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Trees Conflicting with Electrical Lines

Purpose: Tacoma is a highly urbanized environment, with a long history entrenched with
development and industry. Though the latter has played as a major contributor to Tacoma’s
success and attraction as a major hub city the natural environment such as local tree
coverage has been destroyed and covered with impervious surface. It is in this fact that |
aimed to develop a strategy for tree removal and replacement that would decrease
financial and public liability, while identifying pockets for potential future tree planting.

By eliminating space considered bad planting areas for trees with in the urban environment
using current policy, regulation and geographic constraints | will, with hopeful endeavor,
be able to display those under utilized pockets where new tree planting might occur.
Furthermore, by creating new space as well as identifying usable space for future tree
planting it will give new hope for a demographically under served geographic location.
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Trees Conflicting with Water

Methods: Collect tree data in Hill Top Neighborhood withTrimble GPS unit * Export data
through Pathfinder Office and convert to Shp. files for ArcGIS use * Aquire Public

\ Utilities data, identify relevant attributes, and convert CAD files to Shp. files * Create

| buffer around each utility dependant upon its given setback regulation * intersect any
trees within buffer to identify “good” and “bad” trees *

Calculate aggregate total of bad trees (1's) based on a ranking system * Symbolize
attributes and maps accordingly.
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