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SECTION 1: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This arborist survey has been performed at the request of Lecangs LLC for a proposed residential 

development in the City of Hemet, California.  The proposed development includes residential housing 

with associated infrastructure and roadways.     

The field survey associated with this report was performed on March 8, 2023. The subject trees were tagged 

with an aluminum tag containing a unique number.  As part of this survey, details of each tree were 

recorded, documenting their species, stature, health, local environment as well as conditions in which they 

occur.  In all, 43 trees were assessed onsite involving two distinct species.  The most prominent species 

onsite was the red river gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis), comprising 97.7% of the trees within the project 

site. No native tree species were noted.  No specific tree protection was found within the City’s Municipal 

Code relating to heritage or native tree species.  However, provisions and guidelines were noted protecting 

street trees within road rights of way (see Section 2.6 below).  

Due to the inadequate maintenance, wood harvesting, fire destruction, and harsh conditions, only two trees 

(4.7%) are in good to fair health/condition and are candidates to be preserved within the proposed project.  

The remaining 42 trees show advanced signs of disease/decline, lack adequate vigor, or show poor growth 

form/branch attachment necessitating removal.  

The City of Hemet is a Tree City USA Community.  The City’s Municipal Code (Section 2.6 below) 

outlines provisions and guidelines for street tree removal, installation, preservation, and maintenance within 

the City as it pertains to new developments and City trees.  All trees that are intended for removal as part 

of a project require approval and must be replaced in accordance with the City’s Municipal Code (see 

Section 2.6 below), or as approved by the Planning Director. 
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SECTION 2: BACKGROUND 

2.1 - Project Location and Description 

The project site (site) is located immediately south of the intersection of west Florida Ave. and west Acacia 

Rd. (APN 456010025); it is 9.9 miles east of Interstate 215, and 13.0-miles south of Interstate 10 in the 

City of Hemet, California, in the County of Riverside (see Figure 1 below).  The proposed project includes 

the improvement approximately 64.2 acres to a residential development with associated roads, 

infrastructure, and landscaping. 
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2.2 - Site and Vicinity Characteristics 

The elevation of the site is approximately 1,510 feet above mean sea level and is relatively flat.  For the 

vicinity, the Sunset Zone is 18, and the USDA Hardiness zone is 9a.   

The geological basement rock is described as young alluvial fan deposits from the Holocene to Late 

Pleistocene (approx. 0.0117 MYA) periods.  As indicated in below, three soil series occur within the site 

boundary.  This soil series are described by the Natural Resource Conservation Service as indicated in Table 

1 below. 

Table 1. Soils on Site 

Map Unit 

Symbol * 
Map Unit Name Acres  Percent  

GtA 
GtA—Grangeville fine sandy loam, drained, 0 to 2 percent slopes 

Setting 

• Parent material: Alluvium derived from granite 

Typical profile 

• H1 - 0 to 36 inches: fine sandy loam 

• H2 - 36 to 64 inches: sandy loam 

45.6 71.0% 

PaA 
PaA—Pachappa fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 

Setting 

• Parent material: Alluvium derived from granite 

Typical profile 

• H1 - 0 to 20 inches: fine sandy loam 

• H2 - 20 to 63 inches: loam 

0.8 1.3% 

Tp2 
Tp2—Traver loamy fine sand, eroded 

Setting 

• Landform: Valley floors 

• Parent material: Alluvium derived from granite 

Typical profile 

• H1 - 0 to 13 inches: loamy fine sand 

• H2 - 13 to 38 inches: fine sandy loam 

• H3 - 38 to 60 inches: stratified fine sandy loam to silty clay loam 

17.8 27.7% 

Total 
64.2 100.0 

* NRCS 2023 

The site is currently a vacant lot with ruderal vegetation and a stand of ornamental trees at its NW corner.   
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2.2.1 - Urban Forest 

Typically, the term urban forest refers to all trees within a densely populated area; this includes trees 

within cities located in parks, streetways, easements, private property, etc. within a community or urban 

forest. In this capacity, trees provide many benefits, as they help to reduce air and water pollution, alter 

heating and cooling costs, reduce storm runoff, increase real estate values, provide habitat for plants and 

animals, and increase the quality of life of the community.    

Implementing trees of various size, shape, and species serve many vital functions to the community and 

wildlife, contributing to spatial complexity, species richness as well as abundance.  Many municipalities 

promote approved tree lists comprised of hardy species that thrive and reduce the threat of failure in harsh 

environments.  Carefully integrating select native species can also serve the community well, and also 

enriches the experience, promoting an environment better suited to the resident avian and butterfly 

population. 

The project site is a component of the urban forest that makes up the coastal community within Southern 

California.  The site is mostly composed of grasses and ruderal vegetation with relatively few trees that 

are focused in a small area, composed of two species; this provides a relatively monotypic and 

fragmented urban forest component for the City.  In addition, the species present are ornamental and have 

invasive characteristics. 

2.3 - Assignment and Scope of Survey 

CalPacific Sciences (CPS) was assigned to conduct a tree survey and health assessment of all trees within 

the project area.  The survey was performed to identify the various tree species found within the project 

boundary, assess their health, and provide insight as to which trees may be retained as part of the planned 

improvement.  A health assessment was performed cataloging the health and stature parameters of each tree 

onsite.  This included, but was not limited to; recording total diameter at breast height (DBH), canopy 

spread, tree height, apparent disease/decay, other signs of potential hazard, and pest damage.  A limited risk 

assessment was also conducted keeping public safety in mind.  All documentation in this report is in 

compliance with standards and requirements published by the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA).  

This report includes recommendations and mitigation measures meant to satisfy all applicable ordinances 

and permit guidelines. 

2.4 - Survey Method and Health Assessment 

Prior to the field survey, the City’s website was accessed to review specific tree protection guidelines.  An 

aerial photograph was used as a visual guide during the assessment.  A handheld Global Positioning 

System (GPS) device (Garmin GPSMAP66sr) and GPS-enabled smartphone (Samsung S22 Ultra) with 

digitized project boundaries were used to identify the location of each subject tree.  The GPS data was 

exported into ArcMap GIS for periodic illustration over aerial photographs. 
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Unless otherwise dictated by the local regulation, trees with a DBH of >5 inches were included in this 

assessment.  The crown-width was estimated by pacing or with a laser measuring device (Bosch), and the 

height of each subject tree was visually estimated using a tangent height gauge.  These data were recorded 

on field sheets, and associated aluminum numeric tags were affixed to trees on the north side at BH for later 

reference.   

Tree status (relative condition, stature, and health) was conducted by ISA certified and ASCA registered 

consulting arborist and biologist, George Wirtes from ground level with the aid of binoculars.  As indicated 

earlier, no invasive procedures were performed.  Visual characteristics were recorded on field sheets, and 

twig/leaf samples as well as digital photographs were taken as needed to assure accurate identification.  

Overall health and general appearance of each tree was numerically rated (Health/General Appearance 

Rating - 1-Good, 2-Fair, 3-Poor, 4-Decline/dead) based on the conditions.  Tree stature was also assessed 

in relation to the tree species shape (lean, scaffolding, offset canopy mass, etc.) with the rating as follows: 

1-Good, 2-Fair, 3-Poor, 4-hazardous.  Other conditions were also considered such as fence lines, utilities, 

competing canopies, grade cuts/slope, etc. 

2.5 - Hazard Risk Assessment 

The International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) recommends a Hazard Assessment be included with 

arborist reports.  Such an assessment is an important component of any report and is critical if trees are to 

be located near public areas such as parks, walkways, residences, and buildings.   This tree assessment 

includes a Level 2 Basic Risk Assessment as defined by ISA Best Management Practices.  This type of 

assessment is limited to evaluating trees and obvious signs of defects such as: 

• Dead or broken structures 

• Cracks 

• Weakly attached branches and co-dominant stems 

• Missing or decayed wood 

• Unusual tree architecture or distribution 

• Obvious loss of root support 

A risk rating is assigned to each tree based on its defects, aesthetics, apparent health, location and the 

nearby targets (people or property). In this context, risk refers to consequences and likelihood of failure 

and impacting a target (person or property).  As defined by ISA The ratings are defined below: 

1. Low - Low-risk category applies when consequences are negligible, and likelihood is unlikely, or 

consequences are minor, and likelihood is somewhat likely. 

 

2. Moderate - Moderate risk situations are those for which consequences are minor and likelihood is very 

likely or likely or likelihood is somewhat likely, and the consequences are significant or severe. 

 

3. High - High-risk situations are those for which consequences are significant and likelihood is very likely or 

likely or Consequences are severe, and likelihood is likely. 

 

4. Extreme - The extreme risk category applies in situations in which failure is imminent and there is a high 

likelihood of impacting the target and the consequence of the failure is severe. The tree risk assessor should 

recommend that mitigation measures be taken as soon as possible. 
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It is impossible to maintain a tree free of risk.  A tree is considered hazardous when it has a structural 

defect that predisposes it to failure, and it is located near a target. 

• A target is person or property that may sustain potential injury or property damage if a tree or a 

portion of a tree fails. 
 

• Target areas include sidewalks, walkways, roads, vehicles, structures, playgrounds, or any other 

area where people are likely to gather. 
 

• Structurally sound and healthy trees may also be hazardous if they interfere with utilities, 

roadways, walkways, and sidewalks, or if they obstruct motorist vision. 
 

• Common hazards include dead and diseased trees, dead branches including bark, stubs from 

topping cuts, broken branches (hangers), multiple leaders, tight-angled crotches, and an unbalanced 

crown. Evaluation of risk is as follows: 1-Good, 2-Fair, 3-Poses risk, and 4-Hazardous. 

2.6 - Local Tree Regulation Hemet Municipal Code (Code) 

No provisions were found regarding the preservation of trees of any particular species, stature, nor size 

within the City.  Key items within the Code are provided below. Note: The following entries are not all-

inclusive and must be reviewed in their entirety relative to the project. 

2.6.1 - Street Tree Protection (Section 66-95) 

The City provides guidelines within its Code pertaining to the removal and maintenance of street trees 

within road rights of way. The language below is provided in Section 66-95(d). 

If a property owner desires to remove a tree from the right-of-way or easement abutting his property, 

he or his authorized agent shall make application to the board of park commissioners. The board of 

park commissioners shall determine whether or not such tree is required to be retained in order to 

preserve the intent and purpose of the street tree plan. In making its determination, the board of park 

commissioners shall consider the inconvenience or hardship which retention of the tree would cause 

the property owner, and also consider the condition, age, desirability of variety and location of the 

tree. If the board of park commissioners finds that the tree may be removed without violating the intent 

and spirit of the street tree plan, it may authorize the property owner to remove such tree at his own 

expense and liability. If a permit is granted for removal of a street tree, all removal work shall be 

completed within 60 days from the date of issuance of the permit, and shall be under the general 

supervision of and in accordance with rules established by the director. All tree stumps shall be 

removed to a depth specified by the director. All removal permits shall be void after the expiration of 

60 days from the date of issuance, unless extended by the director. 

 

2.6.2 - Tree Preservation Plan (Section 70-163) 

A tree preservation plan is required for all new developments within the City. The language below is 

provided in Section 70-163 (10). 

The tree preservation plan shall accurately identify all existing trees as to species, trunk size and 

dripline. Trees that are proposed for removal shall be marked "TO BE REMOVED." Any provisions 
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for tree preservation, transplanting, or new planting shall be identified.  If there are no trees on the 

site, a statement to that effect should appear on the vesting tentative map. 

 

2.7 - Limitations and Exceptions of Assessment 

This survey was conducted in a manner that draws upon past education, acquired knowledge, training, 

experience, and research. It was conducted to the greatest extent feasible, and although the information 

gathered reduces risk of tree failure/decline, it does not fully remove it.   

No diagnostic testing was performed during this assessment.  This survey associated with this Arborist 

Report included no soil sampling, root excavation, trunk coring/drilling or any other invasive procedure.  

The determinations of damage due to pest infestation and decay were made solely on outward appearance 

and inspection of the tree structures.  Not all tree defects may be visible from the ground.  Epiphytic growth 

can also obscure defects on the stem and in the canopy of a tree.  Arborists cannot detect every condition 

that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree. Trees are living organisms subject to attack by 

disease, insects, fungi and other forces of nature. Many aspects of tree health and environmental conditions 

are often not detectable (internal decay, poor root anchoring, etc.).  Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree 

will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, or for a specified period of time.   

The statements made in this report do not take into account the effects of climate/wind extremes, vandalism, 

or accident (whether physical, chemical, or fire).  In addition, this area is known to have periodic, high 

velocity Santa Ana winds from transient high-pressure ridges.  CPS cannot, therefore, accept any liability 

in connection with these factors, or where prescribed work is not carried out in a correct and professional 

manner in accordance with current ISA good practice.  The authority of this report ceases at any stated time 

limit within it, after one year from the date of the survey (if none stated), when any site conditions change, 

or after pruning (or other activity) not specified in this report. 

The goal of this survey is to recommend measures to limit risk exposure while enhancing the beauty and 

health of each tree onsite. Clients may choose to accept or disregard the recommendations contained within 

this report, or seek additional advice. To live near trees is to accept some degree of risk. The only way to 

eliminate all risk is to remove all trees onsite.  



Tree Survey and Arborist Report  

 

Page 8 

 

SECTION 3: SUBJECT TREES AND OBSERVATIONS 

During the site survey, specific measurements and parameters of all trees onsite were recorded on tree 

assessment worksheets; these data have been transferred into the table in Appendix A at the end of this 

document.  In all, 43 trees consisting of two distinct species were assessed (see Figure 2 below).   The age 

of the trees onsite ranged from immature to senescent and the health from rigorous to dead. 
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3.1 - Species Assessment 

During the survey, tree assessments were conducted according to general ISA and City requirements; GPS 

waypoints were recorded, as were specific details of each tree. The tree species represented onsite are 

described in detail in Table 2 below (as well as the count), and a comprehensive table of each specimen’s 

characteristics is provided in Appendix A of this report.  In general, the species onsite were appropriate for 

the location. 

Table 2. Tree Species Characterization 

Species Characteristics Qty 

Red river gum ** 

Eucalyptus camaldulensis 

This species is native to Australia and is a member of the myrtle (Myrtaceae) 

family. Its bark and twigs can be a litter problem. Cal-IPC (California invasive 

plant council) classifies the invasiveness of this plant as limited.  Its growth habit 

is erect or spreading and requires ample growing space. This species has 

evergreen foliage. Its SelecTree water use rating is low. It grows best in Sunset 

zones 5 - 6, 8 – 24 as well as USDA zones: 9, 10. 

Height: 45 - 150 feet.  Width: 45 - 105 feet. 

Growth Rate: 36 or More Inches per Season. 

Longevity 50 to 150 years. Exposure Full Sun to Partial Shade. 

This species prefers wet to dry soil and is drought tolerant. 

It prefers clay, loam or sand textured soil. It is susceptible to beetle borers, oak 

root rot and root rot. Its branch strength rated as medium and root damage 

potential rated as moderate. 

42 

Tree of heaven ** 

Ailanthus altissima 

This tree species is native to China and grows rapidly.  It is a member of the 

quassia (Simaroubaceae) family.  It is a deciduous tree that tolerates hot and dry 

conditions, wind, air pollution, and difficult soils. However, is weedy and less 

desirable in most landscape situations. Can grow taller under some conditions.  

Cal-IPC (California Invasive Plant Council) classifies the invasiveness of this 

plant as moderate. Has Deciduous foliage. 

This tree establishes quickly and grows 36 or more inches per year.  It can attain 

a height of 40 - 60 feet with a canopy width of 40 - 60 feet. 

Longevity less than 50 years. 

It grows best in sunset zones 2 – 24 as well as USDA hardiness zones 4 - 8. 

It thrives in full sun to full shade on wet to dry soil composed of a clay, loam or 

sand texture with a highly acidic to highly alkaline soil pH. 

Its branch strength rated as weak, and its root damage potential rated as moderate.  

1 

* California native tree species 

** Cal-IPC (California Invasive Plant Council) invasive tree species 

Source: UFEI 2023 

  

I 

http://www.cal-ipc.org/
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3.2 - Observations 

During the field survey, observations were documented pertaining to wood harvesting, disease, 

inappropriate trimming, fire damage, structural defects, and other notable instances.  Many of the 

significant observations are noted in the plates below. 

 

 
Plate 1. This is a view of a crotch of a tree with codominant 

stems (#402). 

 
Plate 2. This is a view of included bark within a crotch of a 

tree (#402). 

  
Plate 3. This is a view of a large longitudinal canker on the 

upper stem of a tree (#433). 

 
Plate 4. This is a view of a large canker on the lower stem of a 

tree (#403). 
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Plate 5. This is a view of a large canker on the underside of a 

large branch (#404). 

 
Plate 6. This is a view of mature epicormic sprouts that 

originate from a harvested stem (#405). 

 
Plate 7. This is a view of a large cavity within a stem 

(#405). 

 
Plate 8. This is a view of a large canker below the crotch of 

a tree (#406). 
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Plate 9. This is a view a fossorial mammal burrows and an 

uplifted root crown (#406). 

 
Plate 10. This is a view of a multi-stem tree with weak stem 

attachment (#406). 

 
Plate 11. This is a view of epicormic sprouts from a harvested 

central stem (#409). 

 
Plate 12. This is a view of extensive fire damage on a 

consumed codominant stem (#412). 
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Plate 13. This is a view of a borer gallery (#411). 

 
Plate 14. This is a view of a cankerous and fire damaged stem 

of a tree (#416). 

 
Plate 15. This is a view of a canker on the lower stem of a tree 

(#419). 

 
Plate 16. This is a view of fire damage and a large canker on 

the stem of a tree (#427). 
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Plate 17. This is a view of a large cavity near the flare of a 

tree (#421). 

 
Plate 18. This is a view of decayed tissue (#369). 

 
Plate 19. This is a view of harvested wood on a tree (#428). 

 
Plate 20. This is a view of herbivory within the crown of a 

tree (#408). 
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SECTION 4: DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

4.1 - Conclusion 

As previously indicated, 43 trees were assessed onsite involving two distinct species.  The most prominent 

species onsite was the red river gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis), comprising 97.7% of the trees within the 

project site. No native species were found within the project site, and both species represented are listed as 

invasive by Cal-IPC (see Section 3.1 above).  No trees having any special status were observed on site at 

the time of the survey. 

Due to the inappropriate maintenance, lack of irrigation, and senescence, only two trees (4.7%) are in good 

to fair health/condition and are candidates to be preserved within the proposed project.  The remaining 41 

trees show fire damage, have been harvested for wood, show advanced signs of disease/decline, lack 

adequate vigor, or show poor growth form/branch attachment necessitating removal.  

4.2 - Discussion 

The majority of the trees onsite are clearly stressed and in decline, and there is evidence of extensive damage 

from fire as well as historic wood harvesting.  In addition, harsh conditions have led to an inordinate number 

of cankers and decayed tissue within the flares, stems, and canopies of the trees.  This weakened state has 

encouraged herbivory, disease, and borer damage.  In addition, the site is frequented by transients who 

routinely camp beneath the trees contributing to mechanical damage to their structures (carving, wood 

harvesting, etc.).  Personal items, such as tents and belongings, obscured portions of the subject trees 

potentially hiding tree defects. 

With only the two invasive species represented, the site is monotypic and may be better served with the 

installation of a combination of native and ornamental tree species of various sizes and statures.     

4.3 - Recommendations 

4.3.1 - Tree Replacement 

Recommended mitigation for removal of the existing non-status trees is replanting at a 1:1 ratio (size 

determined by the City) with quality, locally-grown nursery stock comprised of a mix of 24-in boxed and 

15-gallon specimens, this is at the discretion of the Planning Director.   

  

4.3.2 - Trees Preserved and Future Maintenance 

If it is decided to preserve any trees onsite, a Tree Preservation Plan is required.  Ongoing maintenance in 

accordance with ISA standards is recommended to ensure public safety, maximize tree health, and minimize 

liability due to potential tree failure.  Strategic pruning compliant with ISA standards must be performed 

on all preserved trees to subordinate non-primary, codominant stems, rebalance canopy, and remove any 

deadwood, structural defects, or hazardous conditions.   
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4.3.3 - Tree Protection During Construction 

For any preserved trees to recover, building or grading near them requires that they are healthy at the start 

of the project.  Younger, more vital trees are more tolerant of changes in their surroundings.  Some older 

trees have little tolerance for root damage or other stress factors.  The main stresses and risks during 

construction are:  

• Soil compaction 

• Lack of water or changes in the site hydrology 

• Change of grade in the root zone 

• Physical damage to tree roots and structure 

• Dumping of potentially toxic construction wastes 

• Lack of pest control and other care 

• Dust 

• Human error 

 

Environmental changes and other adverse conditions diminishes older tree’s strength and vigor and can 

lead to further decline. The City has published measures for tree protection during construction.  These 

guidelines are provided in Appendix B below, and must be must be observed during construction.   

 

4.3.4 - Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

Pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and CDFG Code, removal of any trees, shrubs, or any 

other potential nesting habitat should be conducted outside the avian nesting season.  The nesting season 

generally extends from early February through August, but can vary slightly from year to year based upon 

seasonal weather conditions. 
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SECTION 5: QUALIFICATIONS OF ARBORIST 

Mr. Wirtes is a Certified Arborist (CH-08084) with the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) and a 

Registered Consulting Arborist (#738) with the American Society of Consulting Arborists.  Mr. Wirtes 

was ISA certified in November of 2005 and has conducted numerous tree assessments for residential 

properties that involve oak and other tree species.  Most notably, Mr. Wirtes has created an oak 

regeneration plan for a 2.3-acre project site in Ventura County as mitigation within a specific plan 

development as well as a Joshua tree preservation plan in the City of Palmdale, CA.  He has performed 

numerous tree surveys is Riverside, San Bernardino, and Los Angeles Counties on sites with as many as 

400 trees.  Mr. Wirtes’ education includes a Bachelor of Science in Biology and a Master of Science in 

Environmental Science from California State University at Fullerton. 

 

 

I certify that the details stated herein this report are true and accurate: 

 

________________________________________________________________ 

George Wirtes, MS, RCA #738 

ISA Certified Arborist, CH-08084  
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Appendix A - Tree Species Observed 

Note - This tree survey and the details recorded below are meant to characterize the trees within the property. The assessment is not exhaustive, but is a balance between the competing forces of in-

depth description and cost effectiveness.  The goal was to accumulate enough data to make a judgment as to what role, if any, the existing trees may have in the proposed project. 

Tree Tag 

# 
Species1 

DBH (inches) 

Height 

(feet) 

Canopy Width (feet) 

Health Structure Risk Conclusion 1st 

Trunk 

2nd 

Trunk 

3rd 

Trunk 

4th 

Trunk 

5th 

Trunk 

6th 

Trunk 
Total (North on top) 

401 Red River Gum 43           43 95   30   2 - 3 2 2 - 3 May be 

preserved Some upper canopy deadwood, good form and vigor. Some vertical fissures. 46.2   33       

  43.2         

402 Red River Gum 54 24         78 105   46.2   2 - 3 3 3 Remove 

Some upper canopy dead wood. Co-dominant. Increased risk.  50.7   43.5       

  42.9         

403 Red River Gum 45           45 93   30   3 2 - 3 3 Remove 

Large lower stem canker. Poor prognosis. 39   45.3       

  30         

404 Red River Gum 46           46 117   34.8   3 2 - 3 3 Remove 

Upper canopy dead wood. Co-dominant. Increased risk. 66   28.5       

  9         

405 Red River Gum 40 25 21       86 93   27.9   2 - 3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Multi-stem. Harvested central leader, broken branch 30   46.5       

  40.5         

406 Red River Gum 60           60 99   18.6   2 - 3 3 - 4 3 - 4 Remove 

Increased risk, decay in crotch.  42.6   42       

  27         

407 Red River Gum 11 11         22 45   9   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Co-dominant. Harvested stem, Upper canopy deadwood. 33   9       

  18         

408 Red River Gum 24 6.5 16       46.5 93   18.6   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Harvested stem, co-dominant. Upper canopy deadwood. 36   6       

  18         

409 Red River Gum 13 9 11       33 75   3   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Co-dominant, harvested stem 27   0       

  18         

410 Red River Gum 12 11 14       37 60   19.2   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Co-dominant, harvested stem, included bark 21.3   32.4       

  9         

411 Red River Gum 12 11 8       31 60   6   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Burnt stump, co-dominant stems, increased risk. 6   12       

  31.2         

412 Red River Gum 25 17 30       72 98   28.8   3 3  3 - 4 Remove 

Harvested and burnt stump.  31.8   34.8       

  30.6         

413 Red River Gum 47           47 105   30.9   2 - 3 2 - 3 3 Remove 
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Co-dominant stems 60   44.7       

  48         

414 Red River Gum 39 18         47 72   6   3 3 3 Remove 

Multi stem, burnt crotch, broken branch. 12   48.9       

  45         

415 Red River Gum 22           22 36   3   3 3 3 Remove 

Burnt stump 6   3       

  6         

416 Red River Gum 29 12         41 86   16.5   3 2 - 3 3 Remove 

Burnt stump, large canker 30   9       

  21.9         

417 Red River Gum 23 35         58 87   12   2 - 3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Cracked wood, multi stem, weak crotch. 36.6   36       

  45         

418 Red River Gum 23 14 28       65 96   31.5   2 - 3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Multi stem. Multiple large cankers. 44.1   9       

  36         

419 Red River Gum 12 18 11 10     51 66   9   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Harvest stem. Burnt tree. Upper canopy dead wood. 57   3       

  18         

420 Red River Gum 36           36 81   45   3 3 3 Remove 

Large stem. Canker. 13.5   36       

  36         

421 Red River Gum 14           14 42   0   3 - 4 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Hollow stem. 18   18       

  21         

422 Red River Gum 19 15 24       58 69   31.2   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Burnt out stump. 6   21       

  18         

423 Red River Gum 17           17 62   9   2 - 3 3 3 Remove 

Decayed. Harvested stump. 6   36       

  30         

424 Red River Gum 17 15 16 14     62 87   12   3 3 - 4 3 - 4 Remove 

Large cankers on stem, burnt. 45   30       

  39         

425 Red River Gum 34 29         63 66   33   3 3 3 Remove 

Decayed crotch, increased risk.  37.8   39       

  36         

426 Red River Gum 54           54 66   30   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Decayed stem, increased risk. 36   30       

  36         

427 Red River Gum 15 32         47 91   22.8   3 3 3 Remove 

Burnt. Co-dominant. Large canker. Increased upper canopy dead wood. 31.8   54       

  30         

428 Red River Gum 16           16 45   15   3 3 - 4 3 - 4 Remove 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 
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Harvested burnt stem, poor form. 36   0       

  24         

429 Red River Gum 21 36 15       72 72   21   3 3 3 Remove 

Poor scaffolding, multi-stem. Burnt. 51   30       

  45         

430 Red River Gum 20 18         38 84   21   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Multiple broken branches. 12   12       

  30         

431 Red River Gum 42           42 105   31.2   2 - 3 2 - 3 3 Remove 

Harvested stump. Burnt. 19.2   18.9       

  33         

432 Red River Gum 16           16 72   15   3 3 3 Remove 

Lower stem cankers, in decline 3   18       

  15         

433 Red River Gum 37           37 78   21   3 3 3 Remove 

Lower stem cankers, in decline 15   24       

  27         

434 Red River Gum 28           28 105   12   3 3 3 Remove 

Stem cankers, in decline 39   18       

  21         

435 Red River Gum 33           33 81   15   3 3 3 Remove 

Galleries. Large stem cankers. 36   3       

  33         

436 Red River Gum 14 17         31 54   30   2 - 3 3 3 Remove 

Co-dominant stems, upper canopy deadwood, included bark 21   18       

  25.5         

437 Red River Gum 30           30 99   21   3 2 - 3 2 - 3 Remove 

Decline, upper canopy deadwood 24   27       

  33         

438 Red River Gum 23           23 87   9   3 3 3 Remove 

Stem decay. Multiple cankers. 12   9       

  15         

439 Red River Gum 19           19 66   3   3 - 4 3 3 Remove 

Large stem decay, steep decline 33   3       

  9         

440 Red River Gum 44           44 72   6   3 3 3 Remove 

Borer galleries, decline, large stem cankers. 30   24       

  33         

441 Red River Gum 21           21 65   6   3 3 3 Remove 

Co-dominant stem removed, stem decay. 33.6   6       

  30         

442 Red River Gum 45           45 102   32.1   3 3 3 - 4 Remove 

Large stem canker, decay at crotch. 51   27       

  36         

443 Tree of Heaven 6 7 6 6 8   33 32   5   2 2 2 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 

I I I I I I I I I 
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Multi stem, invasive species 5   5       May be 

preserved   5         

 


