Folsom City Council Meeting

QIYY ar

FOLSOM Additional Information

Transmittal

MEETING DATE: 3/25/2025

AGENDA SECTION: Public Hearing

STAFF REPORT TITLE | Resolution No. 11341 A Resolution of the City Council of
the City of Folsom Declaring Results of the Natoma Station
Maintenance Assessment District No. 2025-1 Ballot
Proceeding, Approving the Final Engineer’s Report,
Confirming the Diagram and Assessments, and Ordering the
Levying of Assessments for the Maintenance and Servicing of
Improvements Within Said District

FROM: Parks and Recreation Department

Staff is providing the attached additional information for the above-referenced agenda item.

1. Resident written testimony dated March 25, 2025, 12:41 P.M.

Submitted,

Kelly Gonzalez, Parks and Recreation Director

Instructions to staff: Deliver original and 30 stapledidouble-sided copies to the City Clerk ';Diep;rlmenr_ City Clerk’s Department will distribute
via email and hardcopy to City Council, Citv Manager, City Attorney. and City Clerk.

Updated: Jan 2025
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Re: Written Testimony for City Council Public Hearing on the proposed Natoma’ggﬁon Maintenance
Assessment District No. 2025-1

On March 25 2025, 6:30 p.m. at 50 Natoma Street, Folsom, Ca. ,
Natoma Station Maintenance Assessment District No. 2025-1 FZ%%C’%TSVP%SI DEPT
Assessor’s Parcel Number: 072-1290-030-0000 '
Property Tax Increase

Dear City Council-

I decline to pay an extra property tax to the City of Folsom because 1. I have gotten very poor service
from the City of Folsom 2. Ihad to spend over 50 hours of my time to resolve a severe title problem
between the City of Folsom, the Oak Villa HOA and Oak Villa Corporation. My normal billing rate per
hour as a licensed C.P.A. and M.B.A. is $75 an hour so the City of Folsom owes me [l (50 hours
multiplied by $75 an hour. Please send me a check in payment immediately.

I. My Having to Resolve a Title Problem that Had Gone on Since 1997/Failure of
City to Cite HOA for Not Promptly Removing a Dangerous Tree

In early November of 2024, my general contractor discovered a 40 foot high redwood tree was severely
impinging on my back fence and was filled with termites. It had caused a portion of my back fence to
fall down, endangering my tenants, their pets and their visitors with small children because the downed
fence would allow the pets and children to run into the very busy Natoma Station Drive directly across
from the busy factory outlets and also the sick tree could fall over onto Natoma Station Drive or my
roof, severely injuring my tenants or people driving their cars on Natoma Station Drive.

So I immediately tried to find out who was responsible for maintaining the diseased tree and the other
redwood trees along the back fences of my property and two other properties. I noted from the plot
plan in Exhibit I that Parcel number 072-1290-054-0000, highlighted in orange, might own the
redwood trees and looked up the owner of this parcel on a county information website, a time
consuming process on a not so user friendly websites. Oak Villa Corporation, the company that built
the Oak Villa Development in 1995 and 1996, was indicated as the owner of the above parcel and
might own the strip of redwood trees. I then looked up Oak Villa Corporation on the Secretary of
State website and got Christopher Walt as the contact person. I paid my friend, a licensed realtor, to get
Walt’s phone number but all phone numbers were disconnected. I then asked her to locate another
contact for the property and she came up with the name, phone number and email for Ure Kretowicz,
the CEO for Qak Villa Corporation. I paid my friend $50 to perform the above tasks.

I called and emailed Ure Kretowicz and he informed me that Oak Villa Corporation had terminated in
1997 and he had submitted a title request to transfer the parcel to Oak Villa HOA. I then contacted a
Barret Shepard at the County Assessor’s office and told him parcel 072-1290-054-0000 needed to be
transferred to Oak Villa HOA. The Assessor’s office could find no such transfer request and called me
back to let me know this. I said what can be done now. Mr. Shepard told me Oak Villa Corporation
had been terminated in 1997 and it was too late to transfer it elsewhere. It was a parcel without an
owner.

After talking to the assessor’s office, reviewing Exhibit I again and looking at Google Maps of the area,
1 realized the strip of redwood trees where not on parcel 54 because it was only 15 feet wide and
contained only the City of Folsom sidewalk and a narrow strip of small trees. I also looked at the plot



plan for my property in Exhibit Ila and realized I technically owned the area behind my back fence but
per the CC & R’s, the HOA was responsible for its maintenance. This is very similar to the agreement
for the front yard which specifies the HOA maintains the trees, bushes and grass but I technically own
the land. See the section highlighted in orange that the HOA is responsible for on Exhibit Ila. Much
later, at the end of January 2025, the county assessor’s office provided me with Exhibit A to my deed in
Exhibits ITb and Ilc. My property is divided into two parcels, 1 and 2. On page IIc, highlighted in
orange, the deed clearly references the C,C and R’s and grants the HOA access to this section of my
property. The attached section of the C,C and R’s clearly indicate in Exhibit III that the HOA is
responsible for maintaining this section which contains the redwood trees.

So after realizing the HOA was responsible for maintaining the redwood trees, I informed Vierra
Moore, the company doing maintenance for the HOA, that they immediately needed to remove the
diseased tree leaning on my fence and filled with termites per my contractor. (Note: Termites do not
invade living sections of trees, only the dead portions.) See pictures of the diseased tree in Exhibits IV.

After realizing the HOA was definitely responsible for the strip of redwood trees including the diseased
tree leaning on my fence, I told them in mid-November 2024 that they needed to immediately remove
their tree. There response to this very urgent situation was, well the Board will review the situation on
January 17, 2025, more than two months in the future. (it was apparently o.k. with the HOA Board if
the tree fell over during a storm and killed someone.)

Realizing the HOA was behaving very negligently, I contacted a tree removal company on my own and
gave a copy of the bid to the HOA. The contractor scheduled the removal of the tree on December 3,
2024. The HOA absolutely refused to approve removal of the tree! I then contacted several City of
Folsom officials who absolutely refused to cite the HOA for not removing the hazardous tree.

Shortly thereafter around the end of the first week of December, the County Assessor’s office contacted
me and stated the original deed to the parcel 072-1290-054-0000 called for transfer of the parcel from
Oak Villa Corporation to the City of Folsom once the Oak Villa development was completed which is
around the end of 1997. I immediately informed City of Folsom officials that they actually owned
parcel 54 containing the city sidewalk and a strip of small city owned trees. Even though the diseased
tree was now on a property adjacent to a city owned parcel and thus the city might be liable for not
addressing the issue, the City of Folsom still refused to do anything about the situation and cite the
HOA.

On December 14, 2024, I actually visited this strip of land containing the redwood trees in back of my
fence. I noted the diseased tree looked awful. See Exhibit IV. It was also overlapping another healthy
tree by more than 50% per Exhibit V and piles of leaves up to 1.5 feet high from the city of Folsom
owned trees were all over the place including on my parcel 2 containing the redwood trees per Exhibit
V1. I promptly sent a letter to the City of Folsom fire Chief who just made light of the above situations
and did nothing. He also falsely claimed the overlapping of the trees was not a fire hazard even though
both the City of San Jose and Cal Fire have told me otherwise. He basically also ignored the situations
regarding the diseased tree could fall and the extreme build up of leaves from the City owned trees.

I was finally totally fed up with both the lack of action from the city of Folsom and the HOA and
contacted two local newspapers with a story about what was going on. I also had a licensed tree aborist
come out and view the diseased tree. They recommended immediate removal per Exhibit VII. One of
the newspapers forwarded my story to the City of Folsom and a Sarah Aquino responded to the story. 1
forwarded to her a copy of the arborist’s bid and opinion that the diseased tree needed to be



immediately removed and also attached his video of the tree. Sarah then falsely claimed the arborist
was not licensed. I then sent her a screen shot from the State Contractors’ Licensing Board showing
they were licensed. (I believe she was looking at the information on an unlicensed contractor with a
similar name.) Sarah still refused to cite the HOA for not removing the diseased tree.

So my next move was to post about the hazardous tree on Folsom Chat, a Facebook group. Only after
the many responses on Facebook did Sarah call me back and request that the City of Folsom aborist
look at the tree. The aborist looked at the tree on January 16, 2025 and removed it that day or the next
morning. 1 know this for sure because I had scheduled a second aborist to look at the tree on January
17, 2025. They arrived around 12:30 p.m. and said the tree had already been removed and also sent a
picture of the stump. Apparently, around this time frame, the City of Folsom also finally removed all
the dead leaves from the City of Folsom trees, up to 1.5 feet high, that were on my parcel number two
in back of my fence.

I then informed Sarah and the City of Folsom finance department that the City needed to bill the HOA
for removal of the tree because it was their responsibility to care for the strip of redwood trees, not the
City of Folsom. To my knowledge, THE CITY NEVER BILLED THE HOA FOR REMOVAL OF
THE TREE OR CITE THE HOA FOR CREATING A PUBLIC HAZARD. 1 also informed Vierra
Moore, the company who does the maintenance for the HOA, that they needed to pay for removal of
the tree. VIERRA MOORE BLATANTLY LIED AND FALSELY CLAIMED THE CITY OF
FOLSOM WAS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE TREE AND THE OTHER REDWOOD TREES, NOT

THE HOA.

The end of February, 2025, my contractor noted another tree had been removed behind my back fence
from land I owned but the HOA is responsible for its maintenance. The tree was near the corner of Oak
Villa Drive and Natoma Station Drive and directly behind a strip of land owned by Oak Villa HOA,
parcel number 072-1290-055-0000. See Exhibit VIII which highlights in blue the strip owned by the
HOA and the red X indicates where the tree was. If the City of Folsom removed the tree, they need to
bill the HOA for its removal, too. In any event, whoever removed the tree, the City of Folsom or the
HOA, they did not get my permission to remove the tree. It was a healthy tree that had impinged on
my back fence, toppling it but my contractor had repaired the fence, moving it 6 to 9 inches forward so
the tree had more room to grow. In redoing the whole fence, my contractor was going to create a
rectangle around the tree so it had even more room ot grow.

But the situation gets worse. In March 2025, I found out Vierra Moore, who does maintenance for the
HOA, had two Department of Real Estate licenses and one license with the State Contractor’s
Licensing Board but all 3 licenses expired in 2017! SO WHY IS THE CITY OF FOLSOM
ALLOWING VIERRA MOORE TO OPERATE WITHOUT ANY STATE LICENSES? DO
THEY EVEN HAVE A BUSINESS LICENSE WITH THE CITY OF FOLSOM? I have reported
Vierra Moore to the State Contractor’s Licensing Board for operating without a license. This is a
criminal offense and has a maximum penalty of a $5,000 fine and 90 days in jail.

BOTTOM LINE. IF YOU WANT MORE MONEY TO MAINTAIN CITY OF FOLSOM
LANDSCAPING, I DEMAND YOU CHARGE THE HOA FOR REMOVAL OF THE
DISEASED TREE AND PERHAPS THE SECOND HEALTHY TREE. YOU CAN ALSO GET
REVENUE BY CITING THE HOA FOR CODE VIOLATIONS AND CHARGING THEM FOR
A BUSINESS LICENSE. THE CITY CAN NOT LEGALLY SHOVE THESE COSTS ONTO

ME, AN ELDERLY, DISABLED WIDOW.



IL. City of Folsom Refusing to Cite the Owner of 206 Pacific Oak Court, §JJJJJii
for Serious Code Violations

In December 2023, my tenants noted there was water all over the left side of my backyard (the left side
as you are facing the house.) They also noted -had allowed his ivy plants to root on his side of
the shared fence and had let them grow on my side of the fence, too. See Exhibit IX for plants rooted
on his side of the fence not properly removed and all the ivy he allowed to grow on my side of the
shared fence in Exhibit 10.

I called a contractor about the problem and he said a large tree root ball on [l side of the fence
had grown very large and its roots had invaded my drainage system, totally clogging it and
permanently damaging it. The water was also endangering my foundation. See Exhibits XI and XII
showing Illllinvasive roots into my drainage system. The contractor took these pictures when I was
forced to replace my drainage system. Flooded patio picture was taken as a video so not easy to
display in written form.

- had also let his tree grow onto my roof. The contractor was able to temporarily clear out some
of the tree roots from my backyard drainage system but actually broke a blade on a rotter rented from
Home Depot trying to get all the roots out.

I called JEaround mid December 2023 and told him about the situation. He confessed he had
turned off the water to the ivy plants and the tree when he had converted the backyard to rock over two
years previously. My contractor also talked to him and his property manager that he, - needed to
immediately remove his tree, grind out its stump and root ball, remove all the ivy from both sides of the
fence, remove all the roots from my drainage system and replace both his and my portion of the shared
drainage system which his tree and ivy roots had badly damaged. did not remove the tree for
another 3 weeks and did not remove its stump or its roots. He did not replace his portion of the shared
drainage system until the third week of January 2024 and refused to replace my portion which his plant
roots had badly damaged. I finally was forced to replace my portion of the shared drainage system
because ‘refused to do it.

In the meantime, my patio with its drainage system blocked by -tree and ivy roots continued to
flood every time it rained and left standing water. The ivy plants impinging on both sides of the fence
grew even larger then in Exhibits IX and X and created a fire hazard in the summer drought. The
weight of the ivy eventually caused half the fence to fall down after a storm.

I informed both the City of Folsom fire department and the general code department that -
actions were violating code. The ivy plants and the tree growing over my roof were creating a fire
hazard but to my knowledge, the fire department did nothing. causing standing water to build
up on my patio is also a violation of code because the water can attract rats, mosquitoes, termites and
raccoons who can damage roofs and other wooden structures and breed disease but the general code
department did nothing about the situation.

AGAIN WHY SHOULD I PAY EXTRA PROPERTY TAXES WHEN THE CITY OF FOLSOM
IS NOT ENFORCING CODE.

III. THE CITY OF FOLSOM REFUSING TO CITE THE HOA FOR CODE VIOLATIONS
IMPACTING THE FRONT OF MY HOUSE AND RIGHT SIDE DRAINAGE SYSTEM



In May 2024, my tenants noted the right side of my back yard (the right side as one is facing the house)
was flooding after each rain. My contractor said this was occurring because a tree in my front yard
was growing right up against my side yard fence, over my roof and the neighbor’s roof and its roots
had grown into the right side drain. I told the HOA they immediately needed to remove the tree and its
roots because water could be seeping under my foundation. They basically sat on responding for over
a month. So I got a tree removal company to bid on removing the tree and sent the bid to the HOA.
They finally said to go ahead and let the tree removal company remove the tree. They then sat on
approving the invoice and paying me for a month. Exhibits XIlIa thru XIIIc that the tree removal
company prepared detail the risk of severe damage from the invasive tree, pictures of the tree on my
roof, against my wall and on my neighbor’s roof and the tree roots that had invaded my drain, blocking

it and allowing water to flood my patio.

Again, I reported to the City of Folsom Fire Department that the tree was causing a free hazard but to
my knowledge, they did nothing. I also reported to the general code department that the right side of
my patio was routinely flooding after each rain because the tree roots blocked the drain. Standing
water building up on my patio is also a violation of code because the water can attract rats, mosquitoes,
termites and raccoons who can damage roofs and other wooden structures and breed disease but the
general code department did nothing about the situation. The water can also seep under my foundation
and damage it.

AGAIN WHY SHOULD I PAY EXTRA PROPERTY TAXES WHEN THE CITY OF FOLSOM
IS NOT ENFORCING CODE.

I DECLINE TO PAY ANY MORE PROPERTY TAXES FOR THIS POOR SERVICE AND
BEING FORCED TO FIX TITLE PROBLEMS.

Sincerely,

Shannon Marquardt C.P.A./M.B.A.

Retired Internal Audit Manager and Corperate Controller
Licensed in Folsom to Do Business

Member City of Folsom Chamber of Commerce

Alumni of Deloitte Touche one of four largest U.S. C.P.A. firms



The City has historically funded landscaping, lighting and public art improvements in your community through
assessments levied on parcels in the Natoma Station Landscape and Lighting Assessment District {the “Existing
LMD”). Due to the existing maximum assessment rate for the Existing LMD, the assessments do not generate
enough revenue to support the existing level of services being provided. The proposed new District will be
known as the Natoma Station Maintenance Assessment District No. 2025-1 (“District”). If the District is
approved, it will replace the Existing LMD and annual assessments will be collected via property tax bills
beginning FY 2025-2026.

PUBLIC HEARING

_NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the City Council will hold A Public Hearing on the proposed:iatoma Station
MamﬁenaneeAsessm&ﬁ District'No. 2025~1 at the City Council Meeting located at 50 Natoma Street, Folsom,

. Califomia on:
“March 25, 2025, at' 6:30/p.m:, or as'soon thereafter as possible

You are invited to provide oral or written testimony at the Public Hearing.

ASSESSMENT BALLOT PROCEEDING

This ballot proceeding is in accordance with Proposition 218 (Articles Xill C and Xl D of the California
Constitution) to form a new assessment district pursuant to the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 (Part 2 of
Division 15 of the California Streets and Highways Code). Our records indicate that you are the record owner of
the parcel identified above on this notice. An assessment ballot is enclosed on which you may indicate your
support for, or opposition to, the proposed assessment. Instructions for completing the ballot are enclosed.

Majority Protest: If the ballots submitted, and not withdrawn, in opposition to the assessment exceed the
ballots submitted, and not withdrawn, in favor of the assessment, the assessment will not be imposed. In making
this determination, ballots will be weighted by the proportional financial obligation (i.e. amount of the
assessment) for the property for which the ballot is submitted.

ASSESSMENT INFORMATION

Boundaries of the Proposed District: The boundary of the District is completely within the City of Folsom and
the assessment diagram is on file with the City Engineer. The boundary of the District is generally described as
follows: bound by Folsom Boulevard to the west from Blue Ravine Road to the El Dorado Freeway to the south,
connecting to Iron Point Road, and west of Prairie City Road.

Proposed Improvements: The proposed improvements to be financed by the District (“Improvements”) are
located within the District and may be briefly described as:

(1) the maintenance, operation, and servicing of street trees and other landscaping throughout the
boundary of the District including but not limited to: groundcover, turf, trees, weed and pest

Notice of Public Hearing and Assessment information Page 1 of 3 Ballot #1138
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LARCEL1

That certain real property located in the City of Folsom, County of
Sacramento, State of California, described as Lot No. 45 of Osk Villas as shown on
the map thereof recorded on August 31, 1994, in Book 234 of Maps, Map No. 10,
Official Records of Saramento County;

EXCEPTING THEREFROM all og.elgns.andoﬂiefhydlmxbonmbshnm
inert gases, minerals and metals, lying below a depth of 500 feet from the surface of
said land and real property, whether now known to exist or hercafter discovered,
including, but not imited to the rights to explore for, develop and remove such oil,
¢as and other hydrocarbon substances, inest gzm, minerals, and metals, without,
however, any right to the surface of such land and real property or any other portion
thereof ubove a depth of 500 feet whatsoeaver, all such rights to ba reasonably
exercised as reserved in the Deed from Natoma Station 483 Investors, a Califomia
General Partnership, recorded May 20, 1991, in Book 910520, Page 1024, Official
Records;

SUBJECT TO AND ALSQO RESFRVING THEREFROM: an easement
appurtenant to adjoining Lot 46 for private yard purposes over and- acrass that
portion of Lot 45 which is approximately thirty-seven to thirty-eight feet (37" - 38")
by four feet (4') along the northerly side of Lot 45, as shown on the plat attached
hereto. So long as existing fences and replacements thereof remain in existence,
such fences shall detemine the exact location of the ensement reserved herein in
favor of Lot 46;

EXCEPTING ALSO AND RESERVING THEREFROM, exclusive and
nonexclusive easemenis for ise, enjoyment, access, ingress, egress, encroachment,
maintenance, repair, drinage, support, and for other purposes, all as described in
the Declaration referred to below.

CARCEL2

. TOGETHER WITH an easement appurtenant to said Lot 45 for private yard
purpases over and across that portion of adjoining Lot 44 which is approximately
seventeen feet (177) by five feet (5) along the westerly side of Lot 45 (excluding the
part within the Homeowners' Association Easement), a5 shown on the plat attached
hereto. So long as existing fences and any replacement thereof remain in place, such
fences shall determine the exact location of the easement granted herein in favor of

Lot 45.
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ingress, egress, encroachment, maiatenance, repair, drainage, suppart and for other
purposes, alt as g::crﬂaed in &q,mﬁm.(’bﬂ%ﬁ and .

Book 941215, beginning at pagesé, Am%dm to said Declaration recorded in
Book » page 25 and Declaration of Annexation recorded in Book 951006,
page 1673, Records of Sacramento County, California.

SUBJECT TO
1. General and Special Real Property Tares for the current fiscal year;
z Covenants, conditions, restrictions and easements, reservations, rights

and rights-of-way of record.
GRANTEE ACCEFTS AND APPROVES THE FOREGOING granting to

GRANTOR and tie OAK VILLAS ASSOCIATION, as applicable, such powers and
rights (hat are set forth in the Decleration above.



E“.\ﬁ ne Jo,‘v‘/’ﬂ:‘ic Afe)s — /:fOf? Respons; ble
. <for Redwooof Tre&=
ARTICLES. DUTIES AND OBLIGATIONS.

Association Maintenance U ation: mAssodationshallbe
responsible for maintaining the fo g in good condition and repair:

“A. wm.mmmmnmmmm
provideforlhemammanceohnCommArea,indudin&btnthted
10, the Private Streets and designated parking areas.

B. mmmmmmmmwdmmmm
bmhhhaﬁmphaumaﬂdwhﬂmphswmmemmn
Amandlhe!rthardAnhsdindividuallnsnptomdadudlngﬂ\e
exterior walls of the Residences, the fences and Private Yard Areas. The
wﬂhgmmmgmnywamanmmmm
hndmphghpmbshandsobeopmwdmdmdnmnedbyﬁw
Association, with water separately metered and pnkwgh Assodiation

ot A AP T
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[ ea. The Association shall provide

landscaping and gardening service to maintain, trim and replace as necessary

the ground cover, plants and any other landscape features within the Slope

Maintenance Area that runs along the Lots at the southeasterly side of the ,

Project, as depicted in EXMDI"E®

& maintenance or repair work referred to above is

necessitated by the willful or negligent acts of the Owner, his family, guests or

. lxwim,tl\ecostsofsudlspedilmlorlﬁonorrcpahtshanbedurgeablewme
Owner and shall be enforceable by an acﬁonfordaqngsorbyanyothalega! means
except the lien provisions of Article 9. ’

502 Qwners' Maintenance Obligations. Except for the landscaping service
for Front Yard Areas to be performed by the Association as specified above, each
Omulhaﬂberapmslblefamhummcemdupdrdhishdividmlkeddm.
induding specifically: i

A, Glass. All windows and sliding glass doors and runners shall
bedunld,outsldenswdhsinside,andupakeduﬂrqlmdbyﬂ\e
individual Owrers.

B. Appliances and Equipment. Each Owner shall be responsible
for maintaining, repairing and replacing all appliances within his Residence,
including air conditioning and heating equipment, water heaters, plumbing
and lighting fixtures, or other mechanical equipment servicing his particular
Residence,

CCR 4/ Osk Villss- NatomsStat ion s-1 . 28911/006
030c194 SKE
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Intemational trecee 2= X N1 b/ + ﬂ/ Bid +o rewovd
lincoln A?ﬁ & 5/5@;0{ T‘WGQA

95648
hinnenking2008@gmail.com

TTOO

Shannon marquardt dt
shanmarq@yahoo.com

ESTIMATE
EST0233

DESCRIPLICHN

DDBATE
Jan 14, 2025

TTOBETAL
USD $1,700.00

Removal of two redwood trees located on the back of the
fence signs of termites with the weak base very brittle base
brakes apart by touch and has the potential to fall and I have
the direction of the house or Main Street behind the house

10% senior discount

TTOAKTAL

$1,700.00 1 $1,700.00

USD $1,700.00
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Ivy seeking water after - turned off water to his backyard over two
years ago which -allowed to Grow on the Shared Fence-View of Shared

Fence on 202 Pacific Qak Court in Folsom, Ca.
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Front side yard drain on 202 Pacific Oak Court side before the fence

showing-invasive roots-Pictures One and Two
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Estimate

S Fhibiy ;th_q,.~ Froble ws
C avsed b\/ HO A4 Jroe

R&B QUALITY TREE CARE, INC, P.O. Box 846 Roseville, Ca 95678,
Roseville CA 95678, United States

fOR

Shannon Marquardtt Estimate No.:: 1852
202 Pacific Oak Court Issue date: 7/5/2024
Folsom CA 95630 Valid until 7112/2024
United States

Esumate No sz date | Valid unul Toxlal due (LUSD;

1852 71512024 | 7i12/2024 $2.100.00
LIC. #1025287
Description Quantity Unit price ($) Amount ($)
TREE REMOVAL 1 2,100.00 2,100.00

During a recent inspection of the property located at 202 Pacific Oak Court, | observed several
issues related to the tree in the front yard. The following points summarize my findings:

1. Overgrowth of Tree Branches (Planted in a reduced area)

» The branches of the tree in the front yard have grown extensively, overhanging both the client's
roof and walls. This overgrowth poses a risk to the structural integrity of the property and could
lead to potentiat damage if not addressed promptly.

- Additionally, the branches are also overhanging the neighbor’s roof, which could result in similar
risks and complications for their property.

2. Invasion of Tree Roots:

« Upon inspection of the drainage system, it was evident that the roots of the tree have heavily

invaded the drain. This has likely contributed to blockages and could lead to further issues if the
roots are not removed and managed appropriately.

| recommend immediate action to remove and to address the invasive roots in the drainage
system. Our team is prepared to handle these tasks efficiently and professionally.

Thank you for entrusting us with the care of your property. We appreciate your business and look
forward to resolving these issues promptly.

Sincerely,

Joan Sanz
R&B Quality Tree Care

Total (USD): $2,100.00

Please see attachments below
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Roseville CA 95678
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