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Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure
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Load on defect N/ADO Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant ] Load on defect N/A O Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant "]
Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable O Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable I Imminent y
/ — Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color O Collar buried/Not visible O Depth Stem girdling O
Codominant stems [ Included bark [ Cracks Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms O
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Matrix I. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | yary low Low Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor Significant Severe
Very likely Low Moderate High Extreme
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Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low I yV a .
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Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —
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Dead twigs/branches [ % overall Max. dia. Codominant CI Included bark CJ
Broken/Hangers Nquber______ Max.dia. Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Querstender: hanches Previous branch failures O Similar branches present [J
Pruning history -

. . Dead/Missing bark O Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay 1
Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O 0 EI
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Flush cuts O Other Response growth
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/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible O] Depth Stem girdling O
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Sapwood damage/decay 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze O Ooze O Cavity D %circ.
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Matrix I. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | very low Low Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor Significant Severe
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Load Factors
Wind exposure Protectedd Partiald FullD Wind funnelingOd Relative crown size Smalll0 Medium [ LargeO
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Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown IF LCR % Cracks O Lightning damage O

Dead twigs/branches [ % overall Max. dia. Codominant O Included bark CI
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Dead/M bark O Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 S O
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Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks [1 Heartwood decay L1

Flush cuts O Other Response growth

'Php'fa'lf"ll)"é brovih Condition (s) of concern

Part Size Fall Distance — Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant 1 Load on defect N/ADO Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant _]
Q_ikelihood of failure Improbable[] Possible 0 Probable 00 Imminent OJ Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable O Imminent O
/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark I Abnormal bark texture/color C1 Collar buried/Not visible 0~ Depth Stem girdling O

Codominant stems O Included bark O Cracks O Dead O Decay OO Conks/Mushrooms I

Sapwood damage/decay [0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 ~ Sap ooze O Ooze [ Cavity O 9% circ.

Lightning damage[d Heartwood decayld  Conks/Mushrooms [0 Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots ]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper O Root plate lifting I Soil weakness O
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Matrix I. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | very low Low Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor Significant Severe
Very likely Low Moderate High Extreme
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4 Residual risk
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Tree Health and Species Profile
Vigor Lowd Normal (X HighO Foliage None (seasonal)[] None (dead)d Normal _{{0 %  Chlorotic %  Necrotic %
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Species failure profile Branches Iﬁ Trunk Roots[d Describe |irb 3
Load Factors
Wind exposure Protectedd Partial m Fulld Wind funneling Relative crown size Small[d Medium"w LargeOd
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Recent or expected change in load factors
Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure
— Crown and Branches — \
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Pruning history o
) . Dead/Missing bark O Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [1
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Reduced O Topped 0O Lion-tailed O Conks L1 Heartwood decay [
Flush cuts O Other Response growth
p hqufm;mr oAb Condition (s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distance — Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/ADC Minor O Moderate[d Significant Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderated Significant
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/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar —
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color O Collar buried/Not visible 0~ Depth Stem girdling O
Codominant stems [ Included bark O Cracks OJ Dead O Decay I Conks/Mushrooms [
Sapwood damage/decay 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze 1 Ooze O Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damage[d Heartwood decayl]  Conks/Mushrooms [J Cracks0  Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole %circ.  Depth Poor taper O Root plate lifting C1 I —
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Matrix I. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | very low Low Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor Significant Severe
Very likely Low Moderate High Extreme
Likely Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low S
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Overall residual risk
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Inspection limitations CINone [Visibility ClAccess [Vines CIRoot collar buried Describe
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