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42.56, regardless of any claim of confidentiality or privilege asserted by an external party.

From: Becky Erickson
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 4:00 PM
To: Karla Boughton <kboughton@cityofpoulsbo.com>
Subject: FW: Arborist's report
This is regarding Poulsbo Meadows and Edie Lau concern for her tree during the grading process.
B
Rebecca (Becky) Erickson, Mayor
City of Poulsbo, 200 Moe Street, Poulsbo, Washington 98370
360-394-9700 / 360-779-3901      www.cityofpoulsbo.com
Executive Board Member, Puget Sound Regional Council, Kitsap Regional Coordinating Council
Open office hours from 9:00 until noon every Saturday, 3rd Avenue entrance, City Hall. No appointment required

From: Lau Edie [mailto:edielau@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 3:59 PM
To: Becky Erickson <berickson@cityofpoulsbo.com>
Subject: Arborist's report
Hi Becky,
Thanks for the helpful discussion on Saturday. I asked my consulting arborist, Katy Bigelow, whether the use of
pervious pavement would avoid damage to the mature golden cypress that borders the proposed Poulsbo Meadows
site. Katy's assessment is that any soil disturbance and paving within the tree's drip line, even with pervious material,
has a high potential to cause lethal harm to the tree.
Attached is her report.
I appreciate your continued interest, concern, and search for solutions.

Edie

Katy Bigelow
206.351.1375
arboristkaty@gmail.com
March 20, 2017
Edie Lau & Jon Williams
19189 Tallagson Lane NE
Poulsbo, WA 98370
Dear Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams:
Thank you for having me evaluate trees on your property in Poulsbo, WA. To evaluate the trees
addressed in this letter I combined my field experience and education with current accepted
practices as defined by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) and the International
Society of Arboriculture (ISA).
In this case, the tools I use to make an assessment are limited to binoculars, mallet and a
diameter tape. A visual tree assessment and other methods are only conclusive for the day of
inspection and do not guarantee that conditions will remain the same in the future.
----I was asked by Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams to provide a current condition report for three trees
growing on their north property line and one tree growing near their east property line, in
advance of the property to the north subdividing and developing. I completed a Level 2
assessment of all the trees on March 14, 2017. Descriptions of the levels of tree assessment can
be found in an attachment to this memo.
1) Tree 1: Golden cypress (x Cupressocyparis species) (Photo 1) – 17” diameter at breast
height (DBH). This ornamental tree grows just south of the assumed north property line.
It has a drip line consistent with the species of approximately 20’. This tree is in very
good condition with no apparent structural or health defects.
2) Tree 2: Bitter cherry (Prunus emarginata) (Photo 2) – 10” DBH. This native tree grows
just south of the north property line, approximately two feet north of Ms. Lau and Mr.
Williams’s garage/wood shop. Its dripline is approximately 8 feet wide. The tree trunk
is slightly bowed to the south and has evidence of sap sucker woodpecker activity. The
tree is in fair condition.
3) Tree 3: Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menzeisii) (Photo 3) – 18” DBH. This fir grows near
the northwest corner of Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams’s lot approximately two feet from the
assumed north property line. Its drip line is 20’. It is part of a row of fir planted along
the west property line. Run-off surface water from the property to the north flows from
northwest to southeast over Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams’s property just south of this tree.
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The tree has large surface roots growing mainly to the south. This tree is in good
condition.
4) Tree 4: Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menzeisii) – One fir tree grows near Ms. Lau and Mr.
Williams’s south property line near the driveway. It is 22” DBH with a dripline of
approximately 17’. The tree’s crown is more sparse than normal with a slightly chlorotic
look. This tree is in fair condition.
The most recent site plan provided to me by Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams for the Poulsbo
Meadows Preliminary Plat shows that there is no landscape buffer area between the plat and Ms.
Lau and Mr. Williams’s property. This means that development activities such as clearing and
grading could abut the Lau/Williams north property line.
If this is the case, between 40-50 percent of Trees 1-3 critical root zones will be significantly and
negatively affected. Removing or damaging roots or clearing or removing soils within critical
drip lines of these three trees would severely impact their vigor and stability. Targets in the
event that any tree failed in their root zone are Ms. Lau and Mr. Williams’s home, garage, other
good condition trees and back yard. Since prevailing winds in the Poulsbo area can arise from
the north, the trees failing after root disturbance could be considered a high probability.
It is my professional opinion that unless development activities remain outside of the drip line of
all three trees that decline and instability will become nearly immediately evident.
An easement for sewer, water piping and other utilities is planned on Tallagson Lane east of Tree
4. The trench for installing utilities would likely be placed approximately six feet to the east of
the tree trunk. This placement would significantly encroach on the tree’s critical drip line and
would likely impact at least 20-30 percent of its critical root zone.
Mature trees are less able to react well to root disturbance or any sort. This coupled with the
trees’s current health rating as “fair” would likely mean this tree would quickly experience
decline and possibly instability in saturated soil conditions. I recommend plans are reviewed for
the utility placement in relation to this tree.
Construction activity occurring within driplines of trees is one of the easiest ways to negatively
impact a tree. Clearing, grading, installing any hardscape (pervious or impervious) will always
significantly impact a trees’s stability or vigor. Please refer to the Tree Protection Specification
attachment for general specifications which may help during the project.
Thank you very much for calling me for your arboricultural concerns.

Katy Bigelow
Board Master Certified Arborist
PNW ISA member # PN-6039AT
Tree Risk Assessment Qualified
Registered Consulting Arborist® #490
Prepared by Katy Bigelow
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Levels of Tree Assessment
LEVEL 1: The Level 1 assessment is a visual assessment from a specified perspective of an
individual tree or a population of trees near specified targets to identify obvious defects or
specified conditions. A limited visual assessment typically focuses on identifying trees with an
imminent and/or probable likelihood of failure.
Limited visual assessments are the fastest but least thorough means of assessment and are
intended primarily for large populations of trees.
LEVEL 2: This is a basic assessment completing a detailed visual inspection of a tree and
surrounding site, and a synthesis of the information collected. This assessment requires that a
tree risk assessor walk completely around the tree—looking at the site, buttress roots, trunk, and
branches.
A basic assessment may include the use of simple tools to gain additional information about the
tree or defects. Basic is the standard assessment that is performed by arborists in response to a
client’s request for tree risk assessment. Simple tools may be used for measuring the tree and
acquiring more information about the tree or defects. However, the use of these tools is not
mandatory unless specified in the Scope of Work.
LEVEL 3: Advanced assessments are performed to provide detailed information about specific
tree parts, defects, targets, or site conditions. They are usually conducted in conjunction with or
after a basic assessment if the tree risk assessor needs additional information and the client
approves the additional service. Specialized equipment, data collection and analysis, and/or
expertise are usually required for advanced assessments. These assessments are therefore
generally more time intensive and more expensive.
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Photos

Photo 1: Golden cypress on the north property line, north of the home.
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Photo 2: Cherry tree on the north property line by the garage/wood shop.
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Photo 3: Douglas-fir on the northwest property corner.
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Tree Protection Specifications
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Assumptions, Limiting Conditions and General Waiver
I, Katy Bigelow, certify that:
I have personally inspected the tree(s) and or the property referred to in this report;
I have no current or prospective financial or other interest in the vegetation or the property which
is the subject of this report and have no personal interest or bias in favor of or against any of the
involved parties or their respective position(s), if any;
The analysis, opinions and conclusions stated herein are the product of my independent
professional judgment and based on current scientific procedures and facts, and the foregoing
report was prepared according to commercially reasonable and generally accepted arboricultural
standards and practices for the Pacific Northwest and Puget Sound areas;
The information included in this report covers only those trees that were examined and reflects
the condition of the trees as of the time and date of inspection;
This report and the opinions expressed herein are not intended, nor should they be construed, as
any type of warranty or guarantee regarding the condition of the subject trees in the future;
Covenants, Conditions, and Restrictions (“CC&Rs”) may restrict the number, type and height of
vegetation on the subject property, and I have made no investigation regarding whether the
property is subject to such CC&Rs; and
To the best of my knowledge and belief, all statements and information in this report are true and
correct and information provided by others is assumed to be true and correct.
I am not an attorney or engineer. This report does not cover these areas of expertise and
represents advice only of arboricultural nature. Without limiting the generality of the preceding
sentence, it is specifically understood that nothing contained in this report is intended as legal
advice, or advice or opinions regarding soil stability or zoning laws, and this report should not be
relied upon to take the place of such advice.

Katy Bigelow
Board Master Certified Arborist
PNW ISA member # PN-6039AT
Tree Risk Assessment Qualified
Registered Consulting Arborist® #490
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