Urban Forestryv Council |
Landmark Tree Evaluation Form and Criteria

Pursuant to Ordinance 0017-06 and Public Works Code Section 810, the UFC has developed these criteria for
evaluating potential landmark trees in San Francisco. When evaluating or considering potential landmark trees.
please consider the context of the tree within its site location. For example, a tree on PUC land may not have the
same community importance that a street or park tree would. Use comment sections, as appropriate, to explain
or support evaluation. Attach sheets if more space is needed.
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Rarity _ Yes _ Partially XNO '

Rarity: Rare - Uncommon e Common Other
Unusual species in San Francisco or other geographic regions.
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Size: - Large ™ Medium - Small
Notable size compared to other trees of the same species in San Francisco.
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Distinguished form: Yes YA No

Tree is an example of good form for its species, has a majestic quality or otherwisg unique structure.
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