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MOBILE TREE COMMISSION  
STAFF REPORT Date: January 17, 2017 
 
APPLICANT NAME  Joseph N Asarisi 
 
LOCATION 3151 Dauphin Street  

(Southwest corner of Dauphin Street and Pierpont Drive 
West) 

 
REQUEST    Remove one 18” Live Oak 
 
CITY COUNCIL  
DISTRICT District 1 
 
PRESENT ZONING B-2, Neighborhood Business District 
 
HEALTH OF TREE   The tree appears to be in good health 
 
CONTRIBUTING 
FACTORS     N/A 
 
ENGINEERING 
COMMENTS   None 
 
TRAFFIC ENGINEERING  
COMMENTS According to the site plan provided with the land disturbance 
permit, the light pole that "interferes" with the driveway is on the property line.  If the driveway 
were shifted to the west the owner/developer would be required to obtain permission from the 
adjacent land owner to extend improvements across the property line.  As the driveway is 
illustrated, the standard 20' radius begins at the property line.  If the driveway were to be shifted 
west approximately 8', it would not require relocating the street light, but it would require the 
consent letter from the adjacent property owner for the radius to encroach 8' across the property 
line.  The existing driveway did/does not meet commercial standards for a driveway turnout. 
 
URBAN FORESTRY 
COMMENTS Urban Forestry has recently trimmed the westbound lanes of 
Dauphin St. in this exact area and are working toward the east bound lanes now. The trees in 
question are healthy live oaks that have minimal dead wood and no signs of decay.  
 
Urban Forestry recommends denial of the permit and that another design be investigated to try and 
move the driveway to accommodate the trees. 
 
 
 



# 2  P-2017-002 

PLANNING 
COMMENTS There appear to be multiple options available to the applicant 
that would not involve removal of the tree.  One option, as noted in the Traffic Engineering 
Comments would be to obtain written consent from the adjacent property owner to allow the curb 
cut radius to extend in front of their property, with relocation of the street light if necessary.  
Another option would be for the drive from Dauphin Street to be right in only.  This would reduce 
the required width of the curb cut and should allow for the tree to be saved and the radius remain 
in front of the property in question. 
 
MAWSS N/A 
 
ANALYSIS    The applicant is in the process of redeveloping the site.  
During the land disturbing process, it was discovered that for the curb cut and driveway from 
Dauphin Street, as designed, to comply with city code one of the live oaks would be significantly 
impacted, and thus would have to be removed. 
 
As noted in the Planning and Traffic Engineering Comments above, there are other options 
available to the applicant – obtain permission from the adjacent property owner for the radius to 
extend in front of their property and relocate the street light (if necessary), or make the drive right 
in only.  The application does not indicate if either of the options has been explored, and if so why 
neither is viable. 
 
It is not the intent of staff or the Commission to obstruct or complicate development, but rather to 
ensure that all options have been explored and that there is justification as to why the options are 
not viable before allowing the removal of a healthy, established tree. 
 
RECOMMENDATION Based on the preceding, this request is recommended for 
holdover until the February 21st meeting to allow the applicant time to consider the options, 
including but not limited to the two stated in this report, and either revise the plans 
accordingly or submit documentation/justification as to why the various options are not 
viable.  Documentation to be submitted by February 6.
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