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City of Sebastopol  
Design Review Board/Tree Board Staff Report 

 
Meeting Date:  January 23rd, 2024 
Agenda Item:  7B 
To:   Design Review Board  
From:   John Jay, Associate Planner  
 
Subject:  Tree removal permit  
Recommendation: Approve with conditions  
Applicant/Owner: Shahrokh Moaveni  
File Number:  2023-079  
Address:  742 South Main Street  
CEQA Status:  Exempt  
General Plan:  Commercial Office (CO)  
Zoning:  General Commercial (CG)  
  
 
Introduction: 
This is an application for the removal of two coast live oaks measuring 12.5” and 15.5”. The 
application states that the current insurance company will no longer provide coverage for the 
building if the tree is currently leaning on the building. The building is located at 742 South Main 
Street, is zoned General Commercial and is currently used as a self-storage facility. 
 
Project Description: 
As noted above the applicant is requesting the Design Review Board’s approval for the removal 
of two coast live oaks located on the property at 742 South Main Street. The project is 
surrounded by residential to the west, a vacant commercial property to the south and a Big O 
Tires repair shop to the north. Per Sebastopol Municipal Code section 8.12.060 protected native 
trees measuring more than 10” in diameter breast height (DBH) in multifamily and commercial 
zones require the review and approval of the Design Review Board.  
 
Environmental Review: 
The proposed project has been determined to be exempt from further environmental review 
under Section 15304 – Minor Alterations to Land which includes minor alterations to existing 
topographical features, such as the removal of a tree. 

 
Tree Protection Ordinance Consistency: 

Requirements for Tree Removal Permit: Section 8.12.060.D of the Tree Protection Ordinance 

states that a Tree Removal Permit may be approved when an International Society of 

Arboriculture (ISA) Certified Arborist has verified at least one of the following conditions:  
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1. The tree is diseased or structurally unsound and, as a result, is likely to become a 

significant hazard to life or property within the next two (2) years.  

 

2. The tree poses a likely foreseeable threat to life or property, which cannot be 

reasonably mitigated through pruning, root barriers, or other management methods.  

 

3. The property owner can demonstrate that there are unreasonably onerous recurring 
maintenance issues, which are deemed necessary for safety or protection of property. 
The property owner is responsible for providing documentation to support such a claim.  
 
4. A situation exists or is proposed in which structures or improvements, including, but 
not limited to, building additions, second units, swimming pools, and solar energy 
systems, such as solar panels, cannot be reasonably designed or altered to avoid the 
need for tree removal.  
 
5. The tree has matured to such an extent that it is determined to be out of scale with 
adjacent structures and utilities, or with other landscape features.  
 
Public Comment: 
As of writing this report, the Planning Department has not received any public comments 
regarding the removal of these two trees. 
 
City Departmental Comment: 
The Planning Department routed this application to the various city departments and no 
comments have been provided as part of this report 
  
Analysis: 
Ben Anderson of Urban Forestry Associates, an ISA Certified Arborist serving as the City 
Arborist, conducted an evaluation, and prepared an Arborist’s Report dated December 20, 2023 
and is attached to this report. The first of the subject trees is numbered 11 and has a trunk 
diameter of 12.5 inches. The trunk is in contact with the gutter, and the entire canopy is over the 
building. The second subject tree is labeled on the wall as 7 and has a trunk diameter of 15.5 
inches. It leans strongly over the property fence and a shed on the adjacent property. As 
mentioned in the report, tree 11 does come in contact with the building and continued pruning 
would lift it off the roof. However, the continued pruning would get to a point where it’s no longer 
manageable as the trunk would expand enough to where the pruning would no longer provide 
any clearance on the roof. With that, it would meet tree removal criteria number 2 where it 
poses foreseeable threat to life or property which cannot be reasonably mitigated through 
pruning, root barriers, or other management methods. Also, the possibility of losing insurance 
coverage meets criteria 3 in that the property owner can demonstrate unreasonable and 
onerous recurring maintenance issues. As for tree 7, the determination for removal falls into the 
same reasons for tree 11 as the continued maintenance and removal of ivy would likely prolong 
the tree for a brief period of time, the tree is likely to still fail and die in the near future. 
 
Also noted in the report is tree 5, as it’s not within the application of the tree permit the arborist 
does note that the tree is in poor condition and meets the removal criteria 1 of being diseased 
and structurally unsound. With that, the arborists recommendation is that this tree be included in 
the removal permit. Lastly, the report also mentions that even with the removal of these trees 
there are still plenty of on site trees that are in healthy condition in a small area. Also, there is a 
small area on site that would accommodate at least one replacement tree. 
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Recommendation: 
Staff recommends that the Board hear from the applicant, public, deliberate and conditionally 
approve the removal of the trees based on the facts and findings and analysis set forth in this 
staff report.  
 
Attachments: 
Exhibit A: Findings of Approval 
Exhibit B: Conditions of Approval 
Application Documents 
Arborist Report 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 











 



 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 



December 18, 2023 

Two oak trees on the property, known as 742 S. Main St. in Sebastopol, are hazardous to the building 

and the neighboring property.  

The insurance company will not continue to provide insurance for the building if these trees are not 

removed. 

Pictures are included below. Tree #7 is 16” diameter, and #11 is 13”. 

The arborist has already said that the trees can be cut down. The trees are clearly a hazard; therefore, 

we request that you bypass the permit process and allow us to immediately remove the trees.  

As we have a January 4 deadline, should you choose to continue the permit process, we would request 

that you expedite to accommodate that deadline. 

Sincerely, 

Shahrokh Moaveni 

707-318-0437 
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