
 

 

Jacksonville Tree Commission 

Thursday, March 14, 2019  12:00 PM 
117 West Duval Street, Third Floor, Conference Room C  

 

Commissioners: John Crescimbeni, Chair Advisors: Susan Grandin 
 Curtis Hart, Vice Chair  Richard Leon 
 Chris Flagg  Kathleen McGovern 
 Aaron Glick  Joel Provenza 
 John Pappas 

 Rhodes Robinson Staff: Cindy Chism 
 Mike Robinson 

AGENDA 
Order of Agenda is Subject to Change 

 

A. Call to Order and Verification of Quorum 

1. Roll Call 

2. Submittal of Speaker’s Cards 

3. Approval of minutes from February 14, 2019 meeting 

4. Fund balance and encumbrance report for 15(F), 15(N) and BJP – Joel Provenza 

5. Status of Pending Tree Projects – Kathleen McGovern 

6. Level 1 and Level 2 Projects – Kathleen McGovern 

7. Status of Countywide Tree Planting Contract – Dave McDaniel 

B. New Business 

1. Committee on Unauthorized Tree Pruning/Removal – M. Robinson 

C. Public Comment 

D. Adjournment – the next meeting is scheduled for April 11, 2019.  
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Jacksonville Tree Commission 
Meeting Minutes March 14, 2019 

Approved April 11, 2019 

 

Commissioners John Crescimbeni, Chair Staff: Cindy Chism 
Present: Curtis Hart, Vice Chair 
 Rhodes Robinson Public: Kevin Kuzel, ECA District 4 
 John Pappas  John November, Public Trust 
 Aaron Glick  Joe Anderson, JEA 
 Mike Robinson  Fred Pope, Public Works 
   Leslie Pierpont, Late Bloomers 

Advisors: Susan Grandin, OGC  Dave McDaniel, Public Works 
 Kathleen McGovern, City Arborist  Jacob Caldwell 
 Joel Provenza, Accounting  Anastasia Caldwell 
 Richard Leon, Urban Forest Manager 
 
 

A. Meeting was called to Order by Chair at 12:02 PM. 

1. All present introduced themselves for the record. 

2. Submittal of Speaker’s Cards. 

3. Motion made by Mr. Hart, seconded by Mr. R. Rhodes, for approval of minutes from February 14, 

2019 meeting.  None opposed. 

4. Fund balance and encumbrance report for 15(F), 15(N) and BJP (Attachment A) – Joel Provenza. 

5. Status of Pending Tree Projects including Levels 1 and 2 (Attachment B) – Kathleen McGovern.   

a. The Level 2 list has not changed since the last meeting.  The new Level 1 list is a printout of all 

CARE issues requesting a tree be planted in City right of way.  CM Crescimbeni pointed out that 

some of the issues are from 2017.  Mr. Leon said some of the older requests have been added to 

existing projects such as the Springfield planting project and/or the Riverside Avondale 

Preservation Releaf project.  Ms. McGovern said the requests will be inspected before the next 

meeting and the list will be updated.   

b. CM Crescimbeni asked about the issue from 2017 that requests replacement of trees in a 

median.  Mr. Leon answered that some of these requests were entered before there was a 

process in place for routing them. CM Crescimbeni said that they need to be sure the legislation 

supports replacing trees in medians.  Ms. Grandin said that she believes there was a discussion 

about allowing planting as far away as across the street. She will verify what is listed in the 

legislation.  Mr. McDaniel pointed out that the Remove and Replace legislation would work in 

this instance.  The Tree Commission has given the tools to the Mowing and Landscape Division 

to accomplish the tasks we have.  CM Crescimbeni asked Ms. Grandin to work with Public 

Works to ensure the boundaries are being observed of what’s authorized by the ordinance.  If 

other mechanisms are required, there will be a need to revise the legislation or create 

something else.   
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6. Status of Countywide Tree Planting Contract – Dave McDaniel 

a. Mr. McDaniel said they received two bid tabs: one from Fernandina Mulch & Stone, LLC (doing 

business as Liberty Landscape Supply), and one from Davey Tree Expert Company.  Each bid had 

three parts and Liberty Landscape Supply was low on all three.  A discussion is scheduled with 

Mr. Pappas, Ms. McGovern and Mr. McDaniel to award all three parts to Liberty Landscape 

Supply. For 15 gallon and two inch trees, Liberty Landscape Supply’s bid is lower than Davey 

Tree’s across the board.   

b. CM Crescimbeni asked how Liberty’s prices compared with the bids they submitted for the 

Mandarin and Springfield projects.  Ms. McGovern said the prices were lower for the projects 

than for the Countywide Contract.   

B. New Business 

1. Committee on Unauthorized Tree Pruning/Removal (Attachment C)– M. Robinson 

a. 3.a. 656.1212(a) - Mr. Pappas asked, with regard to the suggested revision, how it could be 

tracked?  How could they track the trees that are smaller than what requires mitigation? Is there 

anything that tracks trees saved as part of a previous permit?  Mr. Hart said his company 

numbers every tree to be saved and notes it on the 10-Set.  The information should be easy to 

track from that data, which carries over on the 17 Inspection.  CM Crescimbeni pointed out that 

Mr. Hart develops residential; these requirements may or may not be applied to commercial 

property. Ms. Grandin said that if there is a mitigated tree on any property, one of the 

subcommittee’s suggestions is to make that a protected tree, no matter what size.  Question for 

Mr. Goldsbury:  Are commercial developers keeping records of mitigated trees and how are 

the records kept?  Is there a way to check other than pulling the physical drawings and making 

site visits?   

b. CM Crescimbeni asked Ms. Grandin if she believed the Ordinance Code was vague regarding this 

requirement and if the Charter Amendment specifically exempts single family homes.  Ms. 

Grandin confirmed that the Charter Amendment does exempt single family homes; the 

Ordinance Code is the standard.   

c. Ms. Grandin pointed out that the 10 Sets are stored digitally, which should help with the 

research portion.   

d. 3.b.656.1203 - Mr. Hart asked the subcommittee if this also applies to any trees protected under 

a Planned Unit Development (PUD).  Mr. M. Robinson said it was not considered.  Mr. Glick 

pointed out that the ordinance said the PUD uses the language “consistent with Part 12.”  Ms. 

Grandin said “protected by PUD” should be added to the definition of protected trees.   

e. 4. through 7. - Fall under redefining “protected trees” as well as adding “conservation 

easements” under the definition. 

f. 8. is an addition – If a “protected tree” is removed by a homeowner, a $25 fee is supposed to be 

charged but this rarely happens.  Ms. Grandin suggested using the process to document the 

removal of the tree. There is no fee as long as the tree is diseased, dying, or an invasive species.    
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What are the criteria that arborists use to decide to eliminate trees?  Mr. Leon asked if the City 

Arborist makes that determination.  Mr. Hart said it is made by an arborist approved by the City.  

Mr. R. Robinson suggested that the designation of an affected tree must be made by a certified 

arborist. The City then does a follow-up. The determination is turned in to the Public Building 

Inspection Division when filing for their removal permit.     

g. 9. 656.1206(e) - Mr. M. Robinson said perhaps what Mr. R. Robinson is suggesting is part of this 

section’s 14-point analysis which is more detailed and includes things like safety hazard to 

buildings, pedestrians, etc.  Mr. Leon asked if trees planted as part of the initial development 

now have residents complaining about them being a hazard because of lifted sidewalks.  These 

are private protected trees. Since they were planted at the development stage, does the hazard 

have to be the tree or as a result of the tree?  Ms. Grandin said under exceptions, it is “any tree 

which poses imminent danger to public health, welfare or safety and requires immediate 

removal without delay.”  This probably pertains to a tree that is about to fall down.  Not sure 

about heaving up sidewalks.  Question for Mr. Goldsbury:  Is the 14 point analysis listed in 

656.1206(e) being done?  

h. 10. – The penalty for removing a tree should be based on an appraisal of the removed tree by a 

Certified Arborist. That is then approved or disapproved by a Hearing Officer so the penalty is 

commensurate with the offense. 

i. 11. – Over-pruning penalties should not be as great as removal penalties.  However, in addition 

to penalties, there should be a plan in place for rehabilitation of the tree and future inspections.   

 Ms. Grandin pointed out items 10 and 11 (h. and i.) require a Hearing Officer as well as an 

Arborist that can perform tree evaluations.  The standards for assigning a dollar value to a tree 

are not just based on the amount of inches and the cost of a tree that size.  CM Crescimbeni said 

for tree evaluations a Special Magistrate would hear the case and the City Arborist would 

provide the cost estimate. The defendant would likely have his own arborist, possibly with a 

different opinion from the City’s Arborist. The Magistrate must then determine which report is 

the most reliable.  Mr. Pope offered another scenario:  Once a violation has been established, a 

certified arborist with that skill-set would be pulled randomly from an existing list and sent to do 

the evaluation.  The landowner is required to pay for the evaluation from the arborist.  CM 

Crescimbeni agreed and asked Ms. Grandin to ensure no due process rights would be violated.  

Mr. Leon suggested a standard practice should be adopted. For instance, the Council of Tree and 

Landscape Appraisers have a method with a standard formula. Some numbers are somewhat 

subjective regarding health, but it would be a good idea to adopt official standards.  CM 

Crescimbeni asked if all protected trees would be treated equally under these scenarios and if 

there is a difference between a protected tree versus one that was required to be planted as 

mitigation.  Ms. Grandin said it is a policy decision if they change the definition of protected tree 

to include any tree planted as part of a requirement as mitigation, landscape code, a PUD, or 

with Tree Fund monies.  Ms. Grandin added that in the case of over-pruning, a standard would 

have to be given to the Hearing Officer on whether the over-pruning was done intentionally or 

out of ignorance.   
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j. 12. – Change drip line to root zone.  Root zone is determined by 1.5 feet radius for every inch of 

diameter of tree.   

k. 13. – Barricades should be placed at the root zone.  Mr. Pappas asked how we would know the 

bad health of a tree is due to root damage from years ago.  Mr. M. Robinson replied it would 

require a site review after the fact and in most cases you can tell.  Mr. Leon added that it 

happens frequently but you can’t tell until the tree begins to fail.  Ms. Grandin said that if the 

barricades are placed as suggested (at the root zone), this should help alleviate some of the 

damage.   

l. 14. – Ms. Grandin will correct the formula (diameter or radius) and research what other cities 

are doing.   

m. 15. & 16. – Liability will include the property owner and contractor.  

o. 17. – Is $50,000 enough for clearing an acre with no permit?  Mr. November added that Mr. 

Goldsbury requested this be the amount during mediation.  Mr. Hart pointed out that if there 

were only four trees, ten inches each, $50,000 is too much.  Mr. R. Robinson added that if there 

is no way to prove what was there before, it’s difficult to assess it; there needs to be a 

deterrent.  CM Crescimbeni asked the Commissioner’s to review 656.1208(c)(4) (Attachment 

D). 

p. 18. – Correct and make consistent throughout the ordinance(s) which standards are referenced, 

i.e, American National Standards for Tree Care Operations (ANSI). 

C. Public Comment 

Joe Anderson – I want the Tree Commission to see a copy of the permit JEA obtains for pruning within 

the City right-of-way (Attachment E).  This document shows that JEA recognizes trees as part of 

infrastructure, and the authority of the City, for ownership and maintenance of those trees.  This permit 

is obtained annually for routine cycle trimming and does not include capital improvement projects.  It 

covers the contractor that works for JEA.  Also provided is a JEA brochure which discusses utility pruning 

along the City right-of-way.  ‘Council Quarterly’ (the Urban Forestry Council newsletter) contains an 

article about street soil volume that discusses suspended pavements.     

Jacob Caldwell – Here on behalf of John Gory Building.  We border Barr Street on College Street and 

Stockton Street.  We are transitioning from a 100 year old school to a Condominium and there are some 

90 year old trees on the City right-of-way and they would like to know how to maintain them.  There are 

also questions about the maintenance of eight trees along College Street that were a gift from Mrs. 

Weaver.  Ms. McGovern will respond to Mr. Caldwell. 

John November – Pleased at the amount of effort the Tree Commission has put into this process.  If a 

project is under $100,000, does the Tree Commission have the option to waive the bond requirement?  

Ms. Grandin said they do have the option, per Florida Statute.   
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D. Action Items 

Ms. McGovern said the requests will be inspected before the next meeting and the list will be 

updated. 

Ms. Grandin will work with Public Works to ensure the boundaries are being observed of what’s 

authorized by the Remove & Replace ordinance.  If other mechanisms are required to replace trees in 

medians, they will revise the legislation or create something else.   

Questions for Tom Goldsbury:  Attachment C, items 3. and 9.  What other entities are authorized for 

an annual pruning permit?  Are commercial developers keeping records of mitigated trees and how 

are the records kept?  Is there a way to check other than pulling the physical drawings and making site 

visits? :  Is the 14 point analysis listed in 656.1206(e) being done? 

Ms. Grandin will begin drafting changes to the Ordinance Code on items that are ready and do not 

require further discussion (everything except those questions for Tom Goldsbury and the root zone 

questions 10 – 14).   

Ms. Grandin will review the Ordinance for street-scaping and change ‘impervious’ to ‘pervious’, 

especially on public plantings.  

Ms. Grandin will correct the formula (diameter or radius) and research what other cities are doing. 

Commissioner’s please review the Level 3 application, instructions and grant agreement that was 

circulated.  Prepare comments for discussion at the next meeting.   

Ms. McGovern will respond to Mr. Caldwell. 

E. Adjourned 1:32pm. 









































































































TREE COMMISSION COMMITTEE ON UNAUTHORIZED TREE PRUNING/REMOVAL 

 

CONFERENCE WITH SUSAN GRANDIN, TRACEY ARPEN AND MIKE ROBINSON,  

JANUARY 15, 2019, JANUARY 23, 2019, and February 13, 2019 

Subject:  Suggested requirements and penalties for removing or damaging trees without a permit. 

Background:  Trees required as part of the Landscape Requirements of Subpart C were pruned by 

topping or hatracking in order to provide visibility to a Clear Channel billboard.  Also, 10 trees were 

removed without a permit in front of a Burger King that former Councilman Dick Kravitz had saved as 

part of the PUD criteria for a rezoning. 

Note:  In order to adequately get to the issue of what constitutes over pruning and how to treat the 

violations, it was necessary to expand the scope to what trees are “protected” in the first place, and 

how they are protected during development.  Additionally, for requirements and violations to be 

effective in both Subparts B (Tree protection) and C (Landscaping Requirements), Subpart A (General 

Provisions) should be expanded. 

Discussion:   

1. Tree removal is regulated, but damage caused by over-pruning is not adequately regulated. 

2. Description of what constitutes “over-pruning” should be provided in the Code graphically, 

general ideas by text, as well as referencing manuals on pruning.  (Add to General Provisions) 

3. Currently, the definition of “Protected Tree” does not specifically include trees planted as 

required by Subpart C (Landscape Requirements), or as mitigation required by Subpart B, unless 

they have grown to the size of an otherwise “Protected Tree”.  The result is that a landowner 

could have planted 2” Maples throughout a large parking lot, and once the Maples grow to 11” 

dbh, they can be permitted to be removed either because they are not Protected Trees, or by 

replacing with each Maple with one 4” tree.  This is capable of happening over and over and 

may be desired to keep the view to signage clear.   

a. In the Landscaping Requirements Subpart C, the owner is required to “maintain the 

required landscape areas”, but this does not directly address removal of trees that were 

retained or provided as part of the landscaping requirements. Suggest revision to 

subsection 656.1212(a) to: change the heading to be “Maintenance of Required 

Landscaping”;  strike the term “landscape areas” and insert “landscaping” which is a 

defined term that includes combination of living plants, including trees; and add “in the 

opinion of the Chief” as to whether the replacement trees will fit on the site. 

b. The definition of Protected Tree should be revised to specifically address the trees 

retained or provided to meet landscape requirements.  Suggest revision to Sec. 

656.1203 (Definitions) to add to the definition of “Protected tree” an additional 

subparagraph (4) “Any tree, regardless of size, planted or preserved to meet mitigation 



or landscape requirements, or planted utilizing Tree Protection and Related Expenses 

Trust Fund monies.  Cross reference subsection 656.1206(g)(7). 

c. Should definitions be identified in the body of the ordinance as defined terms signaled 

by the capitalization of the word or words? 

4. What trees are exempt from being “Protected Trees” is confusing and should be reorganized. 

5. Add conservation easements to definition of Public Protected Tree. 

6. Diseased trees should not be classified as “Protected”. 

7. Exclude invasive, exotic species from definition of Exceptional Specimen Tree. 

8. Protected Trees that are “exempted” from that definition should have a “Certificate of 

Exemption from Classification as a Protected Tree” issued by the Chief.  This should be required 

as an administrative function with no “permit fee” associated, but there should be a paper trail. 

9. Where is the 14-point analysis as required by 656.1206(e) done by the BID?  Are all requests for 

tree removal granted no matter what? 

10. The penalties for unpermitted removal of trees do not match the loss of the tree in some cases, 

such as the unpermitted removal of a 36” Laurel Oak, which would have a very large canopy is 

currently only required to be replaced with six 4” Laurel Oaks.   

a. Suggest aligning penalty for unauthorized tree removal with the loss of value of the tree 

as appraised by a professional arborist with that skill-set, and as determined by a 

hearing officer. 

11. The penalty for over-pruning trees should not be as great as the penalty for totally removing the 

tree.  This violation should be sent to a hearing officer who could hear from professional arborist 

that would recommend either:   

a. removing the tree and paying for its value along with other costs such as consulting fee, 

the cost of removal, and a fine; or  

b. set up a plan to rehabilitate the tree through some time period of growth and pruning, 

with an inspection at the end of the period. 

12. Damage to the root system within the drip line should be specifically mentioned as a form of 

unauthorized pruning or damage. 

a. The use of the term “drip line” does not adequately encompass the root zone of a tree.  

Suggest changing area protected to “root zone”.  (General Provisions) 

13. Barricades need to be at the root zone, and enforcement needs to happen. 

14. A standard for barricades is 1.5 feet in diameter for each inch of dbh. 

a. So, a 10” tree would have at least a 15’ diameter root zone barricade built around the 

tree, with the tree in the center. 

b. Suggest requiring the root zone protection and the area required to plant trees be 

revised to cubic feet rather than square feet.  The depth to which new soil should be 

provided is 18”, so 1.5’ X the area required. 

15. Create joint and several liability for Violator.  Do not limit liability to property owner. (General 

Provisions) 

16. Define “person” if not already in general definition in Code.  Definition in Sec. 1.102 is Person. 

The term "person" means any human being, any governmental or political subdivision or public 

agency, any public or private corporation, any partnership, any firm, association or other organization, 



any receiver, trustee, assignee, agent, or other legal representative of any of the foregoing or any other 

legal entity. 

17. Is $50,000 the right amount today for clearing an acre without a permit?  What if the acre was 

covered with large live oaks or long leaf pines? 

18. In an initial phone conference with Chris McCormick of GIC, most codes reference the ISA 

standards for tree pruning, and consider it a violation of the code if those recommendations are 

not followed. 

a. Check ISA to make sure it meets our needs. No, use ANSI A300, and for work in public 

right-of-way, also use ANSI Z133 which is a safety standard. 

b. Suggest subsection 656.1212(c) be revised to say “Required trees may be pruned in 

compliance with ANSI A#)), but shall be allowed to develop into their natural habit or 

growth and shall not be topped, . . . .” 

c. Suggest looking at other codes to determine a standard for penalties and how 

enforcement is accomplished. 

 

GC-#1259544-v3-Tree_removal_and_damage_meeting_notes.docx 



3/13/19 BUDGET BALANCE REVIEW

INDEX CODE Index Code Titles BUDGET Actual Encumbrance Unencumbered Budget Balance Reserves

Unencumbered 
Balance net of 

Reserves

Subfund 15F Revenue
PWOD15FTP   TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENSES      29,858,755                                  42,816,808                                  12,958,053                                          12,958,053                   
JXSF15FPW   TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENDITURES  7,923,308                                    8,853,755                                    930,447                                                930,447                        

JXSF15F     TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENDITURES  -                                               8,580                                           8,580                                                    8,580                             
TRIN15FFR31R TRF TO 15F TREE PROTECTION FR 31F       392                                               392                                               -                                                        -                                 

CONVERSION AND NONCASH REVENUE ENTRIES 338,836                                       338,836                                                338,836                        
Total Subfund 15F Revenue 37,782,456                                  52,018,372                                  -                                               14,235,916                                          14,235,916                   

* Subfund 15F Expenditures
PWOD15FFSAS FORREST STREET ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING   587,850                                       581,856                                       5,995                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FNMS  NORTH MAIN STREET LANDSCAPING           62,057                                         50,321                                         11,736                                         -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FBDAS BROWN'S DUMP ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING     364,730                                       342,361                                       22,370                                         -                                                        -                           -                                 

PWOD15FFCAS 5TH & CLEVELAND ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING  494,215                                       376,792                                       117,423                                       -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FDCS  DUVAL COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD PROPERTY      125,000                                       32,757                                         -                                               92,244                                                  -                           92,244                          
PWOD15FDTP DOWNTOWN TREE PLANTING                  38,822                                         32,568                                         6,254                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 

PWOD15FZLAE ZOO LANDSCAPING-ASIAN EXHIBIT           1,824,408                                    792,976                                       1,031,432                                    -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FIBCL INTERSEC,BRIDGE,MISC 09/10 LANDSCAPING  100,000                                       80,714                                         819                                               18,468                                                  -                           18,468                          

PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      4,979,980                                    4,625,562                                    173,365                                       181,053                                                -                           181,053                        

PWML15F     TREE MAINTENANCE                        2,149,689                                    2,114,694                                    290                                               34,704                                                  -                           34,704                          
PWOD15FATPP AVONDALE TREE PLANTING PLAN             31,233                                         24,986                                         6,247                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 

PWOD15FKSCP KING ST. PLANTING COLLEGE TO PARK       85,366                                         60,061                                         25,305                                         -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FHAMM HAMMOND BLVD PROJECT                    175,761                                       -                                               -                                               175,761                                                -                           175,761                        

PWOD15FVPP  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-PRESERVATION PARKS 1,000,000                                    485,146                                       -                                               514,854                                                -                           514,854                        
PWOD15FVAP  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-ACTIVE PARKS      1,151,965                                    619,420                                       -                                               532,545                                                -                           532,545                        

PWOD15FOSABP OLD ST.AUG AT BARTRAM PARK              18,364                                         14,691                                         3,673                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FLAVC LENOX AVE.PLANTING VERNA TO CASSAT      26,436                                         21,149                                         5,287                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 
PWOD15FPRBB PATTON RD AND BEACH BLVD TREE PLANTING  32,203                                         -                                               32,203                                         0                                                           0                                    
PWML15F630CT 630-CITY TREE PLANTING PROG        200,000                                       -                                               200,000                                                200,000                        

PWOD15FMANRD MANDARIN ROAD TREE PLANTING 103,840                                       -                                               29,239                                         74,601                                                  74,601                          
PWOD15FSPRTR SPRINGFIELD PRESERVATION TREE PLANTING 278,872                                       -                                               81,923                                         196,949                                                196,949                        
PWOD15FTP   TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENSES      3,548,513                                    2,097,444                                    -                                               1,451,069                                            1,449,105               1,964                             
JXSF15FPW   TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENDITURES  2,000,635                                    -                                               -                                               2,000,635                                            2,000,635               -                                 

JXSF15F     TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENDITURES  1,865,741                                    -                                               -                                               1,865,741                                            1,865,741               0                                    
Subfund 15F Expenditures 21,245,679                                  12,353,495                                  1,485,812                                    7,338,624                                            5,315,481               2,023,143                     
* Includes accounts with encumbrances and budget balances

Unencumbered Budget Balance
  Revenues 14,235,916                   
  Expenditures 7,338,624                     
Unencumbered Balance net of Reserves (2,023,143)                    



3/13/19 BUDGET BALANCE REVIEW

INDEX CODE Index Code Titles BUDGET Actual Encumbrance Unencumbered Budget Balance Reserves

Unencumbered 
Balance net of 

Reserves

19,551,397                   

Subfund 15N Revenue
PWOD15NTM TREE MITIGATION & RELATED EXPENSES      305,139                                       4,905,089                                    -                                               4,599,951                                            

Total Subfund 15N Revenue 305,139                                       4,905,089                                    -                                               4,599,951                                            -                           -                                

* Total Subfund 15N Revenue 305,139                                       4,905,089                                    -                                               4,599,951                                            4,599,951                     

*Subfund 15N Expenditures
PWOD15NHR   HARTS ROAD TREE PLANTING                7,548                                           1,294                                           6,253                                           -                                                        -                           -                                 
JXSF15N TREE MITIGATION & RELATED EXPENSE       1                                                   -                                               -                                               1                                                           1                              -                                 

MANDARIN ROAD TREE PLANTING 62,205                                         16,607                                         45,598                                                  45,598                          
PWOD15FPRBB PATTON RD AND BEACH BVLD TREE PLANTING 62,080                                         -                                               62,080                                         -                                                        -                           -                                 

Subfund 15N Expenditures 131,834                                       1,294                                           84,941                                         45,599                                                  1                              45,598                          
* Includes accounts with encumbrances and budget balances

4,599,952                     

Better Jacksonville Plan
PWCP351MIT TREE MITIGATION PROJECT                 1,717,826                                    -                                               -                                               1,717,826                                            -                           1,717,826                     

1,717,826                     

Total 15F and 15N Funds 24,151,348                   

Better Jacksonville Plan - TREE MITIGATION PROJECT                 1,717,826                     

Grand Total 03/13/2019 25,869,174                   

Grand Total 02/11/2019 25,757,139                   

Difference 112,035                        

Subfund 15F Available to Appropriate  (Budget less Actual less Encumbrance less Unencumbered Budget balance)

Subfund 15N Available to Appropriate  (Budget less Actual less Encumbrance less Unencumbered Budget balance)

Better Jacksonville Plan (for Tree Mitigation) Available to Appropriate  (Budget less Actual less Encumbrance less Unencumbered Budget balance)



FY DOC_NO
DOC 

SUFFIX SUBFUND VENDOR_NO VENDOR_SUFFIX VENDOR_NAME Amount INDEX_CODE Index Code Title
2019 CTPW07000014 01 15F 591319010 01

 
ZOOLOGICAL            1,031,432.38 PWOD15FZLAE ZOO LANDSCAPING-ASIAN EXHIBIT           

2019 PO3019740001 04 15F 340176110 07
   

EXPERT                  29,663.46 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      
2019 PO3019740003 02 15F 340176110 07

   
EXPERT                    5,994.50 PWOD15FFSAS FORREST STREET ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING   

2019 PO3019740004 02 15F 340176110 07
   

EXPERT                  22,369.50 PWOD15FBDAS BROWN'S DUMP ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING     
2019 PO3019740005 02 15F 340176110 07

   
EXPERT                117,423.00 PWOD15FFCAS 5TH & CLEVELAND ASH SITE TREE/PLANTING  

2019 PO7A02942006 01 15F 340176110 06
   

EXPERT                  11,735.94 PWOD15FNMS  NORTH MAIN STREET LANDSCAPING           
2019 PO7A02942017 01 15F 340176110 06

   
EXPERT                    6,254.01 PWOD15FDTP  DOWNTOWN TREE PLANTING                  

2019 PO7A02942018 01 15F 340176110 06
   

EXPERT                    3,672.84 PWOD15FOSABP OLD ST.AUG AT BARTRAM PARK              
2019 PO7A02942019 01 15F 340176110 06

   
EXPERT                  25,305.09 PWOD15FKSCP KING ST. PLANTING COLLEGE TO PARK       

2019 PO7A02942021 01 15F 340176110 06
   

EXPERT                    6,246.52 PWOD15FATPP AVONDALE TREE PLANTING PLAN             
2019 PO7A02942023 01 15F 340176110 06

   
EXPERT                    5,287.17 PWOD15FLAVC LENOX AVE.PLANTING VERNA TO CASSAT      

2019 PO7A02942025 01 15N 340176110 11
   

EXPERT                    6,253.17 PWOD15NHR   HARTS ROAD TREE PLANTING                
2019 PO7A02942026 01 15F 340176110 11

   
EXPERT                  32,202.87 PWOD15FPRBB PATTON RD AND BEACH BLVD TREE PLANTING  

2019 PO7A02942026 02 15N 340176110 11
   

EXPERT                  62,080.49 PWOD15NPRBB PATTON RD AND BEACH BLVD TREE PLANTING  
2019 PO8A01798017 01 15F 161004851 05

  
SERVICE, INC.                                                 290.35 PWML15F     TREE MAINTENANCE                        

2019 PO8A01798019 01 15F 161004851 05
  

SERVICE, INC.                                           88,946.82 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      
2019 PO9A04239000 02 15F 260435658 02

 
IRRIGATION                                                 49,780.00 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      

2019 PO9A04605000 01 15F 260435658 02
 

IRRIGATION                                                       818.50 PWOD15FIBCL INTERSEC,BRIDGE,MISC 09/10 LANDSCAPING  
2019 PO9A04607000 01 15F 260435658 02

 
IRRIGATION                                                   1,912.50 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      

2019 PO9A04615000 01 15F 260435658 02
 

IRRIGATION                                                   1,912.50 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      
2019 PO9A05119000 01 15F 260435658 02

 
IRRIGATION                                                   1,150.00 PWOD15FROW  COUNTY-WIDE TREE PROG-RIGHT OF WAY      

2019 PO9A05520000 01 15F 462419683 01
 

MULCH &                  29,239.00 PWOD15FMANRD MANDARIN ROAD TREE PLANTING             
2019 PO9A05520000 02 15N 462419683 01

 
MULCH &                  16,607.43 PWOD15NMANRD MANDARIN ROAD TREE PLANTING             

2019 REQ250271   01 15F                              81,922.79 PWOD15FSPRTP SPRINGFIELD PRESERVATION TREE PLANTING  

1,638,500.83           
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FY2018 FY2018 FY2018 FY2018 FY2018 FY2018  FY 2019  FY 2019  FY 2019  FY 2019  FY 2019  FY 2019

FY 2018 Revenues by month April May June July August September October November December January February March

34375 TREE MITIGATION FUNDS - ARTICLE 25 67,398       63,240       28,520       15,035       78,707       34,100          48,100               112,999             96,792               54,168       26,146         1,036       
361101 INVESTMENT POOL EARNINGS 29,738       33,435       19,610       40,772       40,877       45,812          -                     27,825               31,552               39,249       42,747         -           
36602 CONTRIBUTIONS FROM PRIVATE SOURCES 221,340    184,915    198,555    31,240       52,700       (120,465)       215,352             794,660             181,300             215,544     30,044         1,332       

(15F) TREE PROTECTION & RELATED EXPENDITURES 318,476    281,590    246,685    87,047       172,284    (40,553)         263,452            935,484            309,644            308,961     98,936         2,368       

34375 TREE MITIGATION FUNDS - ARTICLE 25 158,550    42,000       125,245    15,620       103,331    23,325          52,875               152,212             45,675               198,209     15,905         3,450       
361101 INVESTMENT POOL EARNINGS 5,203         5,982         3,539         7,409         7,695         8,828             -                     5,404                 6,137                 7,646         8,450           -           

( 15N) TREE MITIGATION & RELATED EXPENSE 163,753    47,982       128,784    23,029       111,026    32,153          52,875               158,591            51,812               205,855     24,356         3,450       

482,229    329,572    375,468    110,076    283,310    (8,400)           316,327            1,094,075         361,456            514,816     123,292       5,818       
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