we need to protect it.



My Statement to the UFC

Hello members of the council,

My name is Kathy Hoang and I live at with my family, just 50 feet away
from this tree. We are among the1MAJORITY on our street who oppose the nomination.

r
First, I want to make clear that the views from our home are in NO WAY affected by this tree.

I am deeply disturbed by the (public) statements supporters of this nomination have made in
meetings and online about me and my family (as well as my neighbors). The last time I was here
I listened to a woman criticize a mother on our street for letting her kids play in the street. It
was cIeaç0I.e did not know that we live on a quiet cul de sac. Another supporter publicly
vilified u’tlr—neighbor accusing him of trying to take advantage of an old lady, which was
completely FALSE. These are just a few (of many) illustrations that show how unaware
supporters are in the day to day life that happens on our little street. While we do not wish to
engage in mudslinging, we also do not want to be painted as the “eco-terrorists” or “tree
killers” that supporters make us out to be. truth is we do not hate trees, nor do we wish for
Ms. Jaye’s tree to be cut down. We simply don’t want it Iandmarked because it doesn’t merit
land marking [for the reasons you’ve heard so far].

But the tree doesn’t only affect Ms. Jaye. It affects the people directly around her. Our home is
less than 50 feet away and god forbid if that tree (or any of it’s large branches) were to fall, we
would be inside of its fall path. And yes, we allow our son to play in the street. The kids next
door play in the street as well as the kids from the two homes across from us. This is one of the
many things that we what love about our street. Majority of homes on our street and around
are opposed and have repeatedly expressed safety concerns (for ourselves and also that of
tourists who pass our street every day). However, to date these concerns have been so quickly
dismissed.

As you know there were two arborist reports: one determining the tree is healthy and one that
the tree is unhealthy. Supporters keep pressing the message that “This tree is healthy and we
shouldn’t feel that our safety is at risk”. But the BIG point being missed here is that it DOESN’T
MATTER whether the tree is healthy or unhealthy. HEALTHY TREES CAN FALL. And they DO
FALL. We all saw it for ourselves during the recent storms that downed hundreds of trees in SF.

There is no need to grant this tree Landmark status because there is no threat to the tree. It is
already protected as a “significant tree”. On the contrary by giving Landmark status it only adds
extra barriers making it next to impossible to do anything about the tree until it’s too late. Why
take that risk?




