
 

PARKS AND RECREATION 
COMMISSION AGENDA REPORT 
MEETING DATE: MARCH 23, 2011 ITEM NUMBER: 9a  

SUBJECT: TREE REMOVAL REQUEST – 354 FLOWER STREET 
 

DATE: MARCH 14, 2011  
 

FROM:  PUBLIC SERVICES DEPARTMENT, MAINTENANCE SERVICES DIVISION 
 

PRESENTATION BY: BRUCE A. HARTLEY, MAINTENANCE SERVICES MANAGER 
 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: BRUCE A. HARTLEY (714) 754-5123 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Deny the request for the removal and replacement of eight City-owned parkway trees 
located in the public right-of-way at 354 Flower Street. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
At the meeting of January 26, 2011, the Commission considered the Applicant’s request for 
the removal of eight pine trees located at the above address.  At that time, the Commission 
‘postponed’ making a decision to allow the Applicant time to obtain cost quotes for 
relocating the trees to public property and directed staff to bring the request back to the 
March 2011 meeting for further consideration.  See Attachment 1. 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
The Maintenance Services Manager contacted the Applicant to determine if a cost quote 
for relocating the trees had been obtained.  The Applicant had not secured a price at that 
time.  At the request of the manager, the City Arborist contacted a licensed contractor 
experienced in the relocation and after-care of mature trees to obtain a quote to relocate 
the eight trees.  See Attachment 2. 
 
The cost to remove, relocate and care for the trees, as quoted by The Landscape Center, 
would be a minimum of $47,170.  This cost does not include some variable costs, such as 
backfill soil, special insurance, required permits (encroachment, construction access, wide 
load, etc.), asphalt restoration, curb, gutter and spandrel reconstruction.  Those costs could 
add an estimated $15,000-20,000 to the total cost of the project, with all restoration work to 
be performed by others.  All prices quoted were non-prevailing wage, assuming the 
property owner would be the contracting party.  If the City contracts for the work, the price 
would increase significantly as specified by law.  Landscape or other on-site improvements 
damaged in the process are not included in the proposal and would be the responsibility of 
the property owner. 
 
There would be no guarantee that the trees would survive the transplanting process. 
 
The Applicant has been notified of the Parks and Recreation Commission meeting and has 
been sent a copy of this staff report. 
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED 
 
1. The Commission could authorize the removal and relocation of the eight trees at the 

expense of the Applicant.  The trees would be relocated to City parks and would be 
provided after transplant care for one year from the date of transplant by a licensed 
contractor with experience in relocating and caring for large specimen trees.   

 
Should any of the trees not survive one year, the dead tree would be replaced with 
one (1) twenty-four inch box-size tree and two (2) fifteen gallon-size trees to be 
planted on City property.  The applicant would pay all removal, relocation, after care 
and replacement costs.  All typical City permits would be required, with costs paid by 
the Applicant. 

 
2. The Commission could authorize the removal and replacement of the trees, per the 

Streetscape and Median Development Standards, Section 4.0.3 – Discretionary 
Removals, which would require the replacement of the trees with one (1) twenty-four 
inch box-size tree to be planted at the same address and two (2) fifteen gallon-size 
trees to be planted elsewhere on City property, for each tree removed.  The 
applicant would pay all removal and replacement costs. 

 
3. The Commission could approve the removal of some of the trees, with the same 

mitigation requirements as listed in Alternative #2 above 
 

If approved by the Commission, the trees must be removed, and mitigation trees 
provided to the City within one year from the date of final approval, after which the 
approval expires.   

 
FISCAL REVIEW 
 
There would be no fiscal impact to the City if the request to remove or relocate the trees 
was either denied or approved as a Discretionary Removal, as the applicant would pay all 
costs.   
 
For the Commission’s information, the cost for the removal of all eight (8) trees would be 
$1,967.  The replanting costs for the three mitigation trees (1 – 24” box size and 2 – 15 
gallon size) for all eight (8) trees would be $2,448.  Costs are based on current City 
contract prices.  Total cost for removal and replacement would be $4,415. 
 
Two trees would be replanted at the address. 
 
The current estimated value of all eight (8) trees is: $36,300. 
 
LEGAL REVIEW 
 
No legal review is required for this item. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The eight parkway trees that have been requested to be removed are located within the 
public right-of-way in front of and along side of 354 Flower Street.  The trees are healthy 
and in good condition, but appear to be causing minor damage to the curb and gutter. They 
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are also causing quality of life issues for the property owners and their child.  The trees do 
not meet the removal criteria as outlined in the Standards.  It is recommended that the 
Commission deny the request for removal of the eight City parkway trees. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________   ____________________________ 
BRUCE A. HARTLEY    PETER NAGHAVI  
Maintenance Services Manager   Director of Public Services 
 
 
 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 1. Agenda Report from the meeting of January 26, 2011  
 2. Estimate for the relocation of eight trees 
 
 
 
C: Property Owner 
 354 Flower Street 
 Costa Mesa, CA 92627 
 
 
 
 
File Name  -  Staff Report - Tree Removals 354 Flower Street  Date  03/14/11 Time  10:00 a.m.  
 

http://www.ci.costa-mesa.ca.us/council/parks/2011-03-23/9a-032311_TR-354_Flower-ATT1.pdf
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