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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: CJ’\@V\ i/) _,?&; AN HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Faiture : Size : Target - “Hazard

. ] oL, ] Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public > private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of fast inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #._&L_ Species: f"”ﬂ/‘ T~ r’fﬂr /;,!f

DBH: # of trunks: _L, Helghl

Crown class: &fdominant [ co-dominant Dlintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: ‘ ks %

Ape class:

Pruning history: [lcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [topped O crownraised O poitarded O crown reduced m\none
Special Value: Jspecimen (O heritagefistoric O wildlife O unusual Rstreettree screen [ shade Oindigenous T other

TREE HEALTH

a5 Spread; l 7 e~

Form: ﬁgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [ stump sprout [J stag-headed

Ovyoung O mature Tover-mature

Foliage color: %ormal O chiorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: normal (O sparse Leaf size: OInormal [ small

Annual shoot growth: -Oexcellent [TDaverage Bdpoor  Twig Diehack?
Callus development: (Jexcellent (Javerage (Jpoor %one
Vigor class: [excellent fXaverage [Jfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

Y N

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (BAresidence (3 commercial E]mdus(nai Opark Oopenspace Dnaturat O
Landscape type: [ 1parkway (Jraised bed Clcomamer Aopen O <Gl f' e

Irrigation:

% dripline paved: 0% - 10-25% ZaEls 50-75%
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 25-50% 50-75%

Soil problems: (J drainage (J shallow Ecompacted [ droughty (O saline altkaline O acidic [J small volume [ disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions:

Wind (tree position): PRingle tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy [l recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge Wrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Onone &Jadequate [linadequate [lexcessive ([Jtrunk wetted

Olights O signage [Jline-of-sight [Dview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [Ctraffic [ adjacentveg. O

75-100%
75-100%
75-100%

Litted? Y ‘@

Use Under Tree: [ building [ parking wtraﬁic [Jpedestrian [ recreation [landscape ([ hardscape (J small features

Can target he moved? Y

Occupancy, [ occasional use D{medium, intermittent use  (J frequent use
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fdaudelin
Zone de texte 
ANNEXE 4


e T e e el
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural (J unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decayin plane of tean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y @
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectroot rot: Y C&) Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:
Exposed roofs: S @ L Undermined: S M L
Root pruned: ftfromtrunk  Root area aflected: %  Bultresswounded: Y N  When:
Restricted rootarea: S M @}, Potential for root failure: S @ b

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor faper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesfing hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls _ a
Previous faiiure I mec by Sl

HAZARD RATING

Past most likely to fail;__
Failure Potential: 1<C2) 3 Sizeo(Paﬂ@ 23 Targel@ 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 56 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: &remove defective part [ reduce end weight Jcrownclean (Jthin (raise canopy (Jcrown reduce  (Jrestructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: i Inspect further: Orootcrown Tldecay Tlaerial T monitor
Remove tree: Y ,heplace? Y CN Move target: Y N Other:
Qe ¥ D)

Effect on adjacent rees: [ none N evaluate

COMMENTS
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891
Site/Address: \3 j 4 CL}&,V\, 6-3)& 'l,rz\ HAZARD RATING:
. . + + =
MapyLocation: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Potential  of part Rating Rating

Owner: public private /5( unknown other ' ) .

7 immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: . Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree .0 & Species: ‘@ JM%ALY»V Dtﬂo) ) dis
DBH: # of frunks: j/ Height: sy Spread: Q()

Form: [Jgenerally symmetric (3 minor asymmetry ;ﬁ\major asymmetry (Jstump sprout ([ stag-headed-
Crown class: (Bdominant [ co-dominant Ointermediate [J suppressed

Live crown ralio-/ C‘C«? _ % Ageclass: (Jyoung ([Jmature [Rover-mature

Pruning history: [crown cleaned ([ excessively thinned (Jtopped [Jcrownraised O bolla_rded O crown reduced F none

Special Value: [Jspecimen [heritage/historic (O wildlife (O unusual ﬁstreettree [Oscreen [Jshade Jindigenous [ other '

TREE HEALTH

Foliage calor: & normal - Olchlorotic Clnecrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: @normal ljsparse Leaf size: wnmmal O small _
Annual shoot growth: (lexcellent fBaverage Ulpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N >
Callus development. (Jexcellent [Javerage Dpoor‘ Xnone

Vigorclass: (Jexcellent (®average E]fe_xir O poor

Major pesis/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: & residence [Jcommercial Oindustrial Clpark [Clopenspace Onatural O

Landscape type: (Jparkway Oraisedbed Jcontainer Y¥open (I 3 M A JL Com i,

=7

Imigation: Ononie (Madequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 25-50%. 50-75% 75-100% Lifled? Y @

% dripline w/ fill o o OB 2550% 5075% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 5075% 75-100%

Soil problems: Cldrainage (I shallow [ compacted (J droughty [ saline [J alkaline (D acidic (J small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: [llights [signage [ ling-of-sight Tlview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ traffic [Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): & single tree O below canopy (Jabovecanopy [Jrecently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge ([ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: ﬁbuilding [Jparking Oltraffic (O pedestrian Olrecreation [llandscape [ hardscape ([ small features
Can target be moved? Y

Occupancy: (Joccasional use [ medium, intermittent use Mrequentuse
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical ({natural [ unnaturat Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of lean: ¥ Q)t Roots exposed: Q& N Soil cracking: Y @

Compounding factors: Lean severity: S@ L
ROOT DEFECTS: '

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y Q 10:
Exposed roots: S @L Undermined: S M L

Rootpruned: _ R from trunk Raot area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: S M@ Patential lor root failure: S @ L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling _

Wounds

14 ] i
Decay 53 Dla o0 Biesny

Cavity COS 30

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding - |
Loose/cracked bark .

Nesting hole/bee hive

‘Deadwaod/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely to fail:_

Failure Potential: 1 (23  Size-of Part: 1 203 Target\)2 3  HazardRaling: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: -] remove defective part O reduce end weight Olcrownclean Othin O raise canopy T crown reduce O restructure T shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further:  (Jrootcrown [Jdecay [aerfal [ monitor

Removeﬁee:&bN Replace‘(’:ﬁ N Move target: Y @ Other:

Efiect on adjacent trees: ﬂ\none [ evaluate

COMMENTS
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TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM

Site/Address: s / 5 CLEM%,Q/ e HAZARD RATING:
P + + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
) OL : Potential  of part Rating Rating

Owner: public private unknown other ’ . . :

immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: - Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

]
Tree #: Q0O 2 species: p.e“\qvl"zg‘ ) 0 L a1 ks
DBH: 2 S'j? #oflrunks:_L_ Height:_z-Q_ Spread;&

Form: ®.generally symmitric. Tl minor asymmetry O major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: @S\dominam O co-dqminant Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: 2 : 2 % Age class: (Jyoung [Jmature E{over—mature ' _ L (M
- -

Pruning history: [crown cleaned ([Texcessively thinned [Jtopped O crown raised (O poliarded [Jcrown reduced O non‘e{:f'h\’\'L agia:r- €.

Special Value: [specimen (O heritage/istoric O wildlife [ unusual P stresttree Oscreen 1 shade (indigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Qnormal DO chlorotic Onecrotic  Epicormies? Y N
Faliage density: dnormal [ sparse Leaf size: normal [ 'small
Annual shoot growth: Jexcellent ¢.average [lpoor  Twig Diehack?G N

Callus development: [excellent average O poor [rione
Vigorclass: dexcellent [laverage (Jfair [poor
Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: /dresidence (OJcommercial Oindustrial Oipark Tlopen space Oinaturat O
Landscape type: O parkway [Jraisedbed (Ocontainer Oopen O

Irigation: Onone ABadequate inadequate [lexcessive (Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: Yo < 2o50% 50-75% 75:100% Lited? YN

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0%  «710-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade {owered: % 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75100%

- Soil problems: [ drainage (1 shallow (J compacted [ dfoughty Osaline (J alkatine (Jacidic Tl small valume [ disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: [Jlights [ signage. [line-of-sight Jview [ overhead lines ﬁ’underground utilities ,&ﬂraﬁic " O adjacent veg. Q¥r's
Wind (tree position): P:single tree [lbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed ([ windward, canopy edge. (] area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [3Guilding [ parking Oltraffic [ pedestrian  Olrecreation [ landscape (Jhardscape (J small features
Can target be moved? Y (N) ’ '

Occupancy: [ occasional use O medium, intermitient use mirequem use
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severily: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. trom vertical < patural  Dunnatural  Soil heaving: Y @
-~ 7
Decay in plane ol lean: Y @ Roots exposed:@N Soil cracking: Y %
e

" Compounding factors: ‘ Leanseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectroot rot: Y Qo Mushroom/conk present: Y’ ® 1D:
Exposed roots: S M@ Undermined: S M L

Roof pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: QQ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: S M (C) Potential lor root failure: S M @

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper :
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
inciuded bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
|_Hangers
ﬂdling

Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING
Part most fikely to fail__ l:l[‘('?&\f\ /\M TSy ‘\ S
Failure Potential: 1 23 SizeofPar: 1 2,  Target: 1 2 (@) MazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: jﬁremove defective parl @reduca end weight Jcrownclean (Jthin  (Jraise canopy D«‘c’rown reduce [ restructure [ shape

DJV\FJK K

Cable/Brace: __ i Inspect further:  Jroot crown [Jdecay [aerial (I monitor

Hemovelree:{f@N Replace? Y @, Move target: Y@ Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: (Bloone O evaluate

COMMENTS
~;‘;§ n \., ‘ha caeh e \ vf“ﬁ‘"t.f TN

SE
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891
o~ I
Site/Address: &/L\IQA. ,! 2N B HAZARD RATING:
[ I
H . + - + =
Map/Location: - Failure + Gize + Target = Hazard
)\ Potential  of part Rating Rating
QOwner: public private unknown other ’ . .
- : Immediate action needed
Date: inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

: , T T
Tree #:D;“L Species: J/%Di]/\ - VRPN Y

]

DBH: I&) #nnrunks:_/_ Height:_&é_ Spread__2-()

Form: [ generally symmetric ‘Crinor asymmetry [ major asymmetry (O stump sprout [l stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant (5 co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed -

Live crown ralio:_@_s_ % Age class: [young [Jmature @Qver-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned ([ excessively thinned topped [Jcrown raised Jpollarded [ crown reduced < none

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/historic [ wildlife [Junusual @\Streettree Oscreen shade [indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliagecolor:,ﬁlormal [Jchiorotic D necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: D’normal CB’Qparse Leaf size: O normal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: Oexcellent [Javerage @f‘poor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [excellent [DJaverage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: excellent [Taverage ,Odair Mpoor

Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial [ park &qopen space [Jnatural [J

Landscape type: Olparkway Oraisedbed container {open O
Irrigation: [ none ﬁ-a‘dequate [Jinadequate Olexcessive T trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%<550% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? YQD
% driptine w/ ill soit 0%  10-25%C2550% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: ' 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage [J shallow¥d) compacted [J droughty D saline [J alkaline (J acidic (J smalf volume [ disease center@ﬂ\history of fail
Obstructions: [llights Ulsignage Olline-of-sight [Dview [overhead lines [ underground utilities [Cliraffic  (ladjacentveg. (O

Wind (tree paosition): single tree (3 below canopy (D above canopy [ recently exposed . D{windward, canopy edge garea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (O building [ parking thraﬂic O pedestrian  Olrecreation  Cllandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can farget be moved? Y @

Occupancy: A@'occasionaluse [ medium, intermittent use [ frequent use:

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for faifure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (O natural (Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplaneoflean: Y N Rootsexposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: :

s
Suspectrootrot: Y @ Mushroom/conk present. Y ‘\N} 1D:
Exposedroals: S M @ Undermined: S M ’L@

Root pruned:_‘{__ ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted raot area: S M @ Potential lor root failure: S (M) L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN I TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

4 A
Included bark : Z

Excessive end weight : N

Cracks/Splits . v

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay ) CA

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark k ol

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs o o of

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls . : “t {

Previous failure 1 FaN a LR

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_

Failure Potential{(1) 2- 3 SizeolPart 1 (4 3  Target(}) 2 3, HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (O remove defective part ([ reduce end weight [lcrownclean [thin  (raise canopy O crown reduce O restructure  (J shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: oot crown [Jdecay’ (aerial [ monitor

Removelree:@)N Replace? Y@ Move target: Y @ Other:

Effect on adjacert trees: D none (evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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89
Site/Address: ' HAZARD RATING:
— + + =
Map/Location: Failure . + Size + Target = Hazard
) 0{ Potential  of part Rating Rating
QOwner: public private unknown other ' . ) .
immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: ' _ Needs further inspection
" Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tee .00 5 species:_fo.n ‘ab s !(1 }A =1 /ﬂ

DBH: ’i"_ # of trunks: '_g Height: ;28__ ‘Spread;@_

Form: Qgenerally symmetric [l minor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [ stump sprout (O stag-headed

Crown class: (O dominant &= co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ra‘lio:‘q_o % Ageclass: [Clyoung [Imature &gver-mature

Pruning history: - O crown cleaned (] excessively thinned Otopped [crown raised O pollarded Jcrown reduced ©knone

Special Value: Dlspecimen [ heritage/historic D wildlife O unusual ﬂstreettree Oscreen Oshade [indigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %normal D chiorotic O necrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: OInormal [Asparse  Leafsize: Onormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: Oexcellent [Javerage mpoor Twig Dieback?~ Yy N
Callus development: Jexcellent [average [dpoor [dnone ‘
Vigorclass: Oexcellent [laverage [Thair [¥poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS .

Site Character: Oresidence [Jcommercial industrial O park @bpen space [Jnatural OJ

Landscape type: [lparkway OJraisedbed (O container @\open 0
Irrigation: O none @@dequate Elinadéquate Oexcessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% .83:50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: . 0% 10-25% @% 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: - 0% 10-25% 25-50%  50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage [J shallow [J compacted OJ droughty [Jsaline [:] alkaline Clacidic (Jsmall volume [ disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: [Cllights O signage Oline-of-sight O view [ overhead lines [ undesground utilities T2 traffic [Jadjacent veg. O ‘

Wind (tree position). singletree [ below canopy D above canopy T recently exposed mmndward, canopy edge@area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (O building O parking Chtraffic O pedestrian  Orecreation .(landscape [ hardscape O small features
Can target he moved? ¥ @ -

Occupancy: gﬁ@ccasionaluse O medium, intermittent use  (J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for faiture
' M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity ;
LEAN: ____ deg. fromvertical (Jnatural (Junnatural Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of lean: Y @ Roots exposed: Y D Soil cracking: Y ()
Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:

Leanseverity: S M L

Suspectrootret: Y @ Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposed roots: S /M@ Undermined: S M@

Root pruned: ftfromtrunk  Roof area affected: % . Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for root lailure: S M @
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

}_Poor taper
Codaominants/forks [l

Muitiple attachments ) b4

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits A oL S

Hangers

Girdling

[ Wounds

Decay oL oL

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark N 2N !

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: 1 2"@;) Size of Part: 1 g"j& 'Target:@2,3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrown clean TJthin [ raise canopy - () crown reduce  (Jrestructure  (J shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: [Jrootcrown [decay [Jaerial [Jmonitor

Remove tree: QJN Replace? Y\;j\l;_", Move target: Y@\ Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: Ulnone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS
D |

jc& \)p%’ V{""“ Qoo Qf-}h\f“f’ ’ Q\J\EY\L z‘f,’i Qf i
Y\
Do <ocve AGP&‘«WW‘A‘- BXE--{: Mﬂmm\f}
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Site/Address: ‘ HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: | Failure : Size : Target = Tiazard

) OK ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other . .

immediate action needed

Date:__~ _ [Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS \
Tree .00 & Species: QMLOT‘J LJ‘»": 104 J‘J
DBH: ’M # of trunks: ll‘ Height: ZE Spread; 9 ,:l

Form: [denerally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry I stump sprout [J stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant &go-dominant [Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown raliozji_ % Ageclass: [lyoung [ mature %ver-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrownraised [pollarded [ crown reduced @@one
Special Value: [Jspecimen [Jheritage/historic D wildliife D unusual Bdstreet tree Clscreen  [lshade  lindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Fotiage color:  (hnormal D chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: [ normal ?@\sparse Leaf size: "@(norma! Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent [Javerage MHpoor  Twig Dieback?@N

Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [none
Vigorclass: [Jexcellent Oaverage Bdfair [ poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial [Jpark ngpen space [natural [
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer ,J%pen O

lrrigation: O3 none Oadequate [linadequate [Dexcessive. [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y @ CO\A IV 1 J
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% @u 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

\/L-t

Soil problems: [_]drainage [Jshallow @‘gompacted CJdroughty [Jsaline (Jalkaline {3 acidic {3 small volume [Z] disease center [] history of fail
Obstructions; (Jlights Osignage Oline-of-sight OJview [Joverhead lines (Junderground utilities [liraffic [Jadjacentveg. O
Wind (lre_e position): [ single tree [ below canopy [0 above canopy [ recently exposed &windward, canopy edge @'area prong to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [J building [l parking _k]traffic [Opedestrian O recreation [1landscape [Jhardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y ® '

Occupancy: ﬂ\occasional use O medium, intermittent use O frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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'HAZARD RATING

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical ﬂ\nalural [J unnatural Soil heaving: Y(\N;)
Decay inplane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y CN? Sail cracking: Y %
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y (N ID:
Exposed roots: S (yL, Undermined: S M \f@

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N - When:
Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for root failure: S (ML
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN : TRUNK SCAFFGLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments oA

Included bark d ad

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits A s

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

N
Cavity B4 A

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark N -~

Nesting hole/bee hive L

Deadwood/stubs . =, ] 5
Borers/termites/ants .

Cankers/galls

Previpus failure

Parl most likely to fail._

Failure Potential: 1(2, 3 SizeofPart: 1(2>3  Targe:(1)2 3  HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (3 remove defective part  [J reduce end weight Ulcrownclean Othin [lraise canopy  [crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher: [Jyootcrown [decay [Jaerial Jmonitor

Other:

Remove tree: % N Replace? Y (> Move target: Y (N

Eflect on adjacert trees: @(none O evaluate

COMMENTS

;:3

& @\r\ b\k, E;:‘?-.-C\.\N\ﬂ-«.‘r ‘5"43, ‘::§\ w:}Y\ & \;;”\.ij CR Camve AT
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
L i + 4+ =

Map/Location: l;ailure '+ ?ize + Target = Hazard

) . otentia of part Rating ~ Rating
Owner; public g private unknown other immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: : Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERIST)CS __ .

. P i\ oo .
Tree 4O T Species: L Cem pln e it 4 0{15

¥
DBH: Ko # of trunks: J Height: 88 Spread:(i#

Form: B&generally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry CJstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [ dominant [Jco-dominant Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:ﬂ %  Ageclass: Oyoung [Jmature &Jover-mature

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [topped Jcrownraised (J pollarded (3 crown reduced (Pnone
Special Value: O specimen O heritage/historic D wildlife O unusual @treet tree Oscreen [shade Oindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @normal O chlorotic T necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: @dormal Osparse  Leafsizez Onormal [ small

Annual shoot growth; Dexcellenlﬁ@av_erage Clpoor  Twig Diehack? Y @)
Callus development: OJexcellent Javerage Jpoor (Jnone

Vigor class: [ excellent \average Ofair Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ residence (Jcommercial [(Jindustrial (Jpark @Xopen space natural O

Landscape type: [OJparkway Oraisedbed [Jcontainer &open O

Irrigation:  Onone chdadequate Clinadequate Clexcessive trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% (Z5-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N

. o : -
% driptine w/ fill soil: 0%  10-25% §2550% 50-75% 75-100% \)a O\q ¢
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems:. [ drainage O shaliow_Pkcompacted E]drdughty O satine O alkaline (Jacidic (Jsmalf volume (] disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: (llights [Jsignage ([Jline-of-sight [ view ﬂﬁoverhead lines [Junderground utilities Mraﬁic [Cladjacentveg. [

Wind (tree position): [single tree  [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed \D(yvindward. canopy edge CXarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building [ parking &lraﬁic [ pedestrian  (Jrecreation [ landscape (O hardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y@

- Y -
Occupancy: (Joccasional use @/medium, intermittent use  [J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity. S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical O natural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cradking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y @ Mushraoom/conk present: Y @ 1D:
Exposed roots: S M @ Undermined: S M L
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: _ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for root failure: S @ L
CROWN DEFECTS: i

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Godominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

| Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

{.oose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

@nkers/@s
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_

FailurePo!en!ial:(T)' 3 Size of Part: 1 /2) 3 Targel,:;’jj‘Z 3 Hazard Rating: 1 2345 6 78 9

‘ &
HAZARD ABATEMENT '

Prune: O remove defective part  Jreduce end weight {3 crown clean /ﬁ{;hin O raise canopy [ crown reduce O restructure T shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect fuher:  [Jroot crown [ldecay [laerial

Other:

3 monitor

Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y !

Effect on adjacerttrees: (Jnone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS '

Move target: Y N

rrrw&A:ev-»_——a_—-_n___—-»-.- —————m
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30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to-the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: ’ HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: - Failure : Size I Target Z Hazard

) Q( . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public privale unknown other . .

Immediate action needed

Date: _ Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #:Q0Y  species: ‘PMEOL\\\’.{‘ %!iﬁ /&{Ji
DBH: ﬂQ #oﬂmnks:_[_ Height: X Spread; /6

Form: [ generally symmetric  fqinor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant (Jco-dominant Hintermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: <38 9, Ageclass: (Xyoung (Imature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Dtopped [Jcrownraised [Jpoflarded 3 crown reduced [ﬁ@one

Spectal Value: [ specimen [ heritage/historic [ wildlile unusual (1 street treey Dscreef [ shade Dindi?enous [ other

" R PN r\.:m-\f.e__ S~ "Q:“‘C«'l <0
TREE HEALTH S e

Foliage color: Qnormal Ochiorotic D necrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: (Awnormal Osparse  Leafsize: Onormal Osmall

Annual shoot growth: & excellent Daverage Clpoor  Twig Dieback? Y <0y
Callus development: [excellent [laverage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: Dexcelle;n yaverage [Ofair Opoor

Major pesis/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: [ residence (Jcommercial lindustrial Ol park @open space [lnatural [
Landscape type: O parkway Olraisedbed [ confainer @ppen (W]
Irrigation: [l none ‘@Qdequate [inadequate [excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifled? Y Qb
% dripline w/ fili soil: 0% ' 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: Cldrainage [ shallow [Jcompacted [Jdroughty [l saline [alkaline O acidic [1 smalt volume [J disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Oitights O signage  Olfine-of-sight Tview [ overhead lines [ underground utilities [ traffic Madjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [single tree T below canopy [Jabove canopy (I recently exposed windward, canopy edge pzf area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Ol building [Jparking Oltraffic O pedestrian Tl recreation Mandscape Ohardscape 1 small features
Can target be moved? Y %

Occupancy: occasional use  [Jmedium, intermittent use ([ frequent use

Specinien: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM,‘ Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for faifure

M defect of moderale severity

L defect 61 low severity
LEAN: .-‘ o deg. from vertical na!ural {J unnatural Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of [ean: Y @ Roots exposed: Y @ Soif cracking: Y @

Compounding factors:

?
,

Leanseverity: S M (L)

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y Q\D Mushroom/conk present: Y @) 1
Exposed rools: S M(L} Undermined: S M L

Root pruned:
Restricted root area: S ML\\j Potential for root failure: S M ’1_;‘)
CROWN DEFECTS:

ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buftress wounded: Y N When:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Godominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

PCankers/ga!ls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely o fail;

Failure Potentialy 3> 2 3 Size omarr;:)i}e 3 Target 1) 2 3 HaardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 B 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (Jremove defective part D reduce end weight  (J crown clean Wthin O raise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: (I root crown  [idecay [Jaerial (3 monitor

Remove tree: Y '\N_Dieplace? YQNB Move target: Y (N )\ Other:

Effec! on adjacert irees: I_B'\none [Jevaluate

COMMENTS

\{ p»\rp ‘r‘\k l,l'” . ‘!, /{ L

A(\\’j)m
%CJQ\J\L ém\f u\{%vm

r“ i'?!,\.f&
3

2
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30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES
A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Galue + Sz + Trgel - Hazard
- j\ ] Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: _ Needs further inspection
Date of fast inspection: —— Deadtree
TREE GHARAGTERISTICS

Tree #al?_ Species: Q&p 464* JJJC) \@"J s

DBH: / 2T of trunks: Height: &8 Spread; ,22

Form:  Pgenerally symmetric O3 minor asymmetry (O major asymmetry O3 stump sprout 03 stag-headed

“Crown class: [Ydominant g&co-dominant Ointermediate  [J suppressed

Live crown ratio: Z 5 %  Ageclass: [Jyoung [Jmature O over-mature
Pruning history: Jcrown cleaned [Texcessively thinned (Otopped crownraised [Jpollarded ([Jcrown reduced [Jnone

Special Value: (O specimen ([ heritage/historic [ wildlife (3 unusual streettree (Jscreen (Jshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @normal D chiorotic T necrotic Epicorrﬁics? Y N
Foliage density: ﬂqormal (Osparse  Leafsize: (Inormal (small
Annual shoot growth: ([ excellent %verage O poor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigorclass: (Jexcellent (ﬂaverage Ofair Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ residence O commercial Jindustrial O park @(open space Ulnatural O

Landscape type: (Jparkway [Jraisedbed (7 container g&{pen a
Irrigation: Dncne @‘adequate [(linadequate [Jexcessive ([ trunk wetted _

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @o_% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N _

% dripline w/ ill soil: 0% 10-25% ”*stzg; 50-75%  75-100% k/qomx

% dripline grade lowered: 0% - 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% ' x 0‘, ,fv"f\””/\
Soil problems: [ drainage Dshal!ow@compac\éd O droughty D saline [ atkatine Ol acidic 0 smalt volume [ disease center Tl history of fail
Obstructions: [llights [Jsignage [Jline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities '-\@klrafﬁc [CJadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): [singletree [below canopy [ above canopy [ recentiy exposed E{windward, canopy edge EQrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building [ parking ytrafflc Dpedestnan (,'Eﬁecreatlon [ landscape [hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @

Occupancy. occasional use  [J medium, mtermlﬁentuse Dfrequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S

severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L

LEAN: deg. from vertical &natural (3 unnatural

defect of low severity

Soil heaving: Y @

Decay in plane of lean: Y @)5 Roots exposed: Y'\Nb Soil cracking: Y@

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y @) Mushroom/conk present: YKN‘) 1D:

Exposed roots: S M¢ Ly Undermined: S M T

ft from trunk

Root pruned: Root area affected: _______ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M L .

CROWN OEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight .
Cracks/Splits =l ¥
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay . P
Fﬁm :
Conks/Mushrogms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark . S
Nesting hote/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs od
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

CA_
b
4

®

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential{ £ 2 3 Size of Part; 1 2,d yTarget(1)2 3 HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [Jreduce end weight [lcrown clean [Jthin  (Jraise canopy - (Jcrown reduce [ restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace:

_ ~ Inspect futher: [Jroot crown [Jdecay [Daerial [ monitor
Remove tree: @@J N Replace? 'Y \eN%\ Move target: Y \(l\h Other:
2 \:J; N

Effect on adjacert trees: (2% none O evaluate

'COMMENTS

F)‘ ’ § % - ) -8 \ -
k g‘!\ﬂ- BENCAAS éﬂ;’t F e e & 4'}"‘; 'G“‘"m%‘ L 3
Srede Vst
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

EEOTE N Cotga

- SITE CONDITIONS

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

Date of last inspection: _ Deadtree

891
\Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
i i + + =
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
bli ivat unk h Potential  of part Rating Rating
Ouwner: public private unknown other immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: i Needs further inspection

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #:01€0  species: ‘e@wﬁ)utr QL;; o-:cf-ts

oBH: RS # ot trunks: /. Helght 2%  spread /¥

Form: @generally symmetric (O minor asymmetry [J major asymmetry (3 stump sprout - [ stag-headed

Crown class: O dominant BAco-dominant intermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:_gﬁ_ % Ageclass: Olyoung Cmature cﬂ over-mature

Pru'nlng history: O crowncleaned ([Jexcessively thinned (Jtopped [Jcrown raised O pollarded [ crown reduced ¢ none

Special Value: [Jspecimen [heritage/istoric O wildlife [J unusual streettree  (Jscreen (O 'shade Dindigenous [J other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: %§fnormal O chiorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Faoliage density: [Jnormal <parse  Leatsize: (Dnormal  (Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: Jexcellent WWaverage [(Ipoor  Twig Diehack?(bg
Callus development: excellent Claverage [Jpoor [ none
Vigor class: (Jexcellent average E}J,aly Opoor

v 7 AT
Major pests/diseases: L) CLFT A _Coanenfon] AR X e"&

Site Character: [lresidence Olcommercial Olindustrial O park “®.open space Clnatural O

Landscape type: (1parkway (lraisedbed (O container c&(open a
Irrigation: O none @adequate [Clinadequate Jexcessive [trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% <5509 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0%  10-25%(25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: { drainage (I shaliow (3 compacted [ droughty Tl saline (3 alkaline T acidic T3 small volume [ disease center [ history of fail

Obstrugtions: [lights Osignage O line-of-sight (lview [Joverhead lines (Junderground utilities [l traffic Hadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): (O single tree  [Jbelow canopy [ above canopy [recently exposed waindward, canopy edge mrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building ] parking traffic [l pedestrian [Jrecreation [landscape [Jhardscape I:\smallteatures'
Can target be moved? v'\ﬂ\;)

Occupaney: [ occasional use Mmedium, intermittent use  CJ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: ______ deg.fromvertical (Jnatural (Junnatural
Decay in plane of lean: Y @ Roots exposed: Y @ S_oil cracking: Y N

Soil heaving: Y N

Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y @ Mushroom/conk present: Y ® 1D:
Exposedraols: S M (& Undermined: S M (

Lean severity: S M'@

Roof pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S M ® Potential for roof faifure: S M @
CROWN DEFECTS: '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK
Poor taper L
| Codominants/forks 2N /)4
Multiple attachments X
Included bark -
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits ‘ oy A
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay

Cavity )
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding of o
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive ]
Deadwood/stubs A A <
Borers/termites/ants 8 ™
Cankers/galls . ' N
Prévious failure - "N o«

HAZARD RATING
Part most likely to fait. <> brgs
Failure Potential: 1 2 @) SizeofPart: 1 233 Tamget: 2 3

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [1remove defective part [ reduce end weight Ocrownclean Dithin [ raise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: _
Remove tree:{ V)N Replace? Y (§) Movetarget: v (X  Other:

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Inspect further: O root crown '[Jdecay [aerial [ monitor

Efiecl on adjacent trees: (lnone [ evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
- + + =

Map/L.ocation: Faiure + Size + Target .= Hazard

D( Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown other ' . .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS ___ el
Tree#_Q_u_ Species: B 04 0 :

DBH: (’2 # of trunks: __L_ Height:

Form: &) generally symmetric (J minor asymmetry (3 major asymmetry (3 stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: Ddominant "R co-dominant intermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: [ S % Ageclass: Oyoung Omature Fover-mature

Pruning hfstory: [(Jcrown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped O crown raised OJpollarded O crown reduced b@none
Special Value: O specimen D heritage/historic [T wildlife O unusual @ktreet tree Oscreen Cshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: linormal Ochlorotic  Oinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: ©Qormal lsparse  Leafsize: Olnormal O small
Annual shoot growth: ﬁexcellem (Javerage [Jpoor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus devefopment: (Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: [J excellent average [ fair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (Jresidence (Jcommercial Clindustrial [ park @\open space Jnatural ]

Landscape type: O parkway DOraisedbed [Jcontainer WWopen [

lerigation:  (Jnone , adequate [Jinadequate [Texcessive (Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% <%5:50% 50-75% 75-00%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fili soit: 0% 10-25% (25 50% 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25 50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [J drainage (J shallow [Jcompacted (Jdroughty (Jsaline [ alkaline (3 acidic (3 small volume [ disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: Jlights OIsignage Oline-of-sight Tview (Joverhead lines Junderground utilities [ltraffic [Jadjacentveg. O3

Wind (tree pnsition):@"\slingie tree ) below canopy 3 above canopy [ recently exposed Ltl windward, canopy edge [:EL’area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Tlbuilding T parking ‘Ritraﬁic O pedestrian  Orecreation [Jiandscape [ hardscape O small features
Gan target be oved? ¥ (1)

Occupancy: [ occasional use @.medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S§  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect ol moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical <& natural Ounnatural  Seil heaving: YQU
Decayinplaneoflean: Y N Roots exposed:k:.D N Soil cracking: Y Qﬂ -
Compounding factors: Lean severity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrat; Y \N_/) Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S (M> L

Roolpruned:i ft from trunk Root area atfected: jo % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M @ Potential for root failure: S M @
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper )

Codominants/forks DS -
Multiple attachments e .

Included bark 2

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits X Pl

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding - . b

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs . [5=4
Borers/termites/ants ’

Gankers/galls

Previous faifure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely to fail___

FailurePolenlial@2 3  Size olPan:1®3 Target:@Z 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: ngemove defective part [ reduce end weight [crownclean [Dthin [raise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: __ Inspect further: [lrootcrown [DJdecay Daerial  [J monitor

- . ]
Removetree: Y {N) Replace? Y {N} Move larget: Y {l\ﬁ7 Other:
b R

Effect on adjacent tfrees: $dnone Dl evaluate

COMMENTS

™A i '
S
\\.g@\w- P, e RS L
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: . HAZARD RATING:
L TR + + = .

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

o ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public _ > private unknown other ' e

immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection:

Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS _ S

7

B i b o -
Tree #:0 / 9‘ Species:_ o & 7o 4z ] wi’fvi

7
DBH: /’(/U #oflrunks:_L Height: 3 :1 Spread:; ;£

Form: [Bgenerally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [J sturnp sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant {Mco-dominant Jintermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: !Z 5 % Ageclass: CJyoung [ mature K]over—mature_

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned (Jexcessively thinned (Jtopped (J crown raised [ pollarded (3 crown reduced p\none
Special Value: [ specimen [heritagehistoric D wildiife Dunusual &) streettree Dscreen Dshade Dindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ®&normal O chiorotic T necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: THpormal Osparse  Leafsize: Onormal O small
Annual shoot growth: (O excellent ﬁaverage 3 poor Twig Dieback? @ N
Callus development: [Jexcellent average (OJpoor [Jnone \'
Vigorclass: lexcellent (Plaverage [fair CJpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: O residence [Jcommercial Oindustrial O park Ef_open space &natural d

Landscape type: O parkway Oraisedbed [ container {Hlopen O

jrrigation: . Onone [Jadequate inadequate [Jexcessive . [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 1025% Q5ED% 5075% 75100%  Lified? Y Q)
% dripline w/fill soil: 0% 10-25% E;?’Sg/ 50-75%  75-100%
. % dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage [ shallow &Xcompacted {Jdroughty [Jsaline O alkaline (Jacidic [ small volume [ disease center [ history of fail-

Obstructions: [Jlights [ signage Oline-of-sight [Oview [Ooverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ltraffic (3 adjacentveg. O

TARGET

Wind (tree position): ([Jsingle tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy D recently exposed &’yindward. canopy edge {¥area prone to windthrow

Use Under Tree:  (Jbuilding [ parking «BdJraffic [ pedestrian [Jrecreation [Jlandscape (Jhardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y ®

Occupancy: Moccasionaluse [ medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

- Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
. . - P
LEAN: deg. from vertical U natural Uunnatural  Soil heaving: Y {N, )
Decay in pfane of fean: Y gﬁi} Roots exposed: Y @Q Sail cracking: Y (N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Exposed roots: S M L} Undermined: S M {L)
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: / % % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Suspectrootrot: Y @‘\, Mushroom/conk present: Y@ 1D:

Restricted root area; S M L Potential for root {ailure: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN __ TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks . (e

Multiple attachments

Included bark =~

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits A

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

. Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark . o

‘Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

| Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure ' X

e ——

'HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to Jail,___

FailurePotential:i@ 2 3 SizeolPart: 1 (“?>3 Targe\;ﬁ:‘rz 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 56 6 7 B 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: :&remove defective part  [Jreduce end weight [Jcrownclean thin [ raise canopy [ crown reduce O restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher: (O root crown (Jdecay [aerial [ monitor

(,-;\ . Fa .
Remove free: Y @Heplace? YN‘\ Move target: Y N3 Other:

_ Etfect on adjacent trees: @ none [J evaluate

COMMENTS

P
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. + + = _
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
i d\ ) " Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection: . Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS _ — 5

Tree #:. O k-3 Species: Pe«;ﬂ&(‘ L)C, T(i) v ;‘/LU

DBH: /Z)i p) #oflrunks:_’_, iHeighl: &5 ) Spread; /Y

Form: Rgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [J major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (O3 dominant &co-dominam Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: % Ageclass: Clyoung O mature TBover-mature :
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned (T excessively thinned [Jtopped [crownraised Opoflarded [Jcrown reduced Wone
Special Value: [ specimen [Jheritage/historic [ wildlife [Junusuat {,[E&reettree Oscreen [ shade D indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: S(normal O chiorotic T3 necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: [Jnormal @Xsparse Leaf size: @normal O small
Annual shoot growth: [T excellent @(average Opoor  Twig Diéhack?@N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [CDaverage [Jpoor [Jnone -
Vigorclass: excellent [ average Nair O poor -

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [l residence (] commercial Olindustrial O park G open space O natural [J
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraised bed [Jcontainer @ppen O '

irrigation: Onone cicfadequate [inadequate [Jexcessive Otrunk wetted

. ’ 1
% tripfine paved: % 1025%CZBag% 5075% 75100%  Liter? v ) _ }/\4
i . /!
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0%  10-25% €5508% 50-75% 75-100% \/C{ ¢
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% '

Soil problems: [J drainage [J shallow & compacted [ droughty [J saline [l alkaline [l acidic [J small volume (] disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: [Jlights [signage [Jline-of-sight [DJview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities Bihraﬁic E]adfacentveg. Od

Wind (tree position): [singletree T below canopy [above canopy  [Jrecently exposed windward, canopy edge m\area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building Cparking Otraffic [Jpedestrian  Clrecreation [Cllandscape [ hardscape (1 small features
Can target be moved? YQ\T)

Occupancy: [Joccasional use c&}_’yedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M . defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical e&d natural [ ugnatural

Decay in plare of lean: Y @

Soil heaving: Y <)
Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y":f'\N_‘,\‘

Compounding factors:

ROOT DEFECTS:

Leanseverity: S M L

Suspect root rot: Y(:l‘\l‘ji Mushroom/conk present: Y (@) 1D:
Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L
Root pruned:

Restricted rostarea: S M Potential for root failure: S lv\

- CROWN DEFECTS:

ftfromtrunk  Root area affected: @% Butlress wounded: Y N When:

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

DEFECT ROGT CROWN TRUNK
Paor taper '

Codominants/forks

end

Multigle attachments oL

L

Included bark ~

X

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits ’ =N

oL

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs A

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail.

Failure Potential: 1 (303 Size of Part: 1 (D)2

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Target(Ty 2 3

HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Prune: [Jremove defective part [ reduce end welght Clcrown clean Othin  [lraise canopy [ crown reduce  (lrestructure (I shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: Drootcrown [ decay Daenal Dmonltor

Removetree@N Replace? Y GQ; Movetarget YQ\I) Other:

Effect on adjacent lrees: E(\none [J evaluate

COMMENTS

Py

\,—: G\w\,&: kﬁ& R aG

F\A:;\c’/m”"ﬂ& (LQ ot | J«&

s )
S
;}«" RV % “fvl.“ \ ',-».‘. }QVN{;‘",
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure S s Target - Hazard
Qwoer: public J‘* private unknown other ijtlallmm:;i[;?:actionizzzs d Rating
Date: . Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS o
Tree #: Olﬂ Species: Q,.-;)\;f.f‘x T De, rC’J-A"
DBH:_& #oﬂrunks:J ’ Height: 9;) Spread;_QO__
Form: Menerallysymmetric O minor asymmetry (O major asymmetry (O stump sprout ([ stag-headed
Crown class: (3 dominant B";p-dominant Dintermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: ? %  Ageclass: (young (Jmature Q’over—mature
Pruning history: (O crown cleaned (Jexcessively thinned Dtopped' Olcrown raised O pollarded O crown reduced  ®none )
Special Value: (O specimen [ heritage/historic  Owildlife O unusual eqreettree' Oscreen (Dshade Olindigenous [ other
TREE HEALTH
Foliage color: ©gormal O chiorotic T necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: lBtnorrﬁal O sparse Leaf size: CInormal (Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: Jexcellent $daverage (Jpoor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent (Javerage [poor [ none
Vigor class: [ excellent Maverage fair Opoor
Major pests/diseases:
~ SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: residence Olcommercial Oindustrial Opark gktpen space O natural O
Landscape type: (Jparkway Jraisedbed (Jcontainer &fopen O
Irrigation: O none lSladequate Olinadequate Oexcessive [ trunk wetted _
;’/u dripline paved: 0% 10-25% C@% 50-75%  75-100% Lifted? ¥ N \
°/odrip|ine_w/1illsoilz 0% 10-25% @@;/o 50-75%  75-100% \/é"oh?/
% dripline grade fowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prohlems: [ drainage [ shallow [Jcompacted (Jdroughty [ saline (J alkaline O acidic [ small volume [J disease center O history of fail
Obstructions: Otights Oisignage Dline-of-sight O view [overhead lines [Junderground utilities Tl traffic [Jadjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [single tree ([ below canopy ([above canopy (O recently exposed @windward, canopy edge @{xrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: O building Oparking Otraffic [ pedestrian  Orecreation [Jlandscape [Jhardscape [ small features ‘
Can target be moved? stﬁ\,
N}

Occupancy: @»o\ccasiona!use O3 medium, intermittent use (3 frequent use
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Root pruned: j_ ft from trunk Root area affected: &_% Buttress wounded: Y N When:

TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (O natural [ unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneof lean: Y N  Rootsexposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: . i Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: )
Suspect root rot: Y Nf\ ' Mushreom/conk present: Y (NJ 1D:
Exposed rools:@ M L Undermined: S M @

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root faiture: S @L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK ’ SCAFFOLDS - BRANCHES |
Poor taper ) .
| Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling .
Wounds . .
Decay_
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding o
Loose/cracked bark X
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs - X o
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;___
Failure Potential: 1 2 SizeofPart: 1 2 @, Target/'-t 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Lo v A

HAZARD ABATEMENT ; —

Prune: [remove defective part [ reduce end weight [crown clean [lthin  (raise canopy [ crown reduce O restructure (O shape

e

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher:  Clroot crown [Jdecay aerial [Imonitor

- /“;"\.1 o
) Removelree:i\&N Replace? Y(\w Move target: Y{\l?} QOther:

Eftect an adjacent trees: “Fnone  Devaluate

COMMENTS
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30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure : Size : Target : Hazard
_ . §( ) ’ Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown- other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: : Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS .
5 & B, da
Tree #:ﬂ ’ Species: [ \)QM?M S AT He
DBH: /457 #of lrunks:__l___ Heighl:ﬁi Spread;@
Form: {Fgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: @dominant O co-dominant Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: 20 %  Ageclass: OJyoung Omature [Xover-mature

Pruning history: [J crown cleaned [ excessively thinned T topped [ crown raised O pollarded [ crown reduced Qnone
Special Value: [specimen [heritage/historic O wildlife Tlunusual S street tree DOlscreen [ shiade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: f0normal Ochlorotic Cinecrolic  Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: B“normal Osparse  Leafsize: (normal O small

Annual shoot growth: (J excellent @.’average Elpodr Twig Dieback?C@ N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [dpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: (Jexcellent S¥average [fair Dpoo;

Major pesis/diseases:_

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (Jresidence Jcommercial Jindustrial [ park é:I;Zl;ppen space [Dnatural O

Landscape type: Jparkway Jraisedbed Clcontainer .[Fopen O

Irrigation: O none $adequate [Jinadequate ([Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0%  10-25% “25:50% 5075% 75100%  Litted? Y N
% driptine w/ fill soil: 0% 1025% “25:50% 5075% 75100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: (Jdrainage O shallow [ compacted [ droughty O saline O alkaline Dl acidic O small volume [} disease center (J history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights (signage line-of-sight Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities Cliraffic (Jadjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [Jsingletree [Jbelow canopy (Jabove canopy @recemly exposed @vindward‘ canopy edge Qarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (building [ parking [ltraffic Ol pedestrian  Clrecreation Ul landscape (I hardscape O3 small features
Can target be moved? Y®

Occupancy: (] occasional use ﬂmedium, intermittent use  [J frequent use
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TREE DEFECTS

Rale defect severity: S severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. tromvertical (Jnatural (Junnatural  'Soil heaving: Y @‘)
Decay in plane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y (\i\\g Saif cracking: Y N
o e
Compounding factors: . Lean severity: S M @

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect rootrot: Y Q\T') Mushroom/conk present: Y @ D:
Exposed roots: S M [T’ Undermined: S M ®\ '
Rool pruned: ft from trunk Root area atfected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

. o om
Restricted rootarea: S M %\L;3 Potential for root failure: S M Ok b
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments 2 A
included bark )

‘Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits ]

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

[ Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding : A 4,

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive : e A

Deadwood/stubs I~

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: ) 2 3 SizeofPart: 1 B3 TargeK) 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: @iremove defective part (3 reduce end weight CJcrownclean [Jthin [ raise canopy [ crown reduce T restructure T shape

Cable/Brace: . Ihspecllunher: Orootcrown [Jdecay [aerial (Jmonitor

Remove tree: .Y @} Replace? Y“Q,N,:ﬁ Move target: Y @ Other:
Effect on adjacent irees: J&pone O evaluate

COMMENTS
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S“e/Address HAZARD RATlNG'.
A + + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

‘7& ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: pubtic __ - private unknown other ' . .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs turther inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree#Ql_é__ Species: Ji/f{f Mj’LJ‘

DBH: éQQ # of trunks: _L_ Height: ;1 1 Spread.z

Form: hgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: WOminant Ogo-dominant [Jintermediate [Jsuppressed

Live crown ratio: L % Ageclass: Oyoung O mature Dfover-mature

Pruning history: (JX] crown cleaned (T excessively thinned [ltopped [Jcrown raised [lpoflarded [Jcrown reduced [Jnone

Special Value: [Jspecimen . O heritage/istoric [ wildlite Dunusual@ﬂ\street tree OJscreen Oshade [Jindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: BXnormal O chlorotic T necrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: ™normal Osparse  Leaf size: Onormal O small
Annual shoot growth: [excellent (B average Opoor  Twig Diehack?@ N
Callusdevelopmenl: Oexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [none

Vigor class; - OJexcellent Chaverage (Jfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases: i

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ residence (Jcommercial Oindustrial O park ®open space [ natural O
Landscape type: O parkway Olraisedbed [ container (Dhopen O '

Irrigation:’ [ nane ﬁadequate Olinadequate [lexcessive [Otrunk wetted .

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%  25-50% <5§g 75-100%  Lifled? Y@_}
% dripline w/ filf soit: 0% 10-25% 25-50% NQ-A8§e 75-100%

%.dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Cldrainage [1shaliow (2 compacted (Jdroughty (Jsafine [(Jalkaline (Jacidic (Jsmall voiume [ disease center [Jhistory of fail
Obstructions: Cllights [Dsignage [line-of-sight [Jview. [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ltraffic (ladjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree {3 below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed & windward, canopy edge /@-area prone to windthrow
/

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  (Jbuilding O parking Otraffic O pedestrian  Olrecreation  ThHandscape Thhardscape £ small features
Can target be moved? Y Q\I}B
Occupancy: [ occasional use P@edium, intermittent use [ frequent use
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S * severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
] L defect of low severity
LEAN:—deg’_(romvenical O natural  £J unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplane oflean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: : Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrol: Y N Mushroom/conk presenl: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: . % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea; S M L Potential for root failure;: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS v BRANCHES
Poor taper )

Codominants/forks 5 v

Multiple attachments g

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay . A
Cavity B

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding |
Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs . 2 ﬂ’\

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure ¥ X

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail.___

Falure Potential:1) 2 3 SizeofPart: 1(2)3  Target: 1(3}3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: M\remove defective part [ reduce end weight Jcrownclean Othin Oraise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure (J shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher: oot crown [decay aerial [J monitor

Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y (Nw:f Move target: Y ’/L\I\ Other:
Etfect on adjacent trees: (;ES(ﬂone [ evaluate

COMMENTS - - o

' 77
N, el : e £ ; e ey E W
Q\ £ Ny T Ciged™ w?..wAMniz_ IDNP* ' djm ey U
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

91
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. + + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

- Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private Dz. unknown other ‘ . .

— tmmediate action needed

Date: Inspector: : . Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS .

Tree #:(31 %  Species: JQ&%K)I‘;‘%ﬂ AUQ .7‘Q ’"‘M

¥
DBH: _ QO # of trunks: ! Height: % Spread;_&

.3

Form: [Xgenerally symmetric I minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry O3 stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (1 dominant %o-dominam Olintermediate O suppressed '

Live crown ratio: __,ZQQ % Ageclass: Olyoung Hdmature (3 over-mature )
Pruning history: O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned (topped [ crown raised [ polfarded  (J crown reduced Qnone

Special Value: specimen [Jheritage/historic [ witdlife Ounusual @ streettree (Iscreen (shade indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ©Inormal Ochiorotic O necrotic Epicormies? Y N
Foliage density: &4 normal [ sparse Leaf size: OJnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: (Rexcellent [laverage Clpoor  Twig Dieback? Y @
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [none

Vigor class: B excellent CJaverage [fair [Clpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence (Jcommercial Jindustrial Opark ®dopenspace Unatural O

Landscape type: (Jparkway Oraisedbed (Jcontainer (Bopen O

Irrigation: O none Cﬁadequate [inadequate Oexcessive Cltrunk wetted

% dripline paved: ' 0% @ 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifled? Y N
% dripline w/ filf soil: 0%  <W0-Z¥ 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-?@% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage [(Jshallow [Jcompacted Cl-droughty O saline [ alkaline O acidic I small volume (] disease center [J history of fail
Obstruelions: (lights O signage [ line-of-sight Oview [Joverhead lines O underground utilities [l traffic [ adjacent veg. -

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [ below canopy - (J above canopy [ recently exposed EKwindward, canopy edge (X area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  [J building [ parking Kiratfic [ pedestrian O recreation Ollandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y@

Occupancy: ﬁoccasionaluse ) medium, intermineniuse [Jfrequent use
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: 8  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: _ deg. from vertical (A natural (3 unnatural Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of lean: Y Q>  Roots exposed: Y\Ef) Soil cracking: Y (&
Compounding factors: Lean severity: S MQ:L/D
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y@ Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:
Exposed roots: S M @Undermined: S M f\f)

Root pruned: _—— _ ft from trunk Root area affected: < % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: S M T,  Potential for root failure; S M Ay
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK " SCAFFOLDS - BRANCHES
Poor taper :

Godominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits
Hangers )

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/beg hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galis

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part mosl likely to fail:

FailurePo!enli 2 3 SizeolPa 2 3 Target{ ] Y2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight DOicrownclean thin O raise canopy O3 crown reduce Tl restructure  [Jshape

Cabte/Brace: Inspect further: Orootcrown [decay Tlaeral [ monitor

Remove Iree; Y @Heplace? Y @) Move target: Y@\ Other:

Ettect on adjacentirees: -Pnone [ evaluate

COMMENTS

. N . - . L _\ - . - f(i
Sel G e Pean 9\/\ s 5@&\’&:{‘{ A am;l LL {5 3 v - CJ’,}J@,{. &NZ/&

>®V‘§ \95 D\}\lf éa\:} C&«& o0 @A 3{] Can —P VoM (%z”%@\"@nﬁﬁk
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas ey

Site/Address: __ HAZARD RATING:
. _ + + =

Map/Location: _ Failire + Size + Target = Hazard

. Ok Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other ' . .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: ' Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS ' ———t .
Tree #: O ) % species: ﬂ‘;»-q”ut?r @ 4 Jf ar ﬁS :
DBH: _ﬂ # of lrunks: 7 Height: 99 Spread; 22 .

Form: [Skgenerally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry ([ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant EZco-dominant [Jintermediate (3 suppressed

Live crown ratio: Z_OZQ % Ageclass: (Dyoung (T¥mature (T over-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [J excessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrown raised (Jpollarded (3 crown reduced mlnone
Special Value: Jspecimen [ heritage/historic D wildiife Tunusual O streettree’ Tscreen Dishade  Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ©¥normal O3 chiorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: cBnormal (Jsparse  Leafsize: (Onormal (Jsmalt
Annual shool growth: &@xeellent O dverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callys development: Oexcellent Caverage [Jpoor [none

Vigor class: Tﬁexoeuem [Caverage [Ifair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial (Jindustrial [ park ﬁopen space [dnatural (]
Landscape type: (Jparkway (Jraisedbed (3 container @{open (]
Irrigation: Onone [Jadequate [ inadequate @XQxcessive Otrunk wetted .

% dripline paved: 0% 25:50% 5075% 75-400%  Lifted? Y (NN
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 25-50% 5075% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: - 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage (Jshallow [compacted (Jdroughty Clsaline (J alkatine (J acidic [(J small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [lsignage ([Jline-of-sight [lview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities CXyraffic [Jadjacent veg. [

Wind (tree position): [single tree- [Jbelow canopy [J above canopy [ recently exposed (& windward, canopy edge @ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  [Jbuilding [ parking %traﬁic [ pedestrian [recreation  [llandscape [Jhardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ ' ’ :

Occupancy: PHoccasional use D-medium, intermittent use [ frequent use
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical [Jnatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: YD

Decay in plane of lean: Y <y Roots exposed: Y ”N‘} Soil cracking: Y‘@

Compounding factors: . Leanseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y. @ Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:

Exposed roots: S M (D> Undermined: S M (I

Root pruned: fifrom trunk = Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y @ When:
Restricted root area: S M \I) Potentlal for root failure: S M‘@ ’
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUKNK SCAFFOLDS ‘ BRANCHES
Paor taper )

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments ‘ _

Included bark

Cracks/Splits

Excessive end weight ) B |

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

| Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_

Failure Potential 7 2 3 SizeofParty 2 3 Target) 2 3 - HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
3

HAZARD ABATEMENT __

Prune: [Jremove defective pat  [Jreduce end weight [Jcrown clean OJthin O raise canopy [ crown reduce (Jrestructure (J shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: [OJrootcrown [decay [Jaerial [Jmonitor

: ‘ ~,
Remove tree: Y (O Replace? Y-@ Move target: Y.(l\b) Other:
Effect on adjacenl trees: J&1none D evaluate

COMMENTS
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Site/Address: ' i HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: . 'F:aitlun:_ I ; fSizert ; Ear?el - Eatz.ard

_ , :( otential  of pa ating ating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: i ___ Inspector: . Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #:0) 32 Species: Pu$ bher e lﬂ oTL
DBH: 3040 #af (ruhks:';) Height:;gg Spread;_/ l

Form: [ generally symmetric Sminor asymmetry [0 major asymmetry (O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: ¥ dominant [Jco-dominant Ointermediate [0 suppressed
Live crownratio:_ &/ % Age class: Oyoung SYmature ﬁover-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped [ crown raised (Jpollarded [ crown reduced @none

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/historic D wildlite O unusual lﬁ\streetlree Oscreen Oshade Oindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: oinormal Clchiorotic Tl mecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Qﬁwrmal a spars'e Leaf size: (Jnormal (Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: Fexcellent (Javerage Ulpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [average [dpoor [Onone

Vigor class: ~déxcellem Oaverage [fair [Jpoor

Major pesls/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS .

Site Character: Wesidence [ commercial Dind_ustrial [Jpark [Jopenspace [Jnatural O A _"- N
Landscape type: [ parkway [ raised bed Dc_ontainer Chopen O
lrrigation: (I none ,@.édequate [inadequate excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% @ 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% @ 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% - 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage OJ shallow [ compacted (J droughty (J saline () alkaline [J acidic (1 small volume C disease center (J history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [Isignage (1 line-of-sight [Jview &overhead lines [Junderground utilities @Qrafﬁc [ adjacent veg. D_

Wind (tree-position): O singletree [ below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed I windward, canopy edge . Qarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Qﬁ@uildjng CIparking Ditraffic O pedestrian O recreation [llandscape [ hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @

Occupancy: [Joccasional use ,[jmedium,intermittentuse lﬁ?equen’(use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical ﬂ natural  CJunnatural Soil heaving:

T

Decay in plane ol lean: Y @® Roots exposed: Y @ Sail cracking: YQ{D

Compeunding factors:

Leanseverity: 5 M. 1y

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suépeclroolrol: Y@ Mushroem/conk present: Y @ 1B:
Exposed roots: S M (D> Undermined: S M {B

Hont_ pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: %
Restricted rootarea: S M L  Potential lor raot failure: S M L

CROWN DEFECTS:

Buttress wounded: Y N When:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks -

Multiple attachments

Included hark

| Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

| Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

_Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

| Previous failure

HAZARD RATING _ —
Part most likely to fail; {08 250 "S“\& RS

Failure Polenlialt:j) 2 3 Size of Part: 1 @3 Target: 1 @ 3
HAZARD ABATEMENT

HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Prune: Mremove defective pat  (J reduce end weight Jcrownclean (Jthin  [Jraise canopy [Jcrown reduce (3 restructure  {J shape

" Cable/Brace:

tnspect further: O root crown [Jdecay - Claerial (3 monitor

Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y Q\!) Move larget: 'Y @ Other:

Effecl on adjacent lrees: %non‘e [J evaluate

COMMENTS

3 %
\j N Ww«isft ; Ans l sir B
ﬁ F\W‘L WOS Ak &%{ v el r*w‘\’ T~ c/\\%-

S Y e~ 0is
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
"~ Map/Location: Failure : Size I Target : Hazard
— . Polential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action nesded
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTIC s

Tree :0O2 | species: (Lan A pl LI—U ;ft/i 710 \ fl-'\

DHH:m # of trunks: / Height: /g/ Spread;_L /Y \’ 3\1‘ 2. 4 .
Form: [Ekgenerally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [Jstump sprout [Jstag-headed G WA ~ h A ;Cf S
Crown class: &dominant [ co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed Gr Vs Rl

Live crown ralio:& % Age class: Oyoung C¥mature [ over-mature : c‘"“"“ s LO n

Pruning history: Ocrowncleaned [Jexcessively thinned Dltopped Olcrownraised Dpollarded [ crown reduced §4 none

Special Value: (specimen [ heritage/historic [ wildlife 3 unusual Eﬁ\streettree Oscreen Chshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Qj\normm O chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Anormal [dsparse  Leafsizez lnormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: EXexcellent [Javerage [ poor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [jpoor [ none

Vigor class:. p\excellent [average [Jfair [Jpoor

Major pesls/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: [residence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial [ park @Kppenspace O natural O
Landscape type: (Jparkway (Jraisedbed [Jcontainer %pen O
Irrigation: [Jnone @adequate Oinadequate [excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% . 10-25% §-5_Q 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill seil: 0% 10-25% 25-50%~, 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50";0 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: Tl drainage (I shallow [ compacted Tl droughty Ol saline [l alkatine Clacidic O smatl volume O disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: (lights (Isignage ([line-of-sight lview [loverhead lines  (J underground utilities é{haﬁic [Jadjacent veg. [

Wind (tree position): [dsingle tree ([Jbelow canopy [Jabovecanopy (recently exposed (Jwindward, canopy edge () area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: O building [ parking @itraﬁic O pedestrian  Olrecreation  Tilandscape T hardscape O small features
Can target be moved? Y Q{) i

Occupancy: gccasional use [ medium, intermittent use (1 frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity :
LEAN: ___ deg. tromvertical Onatural Olunnatural  Soil heaving: Y :N\J‘)
Decay in plane of [ean: Y @ Roots exposed: WNEB\ Sait cracking: YQ\D
Compounding factors: Lean severity: S M @
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y @ {D:
Exposed roots: S (@ L Undermined: S M [Ty
Rootpruned: ______ ft from trunk Root area affected: ‘Qi% Buttress wounded: Y N When: '0 ’/
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root lailure: S M @ .
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN 1 TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper B
| Codominants/iorks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms ’ ]
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
| Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely to lail____

FailurePulentialO} 2 3  Sizeo Pan:(gz 3 Target:@z 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 56 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part  (Jreduce end weight D crownclean thin O raise canopy [ crown reduce  (Jrestructure (O shape

Cable/Brace: ' Inspect further: (oot crown [decay (Jaerial T monitor

Remove tree: Y (N )Replace? Y@) ove target: Y(\‘"ij; Other:

Eftect on adjacent trees: (PRpone  [Devaluate

ry

B

COMMENTS \ _
| ! ' "-:: 3 ' & . - ’ E rl -~ - T
Comnse tmma o by A PAnS s LOBreS @mes pmollce b B
Py &m\@\s - wi(:,_\‘r*n’z,ﬁ ':/357\‘."@'!\2.,»5;‘
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 91
Site/Address: 7 HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: ‘F)ai{ﬁreta_ | I (Sizeﬁ I Téirget : Ea%.ard

n al a atin

Owner: public X private unknown other o ‘almm:diZte action nee‘gt?d 0
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: : — Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #: D22 Species:_ 12+ 3I ot Ao }—E; C(Q s
DBH: 30 # of trunks: ._]‘ Height: ZZ Spread:; 5

Form: [Jgenerally symmetric & mmor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Xd )mnant Oco- dommant Olintermediate (J suppressed
Live crown ratio: 0 %  Ageclass: [dyoung [Bmature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Dtopped O crown raised [ pollarded O crown reduced  Chnone

Special Value: OJspecimen Oheritage/historic D wildlife (D unusual ﬂstreettree Oiscreen shade Dindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: (Bgomal Ochiorotic O necrotic Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: E&normal Jsparse Leaf size: (Dnormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: (X excellent Javerage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Ipoor [dnone '
Vigor class: ﬂexcellent [Oaverage [_Ifair Opoor

Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: residence [Jcommercial Ulindustrial Clpark ®open space Tnatural O

Landscape type: (Jparkway Oraisedbed [Jcontainer §dopen O

Irrigation: 0 nope ¢&ladequate [inadequate (Jexcessive ([Jtrunk wetted % o
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Llﬂed"j N \OD‘ 52’

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% @ 50-75% 75400%
Soil problems: [ drainage O shallow [Jcompacted (J droughty (Jsaline [Jalkaline (Jacidic (3 small volume (7] disease center (1 history of fail

,,‘ A

- Obstructions: [Jlights signage [Jline-of-sight (Jview [Joverhead lines - [(J underground utilities [l traffic [ adjacent veg. (]

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [Jrecently exposed CESLwindward; canopy edge @area prone to windthrow

TARGET
Use Under Tree: \%Uilding [l parking qraﬁlc [J pedestrian  [Jrecreation [ landscape E]hardscape [CJ'small features L‘j /\)Lf

. & Fu
Can target be moved? Y @ b uC/ i

.

Occupancy: [doccasional use [ medium, intermittent use @frequentuse

"
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" Rootpruned; = ftfrom trunk Rootareaaffected: __ % Butiress wounded: Y N When:.

TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure |

M defect of moderate severity C s

L defect of low severity ' e f
LEAN: 9@ deg. from vertical Cnatural O unnatural Soil heaving: Y @ o "
Decay in plane of lean: Y :1\\5; Roots exposed: Y @‘b Soil cracking: Y QNj

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: ’
Suspectrootrot: Y Q\;) Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:
Exposed roolsaj)M L Undermined: S Md;

Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for root failure: S @L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
| Gracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previgus failure

HAZARD RATING ;
Pant mos! likely to fait___ e e I o N\ /JL

Failure _Potenlial;"’-g 2 3 Size olPaﬂ;ﬁ} 2 3 Target: 1 2(’39 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4.5 6 7 8 9
\\- - ‘

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part [ reduce end weight [lcrownclean thin Oraise canopy [crown reduce  (Jrestructure  ['shape

Cable/Brace: : Inspect futher:  [root crown [Jdecay (laerial [J monitor

"Remove tree:@ N Replace? Y @ Move target: Y Ny  Other.

Etiect on adjacert trees: (Jnone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS

S o &‘v.::\i gﬁ':h \1“(1;%" g Gl \ ;\\WQ j. ["\e s "gni

\
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM

.Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:

o + +
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Targel Hazard

- ' Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private _ K unknown other ’ . .
Immediate action needed

" Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS o
Tree #:0093 Species: (I e }J' 4 F;u )l['r@ [ she s

S5 ot lrunks:_l_wHeighl:_AZ: Spread. L0

Form: menerally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry (Jstump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: I:dominant (& co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ralio:_@_ %  Ageclass: Oyoung [Emature ([Jover-mature

Pruning history: Jcrown cleaned [ excessively thinned [topped ([ crown raised [ pollarded ([ crown reduced mnone )

Special Value: [Jspecimen O hertage/istoric D wildife Dunusual O streettree Oscreen Dishade  Dlindigenous [Shother canva g %

TREE HEALTH _ Geipred

Foliage color: S nomal Oechlorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: ¥4 normal (Jsparse Leafsize: (normal (Dsmall
Annualshoolgrowﬂi: [Mexcellent average [dpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent (Javerage Jpoor [lnone

Vigorclass: (B excellent [Javerage Clfair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: [ residence [ commercial Jindustrial Opark (3 open space O natural O
Landscape type: (parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer (Elopen O
krigation: ([ none %dequate {(Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ till soil: 0% 10—2’5% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline gra_de fowered: 0% 10-25% cw 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage [ shaliow I_Zléompacted [ droughty (Dsaline [Jalkaline (Jacidic O small volume [ disease center [J history of fail
Obstruclions: [Jlights [signage Jline-of-sight [(view [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ltraffic  [Jadjacentveg. [

Wind (tree position): [ singletree [ below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed @8 windward, canopy edge @area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: MUilding [J parking mraﬁic O pedestrian O recreation  [Jlandscape [ hardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y Q

Occupancy: (occasional use [Jmedium, intermittent use E\trequentuse
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e e e 1 ————— o -

[P

r«\——‘\.,_.:.-,-b_.—_ e A e

EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 31

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: ‘S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN:ﬁdeg. from ventical {Dfnatural Ounnatural ~ Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of lean: Yq,':@ Raots exposed: Y(l]} Soil cracking: YC@S}
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y.-N%  Mushroom/conk present: Y N [0
Exposed roots: S M ([} Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ____ ft from trunk Root area affected: ___ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S MQ

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

e —

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:
FailurePulemiaI:@2 3 SizeulParl:@ 2 3 Target: 1 2 {@ HazérdRalin_g:1 2 3456789

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: O remove defective pat  (Jreduce end weight [Jcrownclean thin O raise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure U shape

Cahle/Brace: _ Inspect futher: Olrootcrown [ldecay [laerial [ monitor
Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y ﬁl) Move {argetl: Y(\lil‘}} Other:
Efiect on adjacent trees: .Ex\none O evaluate '
COMMENTS ) ) qL : _
3 } . -~ i :
Lo o \u:v ad | N‘L VL. &-5 [ renas €0 Zra bles ven Pia ‘{: -J@ '@ﬂy

O \DH’Gs (‘3‘1 ;\:\RB G}}m N O pn 6‘;{/& g’}ﬁ/\/’s
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Giore + Sz i Target ~ “Hazard

] ) ) ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: _ Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTIGS __ - —

Tree #:,Q&/{ Species: {20x - HQL\)&;— &g\ "'6\ 1 145
DBH: ZQ # of trunks: F Height: 90 Spread: &

Form: &]generally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry Jstump sprout [Jstag-headed

Crown cfass: (Jdominant d&&¥co-dominant [ intermediate E_Isuppressed

Live crown ratio: 4@5, % . Ageclass: Oyoung ®Imature [Jover-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [T excessively thinned (Jtopped [Jcrownraised Jpollarded O crown reduced Askgfone
Special Value: O specimen  Dheritage/historic D wildlife  Dunusual [Astreettree Tiscreen Oshade Dindigenous [ other

|
TREE HEALTH rassf pe plises

Foliage color: Elpormal [ichlorotic Oinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Thnormal Osparse  Leafsize: Clnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: 4 excellent [laverage [lpoor ~ Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: Yexcellent [laverage [ifair [Jpoor

Maior'pesls/dlseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Edresidence Jcommercial Olindustrial Opark [Jopen space [natural O

Landscape type: O parkway [raisedbed (Jcontainer &iopen O

{rrigation: O none @Qdequate Tinadequate [excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y @
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% @ 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage [J shallow [Jcompacted (3 droughty (Jsaline [(J alkaline (J acidic (J small volume (] disease center Dhistdry of fail
Obstructions: lights [signage [ line-of-sight [view [Joverhead lines  [Junderground utilities [ltraffic ) adjacent veg. [J

Wind (tree position): I single tree T below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed ¥ windward, canopy edge {Narea prone to windthrow

TARGET

N f -
Use Under Tree: [ building &%parking @trafﬁc [J pedestrian [Jrecreation [1landscape [Jhardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y @},

Occupaney: [ occasional use  [Jmedium, intermittent use Mrequentuse

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS
Rate delect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
» L defect of iow severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical B3fatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y (@

Decay in plane of lean: Y (‘E“) Roots exposed: Y (]  Soil cracking: Y (N}

Compounding lactors:

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspec! root rot;
Exposed roots: S (M2 L

Root pruned:

ft from trunk

Y\@ Mushroom/conk present: Yg”\f\l})

Undermined: S M L

Root area affected: é \&) %

Leanseverity: S M L

Restricted root area: S@ L Potential for roof failure: S (M

CROWN DEFECTS:

L
Bultress wounded: Y N When: ﬁ}ﬁ D~ “/ / j

DEFECT

ROOT CROWN

TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS

BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

L oose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;

Failure Potential: {T% 2 3

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Size of Pan 1 @ 3

Target: 1 2@ HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrownclean Ithin O raise canopy [ crown reduce (O restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

Remove tree: ()N Replace? Y/N}? ove target: Y T\T Other:
U

Etfect on adjacent trees:

COMMENTS

Oinone  evaluate

Inspeet further:

DO oot crown [Jdecay [Jaerial [Jmonitor

LS NG G cas
5 ‘ A('\')m 12 "\, (R \;)4:,

e e
Ll e 87

€. g Ty gl

e LQ Ca%'é’ d&, M‘ﬂf

V\a;{,l C%J\. Vﬁ‘wuéﬁ-t
~§Y Iﬁ&a‘m @\5,-

3 i)ﬂ{

(’ Y ¢ .
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: "HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: e+ Sm Target - “Hazard

. . X Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown other . )

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTI

) P
Tree #: @\% Species: L Sy ) Ln"‘fe,’“ ﬁgﬁﬂ i QQ&
DBH: as # of trunks: __IQ Height:_@_ Spread; éﬁ

Form: &.generally symmetric (O minor asymmetry O major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant O co-dominant [Xintermediate (O suppressed
Live crown ratio: Z-) < v, Ageclass: Xyoung Omature [ over-malure
Pruning history: O crown cleaned (Jexcessively thinned Ditopped Jcrown raised O poflarded * [ crown reduced T none

Special Value: OJspecimen (Jheritage/istoric [Dlwildiife Ounusual streettree Oscreen Oshade Tlindigenous Tlother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Adnormal Ochlorotic Tnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Ednormal Jsparse  Leafsize: Onormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: Elexcellent (OJaverage [dpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent [Javerage Olpoor CJnone

Vigor class: {Xexcellent [Javerage ijair [ poor

M.a|or pesis/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: residence [Jcommercial Oindustrial Cpark Oopenspace natural O
Landscape type: [Jparkway Jraisedbed (Jcontainer £lopen [ .
Irigation: Onone EAadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifled? Y N
% dripline w/ fitl soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% @y. 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: O drainage (I shallow (O compacted (Jdroughty DO saline [Jalkaline [Jacidic O smali volume O disease center 3 history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [J _éignage Oline-of-sight view [Joverhead lines lunderground utilities Cliraflic Cadjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [J below canopy [J above canopy [ recently exposed Windward‘ canopy edge .area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: W building [ parking [ltraffic (Jpedestrian [lrecreation (Jandscape (Jhardscape [Jsmall features 5
Can target he moved? Y@) Ar}?re’ ’ 1%"’}““ QZ:"‘ bt a2
Occupancy: - CJ occasional use  [Fnedium, intermittent use [ frequent use . A/"‘ e 2

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for faiture
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural (Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y @

Decay in plane of lean: _Y@ " Roots exposed: Y @ Soil cracking: Y.@

Compounding lactors: N Lean severity: S M @

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y l:l Mushroom/conk present: Y {N), ID:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M‘.'_l_..:")
Rootpruned:_‘h ft from trunk Roolareaaﬂec!ed:&% Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M @ Potential for root failure: S M @
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECY . ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper.

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits -

Hangers . |

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bieeding : ¥
Loose/cracked bark - )

Nesting hole/bee hive

_Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely ta fail:

Failure Potential:y\ 2 3  Size of Parl: 1 @3 Target_:\i) 2 3. HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight [crownclean [Jthin  [Jraise canopy [Jcrown reduce Olrestructure (3 shape

Cable/Brace: i - Inspect further: [ root crown Dde'cay [Jaerial [ monitor

Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y('R-B Move target: Y (N other:
- H . . \V) .

Effect on adjacent trees: ﬂnone O evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION F(_)RM; Page 2




30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas: 91

Site/Address: . o HAZARD RATING:
. + + =

Map/Location: Falire + Size + Target = Hazard

) -)\ ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private /" unknown other ' ) .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTIC

I 3 S
I - 13 f‘ -~ N H
Tree 0T species: R Jonr QA ¢ ?if g TXA
DBH: ~3¢2  #of trunks: | Height: <€) _ Spread: X

Form: [ generally symmetric  [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant [ co-dominant &dintermediate (J suppressed
Live crown ratio: Mo %  Ageclass: Olyoung Qmature O over-mature

Pruning history:  [J crown cleaned Dexcessive\if thinned Otopped O crownraised [ poltarded [ crown reduced mnone

e
Special Value: [Jspecimen ([heritage/historic Clwildlife Tunusual streettree screen ishade Dindigenous [ other {
’ . : 545.) :‘ R
TREE HEALTH ng,,(
—

Foliage color: -lnormal [lchlorotic Tinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: LJnormal (lsparse  Leafsizez Ulnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent Elaverage Olpoor  Twig Dieback? Y .N
Callus development: [excellent [Daverage [Dpoor [Jnone '
Vigorclass: [excellent [Haverage [Jfair [ poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: wresidence Ocommercial industrial CIpark [Jopen space [lnatural (1
Landscape type: (Jparkway (Jraisedbed [Jcontainer @Lopen 3

jrrigation: [Onone [adequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline W/mI soil: 0% 10-25% . 25-50% 50-75%_ 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% (25-50% 50-75% 75-100% .

Soil problems: Ddrainage O shallow [Jcompacted O3 droughty (Clsaline O atkaline” O acidic O small volume [ disease center T history of fail
Obstructions: Cllights signage [fine-of-sight view D overhead lines (D underground utilities traffic O adjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [ single tree  (J below canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed *Elwindward, canopy edge @area prone to windthrow -

TARGET

Use Under Tree: @{)uilding [ parking @\raﬂic O pedestrian O recreation  (Jlandscape T hardscape O small features
Can target be moved? Y ’\ITQ

Occupancy: Joccasional use [ medium, intermittent use Wfrequentuse

Specimen:-TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORMV, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical Edqatural Dlunnatural  Seil heaving: ¥ @

Decay in plane of lean; Y @ Roots exposed: Y @ Soil cracking: Y @ -
Compounding factors: Lean severity: S M Q_}
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y@ Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposed roots: S (M) L Undermined: S M L _ - -
d : 4
Root pruned:§_ ft from trunk Root area-affected: é'l@ % Buftress wounded: Y N When: g'wy ~ /‘/6

Restricted root area: S M@ Potential for root failure: S (ﬁ) L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT " ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
| Poor taper '
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding - N
[ Loose/cracked bark
Westinghole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/gatls
L_Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely to fail.
Failure Potential: () 2 3 Sizeotpaﬂ@)é 3 Target 1 2CZ)) HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: _ﬁ’remove defective part O reduce end weight Clcrownclean Dithin Clraise canopy [crown reduce Ul restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: D root crown [decay aerial Tl monitor
Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y@ . Move target: Y (/Nj Other: '

Effect on adjacent trees: (Anone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. . + + =
Map/Location: : Failure + Size + Jarget = Hazard
) ) Potential ~ of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: -__ Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection: ___ Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

— :
Tree 2O D% Spedies: Oan AL‘-(A"{ J%[ 7’;) ;'O;*E‘Q
DBH: QS # of trunks: * gHeighl: 3’0 Spread;ﬂ_
Form: Asllgenerally syhmetric 3 minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: [Jdominant [1co-dorninant Qintermediate Isuppressed
Live crown ratio:_m % Age class: ®young [ mature [ over-mature )
Pruning hislqry: [ crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Itopped [ crown raised [Jpollarded [ crown reduced lﬁ»qone

Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/historic O wildlife Clunusual Ostresttree [Iscreen  [Jshade Olindigenous  [J other

TREE HEALTH

Foliageculor:'ﬁlnormal D chlorotic D necrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: B8 normal [dsparse Leaf size: Cleormal O small
Annuaf shoot growth: Ellexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent [average [poor [Jnone

Vigor class: [excellent [Javerage [lfair [ poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Qdresidence [Jcommercial [lindustrial Clpark Clopenspace Cinatural O

Landscape type: DparkWay Oraisedbed Clcontainer open O

Irrigation: CJnone [Jadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

%driplinepavéd: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fitl soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% @52% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage [shallow [Jcompacted (J droughty O saline O alkaline O acidic O small volume [ disease center OJ history of fail

Obstructions: Olights Osignage Oline-of-sight [Jview [ overhead lines O underground utilities [ Lraffic  [Jddjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position); O singletree [ below canopy ([Jabove canopy [ recently exposed @indward, canopy edge qurea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: building [ parking Otraffic [Jpedestrian  lrecreation (landscape [Jhardscape [Jsmall features
Can target he moved? Y @j} '

Occupansy: (Joccasional use [ medium, intermittent use C@\frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure .

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: _____ deg. from vertical (afatural (3 unnatural Soil heaving: Y Qﬁ:
Decay in plane ol lean: Y C}I Roots exposed: Y @{P Soil cracking: Y Nx
Compounding factors: - Leanseverity: S M @

ROOT DEFECTS:

N "
Suspect root rot: Y (N}, Mushroom/conk present: Y (N > ID:
Exposed roots: S M ([ Undermined: S M {L* :

.....

Root pruned: 5— ft from trunk Root area affected: / 5 Ye Butiress wounded: Y @ When:
Resltricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

BRANCHES

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS
Poor faper .

Codominants/forks

Muiltiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding : {

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to faif,__

FailurePotentiaI:@)Z 3 Sizeof Part: 1 \'"/_2;)3 Target: 1 2@ HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 §

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: ﬁlﬂfemove defective part [ reduce end weight ([ crown clean ‘Othin O raise canopy [Jcrown reduce [Jrestructure . [Jshape

Cable/Brace: . Inspect further: (Jrootcrown [Jdecay Dlaerial Ulmeonitor -

Remove free: (\j(} N Replace? Y ')\’ Move target: Y\\N"} Other:

Etfect on adjacent frees: & none [levaluate

GCOMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2




30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: ) HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Targel = Hazard
) />0 Potential  of part Rating - Rating
Owner: public private unknown other ' . .
Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: : Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS R
Tree @95 Species: b ? JM ;(Q.Q_J i p) ;IJJ <
DBH: 4’5 #oflrunks:_L_ Heighl:_:za; Spread: K:’

Form: A.generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry ([ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout () stag-headed

Crown class: (J dominant Dco-dominant Bdfitermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: _0% Age class: (Jyoung ehd mature [J over-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Dtopped [icrownraised [pollarded (O crown reduced ﬂnone
Special Value: [Ospecimen (O heritage/historic U wildlife 3 unusual PSstreettree Olscreen O shade OJindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH _

Foliage color: Qnormal O chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: ®Jnormal (Jsparse Leaf sizez Tlnormal (dsmall
Annual shoot growth: Qexcellent Oaverage [lpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: excellent [Javerage Jpoor [ none

Vigor class: [excellent [Haverage Ofair  Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: ¥ residence OClcommercial Olindustrial Tlpark Clopenspace [lnatural O
Landscape type: O parkway [ raised bed AD container (ﬁopen O
lrigation: O none Qadequate Oinadequate Oexcessive T trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-'25"/9 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
°_/o dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25%{25-;2“/3 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage [ shallow. [Jcompacted [J droughty [ saline OJ alkaline CJ acidic (I small volume [ disease center {7 history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [ signage ([ line-of-sight Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [traffic [Jadjacentveg. [J
Wind (tree position): [ singte tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy {J recently exposed(}? windward, canopy edge [¥[area brone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: @building Olparking [traffic O pedestrian O recreation Cllandscape [ hardscape (1 small features

o
Can {arget be moved? Y ‘\Nﬁ .

Occupancy: O occasional use T medium, intermittent use mequentuse

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM; Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rale defec! severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural (Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: 7 '
Suspectrootrot: Y (N>, Mushroom/conk present: Y (‘ﬂ) 1D:

Exposedrools: S M \4:,)’ Undermined: S M (L;> P .
. . L ey ! . ‘ Y, . ‘! __:’ .
Root pruned: _ZS5 ftfromtrunk  Root area affected: d;“/ %  Buftress wounded: Y N When:gMﬁ?’ }r? i -y

Restricted root area: S M \}7, Potential for root taiture: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT : ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper

- Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark ]
Excessive end weight - B ) ]
Cracks/Splits ]
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to lail;_
; e : e , I .
leurePolenhal.{JS,,Z 3 Sizeof Part 1\\93 Target: 1 2 §) Hazard Rating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: D'remove defective part [ reduce end weight [lcrownclean Othin  [lraise canopy [Jcrown reduce restructure  Jshape

Cabfe/Brace: Inspect further: (Iroot crown  [ldecay [Jaerial 3 monitor

Remove tree: \V}, N Replace? Y {% Move target: Y@ O_lher:

Etiect on adjacert trees: l:ﬁinone [ evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

‘A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

]
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
L . + + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

b ) >< K Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public - private unknown other lmmed_iate action needed
Date:___ lnspector: : ' Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree

TREE CHARAGTERISTIGS

Tree #C)w Species: "&-"u,d) 5"4‘ (f m / ?a?&ﬁ

-7
DBH:“*“:‘} D Woftrunks: f Height: ) Spread:i

Form: ﬂgenerally symmetric  [] minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant [Jco-dominant PNntermediate [J suppressed

Live crown ratio: //O‘:’-’ %  Ageclass: fdyoung O mature [Jover-mature

Pruning history: D crown cleaned [ excessively thinned - Dtopped (O crown raised (D pollarded [ crown reduced Mnone
Special Value: [Jspecimen [Jheritage/istoric D wildlife O unusual @\streenree DOscreen ‘T shade Dindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: T™=anormal [ chiorotic Dnecroﬁ; Epicormigs? Y N
Foliage density: ormal Osparse Leaf size: [Jnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent Gdaverage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent (Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: @excellent Oaverage Ofair Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site c_harécter: & residence Jcommercial Jindustrial O park Jopen sbace (O natural (]

Landscape type: O parkway [Jraised bed [ container ﬁopen O

trrigation: Onone T adequate Oinadequate Olexcessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y <@
% dripline w/ fill soil: . 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . 0% 10-25% 25-5_‘ 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage (O shallow (3 compacted [T droughty () saline (lalkaline O acidic (3 small volume [3 disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [Jsignage [lline-of-sight (Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [traffic [Jadjacentveg. (J

Wind (tree position). single tree  [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed [sivindward, canopy edge ¥l area prone fo windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  (Ntbuilding Mparking B traffic [l pedestrian O recreation [T landscape Dﬁardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y@/)

Occupancy: (3 occasional use L medium, intermittent use  Bdfrequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity

. LFAN: deg. from vertical H_natural {J unnatural Soil heaving: YQ\
Decay inplane of lean: Y @j Roots exposed: Y \:NI‘) Soil cracking: Yi\\é\‘l} -
Compounding faclors: Leanseverity: S M 6)
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect roo! rot; Y(i\T_L\ Mushroom/conk presen): Y\:N,, 10

Exposed roofs: S M("LJ Undermined: S M L v
Root pruned: Et ft from trunk Root area affected: /a % Buttress wounded: Y N When: jQ‘ﬁu e 7
Restricted root area: S M@ Potential for root failure: S M@

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOY CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;
FailurePolemial@ 2 3 SizeolPaﬂ:@Z 3 Target: 1 2@ HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part  [J reduce end weight [Jcrownclean [Jthin  [Jraise canopy [lcrown reduce [l restructure T shape

Cable/Brace: __ Inspect further:  Oroot crown [ldecay [laerial [J monitor
Remove tree: Y % Replace? Y l@} Move farget: Y N Other:

Eftect on adjacerttrees: "[Jnone [Jevaluate
COMMENTS __ : -
3 N _
. -4, : A~ R .
L w}\u'\‘ D CIFD 5 oy




30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: : : Failure : Size I Target - “Fazard

: Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private >< unknown other ' . .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTIGS __ e
Tree#:.[)ja Species: efﬁ\'@;{tf iﬁj)’#r}}'g_/ .
) DBH:3g #oflrunks:__l__ Heighl:.@ Spread; Z

Form: I:I_ generally symmetric [J minor asymmetry Pmajor asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

/7
£,

Crown class: [ dominant &co-dominant Clintermediate  (J suppressed

Live crown ratio: AO; % Age class:: Oyoung ii{mature [J over-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned (3 excessively thinned O topped L1 crown raised Dpollarded O crown reduced %Qone
Special Valﬁe: O specimen [Oheritage/historic [ wildlife Clunusual Oistreettree  Discreen [lshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: & normal O chlorotic (O necrotic Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: & normal [ sparse Leaf size: [(dnormal (Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Yexcellent Oaverage poor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent Davérage Oipoor [none

Vigor class: [j\excellent Davefage Ofair Cpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

‘Site Character: % residence O commercial Oindustrial [ park Oopen space [ natural [

tandscape type: [lparkway [Jraised bed (Jcontainer ﬁopen a

Irrigation: Onone [adequate [Tinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% . 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100% .
% dripline grade lawered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage [ shallow [ compacted [ droughty [Jsaline (Jalkaline (lacidic (J small volume [J] disease center Tl history of fail
Obstructions: [lights [signage [ line-of-sight Oview Ooverhead lines [Junderground utilities” [ltraffic [[adjacentveg. OJ
Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed &,v,vindward, canopy edge @@Tea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: - bhilding [Oparking Otraffic O pedestrian  recreation Ylandscape O hardscape O small features
Can target be moved? Y D

Occupancy: Bloccasional use [ medium, intermittent use 3 frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD  3I

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect ol moderate severity

o o L defect of low severity
LEAN: a o deg. trom vertical [ natural  [J unnatural Soil heaving: Y @
Decay inplane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y(\@
Compounding factors: Lean severity: S M @
ROOT DEFECTS: '
Suspecirootrot: Y @ Mushroom/conk present: Y I\T 1D:
Exposed roots: S M ’Q\ Undermined: S M 7 i
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: ‘% Buﬂ;esswounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M (§)  Potential for root faifure: S M @;\1

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN ~ TRUNK ) SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper . )
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark ]
Excessive end weight )
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding ]
Loose/cracked bark - o
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail,__ :
FailurePotential:'@ 2 3 Size of Part: 1 @3 Targel@2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: O remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrownclean [Jthin  [raise canopy [erown reduce Jrestructure [l shape

Cable/Brace: . Inspect further: D rootcrown (Jdecay [Jaerial [Jmonitor
Remove tree: (Y) N Replace? Y N Movetarget: Vv QTp  Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: THgone (evaluate

COMMENTS _ _ , - e
\ ‘\ ~ . % - ! f !67 .‘
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure : Size : Target : Hazard
- oubli o vt " o Potential  of part Rating Rating
Ouner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: ____ lnspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERIS Cs [ —
Tree#o_g)_b__ Species: e LO e, ij,ri $

DBH: Z # of trunks: _(__ Height: @ Spread

Form: %generally symmetric Dminorasymmetw O major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed .

Crown class: Pdominant O co-dominant OJintermediate O suppressed

Live crown ratio: L83 __ % Ageclass: OJyoung £ mature [J over-mature

Pruning history: (O crown cleaned [J excessively thinned Jtopped O crown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced Ol none

Special Value: O specimen [heritagehistoric D wildlite D unusual streettree Oscreen O shade  Dindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ®normal Ochlorotic Tinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: ®Inormal [Isparse  Leafsize: CInormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: (Jexcellent ®Javerage (Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor (Jnone

Vigor class: @excellent [T'average [Jfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial lindustrial Olpark 02%open space Dnatural (]

Landscape type: (parkway [Jraisedbed OJcontainer {Xopen [1

irrigation: (O none @adequate Oinadequate [excessive [trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y Ng
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% -50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% @ 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage (O shaltow (3 compacted O droughty O saline {3 atkaline 03 acidic T3 small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: [lights [Jsignage [line-of-sight Clview [Toverhead lines [lunderground utilities O traffic é?adiacent veg. O
Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree .[J below canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed /fwindward, canopy edge @mea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: - (O building [lparking (Jtraffic [Jpedestrian Ol recreation [llandscape [Jhardscape [J small features
Can larget be moved? Y @O

Occupancy: [gloccasional use [ medium, intermittent use Dfrequentu'se

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1




r—w—uw_,.:en.\-—_ [ D N e

EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3l

“Rootpruned: _______ ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N- When:

TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: - §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M delect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural [Junnatural Soil heaving: Y N

Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: '

Suspect roof rot: Y (& Mushroom/conk present: Y @\ ID:-

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S Mx':g)

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS : BRANCHES
Poor taper ’
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers . ]
Girdling '
Wounds
Decay
Cavity

| Conks/Mushrooms * ]
Bleeding F4 .

Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail; .
Failure Potentia 1y2 3 SizeofPart: 1333  TargetyT32 3 HazardRaling: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: ﬁ{emove defective part [ reduce end weight Olcrown clean Tithin .[Clraise canopy [Jcrown reduce Ul restructure L shape

Cahle/Brace: : Inspect further:  root crown™ [Jdecay Daerial I monitor

Remove tree: Y () Replace? Y(\N} Move farget: YQ&I}) Other:

Efiect on adjacent trees: <&{none [ evaluate™

COMMENTS

. Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2




30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

7

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
MapyLocation: Failure : Size : Target - Tz
i ) % Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other . .
: Immediate action needed
Date: ' Inspector: Needs further inspection
b Date of last inspection: —— Deaditree
P '
”,
AT~ TREE CHARACTERISTI

% ~ ! 7 4,'3‘ . P
‘)‘f}v \0\‘/ \ﬁe #0834 species: ﬂq%/gif »& / 2o 30&5
E‘\ { DBH:éi #of lrunks:_& Height: -30 Spread; @

Form: "B generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry (Jmajor asymmetry [ stump sprout [J stag-headed

Crown class: &Jdominant [Jco-dominant [Jintermediate [Jsuppressed
Live crown ralio:ﬁ){a_ %  Ageclass: Clyoung [Amature 3 over-mature !
Pruning history: (O crown cleaned [T excessively thinned [Otopped crown raised D poflarded [ crown reduced ﬁ*none

Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/historic Olwildlite ‘Olunusual (streettree [lscreen (3 shade Oindigenous  {J other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: E[normél Ochlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: L¥normal [Jsparse Leaf size: (O normal [small
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent ﬂaverage Opoor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Callus development: [ exceilent @avérage [Opoor none

Vigorclass: [Jexcellent [Xaverage [fair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Jresidence [Jcommercial (Jindustrial [ park []onpen space [lnatural (J

Landscape type: (Jparkway [Jraised bed [Jcontainer Kopen O

frrigation: (O none [Jadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% . 10-25% 25-50% 5075% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0%  1025% 550k 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: (Jdrainage (Jshallow (Jcompacted (3 droughty Osaline [Tl alkatine O acidic 0 small volume (3 disease center {J history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights (Jsignage [line-of-sight [Clview [overhead lines [underground utilities Cltraffic  (Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (Iree posilion): [single tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use UnderTree: building (parking Ctraffic (pedestrian  [lrecreation (O landscape O hardscape (3 small features
Can targef be moved? Y @

Occupancy: Roccasiona!use [ medium, intermittent use  [J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD  3I

TREE DEFECTS

Rale defect severity: S  severe defect, high potent.ial for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: ______ deg. fromvertical [Jnatural [Junnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of tean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: ’ : ) Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk presenl: Y % 1D:

Exposed roots:'S M < .Undermined: S M (L,
7 7 52 Ty
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: _ 2 % Buttress wounded: Y N When: M & ? Pt

Restricted rootarea; S M {3  Polential for root failure: S M@)
CROWN DEFECTS: ‘

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay ' o
Cavity : o~
Conks/Mushrooms  ~
Bleeding
| oose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants R
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING -

Part most fikely to fail;
Failure Potential: 1 () 3 SizeofPart: 1 (4 3 Target{l) 2 3  HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: remove defective part [Jreduce end weight (Jcrownclean (TJthin  [lraise canopy  (Jcrown reduce [ restructure " O'shape

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect further: [ root crown ([ decay. (Jaerial [(Jmonitor
Remuvelree:{?‘j{s N Replace? Y (b Movetarget: Y @ Other:
Effect on adjacent rées: Jiumne [ evaluate '

COMMENTS
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

| A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 91
TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM
Site/Address: ' HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: ' Falore + S+ Targel - Fazard
QOwner: public private X unknown : other Potential  of part Rating Rating

Immediate action needed

Date: _ Inspector: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS ___ — -
Tree #0326 Species:__ T 7% rﬁ Ihee AA & 1"‘:/:} T
DBH: 2O __ #al trunks:_f_ Height:

Form: £3generally symmetric [J minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Spread;

Crown class: [Jdominant [Jco-dominant « (Jintermediate ﬁ_lsuppressed
Live crown raliu:_é_@ % Ageclass: Sfyoung [mature [ over-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped Dcrownraised [pollarded [ crown reduced Qnone

Special Value: [Jspecimen [Jheritage/historic Owildlife (Junusual [streettree lscreen [shade Dlindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Faoliage calor: & normal [chlorotic (J necrotic Epicormii:s? Y N

Foliage density: Slnormal [sparse  Leafsize: [Jnormal [OJsmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigorclass: [ excellent @\average Ofair  Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [lindustrial [park #open space natural [
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraised bed [Jcontainer € open [

‘Irrigation: Clnone [adequate [inadequate [ excessive Dtrunkwened

" % dripline'paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y @
% dripline w/ Gill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [J drainage: O shallow (3 compacted [Jdroughty (J saline [l alkaline [J acidic [J small volume [T disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: [lights [Osignage [line-of-sight [view [Joverhead lines underground utilities [ traffic [ adjacentveg. [

Wind (iree position): [ single tree [ below canopy [ above canopy [Jrecently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

TARGET | ”

Use UnderTree: [Jbuilding (3 parking Otraffic [ pedestrian  [Jrecreation [llandscape [Jhardscape [ small features
2 v
Can target be moved? Y \\I\D

Occupancy: ((F.occasional use [ medium, intermittent use (] frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [natural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: ’

Suspectrootrot. Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 10:

Exposedrools: S M L Undermined: S M L

Roof pruned: ______ ft from trunk Rootarea affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:;
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for roof faifure: S M L ‘
CROWN DEFECTS: '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN ) TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity -
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/anis ,
Cankers/galls
|_Previous faiture

HAZARD RATING

Pant most likely to fail;
Faﬂurepotemian:@ 2 3 SizeolPan@ 2 3 Targel:@ 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: M remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Dcrownclean [Clthin Tlraise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure  [shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: [Clrootcrown [Jdecay [aerial (3 monitor

Remove (ree:@ N Replace? Y (W Move target: Y @ Other:
Effect on adjacent trees: Tqone [l evaluate

COMMENTS

-
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. + + =
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
Potential  of part Rating Rating

Owner: public private _T>*__ unknown other ' . .

- Immediate action needed
Date: __ Inspector: _ Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection: . Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

i “7413' i 1
Tree #: ng Species: P@A ri,j\ﬁ ﬁ./ )] R ;u[

¥ . -
~ ,
DBH: 2% wottunks: __J Weight _J K Sprea:

Form: (] generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry O major asymmetry O stump sprout (J stag-headed

Crown class: O dominant (Jco-dominant CJintermediate X suppressed

Live crown ralio:M_ % Ageclass: [Syoung [Imature [Jover-mature

Pruning history: (O crown cleaned {J excessively thinned Otopped Tl crown raised [l pollarded T crown reduced @Qnone
Special Value: O specimen ([ heritage/historic Cwildlife Cunusual O streettree Tiscreen [shade Tlindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: flnormal Clchlorotic Clnecrotic  Epicormies? Y N
Foliage density: Tdnormal [Jsparse  Leafsizez (Jnormal O small
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent ([Faverage (Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (Jexcellent [Javerage poor [Jnone

Vlgofclass: Oexcellent ¢Javerage Cfair Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: residence [lcommercial [(Jindustrial Clpark [@openspace [Jnatural O

Landscape type: [Jparkway OJraisedbed [Jcontainer open O

Irrigation: O none [adequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ till soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage (J shallow [Jcompacted [J droughty (Jsaline OJalkaline (J acidic (O small volume (J disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: [Jlights [Osignage [Cline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead ines (Junderground utilities (Jtraffic (Jadjacent veg. [J

Wind (tree position): [Jsingletree [ below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [J area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: () building O parking (Jtraffic  [J pedestrian [Jrecreation [Jlandscape [ hardscape ([ small features
Can target be moved? Y |

Occupancy: @\Qccasional use [Jmedium, intermittent use [J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L deiect of low severity
LEAN: _;deg. from vertical O natural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of |eaﬁ: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 10:

Exposedroots: S M L - Undermined: S M 'L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rbolarea: S M L  Potential for root failure: S M@

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper .

Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previgus failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail.
Failure PotentialCl 2 3 SizeofPart:f32 3 Target {2 3  HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune; [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight Tlicrown clean (OJthin  (lraise canopy [lcrown reduce Ul restructure U shape

Cable/Brace: ] . Inspect further: Jrootcrown [decay (O aerial [J monitor
Remove lreez-Cﬁ, N Replace? Y 'N_} Move target: Y (N'\ Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: ':Qnone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS - * -
_Bkr\f:»zaa;w WA Dl @ D L TGS e Scaw-

oo

P -~ Ky & ‘i 1 < .
‘Q C\ Ay ¢ \6_ Ejy\f"\ RSNy ] NEA Lr‘{m...)

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM

- Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
inn- + + =
Map/Lacation: , Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
O& Potential  of part Rating Rating
QOwner: public private unknown __ - other ’ . .
Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead'tree
TREE CHARACTERISTIGS , .

Tree #:.0) 3‘:? Species: ‘ [N L%/ Aes jric‘* ; —“J (53{1\/
DBH: 9§ # of trunks: D* Height: / g Spread; %f

Form: [Jgenerally symmetric &(minor asymmetry [major asymmetry (stump sprout (O stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant [Jco-dominant [Jintermediate &suppressed

Live crownralio:_}ﬁ %  Ageclass: @young Omature [ over-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned (J excessively thinned [Jtopped [dcrown raised O pollarded [Jcrown reduced ™ gone
Special Value: (O specimen ([Jheritage/historic [ wildlife unusual O stréettree Oscreen Oshade Dindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH _

Faliage color: E?normal Ochloratic Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Ednormal [Jsparse Leaf size: Onormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: O excellent (X average [dpoor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Callus development: excellent fJaverage Opoor [none

Vigor cfass: (Jexcelient ®<faverage [Olfair Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Oresidence [commercial Oindustrill Clpark Oopenspace Onatural O

Landscape type: (O parkway (Oraisedbed container Topen O

trrigation: Onone [ladequate [inadequate [lexcessive (Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [ drainage [ shallow O compacted [ droughty Clsaline Tl alkaline O acidic O small volume O disease center (3 history of fail
Obstructions: Olights [signage [line-of-sight O view [ overhead lines (Junderground utilities [Tltraffic [Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): (Jsingle tree (Jbelow canopy [Jabave canopy ([ recently exposed (O windward, canopy edge [l area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building T parking Cg\traﬁic Dbedestrian Orecreation [landscape [Jhardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y

Occupancy: %ccasional use {Jmedium, intermittent use O frequent use -

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L delect of low severity

LEAN: +deg. from vertical [J natural (Junnatural Soil heaving: Y N

Decayinplane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed: Y N - Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factars: i Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area aﬂecled: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M\-/L)

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS - BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding

| oose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail._ .
a o
FailurePutenlial:% 2 3 SieofParti} 2 3 Targe% 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part D reduce end weight (Jcrown clean [Jthin (Jraise canopy ([ crown reduce [Jrestructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: ] . Inspect fuher: [Jrootcrown [Jdecay [Jaeriat (Jmonitor
Removetree:® N Replace? Y %> Movetarget: Y Cily Other:

. g -
Effect on adjacert trees:g,ﬁlnone O evaluate

 GOMMENTS ___

b
. N 54
Lty {: CRT _;!;’-.wi

e

el CEY v ‘

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: ' HAZARD RATING:
4 + + =
MapyLocation: Failure + Gize + Target = Hazard
O-fa Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other ’ . .
Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: i ' Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS . 4 &
- { e N
Tree #m Species: ‘le.,g,ﬂ \?L«‘\g, \'-*)«Q_ /i.s-:x* 3 2Ad s
DBH:-Bb - # ot lrunks: Heighl: ~Spread;

Form: [Fgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry & major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: O dominant O co-dominant ﬁjn\ermediale O suppressed

Live crawn ratio:_jri %  Ageclass: m/oung Clmature 3 over-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned ([Jexcessively thinned ltopped [Dcrown raised (O poflarded [ crown reduced ﬁnone

Special Value: [ specimen [Jheritage/istoric O wildlife Cunusual [ streettree Jscreen (Oshade indigenous [Jather

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ¥ normal O chlorotic O necrotic ’ Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: (Chpormal sparse  Leafsize: (Dnormal Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: (Jexcellent Xaverage Olpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: excellent [Javerage poor [Jnone

Vigorclass: Jexcellent [Javerage [Bfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Jresidence [Jcommercial Jindustrial [ park ﬂX{open space [natural O
Landscape type: (lparkway (Jraisedbed (Jcontainer Bopen [

Irigation: O none Madequate Jinadequate excessive [trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soif: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: () drainage O shallow [Jcompacted [ droughty O saline [ alkaline O acidic (Jsmall volume [J disease center CJ history of fail

Obstructions: [lights [Jsignage [lline-of-sight [ view M‘overheadlines [Junderground utilities O traffic [Jadjacentveg. [J

Wind (tree position): [singletree [lbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [Jrecently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [Jarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [building Tparking [traffic [ pedestrian Jrecreation X landscape O hardscape [ smal features
Can targel be moved? Y x,@

Occupancy: occasional use  [J medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS .

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
— L defect of low severity
5
LEAN: > __deg. from vertical [ natural &'\unnatural Soil heaving: Y @
Decay in plane of lean:% Y}N  Rootsexposed: YNy Soil cracking: YOS
Compounding factors: Lean severity:@ M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N. 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M@

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK ] SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES ]
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments

Included bark o« o4

Excessive end weight . of i
Cracks/Splits v
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds .
Decay o
Cavity , o
Conks/Mushrooms :
Bleeding .
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:__
Failure Potential: 1 2,@ Size of Part: 1 @ 3 Target:&? 2 3 HazardRaling: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (Jremove defective part (3 reduce end weight {Jcrownclean [Jthin [draise canopy 3 crown reduce  [Jrestructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: inspect further: (Jrootcrown [Jdecay (Jaerial {1 monitor

Removelree:@N Replace? Y @ Move target: Y@) Other:

Effect on adjacent irees: none [ evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: v HAZARD RATING:
. + + : =

MapyLocation: Failure + Gize + 1Jarget = Hazard

; Potential  of part Rating Rating

" Owner: public )( private unknown other ' . .

= Immegdiate action needed
Date: Inspector: ) Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: : ' —— Deadiree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

; | 7 \ . ,.l’ ’:! -
Tree #:Q'f Species: 1 o AU S .DL;‘ fci" T s

DBH:iﬁ_ #ollrunks: _L\ Heighl:_&cj}_ Spread;&_‘_

Form: [generally symmetric O minor asymmetry O major asymmetry O stump sproit O stag-headed

Crown class: &]dominant [Jco-dominant (Jintermediate Dsﬁppressed

Live crown ralio:ﬁ %  Ageclass: [young [Jmature Hrover-mature )
Pruning history: O crowncleaned [Jexcessively thinned [ltopped [Jcrown raised (Jpollarded (Jcrown reduced #none

Special Value: [Jspecimen [Jheritage/historic D wildlife Junusual O streettree Jscreen [Jshade OJindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &lnormai Ochiorotic Tinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: Qndrmal ,@sparse Leaf sizez OO normal OJsmall
Annual shoot growth: (Jexcellent [Baverage Ulpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development. [excellent Gkaverage Jpoor [ none

Vigor class: Elexr;ellent Claverage fair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character; Jresidence Ulcommercial Oindustrial Olpark @ openspace Dnatural O

Landscape type: (Jparkway OJraisedbed [Jcontainer Bdopen O .

Irrigation: (I none @}ad{equate Oinadequate. O excessive (Jtrunk wetted

. % dripline paved: ) 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ till soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25%  25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage [ shallow (Jcompacted [(Jdroughty [ saline O alkaline OJ acidic (3 small volume (3 disease center (1 history of fail
Obstructions: [lights (Jsignage Oline-of-sight [ view Moverhead lines (Junderground utilities = [traffic [ adjacentveg. J

Wind (tree position): [ single tree [ below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed yfwindward, canopy edge @area prone to windthrow
. \

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (3 building Dparking [traffic [J pedestrian O recreation wlandscape (D hardscape (O small features
Can target he moved? Y Q}))

Occupancy: occasional use  J medium, intermiftent use O frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
_ L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural Ulunnatural  Soil heaving: - Y N

Decayinplane of tean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compdunding(actors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M@_
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFQLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/farks

Multiple attachments - o

Included bark N

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits [l

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Caviy . N A

Conks/Mushrooms . ) : L

Bleeding _ o

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs = o{ -

Borers/termites/ants

Gankers/galls

Previgus failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail__
Ty,

Failure Pol_entiali_,_l‘s\%ﬁz 3 Size of Part; 1 2{3“ Target: (I} 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: Jremove defective part [ reduce end weight [lcrownclean Tlthin Clraise canopy O crown reduce Ul restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect fuher:  Oroot crown [Tldecay [aerial [ monitor

Removelree:\@N Replace?Qf) N Movefarget: Y N Other:
Effect on adjacert trees: @Done J evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

SITE CONDITIONS

g
A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure : Size : Target - Hazard

: Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private O( unknown other ’ . .

Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: ) . Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead tree

TREE CHARAGTERISTICS . — ‘
Tree #:04 O species:iZenn J‘Q’Aﬂ J.l Taild v
DBH: ) Height: 20 Spread:

# of trunks:

Form: (O generally symmetric (3 minor asymmetry @ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: Odominant [ co-dominant (X intermediate O suppressed

Live crown ratio: _E.i %  Ageelass: Jyoung Zmature [Jover-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned O topped [crown raised [ pollarded [ crown reduced @;{lone
Special Value: [ specimen [ heritage/historic [Clwildlife OJunusual Ostreettree OIscreen [Jshade indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: “@normal O chiorotic O necrotic Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: & normal [Jsparse  Leafsize: [Onormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: excellent @Javerage Clpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent TH.average Jpoor [ none

Vigor class: [lexceflent [ average Thair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

Site Character: Jresidence OJcommercial Jindustrial [ park openspace [Jnatural OJ
Landscape type: O parkway [Jraised bed [Jcontainer @Gpen O
Irigation: Onone (Aadequate Oinadequate excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% . 1025% 2550% 5075% 7500%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soit probtems: O drainage (I shallow [0 compacted (J droughty [ saline [l alkaline O acidic O small volume [ disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: lights [Dsignage [ Yine-of-sigt Tview 5 overhead lines O underground utilities Tl traffic D adjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [ single tree (1 below canopy @@bove canopy [Jrecently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

TARGET e

Use Under Tree: D building [ parking Otraffic [ pedestrian  [Irecreation [ landscape Clhardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y (N;}

Occupancy: Cﬁﬁoccasionaluse O medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. fromvertical [Jnatural (Junnatural  Soil heavihg: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrof: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M @
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S M L Potential for root failure: S M L
CROWN DEFECTS: '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiplé attachments ' AL v

Included bark P

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay_

Cavity

@)nks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs ' CA

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/gails

|_Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: 1 ¢ 3  SizeofPart: 1.2 3 Targel("t‘gz 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

‘HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: ([ remove defective part O reduce end weight [l crownclean [Jthin  (Jraise canopy O crown reduce [ restructure  Cishape

Cable/Brace: : Inspect fudher: Jrootcrown [Jdecay [Jaerial [ monitor
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
1 . 2 .+ + =

Map/tocation: Failure + Gize + Target = Hazard

i ] X . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other ' : .

- i Immediate action needed

Datec 050 -2 £ & Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: ——— Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTIC . .
e

Tree #Q 4D species: Y e A A R A

DBH: > # ot trunks: J Height: _ /D Spread; /<>

Form: O generally symmetric  [J minor asymmetry @maior asymmetry [Jstump sprout [Jstag-headed

Crown class: Ddo;ni,nant [J co-dominant ﬂintermediate [Jsuppressed

Live crown ratio: #ﬁ') % - Ageclass: JEyoung [(Imature  [J over-mature !

Pruning histery: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped ([Jcrownraised (Jpollarded . (I crown reduced Mone
Special Value: [T specimen [ heritage/historic _E]wildlife Ounusual D streettree Tlscreen [Jshade [indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @ normal Olchlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormies? Y N
Foliage density: [@normal Osparse  Leafsize: Tlnormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent ﬁaverage Olpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: Jexcellent TAaverage [Jpoor [Jnone

_ Vigoretass: Oexcellent Daverage [Ddair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler: [Jresidence (Jcommercial ([Jindustrial [Jpark @open space (natural (1

Landscape type: OJparkway ([Jraisedbed (Jcontainer (Jopen &

Irrigation: [ none (sfadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: (:"0:@ 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: CO%y  10-25% 25:50% 5075% 75100%

Soil problems: [(Jdrainage [Jshallow [Jcompacted [ droughty [Jsaline [Zalkaline CJacidic [J small volume [ disease center (7 history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights Dsignage CJiine-of-sight [Clview {Xoverhead lines [Junderground utilities (! traffic Radjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [Isingle tree [ below canopy @above canopy [Jrecently exposed [ windward, canopy edge ([ area prone to windthrow

S §

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Jbuilding (I parking traffic [ pedestrian [ recreation @Qandscape O hardscape []small features
Can targel be moved? Y @

Occupaney: reccasionaluse [ medium, intermittent use  [J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: 60 deg. from vertical  $flnatural unnatural  Soil heaving: Y A~
Decay in plane of leén: Y @ Roolsexposed:' Y@ Soil cracking: Y @
Compounding faclors: Lean severity: S M)
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y (\N“ Mushroom/conk present: Y /\N‘; 1D:

Exposedroots: S ML :Undermined: S M, Ly

Roof pruned: _ - ftfromtrunk ~ Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M (Q Potential for roof failure: S M {7
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS SRANCHES
Poor faper ' .

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs o

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most fikely to fail:

Failure Potentiak_1% 2 3  SzeofPart(1%2 3 Targel{i;j2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight Ol crownclean Jthin  Oraise canopy [ crown reduce [ restructure [l shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: Iroot crown [Jdecay [aerial [ monitor

_ =
Remove tree: @)N Replace? Y(\y) Movetarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: [Inone [ evaluate

COMMENTS ;
e A Rt Ad 3(:\%1;__,,«*;53 e TS LAY S A

Specfmen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Localion: 'F.:ailure ' : Size : Target : Hazard

o X vt " unk " Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown ___ other |mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: " Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERIST|CS

. T{‘, . F

Tree #:%f:l_ Species:___1-flam p?,a' < /11.;' IRy
[ ~ B

DBH: L8 #oﬂrunks:_L Heigm;&_ Spread; l ?c
Form: @generally symmetric  [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: ¢&fdominant [ co-dominant Jintermediate - O suppressed
Live crown ra’tio:&g_ % - Ageclass: [lyoung [Jmature @ over-mature
Pruning history: ;@‘crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Otopped [Jcrown raised Dpollarded . Ocrown reduced [Jnone

Special Value: [specimen D heritage/istoric [ wildife Junusual & streettree [lscreen [shade [lindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: #normal [ chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Bfnormal [Asparse  Leafsize: Oinormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: Oexcefient H)average [Jpoor  Twig Diehack? Y N

Callus development: [Jexcellent /bqaverage [Jpoor [Inone-

Vigorclass: Olexcellent (BYaverage Ofair Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Elre‘sidence Ccommercial  Dindustrial O park Eq‘opeh space [ natural D_
Landscape type: [Jparkway Cdraisedbed Jcontainer KJopen O

Irrigation: [ none ifadequate Olinadequate excessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% Q@D‘Vj 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
) % dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% /2—5_‘-??3940 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soit problems: O drainage TJ shaliow CJ compacted T3 droughty [ satine D atkaline O acidic T small volume [ disease center £ history of fail
Obstructions: [llights Osignage [line-of-sight [view {Fgverhead lines [ underground utilities [ traffic mjdiacent veg. O

R,
Wind {tree position): O single tree T below canopy (3 above canopy [ recently exposed gﬂgwindward, canopy edge Fﬂ;\ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding Clparking Otraffic [ pedestrian [recreation (X landscape [Jhardscape [ small features

Can target be moved? Y Nﬁwj

Occupancy: CB¥occasional use [ medium, intermittent use Dfreduent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical Udnatural Olunnatural  Seil heaving: Y N
Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed:'. Y N Soil cracking: Y N )
Compounding factors: Lgan severit{r: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectroot rol: Y ﬁ) Mushroom/conk present: Y <N~y 0:
- o
Exposed roots: S M( L, Undermined: S M (T,

A
Roolpruned: __ _ ftfromtrunk ~ Raot area alfected: %  Buftresswounded: Y N When: ¥ Annca

Restricted rootarea: S M {L_-? Potential for root faifure: S M Q\
CROWN DEFECTS: -

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ) .

Codominants/forks

Muitiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs CA

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to lail:
FailurePolential@ 2 3 SizeolPart 10353 Target:(Ty 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: J# remove defective part Ul reduce end weight O crown clean Jthin  [lraise canopy [lcrown reduce [Jrestructure O shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further:  Oroot crown [ldecay [laerial [ monitor

Remove tree: Y@ Replace? Y(l\}, Move target: Y-‘:!\]}. Other:

-

Ettect on adjacerl trees: %none O evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: -F;\ilure ' I Size I Target : Hazard

) . . a( " unk Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other \mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS .

, . ) T 77 7

Tree {t:g = Specles: P&;{f o ,J..l_/! e Ay
3

DBH:;‘;CJ#__ # of Irunks: ! Height: /Y Spread: 2

Fokm:_ @\generally symmetric (O minor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Jdominant [ co-dominant & intermediate O suppressed
Live crown ratio: M_ % - Ageclass: [Jyoung ™ mature O over-mature
Pruning history: O crown cleaned O excessively thinned [ltopped O crown raised O pollarded . O crown reduced [X] none

Special Value: Uspecimen O heritage/historic Ol wildlife  Cunusual  Ostreettree DOl screen  [Jshade O indigenous " Oother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: TInormal [Jchlorotic [ necrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: ‘/Q{normal O sparse.  Leafsize: Clnormal Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent [laverage [lpoor  Twig Dieback? Y CI\B
Callus development: [Jexcellent Haverage Olpoor Clnone- '

‘Vigor elass: Oexcellent .[average [fair OJpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Clresidence CJcommercial Olindustrial Clpark /& openspace CJ natural EI"

Ltandscape type: (Jparkway [Jraisedbed O container tdopen O

Irrigation: Clnone ;\bl‘]_adequate Oinadequate [excessive [trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0%, 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ {ill soil: 0%, 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: o (0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage (O shallow CJcompacted {3 droughty [Jsaline O alkaline O acidic O smali volume [ disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: Ollights [signage [line-of-sight [ view Eq'overhead lines [Junderground utilities [ traffic i}@ adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): O single tree [Jbelow canopy [J above canopy. [Jrecently exposed [T windward, canopy edge [Jarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Jbuilding [parking Utraffic [ pedestrian [ recreation @Klandscape Chardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ :

Occupancy: @\occasionaluse [0 medium, intermittent use [ {requent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for faiiure

M defect of moderate severity

L defec! of low severity
LEAN: deg. from verticai [Jnatural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in pfane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed:'_ Y N Scil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Lganseverlﬁ: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposéd roats: S M 3 Undermined: S M &
Root pruned: . ftfromirunk ~ Rootareaaffected: %  Buttresswounded: Y N  When:
Restricted root area: S M @ Potentiat for root failure: S ™M &£y
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor faper ) .

Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark

Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding . AP
Loose/cracked bark ] . S
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previgus failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;
Failure Potential 1,52 3  Sizeof Part: 172 3 Targetr'ty 2 3 HazardRating: 4 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part  [Jreduce end weight [ crown clean (lthin Oraise canopy O crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: i Inspect further: OJrootcrown [Jdecay [Jaerial [ monitor
Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y @} Move target: _Y@D Other: '

Effect on adjacert trees: @ none [Jevaluate
3 ) —

COMMENTS
C r 4 IR \ i ) . . : L~
S TRNDG it \’\} Low ST {3 G Lo el A
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: lFéiIure ) Size : Targel - Hazard

o . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public 7< private unknown other ’ ) .

- Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS _ SIS
Tree #)_J“jé__ Species: {9 [ {’L\f e "<(£ Fo ({'i’r
DBH:;} 657’ # of trunks: Height: 9” SS Spread; /'4/

Form: (Bgenerally symmetric (O minor asymmetry (3 major asymmetry [Jstump sprowt O3 stag-headed

Crown class: @‘dominant O co-dominant Olintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:,?i %. - Ageclass: Oyoung O mature {Efvover-malure

Pruning history: Ocrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Otopped Dcrown raised [Jpollarded . (O crown reduced (Enone

Special Value: D specimen D heritage/istoric D wildlife O unusual VStreet tree Oscreen [Jshade Oindigenous other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Enormal O chlorotic O necrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: O normal ;Bsparse  Leafsize: CInormal Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent AXaverage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Calius development: [Jexcellent ‘? average [Jpoor [Jnone-

hY
‘Vigorclass: Olexcellent Oaverage (Mifair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial [ park @open space [Jnaturai (O

Landscape type: (O parkway OJraisedbed [Jcontainer ®lopen O

Irrigation: O none 'Eﬂsadequate Oinadequate Jexcessive [Otrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%(_'\:5%957 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ lill soil: 0% 1.0-25%"?25—“50%0 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage (O shallow [Jcompacted (3 droughty (Jsaline [Jalkaline (J acidic [J small volume [T disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: ([Jlights [signage [Jline-of-sight [Jview @\()verhead lines [ underground utllities [tratfic (adjacentveg. O
Wind (tree positidn): [single tree O below canopy [J above canopy [ recently exposed ﬂXLwindwarm canopy edge Eiarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (Jbuilding O parking traffic [J pedestrian [ recreation ﬁl.[andscape O hardscape [Jsmall features
Can targel be moved? Y CN/

Occupancy: £f4 occasional use [J medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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‘Suspeclroolml: Y @ Mushroom/conk present: @ N 10:

e et ——— —

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. fromvertical O natural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in pfane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:

Lean severity: S M L

Exposedrootls: S M ./5, Undermined: S M ’E

Roof pruned: . ftfromtrunk ~ Root area affected: %  Bultress wounded: Y N  When:

Restricted rootarea: S M (L3 Potential for root failure: S M G
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
mlti@e attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to lail;__ ! X
Failure Potential: 1 2 3,,/ Size of Part: 1{25 3 Targel:@} 2 3 HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT
Prune: [3Jremove defective part [ reduce end weight Tlcrown clean Tlthin  Oraise canopy [ crown reduce [l restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: ]
Reﬁ!ove tree: Q’:\} N Replace? YK\I\L Movetargg!: Y fl\_!; Other:

A
& ;
t

CE e R, .
‘& gty d N el e

Inspect further:  lrootcrown [decay [aerial [ monitor

-

Effect on adjacent trees: ,Efnone [l evaluate

o \ 45 ' i

COMMENTS

oL e ﬂ@vx‘f‘ﬁ.lj»{ 2 TN “i
)
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: F;iilure_ LTS 4 Target : Hazard
_ ] ) {7( . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other

Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE GHI}IIIAGTERISTII)IGS 4 '

Tee#:id 1 ¢ Species 1 Lo L <
Spread; 8

oo ] o~

DBH:QL # of lrunks: J ' Heighl:;)f?‘

Form: (3 generally symmetric (a\minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: O dominant “Eco-dominant Iji_ntermediate O suppressed
Live crown taliu:_& % - Ageclass: Olyoung B.anature O over-mature
Pruning history: (0 crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrown raised [ pollarded . (J crown reduced ] none

Special Value: [ specimen [ heritage/historic Dwildlife Dunusual O streettree TIscreen [Jshade indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: {Anormal Ochlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: [@'normal Osparse  Leafsize: normal (Jsmall
Annual shool growth: -Plexcelient Olaverage Tlpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: Oexcellent [laverage ([Jpoor [“¥none:

g .
_Vigor class: O excellent - average [Jfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Sile Character: Oresidence [Jcommercial Jindustrial [Jpark @open space O natural O

Landscape type: Oparkway Oraisedbed (Jcontainer @open O

Irigation: [Inone ‘Bfadequate (Jinadequate ([Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: o 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ [ill soil: (g 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: J\\O_f,a 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage Ol shallow (I compacted [ droughty [ saline [J alkaline [(J acidic (J small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Olights [signage [Jline-of-sight [view AKloverhead lines [TJunderground utilities [ltraffic O adjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [ single tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed [SJwindward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding [ parking O traffic T pedestrian O recreation iiandscape [ hardscape [ small features
./\
Can target be moved? Y @5‘

Occupancy: ((hoccasional use [0 medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS
Rate defect severity: S  severe detect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural (Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:

Leanseverity: S M L

Suspectroot rot: Y @ Mushroom/conk present: Y @ ID:
Exposedroots: S M (R Undermined: S M T

Rool pruned: . ft from trunk Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area; S M(’TD Potential for root lailure: S M -
CROWN DEFECTS: '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loosefcracked bark A N

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;

Fai|urePolenliaI{'t% 2 3 Size of Pan:.,-"fj) 2 3 Target;{ﬁj 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: O remove defective part (O reduce end weight Olcrown clean Othin O raise canopy Jcrown reduce  (Jrestructure T shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect futher: Orootcrown decay [Jaerial (Jmonitor

| r~
Remove tree: Y N:_‘Rephce? Y (f\l) Move target: Y l:l} Other:

Etiect on adjacenttrees: [Jnone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS
/A ’A~ “ /
Cogpnw ™o re g R AP ST T 7V S ¥

Sy
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: .F‘;iilure ' I Size : Target i Hazard

oublic (AL . : Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other Immediate action needed
Date:_ Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS : _
Tree #:00%7 5 Species: IER 7N .K,J:Q\ e A
DBH: __, "¢ #oftrunks: | Height: S Spread;_. -

Form: [3-generally symmetric CJminor asymmetry 3 major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: ‘iFidominant [ co-dominant O intermediate [OJsuppressed

Live crown ratio: l Lo %. - Ageclass: [Jyoung [ mature over-mature

Pruning history: D crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Dtopped [ crown raised D pollarded . CJ crown reduced \,Kﬁ none
Special Value: [OJspecimen [ heritage/historic l_:lwildlife Ounusual B8 street tree Oscreen Oshade indigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ~Gnormal O chlorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: -Cnormal Osparse.  Leafsize: [Cnormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent verage Opoor  TwigDieback? Y N

Calius development: [Jexcellent [-kaverage [Jpoor [Jnone-

~Vigor class: Dexpellent f_average Ofair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: residence O commercial Oindustrial [ park ﬂopen space O natural O
Landscape type: U parkway Olraisedbed U container 4Jopen O

Irrigation: Onone [Jadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @L}% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ lill soil: 0% 10-25% 95:50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 2-?,)7‘;130% 50-75% 75-100%

Soif problems: [Jdrainage [J shallow [J compacted [] droughtyND safine [ alkaline O acidic (J small volume [J disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: [Jlights [signage [ line-of-sight [ view ﬂoverhead lines [Junderground utilities [l traffic [Jadjacent veg. [

Wind (tree position): TJsingle tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [T recently exposed %] windward, canopy edge lé’rea prone to windthrow
TARGET

Use Under Tree: O building O parking Thtraffic O pedestrian O recreation rﬁQandscape O hardscape [J small features
Can target be moved? Y \N/",

Occupancy: 1‘3 occasional use  [J medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical  Clnatural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneoflean: Y N Roots exposed:" Y N Soilcracking: Y N )
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N ID:
Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

¢V

Root pruned: : . ft from trunk ’Roolareaaﬁecled:f:.'.l_“/n Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted root area: S M@ Potential for roof failure; S M (D)
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES |
Poor taper ) .
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments : A ]
Included bark e
Excessive end weight )
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

[y . o

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail__ 2 N Sy T
Failure Potential:(T) 2 3 Size of Part: 1i 2,3  Target: 12 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: /B remove defective part (O reduce end weight O crown clean Clthin - (Jraise canopy  (J crown reduce  Clrestructure Ul shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: (T root crown [ decay [laerial ) monitor

Remove tree: Y {ﬂ} Replace? Y /N;, Move target: Y(N\,} Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: ﬁﬁ_'none [J evaluate

COMMENTS

-
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: -Fz‘iilure ‘ : Size : Target z Hazard

) . N Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other . )

i Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTIC ’
Tree : D4 9 Species: ' \JL\\ e iQC_H'Q N (J\U» b

DBH: "3{\1 #otlrunks:_L H|eighl: ;5 Spread; V

Farm: RAgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry (I major asymmetry (O stump sprowt [ stag-headed

Crown class: Odominant &co-dominant [l intermediate O suppressed

Live crown ratio: 400 %‘ - Ageclass: Oyoung Fature [ over-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned topped ([Jcrown raised {pollarded . £ crown reduced lZinone
Special Value: (O specimen [ heritage/historic Dwildlife Ounusual  streettree Iscreen Jshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Rnormal  Dchlorotic  Dlnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: ®Inormal O sparse  Leafsize: normal [Jsmall
Anaual shoot growth: S excellent Oaverage [dpoor Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: [Jexcellent [Javerage poor [Jnone-

~Vigor class: ]Xlexgellent Oaverage DOifair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: I:Ire_sidence Ocommercial  [Jindustrial Olpark &) openspace O natural O
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer @open O

Irrigation: (O none cELadequate Oinadequate [excessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: %/o 10-26% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ lill sail: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . % 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage O shaflow [Jcompacted [ droughty O saline (J alkaline [ acidic O small volume (J disease center (1 history of fail
Obstructions: Olights [signage line-of-sight Oview [overhead lines [Junderground utilities Cltraffic  [Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree posilion): [single tree [ below canopy [ above canopy O recently exposed (K] windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Jbuilding Clparking Cltraffic [ pedestrian (Jrecreation (¥ landscape [ hardscape (J small features
Can target be maved? Y @)

Occupancy: occasional use [ medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [J natural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of fean: Y N Rootsexposed:' Y N Soif cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrol: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: - ftfromtrunk ~ Root area affected: %  Butresswounded: Y N  When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential lor reot failure: -S M\/P}
)

CROWN DEFECTS: -

DEFECT ROQT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ) .

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

R

Cavity

-
A
I

Gonks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/ermites/ants ~ ' |

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to faif.____

FailurePolemial:@2 3 SizeolPar@ 2 3 Targel@Z 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 § 6 7 8 § -
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: Jremove defective part (Jreduce end weight (Jcrown clean  (Jthin  [Jraise canopy  (J crown reduce O restructure T shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further:  (Jrootcrown (Jdecay (Jaerial [ monitar

Removetree: Y N Replace? Y N Movetarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacenttrees: [Jnone [Jevaluate

-

GOMMENTS

| o .
%Df\ YC%@/J 69[65\%{/‘;;{ d/ﬂ)’ j\(‘é‘% u)/zﬂ‘fffﬂ«jf

W
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
IS C A 3 + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

>< ) . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown other ’ . .

i Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree 4: OS5 © Specles PQ»A D\A\ / 7LG> d X 0

pBH: _ 200 #of trunks: _,L_ Height: D5 Spread; i

Form: Ckgenerally symmetric (] minor asymmetry [0 major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Ydominant [Jco-dominant [Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:_& %- - Ageclass: (young O mature Fover-mature :

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Dtopped Dcrown raised [ pollarded . O crown reduced ‘é\none
Special Value: [Jspecimen [Jheritage/historic Dwildlife Olunusuai EXstreettree Oscreen [ shade [indigenous  [J other

TREE HEALTH

toliage color: (FAnormal CIchlorotic Dlnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: Onormal [Ysparse.  Leafsize: $Anormal O small
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent [DJaverage HIpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Calius development: Dexcellent Bjaverage [Jpoor [Jnone:

_Vigorelass: Dexcellent Daverage [Jiair \Mpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [3commercial Oindustrial O park gopenspace Onatural O

Landscape type: [ parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer onopen O

Irigation: Onone '[Jadequate [Jinadeguate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% @:/9 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 55\5%/0 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: (Jdrainage [J shallow [Jcompacted O droughty O saline (Jatkaline [ acidic O3 small volume O disease center {3 history of fail

Obstructions: [Cllights [Osignage Dline-of-sight [Jview VKjoverhead lines Ounderground utilities CJtraffic [Jadjacent veg. [

Wind {tree position): Jsingle tree  [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed @K] windward, canopy edge [l area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building O parking Otraffic [ pedestrian [ recreation mandscape O hardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y Q\y '

Oceupancy: (X] occasional use (] medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: $

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (O natural ] unnatural
Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N

Compounding lactors:

severe defect, high patential for failure

Soil heaving:

Soif cracking: Y N

Y N

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N

Mushroom/conk present:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned:

Restricted rootarea: S M L

CROWN DEFECTS:

. ft from trunk
Potential for root failure: - S @) L

" Root area affected:

annseverity: S ML

% Buttress wounded: Y N

When:

DEFECT

ROOT CROWN

TRUNK

SCAFFOLDS

BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

~

Multiple attachments

w4

s e St T g o ¢S 7 i

Included bark . A

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits Y4 BE S A

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay oA -

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark ] X

Nesting hole/bee hive N ™

A
N
X
(A;.

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

%

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: 1 2@ Size of Part: 1 2@ Targel:@z 3  HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9~

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (O remove defective part (Jreduce end weight [lcrown clean [thin  Oraise canopy O crown reduce Ol restructure  [Ishape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: O root crown [Ddecay [Jaerial (Jmonitor

Removelree:® N Replace? Y@ Move target: Y@ Other:

Effect on adjacert trees: ﬁnone O evaluate

COMMENTS

Abqﬂa% ‘”Z‘J |
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
ian- - -+ + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

. . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
QOwner: public “4 private unknown __ other Immediate action needed
Date: ______ [nspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS -

Tree .05 | Species:_ e 2 Licr - I Toielas

, ‘
DBH: }_f()_ # of trunks: Height: o) Spread; !ﬁ

Foim:_ A generally symmetric (J minor asymmetry (] major asymmetry Ostump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Adominant [ co-dominant (lintermediate (3 suppressed

Live crown ratio:__ %‘ - Ageclass: Oyoung (O3 mature @over-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Otopped [ crown raised [ pollarded . [ crown reduced @{none

Special Value: [specimen [ heritage/istoric [ wildlife ] unusuat j;lflstreet tree Oscreen Oshade Oindigenous [Oother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: E@ormal O chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: Slnormal O sparse.  Leafsize: [Jnormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent gaverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: [Jexcellent “[daverage Opoor [none-

‘Vigorclass: Clexcellent [laverage Efair OJpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Oresidence [Jcommercial industrial [ park @\open space [ natural EI_

Landscape type: [ parkway [Jraisedbed [dcontainer Mopen O

Irrigation: Clnone Dladequate inadequate [Jexcessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10;2/5% -50%  50-75%  75-100% Lifted? Y N
% driptine w/ fil soil: 0% 1025% “25ALY% 5075% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage (Jshallow [Jcompacted OJ droughty O saline Clalkaline O acidic [J small volume [ disease center [J history of fail

Obstructions: Olights Dsignage DTtine-of-sight O view @\overheadlines Dunderground utilities [ traftic  [Jadjacent veg. U

Wind (tree position): (I single tree ([ below canopy [Jabove canopy [Jrecenlly exposed Qwindward, canopy edge [Jarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: O building [Jparking Otraffic [Jpedestrian [ recreation @\Iandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y Qy

Occupancy: Noccasionaluse [ medium, intermittent use [0 frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rale defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural (Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soii cracking: Y N
Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conkpresenl:@N ID:

Leanseverity: S M L

Exposedrools: S M (D Undermined: S M@

Root pruned: . ftfromtrunk  Root area affected: % Bultress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M (L))  Potential for root failure: S MQ.D

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROQT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ]

o o iy o o O T s

Codominants/forks

X

Multiple attachments

of

e

Included bark

A
7~

c“

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Wi

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay ol a ' A
Cavity :

Conks/Mushrooms ‘ X

Bleeding_

Loose/cracked bark ool
Nesting hole/bee hive o

92 £
f

i
i
X

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_

Failure Potentiat: 1 2 (3) SizeofPart: 1 2(3) Target: ()2 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (3 remove defective part [ reduce end weight [Jcrown clean  Dthin  [raise canopy [ crown reduce D3 restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher: O rootcrown [Ddecay [aerial  (Jmonitor

Removelree:@N Replace? Y AUy Movetarget: Y N Other:
Effect on adjacent lre_es: %’vone (Oevaluate

COMMENTS

-

A}b@ﬁlﬁ;}g L Pé@w

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: 'F;\ailure ' : Size : Target - “Fazard

. % ] . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Qwner: public private unknown other . .

- Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #: OS5 D  species: p@» 0 Er/r (&« \‘\ @3"))\9 <
DBH: /OO # of trunks: __L Height: 30 Spread:/g\

Form: @generally symmetric [0 minor asymmetry {3 major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: {ﬁdominant [Aco-dominant [ intermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ralio:_ﬁ(L %. - Ageclass: [(Jyoung [Jmature j&over-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Utopped D crown raised [ polfarded . O3 crown reduced @»none
Special Value: [ specimen [ heritage/historic _Elwildlife O unusual @street tree Oscreen Oshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: & normal O chlorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: [ normal Msparse.  Leatsize: Onormal O small
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent Maverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: [Jexcellent X2 average Cpoor [none-

_Vigorclass: [excellent [ average §liair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ residence (] commercial [Jindustrial O park ] open space Onatural O
Landscape type: [Jparkway [raisedbed [ container cﬂlppen Od

Irrigation: OJ none 'Eiadequate minadequate Oexcessive O trunk wetted g;zk‘, oo, o~

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25B%% 50-75% 75400%  Litted? Y N
% dripline w/ il soil: 0% 10-25% @50% 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems:@ﬂdrainage O shallow (Jcompacted [ droughty Ssaline O alkaline ( acidic (J small volume [ disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: Ollights Osignage [tine-of-sight Oview &loverhead lines [Junderground utilities O traffic [Jadjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed (Xwindward, canopy edge @ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding Tl parking Otraffic [ pedestrian (I recreation @landsoape O hardscape [J small features
Can target he moved? Y (N '

Occupancy: Eﬁoccasionaluse [ medium, intermittent use Dfreduentuse

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate detect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural Ounnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane oflean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 10:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: . ftfromtrunk ~ Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: - S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRURK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ] -

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments - : A

included bark : X

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits Y N X
Hangers .

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark ' . ~/

Nesting hole/bee hive or A /

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants K X

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;___

Failure Potentiat: 1 2@ Size of Part: 1 2(\«\@ Targelﬁ) 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [Jreduce end weight [ crownclean (Jthin (Jraise canopy (Jcrown reduce [ restructure ([ shape

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect further:  Iroot crown (Jdecay [Jaerial (I monitor

N -
Removelree:-\Y)N Replace? Y N Move target: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacerttrees: [Inone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/L ocation: -F;iilure ' : Size : Target : Hazard
A . " unk Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other {mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS —
Tree :05 3 Species: BN Lo ‘Qﬁ iTg ool

DBH: ﬂ # of lrunks: J_ Heighl:-gﬁ Spread; 7 2

Form: Eﬁgenerally symmetric [J minor asymmetry (J major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: [ddgminant [ co-dominant [ intermediate [ 'suppressed

Live crown ratio:%‘ %- - Ageclass: [dyoung [Jmature SXover-mature

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned O excessively thinned Otopped O crown raised [ pollarded . O crown reduced £8fione

Special Value: [Jspecimen (Jheritageistoric O wildlife [Junusual Pdstreettree screen (Jshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @normal Ochlorotic Onecrotic ~ Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Mnormal Osparse.  Leafsize: [Jnormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: [lexcellent average [Ipoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: Jexcellent (Dhaverage [Jpoor Cnone:

_ Vigorelass: (Jexcellent [average [Afair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence Jcommercial Oindustrial O park T open space O naturat O
Landscape type: ([ parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer (&dopen D
Irrigation: U none @gadequate Oinadequate [excessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @A 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ il soil: 0% 10-25% %% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% @/ 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage O shallow [J compacted O3 droughty O satine (J atkaline O acidic [J small volume O disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Olights [ signage [ line-of-sight [ view Bloverhead lines O underground utilities ([Jtraffic [Jadjacentveg. OO

Wind (tree position): [Isingle tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge [0 area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding O parking Otraffic [ pedestrian [ recreation Wandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can targel be moved? Y@

Occupancy: occasional use  [Jmedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: 8  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural [J unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane oflean: Y N Hoolsexposed:'_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N )
Compounding factors: Lean severity: 5 M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposedrootls: S M L Undermined: S M L ?
Root pruned: __1_ ftfromtrunk ~ Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When: -
Restricted rootarea: S M @ Potential for root failure: -S M @

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ]
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments :
Included bark ,
Excessive end weight ' CA
Cracks/Splits ) A Y4
Hangers :

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding : X
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs o N
Borers/termites/ants ’

Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail: :
Failure Polential: 1 @ 3  SizeofPart 1 2@ Targel@ 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective pat  (J reduce end weight crownclean Othin D raise canopy [ crown reduce (I restructure  (J'shape

R
R

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect fusther: [root crown decay Jaerial O monitor

Remove tree: N Replace? Y /I\D Move target: Y N Other:
(o4 .

Etfect on adjacer! trees: EQnone {J evaluate

COMMENTS
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
ion: T -+ + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

. )« . Uk Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other {mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #:()Si/ Species: Qe 512@ Q <. ‘i ) N CLQ’

DBH: /OO # of trunks: I Heighl:./gg Spread; J l

Form: @ generally symmetric (] minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry (3 stump sprout (J stag-headed

Crown class: M dominant Jco-dominant intermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ralio:li % - Ageclass: [Jyoung O mature [Wover-mature
Pruning history: O crown cleaned [J excessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrown raised [Jpollarded . (J crown reduced @\none

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/istoric O wildlife T unusual (Bystreet tree Oscreen O shade Oindigenous ~ [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Nnormal O chiorotic O necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: O normal (Ysparse.  Leaf size: E]normal O small
Annual shoot growth: (O excellent @S(average pf)oor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent Daverage@poor O none

~ Vigor class: Dexqellent [ average Q(fair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler: [Jresidence [Jcommercial Dindustrial Cpark (Xlopenspace natural O

Landscape type: O parkway (raisedbed [Jcontainer open O

Irrigation: [ none ﬁadequate Oinadequate [excessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25?58% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . 0% 10-25% ZS%SA 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (3 drainage (J shallow O compacted (J droughty (Jsaline (alkaline O acidic (J small volume O disease center (J history of fail

Obstructions: Dlights Dsignage Dline-of-sight Tview X overhead lines [Junderground utilities [ltrafic [ adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): Jsingle tree  [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [ recently exposed & windward, canopy edge kzrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: O building Clparking Otraffic  [J pedestrian  [J recreation Wandscape Ohardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ '

Occupancy: occasional use  [J medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (O natural Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roolsexposed:‘_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N ‘ \\

Compounding lactors: Lean severity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: ) \
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y (ﬁb 1D:
Exposedrools: S M L Undermined: S M L ?
Root pruned: __l__ fitfromtrunk ~ Root area aﬂecled:j_g% Buttress wounded: Y N When: el
Restricted rootarea: S M @ Potential for root failure: -S @ L

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper ' .

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding - X

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

% Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely te fail;
Failure Potential: 1 2@ Size of Part: 1 2/@ Targel:@ 2 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 56 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight lcrown clean Jthin Oraise canopy (I crown reduce O restructure (3 shape

gy

>4

2
o

Cable/Brace: ] Inspect furdher: Orootcrown (Jdecay (Daerial I monitor
Removetree:@N Replace? Y \NJ Move target: Y N Other:
Effecton adiacebl irees: y/none Oevaluate

COMMENTS

Specfmen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: -Féailure ‘ I Size : Target : Hazard

. ] O( . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown other . .

- Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTIC. ' -
Tree : OS5  species: 2 5 Ler oQ;/ ‘f@ Ci)/l A}

DBH: S nnmnks:J_ Heigm:Q@ Spread; 8

Form: [ generally symmetric [0 minor asymmetry ([ major asymmetry O stump sprout ([ stag-headed

Crown class: Jdominant (3 co-dominant m intermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ralio: ,"c/ ) % - Ageclass: Oyoung Smature T over-mature
Pruning histery: [J crown cleaned [0 excessively thinned [topped [Jcrown raised [ pollarded . (J crown reduced none

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/istoric O wildlife Ounusual O streettree Oscreen shade indigenous  Tother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &Fnormal Ochlorotic Clnecroic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: Dnormal Osparse  Leafsize: TInormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growih: (excellent Xiaverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y @

Callus development: [lexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [lnone-

_Vigorelass: Oexcellent @average [fair Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [commercial Olindustrial Opark [ open space Onatural O

Landscape type: O parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer wopen (]

Irrigation: Onone ‘fdadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: QE 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% driptine w/ fill soil: ‘TI% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: @'/5 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage O shallow O compacted [ droughty O satine (Jalkaline O acidic [ small volume O disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Dlights T signage [ line-of-sight [ view QZ]\overhead lines [Junderground utilities () traffic N adjacent veg. [

Wind (tree position): O single tree [ below canopy [ above canopy 3 recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge (] area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: D building O parking Otraffic [ pedestrian O recreation (D(Iandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ '

Occupancy: Moccasional use [ medium, intermittent use Dfreduent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from verticat (O natural (Clunnatural ~ Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N )
Compounding (actors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: fttromtrunk ~ Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure:-S M m

CROWN DEFECTS: e

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper ] .

| Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments :

[ included bark —

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits ]

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bieeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/gafls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;
FailurePolemiaI:@ 2 3 SizeolPaﬂ@Z 3 Targel.[\az 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: ([ remove defective part T reduce end weight (Jcrown clean [lthin  Clraise canopy [lcrown reduce (O restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect further: rootcrown [ldecay ([laerial [ monitor
'ﬁémn{‘m;é?e}?@ N Replace? Y Nj Movetarget: Y(N) Other. ‘

Etfect on adjacert trees: (Inone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS | _,

¢

A Dang \)\ Cas  am  Om o ae %QMS l,@’ ng"c’f; {\’j‘\ e C/ﬁ;”{“‘”{‘\"

OS5 G
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89t
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. : .+ + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Targel = Hazard

A ] . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public - private unknown other ’ . )

- Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date of last inspection: _

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

: 77
Tree #:L&_ Species: 1010/%@ //a{/»- /ja/ Ta P _

) \ y
DBH: / CO g ot wunks: / Heightzgé Spread; ) 5

Form: Ed.generally symmetric (3 minor asymmetry {3 major asymmetry (3 stump sprout (3 stag-headed

Crown class: ® dominant [ co-dominant Jintermediate (O suppressed

Live crown ratio: —;L(—’—@ % - Ageclass: Olyoung [Jmature (Zf over-mature

Pruning histery: Ocrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Otopped Ocrown raised {3 pollarded . O crown reduced ﬂgfnone
Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/istoric O wildlife [lunusual &)streettree [screen [ shade Jindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ¥Anormal Ochlorotic [l necrotic  Epicormies? Y N
Foliage density: £Anormal Osparse.  Leafsize: Onormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: Jexcellent [Skdverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent A average [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: Oexcellent (Xaverage Olfair [Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial [ park &Lopen space Onatural OJ

Landscape type: [lparkway Oraisedbed Ocontainer &lopen O

Irrigation: [ none LI;‘a(_fadequate Cinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0%  10-25% (Q\Q\cy 5075% 75100%  Lifted? Y (:N\\
% dripline w/ fiil soil: 0%  1025% @FB0% 5075% 75100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% CZT_S"&)O% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: I drainage [ shallow (Jcompacted (Jdroughty OJ saline O alkaline (Jacidic (J smali volume [J disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: Olights [Isignage [Jline-of-sight [Jview Igdoverhead lines [J underground utilities Ctraffic  (Jadjacentveg. OJ

Wind (tree position): [ single tree [ below canopy ([ above canopy (J recently exposed @Qwindward, canopy edge Na prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  Obuilding O parking O traffic O pedestrian [ recreation m\landscape (O hardscape [J small features
Can target be moved? Y ‘(NB/

Occupancy: & occasional use [ medium, intermittent use [ irequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M detéct of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural [ unnatural Soit heaving: Y N

Decay in pfane of fean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Sail cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N \D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: . ftfromtrunk ~ Root area aflected: %  Buttresswounded: Y N  When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: S M /q
CROWN DEFECTS: =2

DEFECT ROGT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments - e v
Included bark —

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding ] 5~

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs : OL

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_
FailurePo(ential:@ 2 3  SizeolPar: 1 @3 Targel:ﬁ)z 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (B.remove defective part [l reduce end weight Ocrownclean Cithin (lraise canopy (3 crown reduce (I restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: [Jrootcrown decay [aerial Tl monitor

Remove tree: Y () Replace? v (@ Move target: Y@ Gther.
Efiect on adjacent lrees: Xnone Jevaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2




30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 91
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
MapyLocation: .Félilure - : Size ; Target - Hazard
. ) ] < unk Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of fast inspection: —— Dead tree

TREE GHARAGTERISJ ICS .
Tree #0554 Species:_|Zx~ 2 Lice  mabds 3&‘{4

DBH: f“)_ # of trunks: Height: Spread;

Form: O generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry O3 major asymmetry O stump sprout O stag-headed

Crown class: [ dominant ﬁco-dominant Ointermediate [J suppressed

Live crown ratio: _ﬁ_ %‘ - Ageclass: Oyoung Q’mature O over-mature

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Otopped Ocrown raised (3 pollarded . (1 crown reduced [ none

Special Value: [)specimen O heritage/historic O wildlife Cunusual Ostreettree Clscreen [Jshade [indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &{normal Ochlorotic Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: O normal [Jsparse  Leaf size: Clnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent blaverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [J excellent Qaverage Opoor Onone -

_“Vigor class:  (Jexcellent Qaverage Ofair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence "lcommercial Oindustrial Wlpark Topenspace Tlnawral O

Landscape type: [Jparkway (Jraisedbed [Jcontainer [open O

lrrigation: Olnone '[Jadequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% - 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  litted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% \1@% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% (]0\\5‘)}0 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (O drainage [J shallow [J compacted (O droughty O saline Clalkaline [l acidic [J small volume [ disease center (J history of fail
Obstructions: Olights Osignage [lfine-of-sight O view ﬂoverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ traffic @ adjacentveg. [J
Wind (tree position): [singletree [ below canopy [ above canopy [Jrecently exposed %windward, canopy-edge Warea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: @%Ibuilding Olparking Otraffic [ pedestrian  [lrecreation (Jiandscape ([Jhardscape [Jsmall features
Can target be moved? Y @

Occupancy: [Joccasional use @Z{medium,intermiﬂentuse Cfrequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical [Inatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inpfane of lean; Y N Raats exposed:'_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N )
Compounding factors: Lgan severity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y@- Mushroom/conk present: Y@ ID:
Exposedroots: S fJ) L Undermined: S M L

Roof pruned: . ftfrom trunk ~ Raot area atfected: %  Buttresswounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S (ML Potential for raot failure: ‘S M,@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ‘ .

Codominants/forks
Multipfe atiachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Gonks/Mushrooms
Bleeding : ]
Laose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants - ‘ ]
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;_

7

FailurePolenliaI:Q 2 3 Size of Part; 1 @ 3 Target: 1_@3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: O remove defective pat [ reduce end weight [crownclean (Othin O raise canopy [ crown reduce ([ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: [ rootcrown [Jdecay [Daerial [J monitor

Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y\m Movelargel. Y N Other:

Etfect on adjacenttrees: [Jnone [Jevaluate

OMMENTS ,
Y Lo 0 b ]
\ T 4T ey £ /x\‘ 4t (& < 7 [ \q 4 ](./;’ v t—;;( [ Al ﬂw;./ L Q inn
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89
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
M /L ion: - 3 + =
ap/Location: Failure + Size + Jarget = Hazard
- Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner;public ")\ private unknown other ' ) )
Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

: )
Tree#:’S% Species:__ P~ L'“‘ /{)J [[*] {:D('ie)‘

oBH: 1 OO0 #of trunks: i Height: S0 spread. /.S

Form: (Xgenerally symmetric (Jminor asymmetry ([ major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: Qdominam [Jco-dominant [Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: _ﬁfé_ %' - Ageclass: Oyoung [ mature c&over-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned (D excessively thinned Otopped [Jcrown raised O pollarded . T crown reduced [Xnone

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/istoric [ witdlife [ unusual Mstreet tree Oscreen [Oshade [Jindigenous {Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Qnormal O chlorotic {1 necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: S normal Jsparse  Leafsizez [Onormal [Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: Lil\excellent [Javerage [Opoor Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: [Jexcellent Claverage Opoor none-

_Vigor class: Dexpellent \%average Ofair  Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: O residence [Jcommercial [industrial [Jpark &0penspace [Dnatural O

Landscapetype: Oparkway Oraisedbed Ocontainer ©open O

Irrigation: [ none '@‘adequate Olinadequate [Jexcessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 0B 2550% 5075% 75100%  Litted? (V) N
% dripline w/ fill soit: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 5075% 75100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% -25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soi! problems: [Jdrainage [J shallow [Jcompacted [J droughty [ saline {7 alkaline [J acidic [ small volume [ disease center ﬁf history of fail
Obstructions: (Jlights [Isignage [ line-of-sight [Jview (Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities () traffic [J adjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree  [J below canopy [ above canopy E]'recenlly exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge D&iarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Jbuilding (O parking [traffic [J pedestrian O recreation Euandscape Ohardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y (N>

Occupancy: mccasional use J medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of fow severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical ([ natural OJunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of fean: Y N Rootsexposed:'v Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposed roots: S M (© Undermined: S M @
Roo(pruned:j_-fttromtrunk " Rootareaaflected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When: N
Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: 'S A@ L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor faper ) .
Codominants/forks ]
Mtip!ﬁ attachments :
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits P o
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay A =
Cavity : NS
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding : X
Loose/cracked bark ' oL
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs X
Borers/termites/ants ‘
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail; :
FailurePolemial:1® 3  SizeofPart: 1 2@ Targel@2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5§ 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part ([ reduce end weight [lcrown clean lthin  [raise canopy (Jcrown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect further: [Jroot crown (Odecay aerial (3 monitor
Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y @ Move target: Y N Other: '

Effect on adjacenttrees: (Inone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS

-
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: .Féxilure ' : Size I Target z Hazard

] . )\ ) . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner; public private unknown __ other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: ——— Dead tree
TREE GHAHACTERIS'I'IC§

n f
Tree #: JS,;? Speciés: T)&n ng-:;) 6‘(:’1,1}?(.‘. B (ﬁi,é_.{
pBH: _JOO ¥ of trunks: [ Heightt =2 spreat: )

Form: 2] generally symmetric [J minor asymmetry ] major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: [Pkdominant [Jco-dominant [Jintermediate [Jsuppressed
Live crown raiio:,ﬂL % - Ageclass: [young [Jmature ﬂ’over—mature
Pruning history: [ crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Otopped [ crown raised O pollarded . O crown reduced Tnone

Special Value: [Jspecimen (Jheritage/historic [ wildlife [Junusual A strest tree Oscreen O shade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: jénormal Ochlorotic Tnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: gl_’normal Clsparse  Leafsize: Clnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: Oexcellent [Haverage Ulpoor  Twig Diehack? Y N

Callus development: [lexcellent [Javerage ﬁpoor O none -

_Vigor class:  [Jexcellent [ average ﬂyair [J poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Dre_sidence Ocommercial  Oindustrial Ol park Ed open space O natural [

Landscape type: [Jparkway OJraisedbed (Jcontainer @open O

trrigation: Onone &{adequate (Jinadequate [lexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0%  GOF 2550% 5075% 75100%  Lifted? Y@)
9% driptine wy/ fil soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% '
% dripline grade lowered: % 1025% fEJ0% 50-75% 75100%

Soil problems: [ drainage O shaliow [Jcompacted O3 droughty O saline [l alkaline [ acidic O small volume [ disease center @hisiory of fail
Obstructions: Ollights [Jsignage Oline-of-sight view [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities [ltraffic  [Jadjacent veg. [J

Wind (tree position): O single tree  [Jbelow canopy [above canopy [Drecently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge @(area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree:  Obuilding (Jparking Otraffic [ pedestrian O recreation ﬁlandscape O hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ '

Occupancy: [J occasional use Mmedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural Dlunnatural  Soilheaving: Y N

Decay in plane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed:'_ Y N Soif cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lganseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rol:@ N Mushroom/conk present: Y @ 1D:
Exposéd rools:\@(M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ___.fifromtsunk  Root area affected: /5(’2 %  Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential Inrroollailure.'\-ﬁ M L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper_ ' .
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments : A X
included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits N A
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay :
Cavity ‘ : T X
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding :
Loose/cracked bark R X
Nesting hole/bee hive 4 -
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail,_
Failure Potential: 1 2 (3)  Size of Part: 1 2@ Target: 1 (23 MazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (3 remove defective part  {Jreduce end weight Ocrown clean Jthin  [raise canopy I crown reduce  (restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect fusther: [Jroot crown Jdecay Oaerial [ monitor

Remove tree: @ N Replace? Y N Move target: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacerttrees: [none [evaluate

COMMENTS
7 . ! . j
~ o ; : - d L
A (\ %((»)C . A( b *60.\"\,«‘ q‘/{}_\_ f){\( o~ \( u{\ %
_ i \ - . J . / 7} : _
€l fecvelre Dac elrs N L; O YV C[\ gt I A
G 2\ < :
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: .Félilure ' I Size I Target : Hazard

— . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other . .

‘ Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS _ e

. : o S
Tree #:/LO Species:j;c"' PL 194 /(( /// F.3 s 9/J
DBH: 4Lw # of trunks: _L Height: 30 Spread. / 2

Form: (O generally symmetric [0 minor asymmetry (] major asymmetry (Jstump sprout (3 stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant (Jco-dominant [Jintermediate - {J suppressed
Live crown ratio: % - Ageclass: Oyoung O mature O over-mature
Pruning history: I crown cleaned ([J excessivelythinned (Jtopped [Jcrown raised [Jpollarded . O crown reduced [ none

Special Value;: [Jspecimen [ heritage/historic (Jwildlife Tunusual O streettree Oscreen [Dshade indigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Dfnormal O chlorotic Onecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: d&normal [Osparse.  Leafsize: OJnormal O small
Annual shoot growth: [J excellent @average Opoor  Twig Dieback? @ N
Callus development: [lexcellent [J average BApoor Onone

~Vigor class: Dexgellenl [0 average J;I\fair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [ residence O commercial Dindustrial [ park Q‘open space OJnatural [

Landscape type: O parkway Draisedbed [Jcontainer dJopen [J

Irrigation: [ none Qadequate [(Oinadequate [Jexcessive [trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? @ g
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% (@% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: (Jdrainage O shaliow [Jcompacted (J droughty O saline Ul alkaline O acidic (1 smali volume (1 disease center(ﬁ history of fail
Obstructions: Olights O signage ([Jline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utiities O traffic [J adjacentveg. [

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree (3 below canopy [ above canopy E recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge [ area prone to windthrow

TARGEY

Use Under Tree: Obuilding O parking Otraffic ([ pedestrian [ recreation [;ZI‘Iandscape Olhardscape (] small features
Can target be moved? Y @ .

Occupancy: [ occasional use ‘Qfmedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defecl severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: _ deg. from vertical (O natural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of fean; Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding faclors: Lean severity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootret: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L /e
Root pruned:—* - ftfrom trunk ~ Root area affected: %  Buttresswounded: Y N  When: o]

Restricted rogtarea: S ML) Potential !orroollailure@;; M. L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ] .

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay , o ' X o<

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding P N < o

Loose/cracked bark el <

Nesting hole/bee hive v =

Deadwood/stubs o~ %4

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galis

Previous faiture

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: 1 2 (3) SizeofPa: 1 2 @ Target: 1 @3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part (J reduce end weight crownclean [thin  Oraise canopy [crown reduce (Jrestructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect futher: [Jroot crown [Jdecay [aerial (J monitor

Remove tree: @N Replace? Y ® Movetarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacenttrees: (Jnone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Gailore : TS : Target - Hazard

. )( ) - Potential  of part Rating Rating
Qwner: public ___ private unknown ___ other immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Dead tree
TREE GHARACTERISTICS :

Tree #: / (9 ] Speciés: 5"‘ 3‘” L A O// / ' B :’,"{1;.]

DBH: _/ OL § of trunks: _L Height: ZO Spread;_'g—
Form: CXenerally symmetric  [J minor asymmetry L] major asymmetry [stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: K)dominant [ co-dominant OJintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: __ 1.5 %‘ - Agectass: Olyoung [ mature (3 over-mature

Pruning histery: crown cleaned [excessively thinned Titopped [Dcrown raised T pollarded . (3 crown reduced {X none

Special Value: O specimen [ heritage/historic O wildlife [Junusual !E(streettree Oscreen [shade OJindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ] normal  Jchiorotic [necrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: @lormal Osparse.  Leafsize;: Clnormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: (Pexcelient average Tlpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [excellent (™ average Cpoor [T none:

~Vigor class: Dexpellent Maverage Ofair  Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [Jresidence [Jcommercial Ulindustrial [J park Q openspace [Jnatural OO
Landsecape type: ([Jparkway [Jraisedbed (O container @@peﬂ El
Irrigation: Onone (Aadequate inadequate excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25BW% 5075% 75-100%  Lifled? Y N \/\,Q/
\ae

% driptine w/ fll soi: 0% 10-25% Qs}g/ 50-75%  75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: . 0% 10-25% %%:9% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil prablems: [ drainage [ shallow&.compacted (] droughty (I safine [Jalkaline [ acidic [ small volume CJ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Ollights [signage Oline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities Cltraffic [J adjacent veg. [
Wind (tree position): single tree ([ below canopy [ above canopy N recently exposed fpYwindward, canopy edge @Qrea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Obuilding Olparking Otraffic [ pedestrian O recreation .Wandscape O'hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y % .

Occupancy: [Q{\occasional use [Jmedium, intermittent use [Jfrequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defecl of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical Jnatural [Junnatural ~ Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Lean severity: S ML
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 10:
Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L ?
Root pruned: 3 . ft from trunk 'Roolareaaﬂected:i/(Z"/o Butiress wounded: Y N When: )
Restricted rootarea: S M L Polential lorroollailure:-S@ L

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ]
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments : . -~ ~/
Included bark )
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits X
Hangers .

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity ' X
Gonks/Mushrooms :
Bleeding v
Loose/cracked bark )

Nesting hole/bee hive ’
Deadwood/stubs - A
Borers/termites/ants . ' v
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most fikely to fait;____ :
Failure Potential: 1 @3 Size of Part: 1 2 @ Targel:@ 2 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9§ -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (J remove defective part (Jreduce end weight [Ccrownclean Jthin  Oiraise canopy 3 crown reduce [ restructure  [Jshape

e

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect fuher: (Jrootcrown [Jdecay [TJaerial (3 monitor

Remove tree: Y)\N Replace? Yf',mg Move target: Y(/Ii)l!' Other:

Etfect on adjacert trees: \;{none [ evaluate

COMMENTS

y [ (F .
%mvy%g‘ CNe L. O e e

(é < d 7 C& - \\ . -~ 2
NLC  GAden b Tnele NN YN
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Faiure + 5 N Targel - “Fazard
] . /7\ . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown __ other \mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS .
Tree #:/6. 2 Species: Do s PL r’x' r( ! fdf @y "‘
DBH: L £/ #of trunks: _1_ Helghl Spread:/”)

Form: K generally symmetric  [J minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: ldominant [ co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio: _LO_ %' - Ageclass: Odyoung O mature {“Fover-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Ttopped Tcrownraised O pottarded . £ crown reduced Bhone
Special Value: [specimen (O heritagefistoric Clwildlife [Clunusual Ol streettree [(Jscreen [(Jshade Olindigenous [other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: @Qormal Ochlorotic Clnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: (O normal Q’sparse. Leaf size: (Bdhormal  Clsmall
Annual shoot growth: Dexcellent@{i}s@erage Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: excellent [Javerage {¥poor [l'none -

~Vigor ¢lass: Elexqellent Oaverage [fair @\poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: Dre’sidence [Jcommercial Oindustrial O park @\open space [Jnatural (O
Landscape type: Jparkway raisedbed (Jcontainer @\open El
Irr_igalion: Onone (£] adequate ﬂinadequate Olexcessive [trunk wetted !;a»x:: (\’“w o ae
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% \ 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y @

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% %5;% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10259 25 50% 5075% 75100%

Soil problems: OJdrainage [J shaliow §.compacted (I droughty O saline Oalkaline O acidic 4 smalt volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Olights O signage [ line-of-sight [view [overhead lines [Junderground utilities [ traffic  [J adjacent veg. O
Wind {tree position): [ single tree  [J below canopy 1) above canopy (B{recemly exposed %\windwarm canopy edge (RN area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: D building D parking Oitraffic O pedestrian O recreation ﬁl@ndscape O hardscape Dsmallfeatures
Can target be moved? Y @)

Occupancy: _E\occasional use [ medium, intermittent use E]Irequentuse
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural [ unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in piane of lean; Y N Roots exposed:' Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding [aclors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N D:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L - >
Rnutpmned:_l_. ft from trunk 'Roolareaaﬂecled:}i% Buttress wounded: Y N When: -

Resfricled rootarea: S M L Potential for root failure: -S @ L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

™

Codominants/forks

D\g\'

Multiple attachments =X

Included bark

| Excessive end weight_

K R

Cracks/Splits X e

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

N

Decay

* X
|

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding : B

Loose/cracked bark ~/ A

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous faiture

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail;

Failure Potential: 1 2@ SizeofPart: 1 2 O  Target: 1 2@) HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (O remove defective part (O reduce end weight [Jcrown clean [Jthin  raise canopy (I crown reduce [restructure [Jshape

Cable/Brace: Inspect luther: Oroot crown [(Jdecay (Jaerial ([ monitor

Removelree:@ N Replace? Y@ Move target: Y@ Other:
Effect on adjacert lrees: /@none {Jevaluate

-

COMMENTS
‘ Wi 9 _ :
‘ b;\ ) (:\0 . A v" \;A“Q,._ a'\"\%/ (nf -(f,/\——a[\
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: ‘Féiilure ' I Size : Target - Fazard

. ,>< . : Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public DN private unknown other . )

j - Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of fast inspection: — Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS _

: in -’..Ag{,: [
Tree #:2§ i Species: -ngwyp Lt CERE 0 s A
DBH: oo # of trunks: / Height: &) Spread;_/ ;

Form: generally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [0 major asymmetry I stump sprout O stag-headed

Crown class: Ofdominant 3 co-dominant lintermediate T suppressed

Live crown ratio: (54 %‘ - Ageclass: [Jyoung Omature & over-mature

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrown raised O poliarded . O crown reduced mnone
Special Value: [specimen [ heritage/istoric [_:Iwildlire Ounusual Ostreettree Oscreen Oshade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ﬁ'normal Ochlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: l’ilnormal QEEparse. Leaf size: D normal [ small
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent @‘average Opoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: excellent [Javerage )SIpoor O none -

_Vigor class:  Olexcellent {3 average fair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character; [jre_sidence O commercial Oindustrial O park QOpen space UJnatural O
Landscape type: [Jparkway OJraisedbed [ container Wopen O

Irrigation: Onone ‘@\adequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: ' 0% 10-25% (;2\@7 50—75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N Vﬂ\ ¢ l/\’(’
% dripline w/ fill soit: 0% 10-25% @5‘3@% 50-75% 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 'Qf‘i;gg’/o 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage [ shallow (§Zl compacted (3 droughty [Jsaline (O alkaline [ acidic [ smali volume [ disease center rp‘ﬁistory of fail
Obstructions: (Jlights [signage [Jiine-of-sight [view [overhead lines [lunderground utilities Tltraffic (Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position). [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy recently exposed @'Windward. canopy edge (B¢ area prone to windthrow
TARGET

Use Under Tree: [building O parking [traffic [ pedestrian O recreation Ekl’andscape (O hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y QY '

Occupancy: @occasionaluse {J medium, intermittent use  {J frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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\

Remove tree; Y @ Replace? Y @ Move target: Y @‘) Other:

\ - AL .
v e dal mdese v e s

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vertical [Jnatural OJunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed:’_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding {aclors:

Lean severity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrol: Y (N), Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposed rools: S M /4> Undermined: S M, , 2

Hoolpmned:;;ﬂfromtrunk " Root area affected: —7C°/o Butiress wounded: Y N When: o

Restricted rootarea: S M D Potential for root failure: -S @ L
CROWN DEFECTS:

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK
Poor taper_ ‘

Cadominants/forks

Multiple attachments » ' A
Included bark i

Excessive end weight

.

Cracks/Splits X

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay A O~

Cavity ‘ A o

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding < A

8

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs _ -

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely 1o fai; T e PSRN

Failure Potential: 1 2 5) Size ofPart: 1 2 @ Target@2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: O remove defective part (D reduce end weight Tlcrownclean (Jthin  [raise canopy O crown reduce O restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace:

Inspect further: root crown O decay [aerial O monitor

EHect on adjacentirees: [none [ evaluate

COMMENTS

Law {
\—B A b e TR Al
&
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TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM

89

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:

Map/Location: .+ + ;

Failure + Size + Target
,< . Potential  of part Rating

rivate unknown , )

p ow — Other Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Dead tree

Owner: public

Date of last inspection:

Hazard
Rating

TREE CHARACTERISTICS ~

N Lo
Tree #: Mv g Species: D Jinty AL T e

oBH: /0O #oltrunks:__L Height:ﬁ_ Spread‘/\'j—.

Form: (Mgenerally symmetric (J minor asymmetry (J major asymmetry [Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: SAdominant O co-dominant Jintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:_/. (__}: Zj’/n‘ - Ageclass: Clyoung O mature [Rlover-mature

Pruning history: (O crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Otopped [Jcrown raised O pollarded . OJ crown reduced @none
Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/istoric I_jwildlife Ounusual Ostreettree Oscreen O shade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &pormal O chlorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: @.normal Osparse.  Leafsizez Onormal Csmall
Annual shoot growlh: [ excellent @saverage O poor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: O excellent (ﬂaverage Opoor Onone -

Vigor class: [ excellent &lfverage Cfair Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Characler: [Jresidence [Jcommercial [lindustrial [Jpark E&I'Qpen space Odnatural O

Landscape type: Jparkway [Jraisedbed [ container Mpen O

Wrrigation: Onone (0 adequate @inadequa\e Oexcessive O trunk wetted
% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% ‘25.\-.‘5@% 50-75% 75100%  Lifted? Y@

% dripline w/ lill soil: 0% 10-25% 2539% 50-75% 75100% "z C/-’/L'A'

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 1025% 2%%b% 50.75% 75-100% A
Soil problems: [ drainage O shallow X compacted O droughty Clsaline (Jalkaline [ acidic (7 small volume [ disease center [ histol

Cifriear

ry of fail

Obstructions; Olights signage [Jline-of-sight (Jview [Joverhead lines (Junderground utilities Cltraffic [ adjacent veg. (O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [Ibelow canopy [ above canopy 0 recently exposed @windward, canopy edge Earea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuiiding (Jparking Oltraffic O pedestrian [ recreation § .@ndscape [Dhardscape [ small features
Can targel be moved? Y® '

Occupancy:lﬁoccasionaluse (O medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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COMMENTS - \
%%@W‘ ‘)@r } o by -

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potentiat for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roolsexposed:'_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectroot rot: Y ﬂ\; Mushroom/conk present: Y@ 1D:

Exposedrools{i;SEM L Undermined: S M (Cy %

Root pruned: —~.. . ftfrom trunk ~ Root area atfected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When: -

Restricted rool area: S@ L Potential for rooltailure@ ML
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ) . )

Codominants/forks

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Multiple attachments X
QL

Cracks/Splits A
Hangers .

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark T

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

rC—amkers/@ls

Previpus failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:

Failure Potential: 1 @ 3 Size of Part: 1 267 Targel:@) 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part (O reduce end weight [Jcrown clean [lthin raise canopy (I crown reduce  Jrestructure [ shape

\ .
Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y ® Move target: Y\ Other:

Cable/Brace: inspect further: [Jrootcrown [Jdecay [laerial Tl monitor

-

Ettect on adjacent trees:  [Jnone [ evaluate

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: falure + S 4 Tagel - Hazard
) (A . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Qwoer: public private unknown ather . .
- Immediate action needed
Date: _____ Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: _ Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS S
A : PLe
Tee #1075 Species: I‘\g&v\ pber o gwa v o€
DBHtﬂ # of trunks: Height: ::20 Spread;/ 5

Form: fRBgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry 1 major asymmetry O stump sprout (O stag-headed

Crown class: ﬁdominanl O co-dominant [Jintermediate [Jsuppressed

Live crown ralio:w %. - Ageclass: Oyoung O mature [Jover-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned Dltopped O crown raised [ pollarded . TJ crown reduced [ none

Special Value: [Jspecimen O heritage/istoric O wildlife Tl unusual Ostreettree Cscreen O shade Clindigenous T other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: TJnormal Ochlorotic Olnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: ©normal Olsparse  Leafsizez Olnormal O small
Annual shool growth: [Jexceflent Claverage Tlpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [lexcellent [laverage @Xpoor Clnone-

Vigorclass: [excelient [ average 'Wair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [lresidence [Jcommercial [lindustrial Clpark Xopenspace Cnatural [
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer @(open EI
Irr_igallon: O none 'I‘Z[adequate Oinadequate [Jexcessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% @0% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y@ A(/
% dripline w/ {ill seil: 0% 10-25% 2(‘2})% 50-75% 75-100% /QC

% dripline gradye lowered: . 0% 10-25% 2%% 50-75%  75-100%

Soil problems: [Jdrainage [ shallow @Lcompacted Odroughty [lsaline [ alkaline O acidic O smali volume [J disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions; [Jlights Clsignage [Jline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines [ underground utilities [traffic [J adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [ below canopy [J above canopy [ recently exposed @ windward, canopy-edge ¢&J area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding T parking Otraffic [ pedestrian O recreation [PSUandscape [ hardscape [J small features
Can target be moved? Y @ ‘

Occupancy: @écoasional use [ medium, intermittent use Dfreduentuse

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical  (Jnatural  (J unnaturai Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane oflean: Y N Rootsexposed:'_ Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: 5 M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y (L\L\v Mushroom/conk presenl: Y ‘iN\, ID:
Exposed roots: S M @ Undermined: S M L ‘

Root pruned: ____ o~ . ftfromtrunk ~ Root area aflected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When: <
Resfricted root area: S M@ Potential for root faiture: -S M@

CROWN DEFECTS:

| DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

| Poor taper ' . ]
Codominants/forks N

Multiple attachments : -

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity 2

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding L

Loose/cracked bark ' X

Nesting hole/bee hive X

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_
Failure Potential: 1 2 (5 SizeofPart: 1 72 3 Target:@ 2 3 HazardRating:1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part [ reduce end weight D crown clean  Dthin  [Jraise canopy [ crown reduce  Clrestructure Tl shape

Cable/Brace: _ Inspect futher:  [root crown [Jdecay [aerial [ monitor
Remove tree: ® N Replace? Y @ Move fargel: Y@ Other: '

Effect on adjacent trees: @none O evaluate

COMMENTS .. \

\ , "
AV P / ! ? S A
ST, TRes s A tw w ok O 4 m o 075N e

X 3\/0556 Dred "(JM' ‘;51‘* f; ‘ft I&/\ 17!'1» AN O@é&t%

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: .F:;lilure ' : Size : Target Z “Hazard

i ,>L . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public __~/ ™ private unknown other . .

‘ Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: —— Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS W
Tee#: L[> Species: /DPM 2 ]U&*\f' B ,{’ 4&1)) Y &L@ %
DBH:M_ # of trunks: / Height:_ 3 Q) Spread'/S

Form: ~£4 generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [J major asymmetry [ stump sprout (7 stag-headed

Crown class: [Fdominant [ co-dominant OJintermediate ([ suppressed
Live crown ratio: O O % - Ageclass: Oyoung [ mature B over-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrown raised [ pollarded . O crown reduced Qﬂnone

Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/historic Dwildlife OJunusual Ostreettree Cscreen Oshade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ™fnormal O chlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: £lnormal O sparse.  Leafsize: OInormal O small
Annual shoot growth: %excellem Daverage Olpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [ excellent O average BSpoor Onone:

. Vigorelass: [lexceflent [laverage DAfair D poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: Dre_sidence Ocommercial Oindustrial ([ park zﬂ,open space [Jnatural ]
Landscape type: O parkway [Jraised bed [J container CB(open O

Imrigation: Clnone '@;adequale Oinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0%  1025% <ZgB0% 50-75% 75100%  Litted? Y (W) i
% dripline wy fift soil: 0% 10-25% @’{‘sgy 5075%  75-100% VA At
% drigline grade lowered: 0% 1025% %53pg% 5075% 75100%

Soil problems: M drainage O shaflow &compacted O droughty Clsaline (lalkaline [ acidic O small volume [ disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Olights Osignage [ line-of-sight Oview ([Joverhead lines [ underground utilities O traffic  [J adjacent veg. U
Wind (tree position): [ single tree  [Jbelow canopy []above canopy [ recently exposed @Q/indward, canopy edge (E%rea prone o windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Obuilding [ parking [traffic O pedestrian [ recreation :E]flandscape O hardscape []small features
Can target be moved? Y%

Occupancy: /TAoccasional use [ medium, intermittent use [ frequent use
{7~

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity

LEAN: deg. from vedtical [Jnatural O unnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed:' Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding lactors: Lganseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y ()  Mushroom/conk present: Y (Y 1D:

Exposédrools:S’ L Undermined: S ™M L

Root pruned: ftfromtrunk ~ Rootareaafiected: __ %  Butiresswounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S M@ Potential for root failure: -S @L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper ) .

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

| Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling _

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding . : ol X NN

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs .
| Borersftermites/ants :

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most fikely to fail.__

Failure Potential: 1 @ 3 Size of Part: 1 @3 Targel@Q 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: Mremove defective part (3 reduce end weight [lcrown clean [Jthin  [Jraise canopy [Jcrown reduce [Drestructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: inspect further: [drootcrown (decay [laerial [ monitor

Remove tree: Y @Heplace? Y @ Move target: Yﬁ\lj} Other:

Etfect on adjacert trees: ‘I;]_’none [J evaluate

COMMENTS

-
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TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
e T By -
Owner: public private (& unknown __ other —_ Imme diZte action nee dz d g
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS __ .
Tree #Ié, Fl Speciés: “r)"‘"‘ w)'v e ’7)"~f’-é</1 (@ J
DBH:@L # of trunks: [ Height: 9\9‘ Spread._ O 7(
Form: @generally symmetric ] minor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed
Crown class: (3 dominant go-dominant Jintermediate O suppressed
Live crown ralio.& %’ - Ageclass: [Oyoung nature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [excessively thinned topped Ocrown raised ([ pollarded . (1 crown reduced \@’none
Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/historic _Elwildlife Ounusual Cstreettree Oscreen Ishade [indigenous [ other
TREE HEALTH
Foliage color: &} normal O chlorotic  J necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: [(Swwormal Osparse  Leaf size: [normal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: DBexcellent [Taverage [lpoor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Cailus development: BBexcellent Oaverage Tlpoor O none-

~Vigor class: Wexc_ellent O average [Jfair [poor
Major pesis/dlseases:
SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: @tq_sidence DOcommercial [industrial Opark [Dopenspace [Jnatural O
Landscape type: [Jparkway [Jraised bed ‘&container CJopen EI i
i

Irr_igalion: O none E]adequate Olinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted O@- o '11,/7 /i
% dripline paved: 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N ; P
% dripline w/ ill soil: kS 10-25% 25:50% 5075% 75400% ¢! T e T
% dripline grade lowered: . % 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (A drainage [J shallow Ncompacted O droughty O saline [ alkaline [J acidic (J small volume [J disease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: Jlights Osignage [Jfine-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines ([ underground utilities [ltraffic [Jadjacent veg. O
Wind (tree position): Osingle tree [ below canopy [above canopy [ recently exposed M windward, canopy-edge @harea prone fo windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: building [lparking [traffic [pedestrian [lrecreation [Jlandscape [J hardscape E]smallfealures
Can target be moved? Y Q}

Occupancy: _[Joccasionaluse [J medium, intermittent use %frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical O natural O unnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of fean: Y N Rootsexposed:'_ Y N Soifcracking: Y N

Compounding lactors: Le_anseveriw: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrol: Y iy Mushroom/conk present: Y@a 1D:
Exposed roots: S M <g Undermined: S ™M Q)’)

Root pruned:  fifromtrunk * Root area affected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S MQSD Patential far root failure: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWH T TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Paor taper '

Codominants/forks 4
Multiple attachments :

included bark ' X

Excessive end weight ' : N

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

4 . "’1, - :
Part most likely to fail____ SRS VS Y A

FallurePolential@Z 3 SizeofPart: 1 @ 3 Target: 1 2@ HazatdRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: %remove defective part (3 reduce end weight Jcrown clean Olthin [l raise canopy lcrown reduce O restructure O shape

Cable/Brace: {nspect further: rootcrown [decay [aerial [ monitor

Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y @ Maove target: Y@ Other;

Effect on adjacent trees: IXlnone O evaluate

GOMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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- L ‘ - v
Site/Address: Sc«c.u_., Cine (] C_ CJ/‘,..( e r-aTa HAZARD RATING:
]

L. c -+ + =
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
0 b ] O( " ik Potential  of part Rating Rating

wne: puble ':‘Jpnva 4 unKnown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

- ~\TB§E CHARACTERISTICS —
Tree *3_11{;:.3; Specles: 'Q‘&P‘.O//‘II_M Sl A A
DBH:‘&) # of trunks: / Height: 9@ Spread; ’:2‘

Form: &dgenerally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry (Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant ﬁco-dominant O intermediate [ suppressed
Live crown ratio: loeo % - Ageclass: [Jyoung @S.mature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: (O crown cleaned (J excessively thinned (Jtopped [crown raised ([Jpoflarded . (J crown reduced %none

Special Value: (OJspecimen [J heritage/historic (Jwildlife (Junusual [streettree [Jscreen [Oshade [Jindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &pormal [ chiorotic [ necrotic

Epicormics? Y N

O small

Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [ excellent flilaverage Opoor [none-

~Vigor cIas;: O excellent C@iverage Ofair O poor
Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (Jresidence [Jcommercial (Jindustrial (Jpark openspace {Jnatural O

Foliage density: Q normal Osparse  Leaf size: (Jnormal

Annual shoot growth: (Jexcellent [ average [Jpoor

Landscape type: parkway Oraisedbed [Jcontainer Elopen (O

Irrigation: (I none 'ﬂadequate [inadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: @! 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75“@@

% dripline grade lowered: "\Q‘lp 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Erac am e e
Soil problems: O drainage O shallow O compacted (I droughty O saline [ atkaline (O acidic (J small volume [ disease center [ histdry of fail

Obstructions: (lights [signage [fine-of-sight Oview [Joverhead lines O underground utilities Cltraffic  (J adjacentveg. [J

Wind (tree position): O single tree D below canopy [ above canopy O recently exposed {0 windward, canopy edge ,Qarea prone to windthrow
TARGET

Use Under Tree: (OJbuilding [parking Otraffic [ pedestrian [ recreation &(landscape Ohardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @ﬁ’ '

. r . . . )
Occupancy: (& occasional use O’ medium, intermittent use  [1irequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defecl severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: ____deg. fromvertical (Onatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of lean: Y N Rootsexposed:'_ Y N Soil cracking: 'Y N )
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspect root rot: Y :!\5-, Mushroom/conk present: Y N, 1D:
Exposed roots: S @ L Undermined: S (M) L

Root pmned:_;; ftfromtrunk ~ Rootareaaffected: __ %  Buttresswounded: Y N  When:
Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for rool failure: S IM) L

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper ) .

Codominants/forks

rM_ultiple attachments
Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most fikefy to fail: :
2

Failure Potential(}) 2 3  Size o(Parl:(?\:}Z 3 Taget{}) 2 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
¥ \uﬁl L .

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (Jremove defective part  (Jreduce end weight lcrownclean [Jthin Ol raise canopy O crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: ' Inspect fudiher: (Jrootcrown (Jdecay [aeriat T monitor

Remove tree: Y @Replace? Y@ Move target: Y@ Other:
Effect on adjacert trees: one (O evaluate :

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: ‘ | HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure I Size I Target - “Fazard
Potential  of part Rating Rating

Owner: public private , <~ unknown other ' ) )

<___/ Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE GHARACGTERISTICS

T
Tree #: /?C) Species: f&«ﬂ 22U~ ,;JZ %@: n-\az
pet: 3> wottrunks: . Helght: /2 Spread:_ !
Form: \Jjgenerally symmetric  (J minor asymmetry (Eg{na]orasymmetry O stump sprout (3 stag-headed
Crown class: O dominant [ co-dominant [mlntermedlate O suppressed
Jeo
Live crown ratio: L_ % Age class: Byoung O mature [ over-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned ([ excessively thinned Dtopped CIcrownraised (Jpollarded [ crown reduced £hone

Special Value: Ospecimen [ heritage/historic O wildlife Dunusual Ostreettree Oscreen Oshade Oindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: {<}normal [Jchlorotic (D necrotic  Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: [Inormal O sparse Leaf sizzz O normal O small
Annual shoot growlh: Dexcellent Faverage [lpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (J excellent \average Dpoor Onone

Vigor class: (D excellent .:'average [ fair ‘Dpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Oresidence CJcommercial [lindustriall Opark Dopenspace ®natural O

Landscape type: Jparkway [Jraisedbed (Jcontainer Q&o\pen O
Irrigation: Onone [Jadequate [Jinadequate E{excessive (O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% driptine wy/ fill soil: 0% 10-26%  25-50%C 50-15% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

e ar-

Soil problems: [Jdrainage E\shallow 0 compacted (I droughty (Jsafine [Jalkaline (J acidic OJ small volume [ﬁdlsease center [ history of fail
Obstructions: [llights signage Oline-of-sight Oview [loverhead lines O underground utilities ltraffic [ adjacentveg. O
Wind (tree position): [lsingle tree [Ibelow canopy [above canopy [Jrecently exposed [windward, canopy edge ﬂﬁarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: Oibuilding Tlparking Oraffic T pedestrian O recreation \Sjlandscape Dhardsoape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @)

Occupancy: Ptoccasional use () medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specim'en: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect 6( low severity
LEAN: deg. fromvertical [Inatural [Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N '
Leanseverily: S M L

Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:

8uspeclroolrut:® N~ Mushroom/conk present: Y@ 1D:
Exposed rools:f;;z?,M L. Undermined: Sy M L

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area afiected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted roat areé;@g M L Potential for root lailure{S} ML
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOTCROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

| Gracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay A o,

Cavity -0 v d

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive S o

Deadwood/stubs

Borers/termites/ants A

Cankers/galls

|_Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fall:

Failure Potential: 1 2® Size of Part: 1 @ 3 Targel:@'Z 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (O remove defective part ;';C(reduce end weight Dicrownclean [thin Oraise canopy O crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: inspect further: O rootcrown [decay [laerial O monitor.

Removetree: Y (N\Replace? Y (N) Movetarget: Y (¥ Other:
R ®

Etfect on adjacert trees: tjgﬂf’none (J evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

it
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. + + =

Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

_ Potentiat  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private A unknown olher ’ . ,

= - Immediate action needed

Date: Inspector: - Needs further inspection

Date of last inspection: . ____ Deadtree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS __ J 2

Tree #: ," 2/ Species: (/"‘ﬂ& < /«[é// d)\'&‘é{

- 7
DBH: DL #otlrunks:__[_ Heighl:&i_ Spread; X

Form: (#generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [J stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: Pdominant O co-dominant Ointermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:_/£’Z/ %  Ageclass: {dyoung [mature ([Jover-mature

Pruning history: O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned topped [Jcrown raised Jpollarded [ crown reduced Mnone
SpeeialVaiue: O specimen Jheritage/istoric T wildlife Ounusual O streettree  [screen D shade  Tlindigenous T other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: &Xnormal - Ochlorotic 3 necrotic Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: ELnormaI O sparse Leaf size: O normal (O small
Agnual shoo(gruwth: Q\excellent Oaverage [poor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent Javerage [poor [none

Vigorclass: (3excellent [Javerage fair [ poor

Major pests/diseases: '

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (Jresidence (Jcommercial industrial (Jpark [Jopen space Glfiatural O

Landscape type: [Jparkway (Jraised bed (Jcontainer [Q‘}\open (|

trigation: O none Dadequate D inadequate §4excessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% @\%}0}/0 50-75%  75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% - \
LSt

Soil problems: (Jdrainage (1 shailow (Jcompacted (JJ droughty O saline (J alkaline (J acidic (J small volume (] disease center [ history of fail

Obslrucliohs: Olights [signage [Clline-of-sight Jview (7 overhead lines [ underground utilities [Jtraffic (D adjacentveg. [

Wind (tree position): (Jsingletree [ below canopy [Jabove canopy [Jrecently exposed [J windward, canopy edge ¥area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (Jbuilding [l parking [Jtraffic (Jpedestrian [ recreation @Qndscape O hardscape [ small features
Can target he moved? Y @ )

Occupancy: (Choccasional use C medium, intermittent use O frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L delect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [ natural [ unnatural Soil heaving: Y N

Decayinplaneoflean: Y N Rootsexposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: : Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: '
Suspectrootrot: Y (®  Mushroom/conk present: Y fNy 1D:
Exposed roots: S M % Undermined: S MLy _
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area atfected: % Butlress wounded: Y N When:
Restricted rootarea: S M ()  Polential for root failure: S M (qu
h .
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper '
Codominants/forks
Multipfe attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
mling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark X >
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Past most likely to fail,__
Failure Polemial:‘\DZ 3 Size olParl:(:DQ 3 Targel:{_@? 3 HazardRaling: 1 2 3 4 5§ 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part 7 reduce end weight crownclean Othin O raise canopy ) crown reduce - [ restructure  [Jshape

Cable/Brace: inspect further:  (Trootcrown [decay (aerial T monitor

Remove tree: Y(N}\, Replace? Y ‘N\} Move target: Y rff Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: (b€ none (] evaluate

COMMENTS

DQAQ\J\L R RS e
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES
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" Landscape type: Jparkway ([Jraisedbed [Icontainer T3epen [J

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: ’ HAZARD RATING:
MapyLocation: Failure I Size I Target - Hazard

] e Potential  of part Rating- Rating
Owner: public ___ g private ___¢.~ unknown other ' . .

T T e Immediate action needed

Date: - Inspector: Needs. further inspection
Date of fast inspection: —— Deactree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS ______ .

! 3 ¥ ; '
Tree #: L 72 Species: {)J/«'- T) te Sk o, "D“L5
DBH: f‘f“&/

# of trunks: __ Height; =

Form: €8 generally symmetric T minor asymmetry T major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown cfass: ([(Mdominant O co-dominant (Jintermediate (J suppressed

Live crown ratio: (’3 % Age class: (lyoung [Jmature &’over—mature

Pruning history: (Jcrown cleaned (Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrownraised (Jpollarded (Jcrown reduced ‘Q’hone
Special Value: Jspecimen ([ heritage/historic Ol wildlife Junusual O streettree Cscreen (D shade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH |

foliage color: f8mormal  Ochiorotic T necrotic  Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: (O normal & sparse Leaf sizez (O normal  Osmall
Annuaf shoot growth: [J excellent gngverage Opoor  Twig Dieback? (?5 N
Callus development: (Jexcellent [Javerage [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: [excellent Tlaverage [Xfair L[Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Cgresidence Ocommercial  (industrial O park open space Dinatural O

Irrigation: (O none [Jadequate (Jinadequate ([Jexcessive [ trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N

% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50%&@&7?5& 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25%  25-50% 50-75% 75-100% -
10550

Soil problems: T drainage [ shallow [Jcompacted O droughty O safine O alkaline O acidic (J small volume O disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: [iights Osignage O line-of-sight Olview [Joverhead lines [(Junderground utilities [l iraffic [ adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingletree (below canopy [J.above canopy O recently exposed CJwindward, canopy edge E\area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: M] building Dparking Otraffic [ pedestrian [l recreation (Jlandscape ([ hardscape [ small features

Can target be moved? Y

Occupancy: [ occasional dse (] medium, intermittent use G frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defecl severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN:—d‘eg.fromvenicaI O natural  J unnaturat Soil heaving: Y N
Decayinplaneoflean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: . Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:

Exposedroots@M L Undermined: S M L f(/
Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: %

Reslricledroolareag.s M L Potentia! for root failure: SV@))L
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT . ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Poor taper

Codominants/forks v ol T, ]

Multiple attachments

Included bark ' .

Excessive end weight gﬁk 1

Cracks/Splits NG K ~

Hangers ‘ '

Girdling_

Wounds

Decay

[ Cavity _
Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding .

Loose/cracked bark . i ~, L

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs -

Borers/termites/ants ol 2xed

Cankers/galls )
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail.__
Failure Potential: 1 2 @ SizeofPar: 1 2 (3) Target: 1 2 @ HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [Jreduce end weight [crown clean -T3thin O raise canopy [l crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Buttress wounded: Y N When:

e

Cable/Brace: . Inspect further: [ root crown [decay [Daerial [ monitor

Remove tree: @ N Replace? (3 .. Move target: Y @ Other:
R

. . “*"-:\Qh .
Effect on adjacent trees: {{3gone (J evaluate = e ?_;_7;1\ TR
COMMENTS _
\ . .
\ A S
\) A \'\ n{/(i‘ %3 s, _) ';? :4\}, "\‘4 LA %ﬁ % [Tl 5/i,’ }‘»
Vi) N .

o
TN SN VAP SN
‘Z’s&\f\-.czg&f Lo Sy
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30 EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure : Size N Target - g
] . . Potential  of part Rating Rating
Qwner: public private unknown other \mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTIGS / —
Tree #: I} 3 Species: ‘er““Af iee o A-j’
DBH: JAC> 4 of trunks:

Height: Spread;

Form: (G4 generally symmetric CJminor asymmetry (D major asymmetry (Jstump sprout  (J stag-headed

Crown class: Tl dominant [Jco-dominant OJintermediate ([J suppressed

Live crown r'alio:!{_"o_ % Age class: Clyoung (Jmature (gpver-mature

Pruning history: J crown cleaned (D excessively thinned Jtopped [Jcrown raised [Jpollarded [ crown reduced Znane

Special Value: O specimen [Jheritage/historic O wildlife OJunusual Ostreettree Olscreen [ shade Dindigenbus O other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: (Znormal (Jchlorotic Cnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: -EZI_‘normal Osparse  Leafsize: Olnormal O smalf
Annual shoot growth: [ excellent g&Qverage Opoor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: (lexcellent (Javerage (Jpoor lﬁnone

Vignrclass: ([ excellent @Qverage fair  Opoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS
Site Character: residence Ucommercial Ulindustrial CTlpark & openspace Onatural ]
Landscape type: Ol parkway Oraisedbed [Jcontainer &gpen O

irrigation: Olnone [Jadequate [Jinadequate @excessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lified? Y N

% driptine w/ filf soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50%‘{iﬁugxo 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% - o~
E0S O

Soil problems: [Jdrainage ] shallow [Jcompacted [ droughty O saline [J alkaline [J acidic O small volume (U] disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: Cllights Dsignage Jline-of-sight D view [ overhead lines [Junderground utilities [ traffic [l adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): I single tree - D below canopy  [J above canbpy O recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge  Xlarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [lbuilding [parking Cltraffic [Jpedestrian (J4ecreation E]:landscape [ hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y@}, '

Occupancy: [Joccasional use {8 medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high patential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L detfect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical OJnatural Ounnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present:’f:fj)N 10:
Exposed roots: S @L Undermined: S @ L

Rootpruned: ______ ft from {runk Rootareaaffected: ___ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea: S M L Potential lor root lailure: S";@ L

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks ) ]
Muitiple attachments ’ ;

Included bark le.d
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavily
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding ‘
Loose/cracked bark W S S
Nesting hole/bee hive o e
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants o N
Cankers/galls
[ Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely 1o lail.
Failure Potential: 1 () 3 SizeolPar: 1 2 (3) Target:'1, @ 3  HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part  reduce end weight Dlcrown clean  Othin - O raise caniopy [l crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: _ _ _ Inspect further: [Jrootcrown [decay [Jaerial [Jmonitor

Remove tree: @N Rep|ace?@ N . Movetarget: Y N  Other.

Effect on adjacent trees: Jnone. Devalu;i?‘% ﬁ{"
{em

COMMENTS

Pracee par e st s
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
‘Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
I + + =

MapiL.ocation: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard

) ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public - private ﬁ unknown _ other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs turther inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

134 |

Tree #:_ Species:__{ #an 2 o Cx

; 2o f e
DBH: J250 # of trunks: / Height: ="' Spread.t —

Form: [Jgenerally symmetric B{minor asymmetry [Jmajor asymmetry [Jstump sprout [Istag-headed - 49 ¢+ C. 1o Ginr £ b

Crown class: d&dominant [Jco-dominant Dintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:& %  Ageclass: [Jyoung Omature EXover-mature

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned [Jtopped [Jcrownraised [Jpollarded [ crown reduced ([Xgone
Special Value: [ specimen [ heritage/historic D wildlife Cunusual [ streettree [Jscreen [Jshade [Jindigenous ([ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: ®normat Ochiorotic Oinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: [Bwqormal Osparse  Leafsize: Onormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent Q"éverage [ poor Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development; [Jexcellent 3 average [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: [ excellent :@average (dfair O poor

Major pesls/diseasesi

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: D residence ) commercial Oindustrial [ park B\Qpen space [Jnatural [J
Landscape type: (Jparkway (Jraisedbed (Jcontainer “@open O

\rrigation: Onone [adequate [Tinadequate (éxcessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% Q2% 25-50% 5075% 75100%  Lifted? Y N

% dripline w fill soil: ' 0%  10-25% 25-50% 50756 75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100% / N
£re3tda

Soil problems: [ drainage [ shaliow [ compacted [J droughty [ saline U alkaline [J acidic 0J small volume (O disease center [ history of fail

Obstructions: [lights Osignage [Jline-of-sight Oview Ooverhead lines [ underground utilities D trafiic [ adjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): O single tree (I below canopy (labove canopy ([ recently exposed  [windward, canopy edge (¥ area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [building [lparking Oltraffic O pedestrian (X Pecreation Ellandscape (I hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? Y @),

Occupancy: [ occasional use @ﬁmedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate delect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural (Junnatural Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in plane of tean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

cmpuunding faclors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: ' '
Suspectrootrot: Y (> Mushroom/conk present: Y Ny 10

Exposed roots: S M (L Undermined: S M (L

Rool pruned: _______ ftfrom trunk Root area alfected: % Buflress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted roof area: S @ L Potential for raot failure: S M (L‘D

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper. . ]
Codominants/forks ﬁ
Multiple attachments
included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bieeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borersftermites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail_____ i
Failure Potenhal.@ 2 3 Size of Part; 1 2{}@ Target: 1 @ 3 Hazard Rating: 1 2 3 4 ‘5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective pat [lreduce end weight Clcrownclean [lthin  [raise canopy [lcrown reduce [ restructure Tl shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect further: TIroot crown [Jdecay [laerial T monitor

Remove tree; Y @ Replace? Y ‘\N‘} Movetarget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacert trees: Tinone (O evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: Failure I Size I Target " Hazard

- oubl val d\ K Potential of part Rating Rating
Owner: public priva e/ unknown other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of fast inspection: —— Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS ,

T 7. < &

Tree #:_)k Species:_&ﬂ 05_" oy
a9 s | eight: 5O i
DBH: __; # of trunks: Height: Spread._# =~

Form: [Jgenerally symmetric (Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [ stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown cfass: (J dominant (E'\go-dominant Ointermediate (O suppressed
Live crown ratio: 1O v, Ageclass: Oyoung Sfmature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: (O crown cleaned [ excessively thinned [Jtopped [crownraised [Jpoflarded [3crown reduced [Xgone

Special Value: O specimen [heritage/historic D wildlife unusual [streettree O screen Oshade Oindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: d¥normal Ochlorotic  Onecrotic  Epicormies? Y N

Foliage density: ®normal Oisparse  Leafsize: Inormal [ small
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent BXaverage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent &average [Jpoor [Jnone

Vigor class: (Jexcellent Gdaverage [Jfair [ poor

Major pesis/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: Olresidence [Jcommerciat [lindustrial 8 park &) open space O natural o
Landscape type: [lparkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer (fdopen (3

Irigation: O none [Dadequate inadequate £ excessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%  25-50% @/o 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soi: 0% 10-25% 25-50% @% 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-.50% 50-75% 75-100%

. 1o 3 & .
Soil problems: O3 drainage 1) shallow [0 compacted OJ droughty O satine O alkaline D acidic [ small volume [ disease center [J history of fail
Obstructions: (lights (Jsignage Oline-of-sight Clview O overhead fines Ounderground utilities  Tliraffic [Dadjacentveg. O_ _ - -

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree [Jbelow canopy (Jabove canopy [Jrecently exposed [ windward, canopy edge marea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [J building mﬂ\parking Otraffic O pedestrian @frecreation [Q’I'andscape [ hardscape [1small features
Can target be moved? Y @ '

Occupancy: [ occasional use. gﬂ/medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1




EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3l

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical O3 natural (3 unnatural Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding lactors: Leanseverity: S M L
BOOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
Exposed roots: S ('_@DL Undermined: S G4 L

Rootpruned: ___ ft from trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

" Restricted root area: S @ L Potential for root failure: S \:l@ L

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper :

Codominants/forks
Miltiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:
Failure Potential: 1 @) 3 ISize of Part: 1/ 2 @ Target: 1 %33 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [remove defective part  [Jreduce end weight [lcrownclean Othin  [raise canopy [crown reduce U restructure (3 shape

Cable/Brace: . Inspect futher: rootcrown [Ddecay [Jaerial T monitor
- ‘) /] . .
Remove tree: Y @ Replace? Y ,\R},‘ Move largel. Y N Other:

Etfect on adjacent trees: mnone [ evaluate

COMMENTS

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic GUide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
L L . + + =
Map/Location: _- Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
y ) ) Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other \mmediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection

Dead tree

Date of last inspection:

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree #:jl ¢ Species: -Pb-" f 7 4:! I . IL 3
—_ ]
DBH: _ 2O #oftrunks: i HEIQM./Q - Spread. L&/ Ly
Form: [ generally symmetric @ minor asymmetry (] major asymmetry [ stump sprout (J stag-headed -

Crown class: Ddo?inam EAgo-dominant Olintermediate [ suppressed

Live crown ratio:

%  Ageclass: Clyoung O mature [Jover-mature
Pruning history: (O crown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Cltopped [Jcrownraised (Jpollarded OJcrown reduced Sdione
Special Value: [Jspecimen [lheritage/istoric Owildlife Ounusual O streettree screen [ shade (Jindigenous [ other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: _Finormal Ochiorotic Tinecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: *Zinormal Isparse  Leafsize: [(Jnormal (Jsmall
Annual shoot growth: (Jexcellent <=¥average Clpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N
Callus -development: (] excellent W@verage Opoor O none

Vigorclass: Dexcellent THaverage [Ofair [Clpoor

Major pests/diséases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [residence [Jcommercial [Jindustrial ﬁ’park ® open space [ natural CJ

Landscape type: (Jparkway [Jraisedbed (Jcontainer ~ &open (]
Irrigation: O none E]adequate Ellnadequate Eexcessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-25%  25- 50% 90-78% 75-100%  Lifled? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% <f551‘7_5°/9 75-100%
% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25%  25-50% <50 25% 75-100% -

{3
Soil problems: [Jdrainage [ shallow (Clcompacted (Jdroughty Osaline (alkaline [OJ acidic [J small volume D dlsease center [Jhistory of fail

Obstructions: [lights Osignage Ol line-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines  Ounderground utilities [l traffic  [Jadjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [Osingletree (Dbelow canopy (I above canopy Tl recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge Harea prong to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building .parking traﬂic (Kpedestrian  drecreation [llandscape [hardscape (O small fealures
Can target be moved? Y@

Occupancy: [J occasional use ﬂmedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS

3

Rate defect severity. S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: ____ _deg.fromvertical [natural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decayinplane offean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y <Ny Mushroom/conk present: Y Ty ID:
Exposed roots: S M Ty Undermined: S M &

Root pruned: ft from trunk Root area affected: Y% Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted roof area: S @L Potential for root failure: S (D L

CROWN DEFECTS: ' ,
DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks

Multiple-attachments
Inclyded bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits ]
Hangers

Girdling

[ Wounds

Decay

Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark :
Nesting hole/bee hive o ot
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants e .
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail:
Failure Potential: 1 :“2'-;;13 SizeofPart: 1 2 3, Target: 1 .2, 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [Jremove defective part  [Jreduce end weight [l crown clean Tlthin [l raise canopy T crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: Inspect {urther: Jroot crown [decay [aerial [ monitor

Remove tree: Y Replace? Y @5 Movetarget:- Y l\\h Other:

Effect on adjacent trees: E'E?I‘\n_one [ evaluate

COMMENTS
peta v \QC“F j e SO & T ‘*( {:é IS
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

;Z’I

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 891

Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
i ' ' + + =
Map/Location: - Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
. "y Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner publlc private __ '~ unknown other ’ . .
e s ____ Immediate action needed
Date. — Inspector Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE GHARACTERISTICS L
i
Tree #: I?—Z‘ Species:__i4v 73 Koo oy A

J
DBH: gy, # of trunks: L Height: '}8 Spread: é;

Form: ®generally symmetric [ minor asymmetry (O major asymmetry (Jstump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant Hlco-dominant OJintermediate [J suppressed

Live crown ratio: % Age class: [Jyoung @@ature O over-mature

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned (Jexcessively thinned (OJtopped [Jcrown raised [ pollarded (Jcrown reduced Aj\none
Special Value: [ specimen (Jheritage/historic [Jwildlife [Junusual streettree Oscreen [Jshade [Jindigenous [Jother

TREE HEALTH

Faliage color: Qnorrﬁal Ochlorotic OInecrotic  Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: E&pormal [(dsparse lLeafsizez: OO normal (O small
Annual shoot growth: [excellent Paverage poor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Callus development: ([ excellent @@verage Opoor Clnone

Vigor class: (J excellent ﬂaverage Ofair COpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: residence O commercial [ industrial zﬂfpark @._open space Onatural O
Landscape type: Olparkway Oraised bed O container &dopen O

tirigation: Onone ladequate Dinadequate [lexcessive O trunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% @I;:zgfg) 25-50% 5075% 75-100%  Litted? Y N
% driptine w/ fill soif: 0% 1025% 2550% 50-75% Z00Y
% dripline grade lowered: 0%  10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: O drainage O shallow &¥%ompacted T droughty O safine O atkatine O acidic T small volume 0 disease center D history of fail
Obstructions: (llights [Tsignage {tine-of-sight Tlview [ overhead lines T underground utilities D traffic (D adjacentveg. 1
Wind (iree position): [single ree [l below canopy [ above canopy [ recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge Rarea prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [l building Zkparking [traffic [ pedestrian &f’ecreation Olandscape [ hardscape [ small features
Can target be maved? Y@)

Occupancy: [ Occasional use @{rﬂnedium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS

Rale delect severity: S  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical [Jnatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay in piane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soilcracking: Y N

_ Compounding lactors: : ) Leanseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspect root rol: Y.f_'}, Mushroom/conk present: \(@‘j@ 10:

Exposedroofts: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ________ ft from trunk Root area affected: ___ % Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted root area: S M-'(.[_} Potential for root failure: S M L3

CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN " TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper
Codominants/forks
Multiple attachments
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits N ) A -
Hangers ’
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms ‘ X
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark o % I
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs . ‘ s ]
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail,___ i
Failure Potential 1 2 ) Sizeof Pat: 1 (2} 3 Target: 1 (2} 3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part O reduce end weight Clcrown clean [Ithin - O raise canopy O crown reduce U restructure Ul shape

Cable/Brace: i Inspect further: - O root crown [OJdecay T aerial -] monitor

Rémovetree:’CYbN Replace? @ N Movelargel: Y N  Other;

Effect on adjacert trees: [Inone [Jevaluate

COMMENTS

g@”g&f avte  fressler

O 51/\3 &\ { \\\]"e_(" ,;%"E,A’ "

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

- Date of last inspection:

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
. + + =
Map/Location: Failure + Size + Target = Hazard
i ) ok K Potential  of part Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown other Immediate action needed -
Date: Inspector: ] Needs further inspection

Dead tree

TREE CHARACTERISTICS

Tree s 78 Species: ?t.’.ﬁm. iou <41~ Q'CT;JO&\ e
- o
DBH: #oltunks: — ! Height_ 5 spread_¢

Form: & generally symmetric O minor asymmetry {3 major asymmetry O stump sprout [ stag-headed

Crown class: (Jdominant B4 co-dominant lintermediate (3 suppressed
Live crown ratio: _/QL % Ageclass: [lyoung Bmature [Iover-mature
Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned ([Jexcessively thinned (Jtopped lcrown raised (Jpoflarded ([Jcrown reduced [pone

Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/istoric [ wildlife Ounusual Clstreettree Clscreen Cshade Oindigenous O other

TREE HEALTH

Faoliage color: ©4normal (Jchlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: %normal Osparse  Leafsize: [Onormal (O small
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent M average (Ipoor  Twig Diehack? Y N
Callus development: [Jexcellent Thaverage Clpoor Onone

Vigorclass: Jexcellent (TAaverage Ofair (Jpoor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: - (I residence (Jcommercial (Jindustrial O park ﬂ,open space [natwal OJ

Landscape type: (Jparkway (Jraisedbed (Jcontainer @ open (1

Irigation: Clnone ®ladequate [Jinadequate [excessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% @55/ 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline wy fill soil: 0% @ 25-50% 50-75%  75-100%

% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (O drainage [Jshallow (Jcompacted [ droughty O saline {7 alkaline (Jacidic [J small volume [ disease center (1 history of fail

Obstructions: [lights [Jsignage [Oline-of-sight [Jview [Joverhead lines [Junderground utilities (7 traffic [ adjacent veg. O

Wind (tree position): [ single tree [T below canopy (J above canopy O recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge @& area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: [Thuilding [ parking ditrafﬁc Dpedestriari Olrecreation [llandscape (Jhardscape (O small fealures
Can target be moved? Y {l;l\j,*
o

Occupancy: Ekoccasional use ] medium, intermittent use [ frequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD

3]

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: S severe defect, high potential for failure
M defect of moderate severity
L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural Clunnatural  Soil heaving: Y N

Decay inplane of lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N Soil cracking: Y N

Compounding factors: Leanseverity: S M L
ROOT DEFECTS: ’
Suspectrootrol: Y N Mushroom/conk preseat: Y N 10:

Exposedroots: S M L Undermined: S M L

Root pruned: ____ ftfrom trunk Root area affected: % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rootarea; S M L Potential for roof failure: S M@
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS - BRANCHES
Poor taper )

Codominants/forks

Multiple attachments

Included bark

Excessive end weight

Cracks/Splits

Hangers

Girdling

Wounds

Decay S d
Cavily .

Conks/Mushrooms

Bleeding

Loose/cracked bark

Nesting hole/bee hive

Deadwood/stubs : o aTe

Borers/termites/ants

Cankers/galls

Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Parl most likely to fail:__

FailurePolentia|:1{'ZQT;S Size of Part: 1 @3 Target@z 3  HazardRating:1 2 3 4.5 6 7 8 9
HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [l remove defective part O reduce end weight Olcrownclean Othin  Oraise canopy [ crown reduce  Jrestructure  (J shape

Cable/Brace: ‘ : Inspect further: [Jrootcrown [ldecay [aerial [ monitor

Removetree: Y N Replace? Y @ Move farget: Y N Other:

Effect on adjacert trees: ¢E¥pone (Jevaluate

COMMENTS
AN { N SR
R«; ee\g G el oc o THde A P eavore
| : { ;) ;

\ R )
\ o nNe (oSt - %

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hazard Trees in Urban Areas 91
Site/Address: HAZARD RATING:
Map/Location: falure + S . Target - “Haard
) : Potential  of part Rating Rating
Qwner: public private J_’;‘\ unknown other ' , .
i {mmediate action needed
Date: _ Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: Dead tree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS
Tree #:_} -/ 7 Species: —
DBH: 4 # of trunks: l Height: —3( Spread; ,‘f‘(}

Form: [l generally symmetric [Jminor asymmetry [ major asymmetry [J stump sprout [J stag-headed
Crown class: :2%dominant O co-dominant [ intermediate O suppressed
Ny

Y : .,
Live crown ratio:_/ )~ % - Ageclass: Oyoung ﬁ\malure [ over-mature
i

Pruning history: [ crown cleaned ([Jexcessively thinned [topped [ crown raised O poliarded . (J crown reduced ;ﬂnone

Special Value: [Jspecimen [ heritage/istoric [Jwitdiife Tlunusual [stresttree Oiscreen Oshade Dlindigenous D other

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: mnormal O chiorotic [ necrotic Epicormics? Y N

Foliage density: [@normal Olsparse.  Leafsize: Clnormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: Olexcellent gaverage Tlpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Calius development: Olexcellent [laverage [lpoor [Jnone-

_Vigorclass: [ excellent [Baverage Olfair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: [residence [Jcommercial Olindustrial [ park {S‘open space [Jnatural O
Landscape type: parkway [Jraisedbed [Jcontainer Iﬁ'-open (]
lrrigation: (D none dequate Olinadequate Oexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% 10-26% g’S-S_&% 50-75% 75-100% Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fifl soil: 0% 10-25% 25-50% W 75-100%
% dripline grade fowered: 0% 10-26% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: Ol drainage [J shallow fZhcompacted [(J droughty CIsaline (J alkaline [J acidic [ small volume (3 disease center (3 history of fail
Obstructions: Olights signage O line-of-sight Dlview [Joverhead lines [(Junderground utilities ltraffic (Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): Osingle tree [Jbelow canopy [Jabove canopy [J recently exposed [ windward, canopy edge fﬂ‘area prone to windthrow
TARGET

Use Under Tree: [ building [ parking ;E;fraﬁic [ pedestrian {recreation {Olandscape [ hardscape [ small features
ki Ny, S i

Can target be moved? Y ';_N"\,

Occupancy: D occasional use b@medium, intermittent use [ Irequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1
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EVALUATING TREES FOR HAZARD 3]

TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity
L defecl of low severity
LEAN: ____ __ deg. from vertical [ natural [J unnatural

Decayinplaneof lean: Y N Roots exposed: Y N

Soil heaving: Y N
Soif cracking: Y N

” e st g i s i i et ¢

Compounding lactars: Le_anseverity: S M L

ROOT DEFECTS:

Suspectrootrot: Y N Mushroom/conk present: Y N 1D:
TN
Exposed roots: S I\q‘ L Undermined: S M ™

Root pruned: ___ . ftfromtrunk ~ Rootareaaffected: % Butiress wounded: Y N When:

Restricted rool area; S M L) Potential for root faiture: S M/ Ui
N>
CROWN DEFECTS:

DEFECT ROOT CROWN TRUNK SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES
Poor taper '
Codominants/forks A
Multiple attachments :
Included bark
Excessive end weight
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling_
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding
Loose/cracked bark
Nesting hole/bee hive
Deadwood/stubs
Borersftermites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail; :
Failure Potential:{ 1) 2 3 Size of Part: 1 @ 3 Target: 1 (2)3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: [ remove defective part [ reduce end weight Clcrownclean (Jthin  Clraise canopy  (J crown reduce [ restructure [ shape

Cable/Brace: ] Inspect further:  Jrootcrown [Jdecay (Jaeriaf (I monitor
Remove tree: Y () Replace? Y M  Move target: Y@ Other: ‘

~N
Effect on adjacest trees: Q)fnone O evaluate

COMMENTS

Specfmen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 2
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EVALUATION OF HAZARD TREES

A Photographic Guide to the Evaluation of Hézard Trees in Urban Areas

891
Site/Address: \MU» A J/ 3 (/ d’\ﬁ R HAZARD RATING:
. i .+ + =
Map/Location: Failure + Swze + Target = Hazard
bi - n - ) Potential  of part  Rating Rating
Owner: public private unknown ______ other Immediate action needed
Date: Inspector: Needs further inspection
Date of last inspection: — Deadtree
TREE CHARACTERISTICS 0 ;
Tree #:/ 5O Species: é)cw _y‘?[}tr : &oyT ' é&ﬁ?
oe: 1 2C kol runks: Height: 3 Q Spread‘l 2
Form: O generally symmetric 0 minor asymmetry (J major asymmetry (] stump sprout &stag-headed
Crown class: (A dominant [ co-dominant Ointermediate O suppressed
§ . o
Live crown ratio: S- % - Ageclass: [Jyoung O mature ¢ over-mature {3“ N fo an %

Pruning history: [Jcrown cleaned [Jexcessively thinned Ttopped [crown raised (O potlarded . (O crown reduced Clﬂone 4(9
Special Value; [ specimen [ heritage/historic I:lwﬂdllfe Ounusual [ streettree Oscreen [shade Oindigenous Dother

TREE HEALTH

Foliage color: Anormal [lchlorotic [lnecrotic  Epicormics? Y N
Foliage density: $dnormal Ulsparse.  Leaf size: Onormal Osmall
Annual shoot growth: [Jexcellent d<laverage [Jpoor  Twig Dieback? Y N

Callus development: Oexcellent Olaverage [Jpoor ([Jnone

_“Vigor efass:  [Jexcellent Maverage [ fair O poor

Major pests/diseases:

SITE CONDITIONS

Site Character: (XYesidence O commercial () industrial Opark Oopenspace O natural l:i_

Landscape type: [Jparkway OJraisedbed [ container [Kopen O

Irrigation: Inone [Madequate [Jinadequate [Jexcessive [Jtrunk wetted

% dripline paved: 0% @5"/} 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%  Lifted? Y N
% dripline w/ fill soil: 0% 10-25%  25-50% Q‘I@ 75-100%
%% dripline grade lowered: 0% 10-25% 25-50% 50-75% 75-100%

Soil problems: (Jdrainage [ shallow [Jcompacted (] droughty [Jsaline Ul alkaline [J acidic [(J small volun;\% dlsease center [ history of fail
Obstructions:  [lights signage Tline-of-sight Tlview [ overhead lines [ underground utilities  Tltraffic  (Jadjacentveg. O

Wind (tree position): [Jsingle tree  [Ibelow canopy (Jabove canopy [T recently exposed [Jwindward, canopy edge (B\area prone to windthrow

TARGET

Use Under Tree: (PAuilding [ parking \@traﬂic O pedestrian [lrecreation [landscape [ hardscape [ small features
Can target be moved? YCN) '

Occupancy: E]occasional use [ medium, intermittent use aﬂ\’trequent use

Specimen: TREE HAZARD EVALUATION FORM, Page 1




¢ -t & ey e oo ¢

s e S A ot T
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TREE DEFECTS

Rate defect severity: §  severe defect, high potential for failure

M defect of moderate severity

L defect of low severity
LEAN: deg. from vertical (Jnatural Junnatural  Soil heaving: Y N
Decay in plane ol lean: Y N Rootsexposed:' Y N Soil cracking: Y N
Compounding factors:
ROOT DEFECTS:
Suspeplruolrol:(\\g N. Mushroom/conk present: Y (@ 1D:
Exposedroofs: S M L Undermined: S M L

Leanseverity: S M L

. ftfromtrunk ~ Roolareaaffected: ___ % Buttress wounded: Y N When:

Root pruned:
Restricled roof area: S M @ Potential (or root faiture: S M Q
CROWN DEFECTS: '

DEFECT ROOT CROWN [ TRUNK
I o~ - il

Poor taper :
Codominants/forks 5\
Multiple attachments : ‘
Included bark . &
Excessive end weight )
Cracks/Splits
Hangers
Girdling
Wounds
Decay
Cavity
Conks/Mushrooms
Bleeding :
Loose/cracked bark S X ,
Nesting hole/bee hive A A A
Deadwood/stubs
Borers/termites/ants
Cankers/galls
Previous failure

HAZARD RATING

Part most likely to fail,_
FailurePolenliaI:V’% 3 Size of Part: 1 2@) Target: 1 2 (3 HazardRating: 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 §

HAZARD ABATEMENT

Prune: (Jremove defective part (3 reduce end weight O crownclean [thin [ raise canopy O crown reduce [ restructure [ shape
Cable/Brace: i
Removefree: Y N Replace? Y N Move target: Y N Other:

y

SCAFFOLDS BRANCHES

Az

A

tnspect further:  (Jroot crown (O decay (Naerial [ monitor

-

Efect on adjacenttrees: [Jnone [Jevaluate
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