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4880 Jones Rd. Salem, Oregon
Black Walnut (Juglans nigra)

East side of the property

Tree Characteristics:
- Diameter at Breast Height (DBH): 46 inches
- Structure: The Black Walnut exhibits two large co-dominant stems.

- Health Concemns: Service records from another tree service suggest evidence of Thousand

Cankers Discase, a serious health issue affecting walnut trees.

- Past Management: The tree has been previously topped, which has led to structural
weaknesses and decay. The topping was likely done to mitigate the effects of Thousand

cankers disease.
- Limb Structure: The scaffold limbs appear over-exiended. indicating potential instability.

- Past Incidents: There is evidence of large limb failures in the tree's canopy, which may have

further compromised its structural integrity.

Assessment:

. Structural Integrity: The presence of two large co-dominant stems poses an elevated risk of
failure, especially given the previous topping and over-extended scaffold limbs. This structure

increases the hkelihood of splitting between stems.

2. Tree topping: It is widely regarded as harmful to tree health and structure. This practice
results in the removal of large portions of the tree's canopy, disrupting its natural growth
pattern and leading to a host of long-term issues. Firstly, topping creates large wounds that
expose the tree to pests, diseases, and decay. The tree responds by rapidly regrowing new
branches. often referred to as "water sprouts,” which are weakly attached and prone (o

breakage. This weak growth leads to a denser canopy with branches that are more susceptible
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— Crown and Branches —

/Unbalanced crown (@ (CRAS__ % Cracks OJ Lightning damage O

Dead twigs/branches 0 235 % overall Max. dia. 2" Codominant i& induded bark:C)
Max. dia.
Broken/Hangers Number _© ax.dia. __ Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Over-extended branches & ) ) o ,
. Previous branch failures (/ Q Similar branches present &
Pruning history o
Crown cleaned T Thinned O Raised O Dead/Missing bark 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay O
Reduced O Topped W Lion-tailed O  Conks O Heartwood decay O
Flush cuts O Other, \ Response growth Selna
Main concern(s) w@w oy Coea (N
Load on defect N/A O Minor O Moderate ® Significant O
Likelihood of failure Improbable [0 Possible ¢ Probable OO Imminent O /
( — Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark O Abnormal bark texture/color O Collar buried/Not visible ¥ Depth Stem girdling O
Codominant stems B Included bark O Cracks O Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms [J
Sapwood damage/decay [0 Cankers/Galls/Burls] Sap oocze O Ooze O Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damage [0 Heartwood decayd Conks/Mushrooms CJ Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots [ Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper O Root plate lifting CJ Soil weakness (]
Lean ° Corrected?
Response growth Response growth
Main concers) \6:0¢. CacoQu, Lo=doay Main concern(s) —usiedN  Collpy
NS
Loadondefect N/ADO MinorOd Moderateﬁ significant CJ loadondefect N/AL] Mino Moderate O Significant O

Likelihood of failure Likelihood of failure
improbable O Possiblew Probable [J Imminent O / Improbableﬁ, Possible O Probable 0 Imminent O

Pace | nf?




Risk Categorization
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Matrix | . Likelihood matrix.

Likelihood Likelihood of Impacting Target
of Failure | yvery 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
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
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