
 

 

 

PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 

MEETING March 5, 2019 

9:00A.M. 
 

Brighton Town Hall  
 

DOWNSTAIRS MEETING ROOM  

DRAFT AGENDA 

 
 
 
MEETING CALLED TO ORDER: 

 
APPROVE MINUTES: 

PUBLIC REVIEW OPEN FORUM:   
 
PETITIONS:  
 
COMMUNICATIONS:  

 BIDS:  

  MATTER RE: Landfill Grinding Contract 

  MATTER RE: GIGP Maintenance Contract 

  MATTER RE: Lawn Mowing Contract 
 
OLD BUSINESS: 

 
MATTER RE:  East River Road Structures  
 
MATTER RE:  East Ave. Sidewalks 
 
MATTER RE:  Renovation, Repair and Painting, (RRP) Certification 
 
 

NEW BUSINESS: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 

TREES: 
 
 

 

 

 

 

UPDATES: 

MATTER RE: Geographic Information Systems Analysist 
 

MEETING ADJOURNED: 
 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING: April 2, 2019 at 9:00 A.M 

Address Description Recommendation

882 S. Grosveor on Landon 34" Norway Maple Remove and Replace

99 Dale Road 36" Silver Maple Remove and Replace

33 Drury Lane 52" Ash, (no tag) Remove and Replace

199 Thackery Road 36" Sugar Maple Remove and Replace

Town R.O.W. at 149 Edgemoor Road (1) 24" Norway Maple Remove  

Town R.O.W. at 149 Edgemoor Road (9) 24" Norway Maple Remove  

Town R.O.W. at 149 Edgemoor Road (10) 24" Norway Maple Remove  

Town R.O.W. at 149 Edgemoor Road (11) 24" Norway Maple Remove  

45 Knolltop Dr. 44" Silver Maple, (#1) Remove and Replace

45 Knolltop Dr. 43" Silver Maple, (#2) Remove and Replace

45 Knolltop Dr. 42" Silver Maple, (#3) Remove and Replace







Public Works Department

Mike Guyon, P.E. 
Commissioner of Public Works 

2300 Elmwood Avenue  Rochester, New York 14618  www.townofbrighton.org 
Tim.Keef@townofbrighton.org   585-784-5223 

January 30, 2019 

The Honorable Tree Council 
Town of Brighton 
2300 Elmwood Ave. 
Rochester, New York 

Re: Trees Evaluations and Recommendations 

Honorable Members: 

I request your review and comment regarding the proposed recommendations of the following tree(s): 

All of these trees exhibit compromised health, structural deficiencies and/or safety issues as noted in the 
attached reports.  Each location is a cause for concern of the general public which supports the 
recommendation to trim, remove and replant these trees as noted. 

In addition, the tree council previously reviewed the removal of a significant tree at 47 Laconia Park and 
agreed with the Town assessment. A property owner adjacent to this tree strongly disagreed with its 
removal.  Chapter 175 paragraph 175-8 indicates that if a notified property owner disagrees with the 
removal of the tree, that property owner may request that the Commissioner reconsider the proposed 
removal of the tree and refer the proposed tree removal to the Tree Council for its review and 
recommendation. Therefore, I instructed Bartlett Tree Experts to perform a visual inspection of the tree. I 
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am forwarding a copy of the Tree Risk Assessment for the tree at 47 Laconia Park for your review and 
recommendation. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter and I look forward to your review of these trees. 

Respectfully, 

Michael E. Guyon 
Commissioner of Public Works 

Attachments 

Cc: Tim Anderson 











































' BARTLETT 
TREE EXPERTS 

-
SC/fNTlf/C TRfE CARE SINCE 1907 .Tree Risk Assessment Report 

The pathway and the Residence to the East & West would be the highest risk target if the tree would fail 

at 149 Edgemoor Road .Likelihood of impact would be somewhat likely, consequence of impact would 

be High. 





























Tree Risk Assessment Report

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Client: Department of Public Works, Town of Brighton, New York 

Inspection Date: January 11, 2019 

Inspector: S. MacKenzie  

Time Frame: Immediate 

________________________________________________________ 

Tree: #1 -2019 

Species: Norway Maple  DBH: 36”   Est. Ht. Approx. 50’ +/- 

Tree Location: Street Edge, In Front yard 

Assignment:  Tim Anderson, Deputy Highway Superintendent, Town of Brighton Highway 

Department.  Requested evaluation and visual assessment of the following tree: 

47 Laconia Parkway 

It is likely if there is crown reduction in both height and width, we can reduce the load on both branches 

and root system. This action will help reduce the possibility of both branch and root failure.  

The tree is in the tree lawn area in front of 47 Laconia Parkway. It is in the Parkway next to the road, sits 

46.5 feet from the house that the likelihood of stem/ branch failure is possible, the impact upon the 

residence would be high. Impact on driveway would be moderate. The likelihood of impact on the road 

would be low. The likelihood of impact on the utilities along the street would be low. The overall risk 

rating for the tree with crown reduction, both height and width, (existing) cabling needs inspecting, the 

remaining crown is low. 

The concern of this report is limited to the likelihood of failure due to the size and stem structure of the 

tree and, the likelihood that part of this tree could strike a particular target and the consequence of that 

impact. 



  Tree Risk Assessment Report 

 

 

Summary and Recommendations:  

 

 

Tree Risk Rating: Moderate,  

 

Mitigation Recommendations:  

 

1. If a moderate risk is not acceptable, remove this Norway maple and replant with another tree. The risk 

of failure cannot be reduced to zero unless the tree is removed and the stump ground.  

 

2. If a moderate risk is acceptable and the tree is not removed, installation of cables, or re-cabling, 

should be performed as practical.  

 

3. Pruning to remove dead branches would reduce their likelihood of failure to low.  

 

4. Crown Reduction pruning both height and width, to reduce some of the longest limbs, this can reduce 

loads, and the likelihood of branch and root failure. As with cabling, reduction pruning would alter the 

risk rating to low.  

 

5.  Recommend periodic inspections and assessments on the tree and new cabling system; 2 per year. 

Feeding the tree with boost and fortiphite application. 

 

Residual Risk:   None if the tree is removed; low for branch failure if tree is pruned; low for whole tree 

even if pruning and cabling is performed. 

 

Re-inspection Interval: Visual assessments are recommended every 6 mos. and after major storms if tree 

is not removed. Cables should be inspected approximately annually.  

 

Submitted by:  

 

Stuart MacKenzie, Arborist Rep 678 

Bartlett Tree Experts 

554 Bills Road 

Macedon, New York 14502 

smackenzie@bartlett.com 

 

585-385-4060 office 

585-662-3877 cell. 
 
 
 

mailto:smackenzie@bartlett.com
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Appendix:  

 

Limitations of Tree Risk Assessments  
It is important for the tree owner or manager to know and understand that all trees pose some degree of 

risk from failure or other conditions. The information and recommendations within this report have been 

derived from the level of tree risk assessment identified in this report, using the information and 

practices outlined in the International Society of Arboriculture’s Best Management Practices for Tree 

Risk Assessment, as well as the information available at the time of the inspection. However, the overall 

risk rating, the mitigation recommendations, or any other conclusions do not preclude the possibility of 

failure from undetected conditions, weather events, or other acts of man or nature. Trees can 

unpredictably fail even if no defects or other conditions are present. It is the responsibility of the tree 

owner or manager to schedule repeat or advanced assessments, determine actions, and implement follow 

up recommendations, monitoring and/or mitigation. Bartlett Tree Experts can make no warranty or 

guarantee whatsoever regarding the safety of any tree, trees, or parts of trees, regardless of the level of 

tree risk assessment provided, the risk rating, or the residual risk rating after mitigation. This 

information is solely for the use of the tree owner and manager to assist in the decision making process 

regarding the management of their tree or trees. Tree risk assessments are simply tools which should be 

used in conjunction with the owner or tree manager’s knowledge, other information and observations 

related to the specific tree or trees discussed, and sound decision making.  

 

Glossary  
Tree risk assessment has a unique set of terms with specific meanings. Definitions of all specific 

terms may be found in the International Society of Arboriculture’s Best Management Practice 

for Tree Risk Assessment. Definitions of some of these terms used in this report are as follows: 

  

The likelihood of failure may be categorized as imminent meaning that failure has started or 

could occur at any time; probable meaning that failure may be expected under normal weather 

conditions within the next 3 years; possible meaning that failure could occur, but is unlikely 

under normal weather conditions during that time frame; and improbable meaning that failure is 

not likely under normal weather conditions, and may not occur in severe weather conditions 

during that time frame. 

  

The likelihood of the failed tree part impacting a target may be categorized as high meaning that 

a failed tree or tree part will most likely impact a target; medium meaning that a failed tree or 

tree part may or may not impact a target with equal likelihood; low meaning that the failed tree 

or tree part is not likely to impact a target; and very low meaning that the chance of a failed tree 

or tree part impacting the target is remote.  

 

 

 

 



  Tree Risk Assessment Report 

The Likelihood of Failure and Impact is defined by Table 1, the Likelihood Matrix: 

 

The consequences of a known target being struck may be categorized as severe meaning that impact 

could involve serious personal injury or death, damage to high value property, or disruption to important 

activities; significant meaning that the impact may involve personal injury, property damage of 

moderate to high value, or considerable disruption; minor meaning that impact could cause low to 

moderate property damage, small disruptions to traffic or a communication utility, or minor injury; and 

negligible meaning that impact may involve low value property damage, disruption that can be replaced 

or repaired, and do not involve personal injury.  

 

Targets are people, property, or activities that could be injured, damaged or disrupted by a tree failure  

 

Levels of assessment 1) Limited visual assessments are conducted to identify obvious defects. 2) Basic 

assessments are visual inspections done by walking around the tree looking at the site, buttress roots, 

trunk and branches. It may include the use of simple tools to gain information about the tree or defects. 

3) Advanced assessments are performed to provide detailed information about specific tree parts, 

defects, targets of site conditions. Drilling to detect decay is an advanced assessment technique.  

 

Tree Risk Ratings are terms used to communicate the level of risk rating. They are defined in Table 2, 

the Risk Matrix, as a combination of Likelihood and Consequences: 

 

Overall tree risk rating is the highest individual risk identified for the tree. The residual risk is the level 

of risk the tree should pose after the recommended mitigation. Mitigation priority 1 is defined as 

mitigation activities that should be scheduled prior to the next growing season. Mitigation Priority 2 can 

be scheduled on the next routine maintenance cycle. 
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Root crown is exposed, and visual inspection seems to be there are girdling roots that should be 

managed. Recommend Boost and fortiphite application, mulch at root zone. The crown should be 

reduced, both height and width. This will help avoid root and branch failure. Recommend cabling and 

bracing where needed. 
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2 Cables are in the crown stems. Recommend they get inspected and possibly replaced. The deadwood 

removed and reduce the crown. Monitor the tree every 6 months. Re-Evaluate this spring 2019. 

Boost and fortiphite applications for health of the tree. 




