Sﬂ Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form
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Client __L £1/i0g Ericksen S _ pate_April i7%  time_3pm
Address/Tree location 2084 47 4. WNE Ce lem tree no. Sheet’ of
Tree species je%hciud encl i glgantenm dbh___ jSO Height _j &~ Crown spread dia. _ &S~
Assessor(s) T iwn  Jn€s Tools used_ Tape < |inen eder Time frame__j ",&g
Target Assessment
3 Target zone
_E = = = Occupancy [
5 £l |E. rate 2% | 5a
& Target description Target protection SE|SE|EX 1-rare = 5 25
] g2|lgx|= l.: 2 — occasional E s 'E' =
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Site Factors
History of failures__ T2 bre e c/u 1 _im Duc fed _homé Topography Flatl Slopel] % Aspect
Site changes Noneﬁ Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology ] Root cuts] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated 0 Shallowd Compacted 0 Pavement over roots ] % Describe  Baclvared ¢ pveperd
Prevailing wind direction //-#E Common weather Strong winds[H Iced SnowD Heavy rain W Describe_Vialley Contfificas
Tree Health and Species Profile
Vigor Low O Normal T High O Foliage None (seasonal)d None (dead)d Normal 98 %  Chlorotic %  Necrotic %

Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches 8 Trunk[d RootsC] Describe limb (S

Load Factors
Wind exposure Protected O PartialJ Ful!m Wind funnelingd Relative crown size Smalld Medium LargeH
Crown density Sparse[] Normalﬁ. Dense] Interior branches Few] Normall] Dense[] Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [
Recent or expected change in load factors Beekcen Tﬂ?

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

. — Crown and Branches — \
Unbalanced crown ﬁL LCR % Cracks O Lightning damage O
Dead twigs/branches O _ %overall Max.dia. Codominant (& Included bark [
Broken/tangers Nfmbee. Wieox.dia. Weak attachments O Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Over-extended branches [
Pruning history

Previous branch failures K] val(_ﬁ'z' “T;p Similar branches present [
Dead/Missing bark O Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay O

Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O

Reduced m| Topped 0O Lion-tailed I Conks I Heartwood decay [

Flush cuts O Other — Response growth

(4) one gdal  Glems leuning  condition(s) of concern —Seve o i at. Shemn .
at  heme

Part Size 34y Fall Distance _IL Part Size Fall Distance _{¢&

Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderated Signiﬁcantﬁ Load on defect N/AO Minor [ Moderate[d Significant X
Qikelihood of failure Improbable] Possible & Probable O Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible ﬂl Probable [0 Imminent Iy
/ —Trunk — vl — Roots and Root Collar — \

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

Codominant stems T Included bark O Cracks O Dead [0 Decay I Conks/Mushrooms [

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

Lightning damaged Heartwood decay[d  Conks/Mushrooms O Cracks 0  Cut/DamagedrootsC]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [ Root plate lifting 1 Soil weakness Ll

Llean LU ° Corrected? /Vi'/

Response growth

Response growth

: — Y ’ Conditi of concern
Condition s) of concern vl CWCIU'" inate A *_Lbﬂ"uﬂ_ﬁ_ ftion s)
Part Size —30' Yo Fall Distance _L Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AO Minor [ Moderated Signiﬁcanaﬁ Load on defect N/A DO Minor O Moderate[d Significant I

lelihoodoffai[ure Improbable O Possible$ Probable O Imminent D/ujkelihoodoffailure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable O Imminent Ey
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Risk Categorization

Notes, explanations, descriptions

- Recent  Lpilures ieaUMQ heme  upn liveble
~ Pt bruth putiern

= Significant _lasd _en  codeminde ol achmen £
- _SeJmel home in u'm'Dg,J Zehe

Mitigation options

1__ Remove 4 S’\‘mmlp Grird

2

3.

4.

Overall tree risk rating

Low O Moderate:ﬁ High OO Extreme O

Overall residual risk Nonerﬁl Low 0 Moderate 0 High OO Extreme [

Recommended inspection interval

Data qg&inal O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed IﬁNo OYes-Type/Reason

Inspection limitations 'IﬁNone Ovisibility OAccess OVines CRoot collar buried Describe

This datasheet was produced by the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) — 2017

Likelihood
Failure — Failure & Impact Consequences
Target Condition(s) (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part 6 ——— o
or descriptio = € = = e t Risk
e %ﬁéég E %-E E:ngon.éwraﬁng
HAHHEHHEHHEREIEHEH N
_n.n.§>3§E:3‘JgZE'G$ Matrix 2)
. Codomincte. | Pest Atiachnars
HOMfQ 3fem$ (71g] bo:/onu'd {gmfs MUD
Matrix |. 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 ‘ i = =y
I (|

Residual risk /1£+€

Residual risk
Residual risk
Residual risk
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