May 23, 2025

Ron Bess, Associate Planner
City of Sacramento Community Development Dept.
300 Richards Blvd, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Subject: Alhambra Redevelopment Project ( P24-007 )

Dear Mr. Bess,

I would like to comment on the mitigated negative declaration with regards to the trees, both private and public, on this project. I was a Sacramento city arborist from 1990 until retiring in 2020. The first fifteen years of my career I was the sole city arborist and worked on most of the development projects throughout the city.

The negative declaration includes an arborist report prepared by California Tree and Landscape Consulting Inc. for Mary Woltering of HGA, on behalf of the property owner.  This report contains the tree inventory and recommendations for trees. There are 45 trees of which 11 are private trees located on the site of which two qualify as private protected trees per city code Chapter 12.56 Tree Planting, Maintenance, and Conservation. There are 34 city street trees which surround the site. This project site encompasses  nearly an entire city block and is bounded by C Street to the north, Alhambra Blvd. to the east, D street to the south, and 30th  Street to the west.

What I did not read in this negative declaration is the city’s Urban Forestry (UF) comments on this arborist report. Furthermore, which trees UF will approve for removal, which trees will require mitigation, which trees must be preserved, and any design changes to preserve the existing trees and canopy. Why is this not addressed? As city arborist when I worked on projects the trees were the very first issue to be addressed in the planning stage. 

On page 23  there is a paragraph  Tree Permit indicating the proposed project would require the approval of a Tree Permit for the removal or pruning of any City Street trees and/or private-protected trees. As proposed , the project would remove City trees and private-protected trees as well as the non-standard pruning of City Street trees, which would require a Tree Permit. Therefore, since there are no comments from UF it can be assumed that the tree removal/pruning permit will be issued on the trees indicated for removal on the site plan and the pruning indicated in the arborist report.

On the two private protected trees  and the seven city street trees indicated for removal is the applicant going to pay an in-lieu fee in addition to trees being planted on-site per the proposed landscape plan? I recall the in-lieu is $325. per trunk diameter inch measured at 4 ½ foot above grade. This fee should not be levied on the private protected Chinese elm since it is multi-trunk and would not be considered for preservation. Also, due to the health and structural problems of some city street trees UF may waive the in-lieu fee.

The proposed pruning will destroy several of the city street trees. The arborist report makes no mention of the impact this pruning will have on tree health or structure. Another concern is that the percentage of canopy loss is not accurately reflected. The canopies of some of these trees extend up to 45 feet into the site. When you are removing all the branches on one side of a tree that can be almost 50% of the canopy. Tree #59893, a 24-inch diameter Japanese zelkova is indicated in the report to require approximately 20% of the canopy removed. However, the attached photo indicates closer to 45% (Attachment 1).

Another thing which was overlooked is the impact of this project on the tree’s root system. Significant excavation will be required for the foundation of these six story structures. The Urban Forest Management Plan adopted by the City Council in 1992 has Developer Guidelines for City Street Trees (Attachment 2). The minimum requirement is no excavation 10 feet from face of sidewalk. However, more may be required for mature trees. This undisturbed soil area is necessary to prevent the tree from blowing over in a severe wind. No underground setback can severely damage the street trees like what happened at         17 & K Streets (photos attached). 

The city should require a redesign on some of the trees along C & D Streets. There are some exceptionally large, magnificent plane trees. The city street trees along 30th Street and Alhambra Blvd. are directly under S.M.U.D.high voltage wires. The plane trees [#59898 & #59899] along Alhambra Blvd. should be considered for removal since most of the canopy extends west over the existing structure and it needs to be removed to accommodate the structure even if setbacks were required (Attachment 3). Furthermore, there are other trees along Alhambra Blvd. under similar circumstances. 

There are three city street trees that should be removed due to either declining health or structural issues. The 24-inch diameter on Japanese zelkova [#59894] has severe dieback (Attachment 4).

Even though the site plan indicates 7 city street trees proposed for removal. More than double that amount is more likely due to pruning, health, and structure. In my professional opinion this proposed project has a potentially significant impact. The impacts on the existing city street trees has not been properly identified. The arborist report recommends the use of orange plastic protective fencing when in fact it does not work (Attachment 5). Six-foot chain-link fencing with the poles set into the ground is what should be required. The use of the chain link panels does not adequately protect the tree (Attachment 6). There will be permanent loss of canopy due to neither above or below ground building setbacks. The amount of carbon dioxide sequestration lost should be calculated. As well as for all the 11 on-site trees being removed This loss will only partially be offset by the replacement trees. Also, the landscape plan indicates a replacement tree on “C” Street where there is no space for it due to the 48-inch diameter London plane. There is no mention of providing
 irrigation to the existing trees when construction of the building foundation requires a dewatering system during the trees growing season. A review of all the utilities being installed on this project will address any impacts on existing trees as well as the replacement trees.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide comments on this project.

Sincerely,
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Daniel Pskowski
B.Sc. Landscape Horticulture ( Colorado State University)
ISA Certified Arborist (WE-0964A)
ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified (2018 – 2023)
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