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At 7655 SE 40th St. Mercer Island, WA 98040 | did a full site assessment of all the trees over
6". All trees were surveyed with a TRAQ form whether or not there was a target to inform of
any foreseen issues and to assess the tree for any visible conditions to be noted. There
were 14 trees assessed and they are numbered in conjunction with a survey map. Refer to
TRAQ forms for additional details.

*Trees of concern would be those that have structural defects with targets within striking
distance that would cause significant damage. Examples would be Blocking or landing in
street, landing or powerlines, or landing on house. Refer to TRAQ forms for additional
details.

Tree 6 (DOUGLAS FIR): Shows signs of root damage (flatness on base of tree in paved
area), Has heavy overextended branches from over trimming, and tree has multiple tops
from top breakage or being topped in previous trims. Tree canopy is overhanging the house
and overall risk rating is high and recommended to be snagged or removed to mitigate
hazard to none. Recommended to plant small trees in replacement because of limited
space.

Tree 7 (DOUGLAS FIR): Trees base in poor condition (Burl and sap oozing), trees canopy is
one sided towards powerlines (to be trimmed on utility maintenance), Tree is over trimmed
and all limbs are heavy and overextended. Tree overall risk rating is high and recommended
to be snagged or removed to mitigate hazard to none. Recommended to plant small trees in
replacement because of limited space.

Tree 8 (DOUGLAS FIR): Tree has a questionable lean with little or no correction, Tree canopy
is on powerline side only to be trimmed on utility maintenance. All limbs are overweight or
over extended from over trimming. Tree risk rating is high and recommended to snag or
remove. Small to medium size trees are recommended for replanting in the area.

Tree 9 (DOUGLAS FIR): Canopy has been raised too high and reduced to the point where all
limbs are overweight and overextended and failure is occurring in the roadway. Previous
failures have occurred and the area is high in car and pedestrian traffic as while | was on



site. Over risk rating on the tree is high and mitigation actions are recommended for snag or
removal. Replants in this area should be small to medium sized trees.

Tree 14 (INVASIVE HAWTHORNE): Tree has been reduced multiple times and isn't cost
effective for customers to maintain. Tree has decayed in base from previous lead reduction.
Tree is has limited space to grow besides on house and over roof area creating a path for
insects or larger critters. Tree is also wearing away paint from rubbing on the house. Tree is
a moderate risk but could be high in circumstance of cost for maintaining trimming,
painting, and pest control. Recommended mitigation actions would be removal.

*All other trees have little concern for target issues but that doesn't mean that there aren't
any issues or have recommendations for mitigation.

Tree 1 (Laurel): This tree does have noticeable cavities along the trunk and large branches.
Failure would cause negligible damage but recommended to raise canopy over fence for
clearance and reduce top canopy to help from weight failure because of cavities.

Tree 2 ( Douglas Fir): Tree has been trimmed and topped previously. Recommended to
deadwood over fence area and inspect for structural defects in topped area.

Tree 3 ( Douglas Fir): Tree has been trimmed and topped previously. Recommended to
deadwood over fence area and inspect for structural defects in topped area.

Tree 4 (Grand Fir): No issues besides some dead limbs. Recommended deadwooding for
health. keep an eye out for unusual growth because species are prone to disease.

Tree 5 (Grand Fir): Tree has poor taper because it's surrounded by other trees.
Recommended to remove ivy from base and keep an eye out for unusual growth because
species are prone to disease.

Tree 10 (Douglas Fir): Tree looks to be in good condition. Recommended to deadwood and
reduce any limbs overhanging the house.

Tree 11 (Douglas Fir): Tree growing unusually possible from being topped or phototropism
because it's in the middle of a mini forest. Tree is also flattish on the house side and is a
possible concern. Recommended to deadwood, thin, reduce on the house side, and reduce
extra tops.



Tree 12 (Douglas Fir): Tree is in good condition and has full wind protection. Recommended
to deadwood and further inspect because of visual limitations.

Tree 13 (Cherry): tree has large wound and cavity with decay low to ground in comparison

to canopy. Failure is imminent in neighbors' backyard (no target in area besides old fence).

Canopy seems healthy. Failure damages would be negligible and recommended to leave till
failure or remove if owner desired.


http://maps.google.com/?q=7655%20SE%2040th%20St,%20Mercer%20Island,%20WA%2098040
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SA Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client DAVé CUTe\auUT

pate (p[2) |2022

Time_\2Z ¢
Address/Tree location 7 () 55 s5€ \UDTu ST Wercer (st, Ll Tree no. | Sheet | of |
Tree species [ ANL el dbh \1" Height 2O Crown spread dia. 7.2
Assessor(s) AHNDZE 02 EAINES Tools used_V/SU AL Time frame_Z-J£4L5
- Target Assessment

& Target zone

2 = po - Occupancy ~

g Ew;g‘g“. rate oy Sn

€ Target description Targetprotection | S 5|3 £| S z 1-rare ® 8 £®

g BE[ B8 S e | B2 |5

g Ev g gﬁ 4 - constant g g é g

1| FeN(e WoW £ Y ] x [X Y N [N

2

3

4

’ . Site Factors T

History of failures

Topography Flat[] Slopeﬂ 2. % Aspect
Site changes None &l Grade change O Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology 1 Root cutsd Describe

Soil conditions Limited volume [ Saturated (I Shallowd Compacted Bl Pavement over roots ] % Describe &/ l’f HAeD
Prevailing wind direction_® "~ Common weather Strong winds i Ice[d Snow [ Heavy raind Describe

Tree Health and Species Profile

vigor Low [0 Normal [ High O
Pests /Biotic

Foliage None (seasonal) ]

Abiotic

None (dead)dd Normal 100 %  Chlorotic %

Necrotic

%

_ Load Factors

Wind exposure Protected & Partial 0 Fulld Wind funnelingd

Crown density Sparse[d NormalE Dense

Relative crown size Small N MediumO LargeO
Interior branches Few[d NormalE[ Dense ] Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [J

Recent or expected change in load factors

 Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

\Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O

Unbalanced crown OJ Lcr 160 o Cracks OJ Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches [J % overall Max. dia. Codominantll &2 0T Included bark C1
groken/ Har;gzrsb . Nquber Ll Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole B0 9 circ.

ver:exterj led branches Previous branch failures O Similar branches present [
el oy Dead/Missing bark 0 Cankers/Galls/Burls [0 Sapwood damage/decay [J
Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O 6 . 6 ¥
Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed I Conks LI Heartwood decay [J
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern LenD HAS CcAVITY

Part Size Fall Distance — Part Size 1 0” Fall Distance 2 T
Load on defect N/A X Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant O Load on defect N/AC] Minor [0 Moderate® Significant _]

Likelihood of failure Improbable

Possible [ Probable CI Imminent O

— Trunk —

>

— Roots and

Y-

Root Collar —

<

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color Ei Collar buried/Not visible [ Depth Stem girdling [J
Codominant stems [ Included bark OJ Cracks O Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms O
Sapwood damage/decay [0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze [ Ooze O Cavity O 9% circ.
Lightning damaged Heartwood decayld  Conks/Mushrooms OJ Cracks 0  Cut/Damagedroots[]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole _% % circ. Depth Poor taper [J Root plate lifting I ol wisskies
Lean ° Corrected?
Response growth

Response growth .

" Condition (s) of concern
Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distance Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AR Minor O Moderate[d Significant O Load on defect N/ATE Minor

vjkelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [ Imminent Eyuikelihood of failure Improbable 0

0O Moderated Significant O
Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O




Risk Categorization

e

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&!mpact S b
Target _— (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part £ K] - P - Risk
or description) ofconcern ®lolo E 3 £ - | £ ] % ] S
HEIFIE E 3 1 N E EIRIE B
I EHEE B HEHEE B R
El2|c|E2|23|=|z|5|&|5|2]2]|5|3|& ] motrix2)
¥FeNce - X 3 Low
top CAVITY X A
[— i LeFTeRP | op ¢AIL _]
e
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood | Likelihood of Impact
of Failure Low ~ Medium High
Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
_ Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
. Possible | Unlikel  Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely |  Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
‘ Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible .l Minor Significant Severe
Very likely Low Moderate | High Extreme
. Likely Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likel Low Low _ Moderate | Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions
TRee |5 OF No (ONCe®EN &S LIRZApD
Mitigation options :
._EMSE cpporY oVeER FenNce pud Rebuce Top Residual risk /\NONE
2. Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4, Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating LowdtT’ Moderate 1 High 0 Extreme O
Overall residual risk ~ None &1 Low Moderate 0 High[J Extreme 0  Recommended inspection interval N INT
Data [Final [JPreliminary Advanced assessment needed MNO OYes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations ZINone [lVisibility CJAccess [Vines CIRoot collar buried Describe
Pase 2 of 2

Thic datacheet wae nraduced hv the Internatinnal Qaciety of Arhariculture (IRAY — 2017



Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client DAV E (UTR\ BT Date (p/?-l /7/1 Time |2<(5fmM
Address/Tree location 73D SE UOtr ST RO \SLARID LIk Tree no. 2. Sheet [ of|
Tree species DOUGLAS €1 dbh 14" Height C5 ~ Crown spread dia. 5
Assessor(s) ANPRcov R BINES Toolsused_\/15 U AL Time frame_7- Y<ARS
. o Target Assessment
& TaTget zone % s
?_, Target description Targetprotection |3 <|3 €% § Z_ic‘cr:s'iz 1 8 :éf_g
© 8 K] 8 4 - constant & E é’ g_
1| FEN(Z O Y [¥ Y VN
2 | house NO X | Y N | W
3
4
= .. . Site Factors
History of failures__ L\ ™ Topography Flat[d Slopeﬁ 28 % Aspect
Site changes None3 Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology 1 Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume [0 Saturated [0 Shallow d Compacted® Pavement over roots ] % Describe DR ? B ARD
Prevailing wind direction_= ' Common weather Strong winds[J Ice[d] Snow[J Heavy rain[] Describe
. Tree Health and Species Profile . .
Vigor Low 3. Normal 0 HighO Foliage None (seasonal)] None (dead)d  Normal f}_7_% Chlorotic____ %  Necrotic _i__%
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches® Trunk[] Roots[] Describe_ HEGAVY BR AN ¥ A UA

Wind exposure Protectedd Partialld Fulld Wind funnelingJ Relative crown size Smallld Medium Large[jd
Crown density Sparse®l Normal[d Dense[d Interior branches Few Normal[J Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss (]
Recent or expected change in load factors

 Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown 2 LR 20 % . Cracks [J Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches & 3 %overall Max. dia. -4 " Codominant® TOPLeD 3 ToPS No W) Included bark O
Brokey e " N;nber = Dol Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Over—exter.wded Srancies Previous branch failures [J Similar branches present []
Pruning history i
y ) Dead/Missing bark 1 Cankers/Galls/Burls O Sapwood damage/decay (1
Crown cleaned E Thinned E Raised =}
Reduced O Topped & Lion-tailed O Conks O Heartwood decay [
Flush cuts O Other Response growth
Condition(s) of concern _T2€ES WWERE @ppeh 2030 YEHS
N0
Part Size Fall Distancé — Part Size | (2" Fall Distance .0 O~ (PO FT
Load on defect N/AE] Minor [0 Moderated Significant I Load on defect N/AC] Minor [ Moderate) Significant _
lelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 1 Probable ¥ Imminent Ey
/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color O Collar buried/Not visible OO Depth Stem girdling OJ
Codominant stems [ Included bark [0 Cracks OJ Dead O Decay OO0 Conks/Mushrooms OJ
Sapwood damage/decay 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze [J Ooze [ Cavity [ % circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decayll  Conks/Mushrooms O Cracks [0 Cut/Damagedroots ] Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [ Root plate lifting CJ [ e —
Llean 87 ° Corrected? _ N0
Response growth
Response growth .k
s Condition(s) of concern
Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distanc@ —a-— Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/A ﬂ Minor [0 Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/A M Minor O Moderate[d Significant O

kl.ikelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable (I Imminent kal.ikelihoodoffailure Improbabled Possible O Probable O Imminenty




Risk Categorization

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact SeREEAR
Target Bl (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part e conian % = =1 o o Risk
descripti 2 ] k= §
or description) '§ 5 3 E 3 s :; % g é, fg; ; E . P
SN FHEE HIEEE BEIHE B R
Elg|c|E)2[3|=s|z2]|5 8|32 2|8]|3|&] Marix2
, ] CTUpN WemRBESS
renCe TOPS ol 5&%’\7\/ h X IX LOW
Hoyse X X & X LW
BN (# Lgp&} FALLULE .
Matrix /. Likelihood matrix.
ruketihood Likelihood of Impact
| Medium High
Unlikely | Somewhat likely]  Likely Very likely
Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikely |  Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely _Unlikely Unlikely T Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
| Failure & Impact | Negligible | Minor _I Significant Severe
Very liks Low Moderate High Extreme
| Low | Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
l Unlikely Low Low Low Low

Notes, explanations, descriptions

Mitigation options

o

1_DepABWOOD AND (NSPecT on (LmMp ¥R STRucTuRnl- Dotrects

\

Residual risk m_

Residual risk

Residual risk

2
3.
4

Residual risk

Overall tree risk rating

Overall residual risk

Data D¥Final O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed &]No [Yes-Type/Reason

Low B Moderate O High 00 Extreme [J

None 0 Low m Moderate 0 High 0 Extreme O

Recommended inspection interval /- EAZD

Inspection limitations [INone wVisibiIity OAccess Ovines CIRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datacheet wae nradnced hv the Internatinnal Qaciety af Arharicnlture (IRAY — 2017

Pase 2 of 2




Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client PAVE CUT2IGHT Date(p/Z//Z,ﬂZZ Time (2750 pmm
Address/Tree location 7& 55 s€ [UOTH ST Mél (el 15L Lok Treeno. % Sheet | of /
Tree species DU GLAS F)l- dbh_ 27" Height (©5 7 Crown spread dia. 35 _
Assessor(s) AN DE&t~o (Z-H ( NES Toolsused_ V(S unac Time frame_7_ V/E€ALS
'  Target Assessment
- Target zone
3 = - = Occupancy (oo
E SEolE |Es rate 2%|5a
c Target description Target protection TE[3E|S = i T8 |ET
& selyx £ 5 2 - occasional B B
20 @5 go B0 3 -frequent g g - §
i 8 K k] 4 - constant &€ é’ o
1| FenNte N o % LAY NN
2| House N O Yl Y N[N
3
4
- . Site Factors . . :
History of failures L'm 3 Topography Flatd Slope® 28 % Aspect
Site changes None [¥ Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology 1 Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume [0 Saturated 0 Shallow d Compacted ® Pavement over roots (3 % Describe DR.Y )"3 HARD
Prevailing wind direction D ) Common weather Strong winds K] Ice] Snow I Heavy rainfd Describe
. Tree Health and Species Profile o . .
Vigor Low O Normal a High OJ Foliage None (seasonal) [ None (dead)d Normal ﬂ 5% Chlorotic_| %  Necrotic_9 %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches& Trunk[d Roots[] Describe_ t-tAVY  B@ANLK ERILURE
Wind exposure Protected [ Parﬁalg FullD Wind funnelingd Relative crown size Small0 MediumO Larged

Crown density Sparsef@ Normal[d Dense[] Interior branches Fewﬂ Normal[d Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss (1
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown w IR7Z5 % Cracks O Lightning damage [

Dead twigs/branches [ % overall Max. dia. Codominantld 34+ ToPS Included bark I

ki Har;gzr.; G I\igamber — OOl Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Sver:ext:? te s Previous branch failuresﬁ b’ Similar branches present &

runing history s
= Dead/M bark OO Cankers/Galls/Burls [ S dd d O

Crown cleaned & Thinned/& Raised O B Msihe o S i s Gl

Reduced O Topped B Lion-tailed [J Conks I Heartwood decay L1

Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern TOPPED 20- 20 Yeres AGO
DeAVY BRANCHES

Part Size O — q i Fall Distance 50-60 Part Size & - 20" Fall Distance M

Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderate[®, Significant I Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderateg Significant |
Q(elihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable § Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable Imminent O
K —Trunk — \f — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color OJ Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [J

Codominant stems [ Included bark O Cracks O Dead @ Decay OO0 Conks/Mushrooms [J

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

Lightning damaged  Heartwood decay[dl  Conks/Mushrooms [J Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [J Root plate lifting CJ Seilweaknes I

Lean DD °  Corrected? _NO

5 s Response growth

esponse gro
sl Condition (s) of concern 2£ C AE> STumMPS £ prsc

Condition(s) of concern ‘ ;

Part Size Fall Distanc@ —0m7m— Part Size V\)HDJ/C/ Tpew Fall Distance M

Load on defect N/AE Minor [0 Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderate Significant I

vikelihoodoffailure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [ Imminent Iy\Likelihood of failure Improbable Possible [ Probable CI Imminent Ey



Risk Categorization

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact S
Target Condition(s) (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part P K] - - - Risk
or description) 9% concern Slial e ;é: 3 £ 12 A B & &
AR 3 I HI N E EIRIEIE Bk
s|2|8|ElZ|z|B|S8lZ|El2|zl®|e]lg|g] COom
E|l2|s|ELS|8|=|=z5|8|5|8)2|5|3|&] Marrix2)
! L 6N
TENCE TopS STRUCTRRAL A AL LA
pousg i X X % xJLon
FON () Q00T D DEeCHED X WH ) Lo
DUS Set 0
NEE . crurmps i neer | IX i oW
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood ~ Likelihood of Impact
of Failure |verylow|  tow Medium High
Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
_ Possible | Unlikely Unlikel Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely l Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likéllﬁood of Consequences of Failure
Minor Significant Severe
Moderate High Extreme
Moderate High High
—-—f e S
Low Moderate | Moderate North
Low 1 Low Low

Notes, explanations, descriptions

Mitigation options

4

1._PeADWOODd Tege AND INSPear £0R STRUCTURAL De Felts

2,

3L

4.

Overall tree risk rating

Overall residual risk

None [

tow & Moderate O High O
Lowm Moderate [0 High 0 Extreme [

Extreme [

Residual risk | 9 V\X

Residual risk
Residual risk
Residual risk

Recommended inspection interval L wa\ﬂ;

Data [3Final O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed [&No [CYes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations [INone MVisibility OAccess [Vines CRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datacheet wac nradnced hv the Internatianal Qaciety af Arharienlture (TRAY — 2017

Pase 2 of 2



Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client DAVG  (UT B\ ot Date |2y /202’2" Time_\\' 0 5
Address/Tree location 7 (759 5€ WOm ST. MEBer \5LhvD, Wik Treeno. 4 Sheet |  of |
Tree species GZaND f (12 dbh_| % Height 70 Crown spread dia. ) 0 ¥
Assessor(s) JANDLLWS BriweD Tools used_ V| SU K Time frame
. " - ‘ Target Assessment
o g o Target zone
3 - o = Occupancy o~
£ SEolE . |S. k4 25|50
g Target description Target protection é% E E E . z_ic";:s'i’ | ES|ES
2 BE[B=|Ba| e | 52|53
ﬂ 'g ﬂ ’s 4 - constant & £ &’ s
1| Houst N oNE X_|X Y NN
2
3
4
. ... Site Factors - .
History of failures Topography Flat[] Slopeﬁ] 10 % Aspect
Site changes None[d Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[0 Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated O Shallow 0 Compacted I Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevailing wind direction_< ") Common weather Strong winds™ Ice[d Snow [ Heavy rain®l Describe
s . Tree Health and Species Profile .
Vigor Low¥] Normal 0 HighO Foliage None (seasonal)d None (dead)d Normal 5O %  Chlorotic_____%  Necrotic 5O %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches[J Trunk[J Roots[d Describe_ !5 €ASE
. . ' Load Factors

Wind exposure Protectedd Partial® Full0 Wind funnelingJ Relative crown size Small[d Medium[d Large
Crown density SparseE” Normal[d Dense[] Interior branches Few Normal[] Densed Vines/Mistletoe/Moss 1\ \/ Y
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown O LCR_SC % i Cracks [ Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches [3 S % overall Max. dia. 2 Codominant OJ Included bark [J
Broken/Hangers " Nquber ——— BAGE: ol Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
NP iRRdeLmnES Previous branch failures [ Similar branches present [
Pruning history .

: ) Dead/Missing bark 1 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [1
Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O
Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks LI Heartwood decay
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern
Part Size FalliDistance . Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AIR Minor [0 Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/AE Minor [ Moderate[d Significant "]
KLikelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent y
K — Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [1 Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [J
Codominant stems [ Included bark [J Cracks O Dead O Decay 0 Conks/Mushrooms O
Sapwood damage/decay 0 ~ Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze O Ooze [ Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decay[d  Conks/Mushrooms ] Cracks 0  Cut/DamagedrootsC]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [ Root plate lifting OJ Selvekrate]
Lean ° Corrected?
Response growth
Response growth -
. Condition(s) of concern

Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distanc@ —0m — Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/A Minor O Moderate Significant O Load on defect N/A Minor O Moderate[d Significant

Qikelihoodoffailure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [ Imminent ywkelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [I Imminent Ey



Risk Categorizaﬁon

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact S
Target Condition(s) (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part S concena % = . % Risk
descripti o€ A K g
or description) %, é, 3 E 3 S 'E g - é, g’ ; “,:3 " e
HHHEHEEHHE HEHEA EHEEH P
El&|c|EJS|3|s|z|5|8|3|2)12|8|5|8& | marix2)
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | yery 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
Low Moderate High Extreme
Low Moderate High High
Low Low Moderate | Moderate North
Unlikely  Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions
NO 159€5 RESIDES T PDWWO0D A ND
\VY
Mitigation options
1._pDeADwooD. AND pemile VY Residual risk N ON &
2 Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4 Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating Llowd Moderate 0 High O Extreme O
Overall residual risk None & Low [l Moderate O High 0 Extreme OJ Recommended inspection interval

Data ﬁFinaI OPreliminary Advanced assessment needed HNo [CYes-Type/Reason

Inspection limitations MNone Ovisibility ClAccess [Vines [IRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datacheat wac nradiiced hv the Internatianal Qacietv of Arharicnlture (IRAY — 2017
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Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client_DANE  (UTR gHT pate_(7/2] / 2022 Time_12'50 P
Address/Tree location 7G55  SE U0+ ST MepLcep \St Lok Tree no. 9 Sheet | of |
Tree species ORAND Fl1E dbh_D" Height Y5 Crown spread dia. ZO
Assessor(s) A NDbrEW ZANES Toolsused_ VISUAL Time frame Z- \2'6?\ 25

Target Assessment

|
|

Target zone

Occupancy
rate
1-rare
2 - occasional
3 -frequent
4 - constant

4

Target description Target protection

Target within
drip line
Target within
1xHt.
Target within
1.5x Ht.
Practical to
move target?
Restriction
practical?

z
4

POVELLINES Ngs

5.
Py

» | w| | - | Target number

. - ~1 Site Factors L 0
History of failures Topography Flatd SlopeE] 7.0 % Aspect
Site changes None™ Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology 1 Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated [0 Shallowd Compacted 0 Pavement over roots [ % Describe
Prevailing wind directionS) Common weather Strong winds Ice[d Snow[d Heavy rainfd Describe

u - _ Tree Health and Species Profile e L
Vigor LowOd Normal @ HighO Fohage None (seasonal) None (dead)dd Normal 70 % Chlorotic____ %  Necrotic [() %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
SpeCIes failure proflle Branchesm TrunkEl RootsEl Describe_ D! 56"‘56
Wind exposure ProtectedB Partial J FuIID Wind funnelingD Relative crown size Smallm Medium [ LargeO
Crown density Sparse[] NormalE Dense[] Interior branches Few NormalE Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss'td |\
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown B LR 7O % Cracks O Lightning damage O
Dead twigs/branches 4 20 __%overall Max. dia. __|~ Codominant O Included bark OI
Broken/Hangers iy WIS, Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Over-extended branches [

R Previous branch failures [ Similar branches present [
Pruning history

Dead/Missing bark 1 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [1

Crown cleaned O Thinned [ Raised O
Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks LI Heartwood decay [
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern

Part Size Fall Distance — Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/A Minor O Moderated Significant Load on defect N/Aﬁ Minor [ Moderate Significant _]
Qikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [ imminent y

—Trunk — \K — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [J

Codominant stems [ Included bark O Cracks O Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms ]

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

Lightning damage[d Heartwood decay[d  Conks/Mushrooms (I Cracks 0  Cut/Damagedroots[]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper & Root plate lifting 01 Solleskness ol

° ?
Lean Corrected? .
Response growth

. ¢
Condition (s) of concern Condition (s} of concem

Part Size Fall Distance sseieece o Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/AC] Minor ¥ Moderated] Significant OJ Load on defect n/A B Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant O
Likelihood of failure Improbableﬂ] Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent lyujkelihood of failure Improbable[d] Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent y




Risk tafégorization

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lnjpact PSRN
Target i (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part St aassin % » = ol . Risk
descripti 2 3ls
or description) % é, E E 3 5 % % y g f:fo . E . oo
s| 2 El T Slesl=Zlels|zl= |9 (from
HHHHBHHEEEHEE EHEELEH S
PoOELLINES X X X X N
T0F Pook
, TRPEE
Matrix /. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | yg, Low Medium High
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 J Significant Severe
M_ Low | Moderate High Extreme
Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likely | Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions

APEC| €S PRONE TO DISCASE

Mitigation options

PEMDVE | UY

/

Kec? AN £Ye dul Fol& DIERACK AND LNUSLUAL GEOATHS

et

Residual risk

Residual risk

PN

Residual risk

Overall tree risk rating

Overall residual risk

None O

LowBF Moderate 1 High O
LowB Moderate 0 High O

Extreme [

Extreme [J

Recommended inspection intervalz_\‘ GhES

Data EiFinal COPreliminary Advanced assessment needed [INo [lYes-Type/Reason

Residual risk Low)

Inspection limitations [CINone [Visibility ClAccess [Vines [Root collar buried Describe

Thic datacheet wac nradnced hv the Internatinnal Qacietv of Arharicnlture (TRAY — 2017
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Sﬂ Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client PAYE CUTRIGHT Date__6/24/22. Time_ 9 *Ulhm
Address/Tree location 7055 SE& Yo ST WELRERNSL , (WA Treeno. (o Sheet | of 4
Tree species DOL/GLAS FlE_ dbh »2." Height 70 €T Crown spread dia. Y0¥
Assessor(s) ANDEZEN RAINES Tools used_\/ | SUK| Time frame
f Target Assessment
5 Target zone
Occupanc Lo

c Target description Target protection SE|TE|E f . 1-rare ; K] E £T

% selex|eX —_ocrceasLlloer’:a Bo | 28

g E% Eﬁ g‘-‘ i—zonqstantt g é § g

1] Houst wWone XX % |y y (W

2| 7%1u KVe SE N ON£ Y X | 4 W |

3l bowerUnes WAINE M- TR Y N IwN
._u__.z_,___,___(w LA et NoNe JXIX[x[ > [y]Y
History of failures 75/20 F‘CM BEANMES ON W\DME Topography FlatOl Slope® _Z2° % Aspect

Site changes None [ Grade change Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated (1 Shallowd Compacted & Pavement over roots®] (20 @0 % Describe DEI|EWAY
Prevailing wmd direction > W Common weather Strong winds K Iced Snow Heavy rainkl Descnbe

L _____ Tree Health and Species Profile . / .
Vigor Low 0 Normal O High‘&f Foliage None (seasonal)l1  None (dead)d Normal_i Chlorotic %  Necrotic 9 %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Specnesfallure proﬁle BranchesKl Trunk[.'.l Roots[1 Describe_t&AYY BRANC VNU'\QQ

‘ . Load Factors . . . e
Wlnd exposure ProtectedEI PartiaUZ Fulld Wind funneling 0 Relative crown size Small[d MediumO Largeli

Crown density Sparsed Normal[d DenseK] Interior branches Few[J Normal [ Densem Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [J
Recent or expected change in load factors

‘!’ree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown Kl LR 25 % " Cracks O Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches 3. S %overall  Max.dia. Z= 2 Codominant®] TOP 'S A BEANCHES included bark CI
Broken/ Har;ge;irs " Ngnber S Pt el Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Ever:ext:r:tste iees Previous branch failures &l H;" 0’ Similar branches present &I
C::\'/‘vl:gclelan‘:dy - Thinned O Raised o Dead/Missing bark [0 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay (1
Reduced O Topped 0O Lion-tailed I Conks O Heartwood decay
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

ghise S¥eIyclY, AL UMBsS Condition(s) of concern _2EANK FA\UNEE TUN CUR\NG ¥o0¢

ALE NELEXTeNDED B ke AY DF House D smusthvng <ApsS g
Part Size (o~ D " Fall Distance 20-(0¢T Part Size M = (o 1weH Fall Distance LO2F T
Load on defect N/AD Minor O Moderate[d Significantd Load on defect N/A T Minor [0 Moderateld SignificantXT

ijelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable &l Imminent [J Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable EI Imminent O
— Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar —
Dead/Missing bark I Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible [ Depth Stem girdlingﬁ
Codominant stems O Included bark OJ Cracks O Dead OO Decay O Conks/Mushrooms [J
Sapwood damage/decay 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze i Ooze © Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decay[d  Conks/Mushrooms 1 Cracks 0 Cut/Damaged roots®  Distance from trunk BASE
Cavity/Nest hole % cir}c;\.J s Depth Poor taperm Root plate lifting 01 Soibweskiess O
R - 5 -

;ean W(tit:)rrected. Response growth — e

ESpONER R s - FILAT SIDES OF BASE[ P ook TAPER
Condition (s) of concern LEAN Ta /ALDS HW S Conditign{shof concerm
Part Size Fall Distance; stz e s Part Size WHL TELE Fall Distance LWL TREE
Load on defect N/ADO Minor O Moderated Signiﬁcantﬁ Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderate Signiﬁcantﬁ

Qikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible¥ Probable I Imminent Iy\ukelihood of failure Improbable[] Possible [ Probable & Imminent y




Risk Categorization

Likelihood
. Failure & Impact] Consequences
Target - Failure Impact (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part B e % = = | B 2 Risk
descripti K sls
or description) _g g 3 E 3 S ;:_ g . g g X ;;_-3 9_: g
s|l2|BlElZ|Iz|3|GlZ|cEle|c™| || Oom
E|lg|s|E}S|3|=|=5|8|5(28)2|8|5]|& | Mrx2)
TU SE ot . GW
tiuse peANCHES | 0 verwelsired 4 X Al an
CARS EXTeNDPeD X b S I v
. EALLURE
Mol s€ p 00T PAVED OVER X X b ARG
STeceT ks pooT WITH X X X Y mop
PolveELINeS | BRSE GIRPLUNG X ¥ X X1 mob
CAL W K UL Teee FAIL- \ X A X Mol
e e \\ TR R
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood | Likelihood of Impact
of Failure Low Medium High
Imminent i Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikely Unlikel Unlikely | Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely l Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Lﬁeeliﬁood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor Signiﬁcan_tl Severe
Very likely Low Moderate High Extreme
Likely Low Moderate High | High
Somewhat likel Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Llow Low Low

Notes, explanations, descriptions

BASE OF TRLE

SHOAS

SIENS OF

RooT DAMAGL/

\SSu£S ( FLAT SAPeDS OF TREE Bns). Keny

NECR N Te b Y A\WWD,5

BAD (O -DOVM LN W T

NP5 hge Pone 1O T aluwieze

Mitigation options

e

e

L ONAG OR REMOVAL W TH RLAPULANTS T SMALL TReeS LLimiteD SFAE)Residual risk YO ONT

2.

3:

4.

Overall tree risk rating
Overall residual risk

Data [3Final O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed ENo [Yes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations TNone OVisibility ClAccess [Vines CIRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datacheet wac nraduced hv the Internatianal Qacietv af Arharicenlture (ISAY — 2017

Low 0 Moderate [J High\E[ Extreme []
None® Low[ Moderate d High O

Extreme [

Recommended inspection interval

Residual risk
Residual risk
Residual risk

NONE

Pase 2 of 2



SA Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client DAY £ CUT RIGHT pate_(o/21/2022 Time 2[5 Am
Address/Tree location 7/,55 SE YD ST MERCER 1SL, Lok o ey
TreespedEs BOUGIR) P K dbh_A{"” Height OFT  Crown spread dia. 20T
Assessor(s) ANDREN RAINES Toolsused_ V!50URAC Time frame_qe_\_/_éiléﬁ_
L - Target Assessment

3 Target zone

: c c c Occupancy o

g ol |E.] rme |2E|s.

c Target description Target protection 221348 i 1-rare E f?, g

E 528 x|8an 2-occasional | .27 | 2.2

: 5| 0| | 3-frequent | © 3 | 20

- L ol 8 4-constant | £ 8 | @8

i oe SoMe ol bt L N [N

3] POWWel LINES N0 R - ——

4

Site Factors : e

LIMBS Topography Flat( Slope[® 20-55 % Aspect
Site changes Nonel Grade change Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [ Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume [ Saturated 0 Shallow O Compactedef Pavement over rootS{l 50 % Describe PE)VE poh Y
Prevailing wind direction [V Common weather Strong windsB Iced Snow[d Heavy rain®l Describe

History of failures

. . __Tree Health and Species Profile . . .
Vigor Low [0 Normal O High & Foliage None (seasonal)] None (dead)d Normal 9% % Chlorotic____ %  Necrotic [ %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches® Trunk[d Roots[1 Describe MEAVY & PANCH LU €
o e Load Factors : - S
Wind exposure Protectedd Partial @ Fulld Wind funnelingJ Relative crown size Small[d Medium Large &

Crown density Sparse[d Normal[d Dense®l Interior branches Fewd Normal Densel] Vines/Mistletoe/Moss []
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown B LeR_UD % , Cracks O Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches K Y %overall Max. dia. 2 —Y Codominant}8l TOP WITH %4 Lepps Included bark O
Broken/Har;gzrsb " N;n L R R, Iotes e Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Ever:ext:r;te IS Previous branch failures B %—(” Similar branches present '&l
S S . ) Dead/Missing bark 0 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [1
Crown cleaned O Thinned [ Raised =
Reduced O Topped 0O Lion-tailed [ Conks OO Heartwood decay [
Flush cuts O Other JOWELLINE SIDE TRIM Response growth
onLyY HeavY UimpsS o N TREC Condition(s) of concern
Pep> 1 ToP AND BraANUES
Part Size (0= D" Fall Distance 22-@OET Part Size 2- 10" TOF Fall Distance o5
Load on defect N/ADCD Minor [0 Moderate[d SignificantEl Load on defect N/ACT Minor [0 Moderated Significant’]
welihood of failure Improbable[d] Possible 0 Probable & Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable E] imminent O
/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color OJ Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling O
Codominant stems [ Included bark OJ Cracks O Dead K Decay Conks/Mushrooms [
Sapwood damage/decay [1 ~ Cankers/Galls/Burls . Sap ooze & Ooze R Cavity % circ.
Lightning damage[d  Heartwood decayld  Conks/Mushrooms [ Cracks 0  Cut/DamagedrootsC]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [J Root plate lifting & Sollwesknessi

5% N ? \” - 42 Lr
RLeeawhn Cor;eac&e‘g L Qc 5&!\6 € W/ eyeps\ue o ap 002 Responsegrowth ENLNRGED BASE

, oy i TES (BLE Decay £ Brse/
Condition(s) ofconcerr(’\ AND SAP D02 FZoW T DOWN Copgitpnisheficasieere Q20257 RAILeN

Part Size WHoLe Tege Fall Distance\."‘q‘_wl_@ Part Size W HOE e Fall Distancew
Load on defect N/AED Minor O Moderated Signiﬁcant\ﬁ Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderated Signiﬁcant‘m\

kl.ikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible I Probable ® imminent El/uikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable H{ Imminent Iy



Risk Categorization

R —

Likelihood
i Consequences
Failure Impact - "‘7"3“ 2
Target Conditi (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part :fncc::::::) ) = S . e
inti ) = © le
or description) R % £ E £ = '§ g 3 § Caiihs
e|l2|8|£]< 2 Lla|>|=2|s5|=]8
s|2|8lElz|z218|s SElE|ls|zl®|cls]g (from
El@|c|E S(23|s|z15|8|3|22|5|3|&] motrix2)
Lix ~ \ r—1T 1’,. \
TS RRANED WERLWEIGTED y X X A U N
s5TREET | 3 A% % X Hal
: ::/ I Y L -
PMNERLINES | TOFS i X X X Y| s
LA ¢ | X W)
SNREET 2 Deny 0k ol b % \GH

I ¢ \\'f ) O 17ty o Ol Do/t
Q’Q\)&&&L(Ngﬁ ROQT AREA Sl KUt il}g\L,')b.(i

Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.

Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure lvm'y___zgw Low Medium High
| _Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible Un‘ﬁkgly 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
Low M-:)-derat'e —rﬁgh Extreme
Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
l_{nlikely Low "~ Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions i L O 02
QUESTIDNMALE BASE OF TREE ARD (N Ruel 3 51; B
Poo ColdDITIoNS . NLSO, Al | imB (pelGHT (
> _oVerexte NoED NUID HOAVY. )‘\\@i LN
£ N\t
| e <4

Mitigation options T
1 5NpG DR REWWVAL Lot el NNES OF 5smMALL TREES (LAW\\TCD 4\(‘@) Residual risk 1O W

Residual risk

2!
3; Residual risk

4, Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating towd Moderate 0 High™ Extreme O

Overall residual risk None ¥, Low[d Moderate d High[d Extreme O Recommended inspection interval NONE

Data & Final [IPreliminary Advanced assessment needed INo OYes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations (None OVisibility CJAccess [Vines [IRoot collar buried Describe

Pase 2 of 2

Thic datacheet wae neaduced hv the Internatianal Qaciety of Arhariculture (IRAY — 2017



IS Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client PAVE LT RIG#T Date_6/21/2.2 Time_ 3140 pm
Address/Tree location 7S5 S  UOrtu ST mepcee 151, NA Tree no. D Sheet | of |
Tree species DOV &LAS €1 1L dbh £5 % Height 70 ¢ Crown spread dia.
Assessor(s) ANDRg) LAINES Toolsused__ \J | SU AL Time frame 2 V&M ¢ 9
Target Assessment
= Target zone
e . P = Occupancy [
§ £olE_ [Eg| e |28]5.
€ Target description Targetprotection |3 E|3S£|S = 1-rare EE|EE
] 2 g_ s xlek 2 — occasional B o 28
%0 ] g0 ™ B0 o 3 - frequent E s o« g
ﬁ 8 R 8 4 - constant o g L
1 ;;\/L NON E X X & N N
R r P ) ~ s . \ i
2| 7978 AVE S 3 5 UOTH# ST NON € Lo xaran’ NEEY
3| Powerr ves WONE XX x| 9 N | N
4
. » . Site Factors .
History of fallures BEOKEN T0P anD LIMBS Topography Flat[d SlopeE (O % Aspect -
Site changes Nonel] Grade change Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[J Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated [0 Shallow d Compacted ] Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevailing wmd dlrectlon5 D\) Common weather Strong windsl Ice[d Snow[d Heavy rain Describe
. ‘ . , Tree Health and Species Profile . .
Vigor Lowﬂ Normal O HighD Foliage None (seasonal)[] None (dead)d Normal &) %  Chlorotic %  Necrotic /() %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Specues fallure proﬁle Branchelel TrunkEI RootsEI Describe_tefVY B /&1—\!\(% &5 5 J(\\ L-
‘ . _ Load Factors . .
Wind exposure Protectedl:l Par‘aaIK] Fulld W|nd funnelmg[] Relative crown size Small[0 Medium&} Large

Crown density SparseEl Normal[d Dense[ Interior branches Few[d NormalB Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss (1
Recent or expected change in Ioad factors _ POWNEZLINE TRIVNS

1'ree Defects and Conditions Affecting the &ike!%hond of Pallure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crownﬂ LR25 % Cracks I Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches [ [0 % overall Max. dia. £ Codominantl S MAWL (O-DOIM Top é @D+ Included bark O
Broken/Hangersb N&mber ——— Jol Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Sver:extir.':scied Hanhes Previous branch failures B. X~ &’ Similar branches present3

PRTHING SRy . ) Dead/Missing bark 0 Cankers/Galls/Burls [0 Sapwood damage/decay (1
Crown cleaned & Thinned ﬂ Raised  E
Reduced O Topped Lion-tailed 01 Conks O Heartwood decay [J
Flush cuts O Other PD\L{iL INE S|1Pe TRIM Response growth

PEpVY LUMB LETGHT ON opne Condition(s) of concern _ N UL (pL€ EFRILED BEANGHES BEU
s|De OF t1RPEE OF EXSkeS|I\€ (_/mw WL GHT
Part Size \LHILE Fall Distance L2 ove Part Size 40" Fall Distance 22— L0+ T
Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderate® Significant 1 Load on defect N/ADC Minor O Moderate[] Significant 3%
Qikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable T Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable B Imminent y
f —Trunk — \K — Roots and Root Collar —
Dead/Missing bark [J Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible 0~ Depth Stem girdling [J
Codominant stems [1 Included bark O Cracks 4 Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms [
Sapwood damage/decay 0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze OJ Ooze [ Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decayld  Conks/Mushrooms 1 Cracks 0 Cut/Damaged rootsC]1  Distance from trunk
Cavity/r\{est hole % circ. ‘ Depth Poor taper [J Root plate lifting 1 Soil weakness &
Llean 20 _° Corrected? N O
Response growth _NON £ e NEAR BANIM &
= = : iti £ / 54N V1

Condition (s) of concern _[2<€ “CAN QU oN ABLE Condition(s) o concérn = s
Part Size WHOLE TR&€ Fall Distance WHQ € T&s Part size AM2HQLE TREZ Fall Distance L/1/0LE No€<
Load on defect N/ADCD Minor O Moderate[d Significant & Load on defect N/AC] Minor [0 Moderate] Signiﬁcant}?l

!.ikelihoodoffailure Improbable[d Possible 1 Probable [ Imminent Eyu.ikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 1 Probable i Imminently




Risk Categorization

AND CANDDY (4

Nevlde(GHTeD DI

¥

DWERLANE SIDE. ALSD, LIMBS ALE

ONERLIWEIGITED AND PrRONE 1D F M LUKE,

Mitigation options

F 4

s

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact AR
Target Condition(s) (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part P @ - * S Risk
or description) ofeonceim I ELR € - £ A . &
el=]|8|2]2 = AHNE EIREIF Bk
s|2|8|Elz|z|BlslZ|lelc|cl=®|E]E|C]) (om
Elg|z|E)S|3|=s|=z5|8|3|28|2|5|&|& ] Morix2
: e I A
{HOUSE WHOLE | SAN ANP X X X L A
SeceT e S covman A X \ X o
- ; { IZ‘QE— Qu\ L -
| Pol)ZRUNES X \ X X} slg
use f el ST 1w
Slece] BRANCHES DN 2 X 2 N I
{ ¢ . YA €
PYNVERLINEL slRbNChE X X X X g
g 1 | ]
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood | Likelihood of Impact
of Failure Low Medium High
_Imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikel Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Improbable | Unlikely ' Unlikely I Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible ] Minor Significant Severe
Very likely Low Moderate High Extreme
Likel Low Moderate High High
Low Low Moderate Moderate
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions _ _ :
Tpec HAS A Quesn onApLe Léean

1. SNAG DR ZEPOAL TR BZEPLANDG OF WD, S ZEP TRLes Residual risk __ N OME
2; Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4. Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating low D Moderate 0 High X Extreme O
Overall residual risk None . Low Moderate I High 00 Extreme O Recommended inspection interval NONG
Data ®Final O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed &No OYes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations CdNone OVisibility ClAccess CVines CIRoot collar buried Describe
Pase 2 of 2

Thic datachest wae nradnced hv the Internatinnal Qaciety af Arharicnlture (TRAY — 2017



IS Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client PAVE  CUTRIGHT pate (n/21/207: Time 223 M
Address/Tree location 7(»55 S Y01y ST MERCED 'S, Lay Tree no. (7 Sheet | of |
Tree species PO/ GLAS FIKL dbh Z(p" Height /D17 Crown spread dia. _H0ET
Assessor(s) _AND e’ RHAINES Tools used_ VI SUAL Time frame Z /£ /S
- Target Assessment
- i B Target zone == R
2 Target description Target protection gé’ § £ g’f 5 1-rare ng 'g%
K] k] K S 4 - constant &t g s
1| House o X1Xl] H N
2| s YOTH Z 7PTH AVE SE N O XIxIx] Y N
3| POWLELINES N o Xixix |14 N | N
4
. , , e Si_te_Factors v o e
History of failures . OKEN ToF RNY BLokoN _Imes Topography Flat® Slopeld % Aspect
Site changes None I3, Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology 1 Root cutsJ Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume [ Saturated 0 Shallow d Compacted (I Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevailing wind direction = "~ Common weather Strong windskl Ice Snow [ Heavy rainEl Describe
e Tree Health and Species Profile , :
Vigor Low [0 Normal B2 High O Foliage None (seasonal)] None (dead)d Normal < %  Chlorotic % Necrotic = %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Speaes failure profile BranchesE TrunkD Rootsl Describe NEAYY B MNU"@S FALL
f . . \ _ load Factors . ‘ L |
Wlnd exposure Protected ] Pamal‘ﬁ FuIID Wlnd funnelmg[] Relative crown size Small[0 Mediuml LargeO

Crown density SparseE] Normal[d Dense[d Interior branches Few[1 Normal& Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss (I
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree &efects and Ccmdltions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

- Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown& LRZS % . Cracks O Lightning damage O

Dead twigs/branches T %> __ %overall Max. dia. __/ Codominant O Included bark O

Broken/ Har;geri) . N;nber ——— M, Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

’(a)verjext:t\ ted RSN Previous branch failures & Z_, M "L\nBS Similar branches presenth

runing history ol
Dead/M bark 0 Cankers/Galls/Burls [ Sa dd d O

Crown cleaned -£F Thinned K Raised 8- NS b boalebera i [ROGE tgs deuy

Reduced o Topped_ 1 Lion-tailed O Conks O Heartwood decay U

Flush cuts O Other YOWERLINE S\DE Te)\ M Response growth

/\1 T 7\ ) / 1YW ) o P~
NC £ k D : AND [ ImB Condition(s) of concern Lim 5 Brchkinge
LOC (aHT 'S He AN ©OYeR Ko AP DA

Part Size Cp” Fall Distance L2OFEET Part Size 4~ & ” Fall Distance

Load on defect N/AO Minor O Moderatefd Significant I Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderate& Significant __
Q.ikelihood of failure Improbabled Possible & Probable I Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 1 Probable £/ Imminent EI
/ —Trunk — \K — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible [ Depth Stem girdling [J

Codominant stems [1 Included bark O Cracks O Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms [J

Sapwood damage/decay [1 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze I Ooze [ Cavity O 9% circ.

Lightning damaged Heartwood decayld  Conks/Mushrooms [J Cracks 0  Cut/Damagedroots[]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [ Root plate lifting CJ Sollwieaknes

Lean ° Corrected?

R wth Response growth

esponse gro = 9 s 53
p. . & Condition (s) of concern Y reeT £PLONm GaRADC
Condition(s) of concern ; ,
{ | € 2 £F
Part Size Fall Distance — Part size (N HOLE TREE Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AE] Minor O Moderate[d Significant O Load on defect N/AL] Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant Kl

\Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent Dj\ukelihood of failure Improbable ] Possiblem Probable [ Imminenty




Risk Categorization

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact CoTmsauance
Target o (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part . % = = = Risk
RY) G — -— i 4 c
i HAHHHREHREHRE BN R
s|2|8|Elz|z|BlslElelg|zl®|8lE]lg] Gom
El2|c|EYS|2|s |5 |8|3|2)2|58|8]& ] matrix2)
folse . X1 X X x| JLow
=121 - |
STRCET £X B RANCH X X X X4 i
I?‘mm@g;ﬂéj ~ FALLULE X X x| JlGa
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood . Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | v, Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely |  Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikel Unlikely Unlikely | Somewhat likely
Improbable | Un|ikaly Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk ratmg matrix.
Likeﬂhood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact Negligible 1 Minor | Significant Severe
Verylikely | Low Moderate |  High Extreme
Likely . low Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low l Low Low Low
Notes, explanatmns, descriptions ‘ :
ANOPY AWS e CEN LED AND ALL 2PnNcs
MNLE PRONE To Ehltuge DE huse Tey
phe oNehweliahted. PR \lloue EAILURES
N RO RADWWORG. / \\
Mitigation options .
1._SNRAG D2 (2LeMDVAL (V] RePLANTS ©oF MeDlum 5(2eD TRee5 Residual risk NONE
2. Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4, Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating Llow [0 Moderate [J Highﬁ Extreme [

Overall residual risk None ® Low[d Moderate [J High OO Extreme OO0 Recommended inspection interval NONE

Data ?ZIFinai O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed KNo [Yes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations [INone OlVisibility ClAccess CVines CIRoot collar buried Describe

Pase 2 of 2

Thic datacheet wac nradnced hv the Internatianal Qaciety of Arharicnlture (IRAY — 2017



ISA Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client_PMN& (UTe\GHT pate_¢/21/7022  Time 10115 Am
Address/Tree location 7 @55 SE HOry ST Meércer s,y Treeno. | 0 Sheet of
Tree species DOUGLAS F/12 dbh B¢ Height 75 F 1T Crown spread dia. 55 £ T
Assessor(s) Tools used Time frame _Z ‘[&/L/J:T
Target Assessment
- = Target zone =
2 - p = Occupancy o~
E o | Eg|EL|Eg| P |2B]|5e
£ Target description Target protection S=|3SElS 2 Z_icc’:srizna. S8 |ET
g BElEa|Bal5 5w gy |58
[ e |E |2 d-constant | ZE | Z &
1| Aouse N0 x Lo dx 1y W
2| S y < N ( YO IY !l N[N
3
4
i . . i Site Factors -
History of failures_H A\ Y L IMAES Topography Flatld Sloped % Aspect
Site changes None[d Grade change O Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[J Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume 0 Saturated [0 Shallow d Compactedd Pavement over roots [ % Describe
Prevailing wind direction D"\ Common weather Strong winds@ lced Snow [ Heavy rain(@ Describe
. e . ’ Tree Health and Species Profile . . .
Vigor Lowd Normal 0 High®l Foliage None (seasonal)[] None (dead)dd Normal_4 J % Chlorotic____ %  Necrotic |0 %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile BranchesE] Trunk[d RootsCd Describe_ -HEAVY Limp>s
. . Load Factors , L
Wind exposure Protectedd Partial &l Fulld Wind funneling[d Relative crown size Smallld Medium[ Largeld

Crown density Sparse[] NormalEl Dense[d Interior branches Few Normal[d Dense[d Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [
Recent or expected change in load factors

~ Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown [ LCR_ 6O % Cracks (I Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches [ 17 %overall Max. dia. 2~ Codominant CJ Included bark O
Broken/ Hangersb " HEmben SN o Makcda & .. Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Sver:extf:(ied FaCes ] Previous branch failures I Similar branches present [

RIS e ) ) Dead/Missing bark 0 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [
Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised ®
Reduced O Topped 0O Lion-tailed O Conks O Heartwood decay [J
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

LARGE  DVEZEXTNDLD BLANHES Condition(s) of concern
Part Size @-10" Fall Distance 20-(0¥7T Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AO Minor [0 Moderateld Significant I Load on defect N/AE Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant ]
\Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible I Probable [ Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible I Probable [ Imminent Iy
/ —Trunk — \( — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [
Codominant stems [ Included bark O Cracks O Dead O Decay OJ Conks/Mushrooms [
Sapwood damage/decay [0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 1 Sap ooze A Ooze [ Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damage[d  Heartwood decayl]  Conks/Mushrooms [ Cracks 0  Cut/Damagedroots[]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Nest hole % C!{C.’ Depth Poor taper O Root plate lifting CJ Sall weskessiEl
Lean DB ° Corrected? €5
NES Response growth
Response growth £ e
. Condition(s) of concern

Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distance —— Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AET Minor O Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/A1§U Minor O Moderate[d Significant O

Qikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent D/\Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 1 Probable I Imminent O




Risk éategorization

Likelihood
i Consequences
Failure Impact Felire & '".“’a“ :
Target . (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part P o - 5 o Risk
or description) prconcem HMNELIREE £ - £ A B £ =
HEIEFHE 5 AHNE EIRE L B
s|2|l8|lElelz|E|lslS|Els|lc®|8lE|8] Oor
El2|cs|EjL|a|=|z15|8|3|2)12|8|5]|8 ] morix2)
léf){,’s{ 532} (%5 0\[ QQQV'V{F\/DCD \} X X X LOY\)
- AN
STReCT AND X X W Y LOW
H4vy deanct £AlL

Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.

m:ﬁhéod, 1 Likelihood of Impact
of Failure | Medium High
Imminent | Unlikely |Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable | Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible Unlikely Unlikely | Somewhat likely
| Improbable | Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible J Minor Significant Severe
Very like _low Moderate High Extreme
Likely Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate
Unlikely | Low | low Low Low

Notes, explanations, descriptions

LARGE BRANCHES ARE A CONCeuN BUT
| DINT BeiteJe wWwoutd HIT HUSE
U Nz

2. NOZMAL URLUMSTANGA . \€ FnLLURRS
eyl TueN T MWAY B aN I1SSue

Mitigation options
DEADWOID AND “fHIN  ReDue/5ipe (h\spY

e

PN

Neap Huse

> owon

Overall tree risk rating Low?K] Moderate 0 High O  Extreme O
Overall residual risk  None 0 Low® Moderate 0 High O Extreme O

Data E Final OJPreliminary Advanced assessment needed E'No [CYes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations TNone Ovisibility ClAccess CVines [IRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datachest wae nraduced hv the Internatinnal Qaciety af Arharienlture (IRAY — 2017

Recommended inspection interval 1Y EARS

Residual risk 1O W

Residual risk
Residual risk
Residual risk

Page 2 of 2



SA Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client —DA\!{/ QUTR) GHT Date (//ZI /ZZ Time (0 39 A
Address/Tree location 7¢55 ©€ Y0ty ST MEp(ep L, Wk Treeno. |l Sheet \  of |
Tree species _DOUGLAS ¥ \R dbh_ |7 Height _L;D'FT Crown spread dia. 2.5 F[
Assessor(s) ANDEZC N EAINES Tools used_\l 1 SUAL Time frame 2L YEAES
. . Target Assessment
5 i . Target zone =3
_g o | gg g . éu Occ:—xa;::ncv ._9% gc_
g Target description Target protection $=|2X13T Z_iccfsriina, §8 |58
i 8 K] © 4 - constant aE é’ s
1| Hols¢€ NO Y| X Y N [N
2| STeeey N CS X | x 4 NN
3
4
e ~ . Site Factors - S
History of failures__ B0 ™ LAMB S Topography Flatid Slopeld % Aspect
Site changes None® Grade change [ Site clearing (] Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[J Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume [ Saturated 0 Shallow 0 Compacted (I Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevailing wind direction_> "> Common weather Strong windsE4 Ice[d Snow [ Heavy rainEl Describe
e Tree Health and Species Profile - . .
Vigor LowE Normal O HighO Foliage None (seasonal)J None (dead)d Normal (0/)% Chlorotic_____ %  Necrotic 10 %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches E.Trunk] Roots[] Describe_ ¥V Y LImea  Fpiles
... . Load Factors ,, . . .
Wind exposure Protectedd Partial 0 FullE® Wind funnelingJ Relative crown size Smallm Medium [ Large

Crown density SparseE Normal[d Dense[ Interior branches Few E¥ Normal[d Dense[] Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown & LcR_ Y0 % ., Cracks [J Lightning damage [

Dead twigs/branches [ Y0 %overall Max. dia. 4 Codominant Included bark O
2 ; "

Brokesy Hangers e . L . Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Over-extended branches (X

. . Previous branch failures O Similar branches present [J
Pruning history

Dead/Missing bark [ Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [

Crown cleaned [ Thinned [ Raised O
Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks O Heartwood decay [1
Flush cuts 0 Other Response growth
Condition(s) of concern %€ HAS (W€D TP
Part Size Fall Distance — Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AB Minor [0 Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/AK Minor [0 Moderate(d Significant ]
Kl.ikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible [ Probable [1 Imminent y
/ — Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar —
Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [J Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [J
Codominant stems [ Included bark O Cracks OJ Dead O Decay O Conks/Mushrooms O
Sapwood damage/decay [0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sap ooze [J Ooze [ Cavity O % circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decayd  Conks/Mushrooms 1 Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk
CaVitVéNQSt Lo IS C'{\i'@ 6%?552 TR \k{&)r\t,a\preill‘? Root plate lifting [J Soil weakness [
g _° ? L \ NG T > : -~ T
;ean W(t::rrected g Response growth FIAT SIDE oF &rss
esponse gro = S
poncrg Condition (s) of concern Y222 /6 EDO0T 155ye€
Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distance —— Part Size WHOE Teee Fall Distance L& LE Tre
Load on defect N/AE Minor O Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/A LY Minor E Moderate[d Significant O

Qikelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible [0 Probable I Imminent Ey!ikelihood of failure Improbable [ Possibleﬁ Probable O lmminentDj



Risk Categorization

Likelihood
Fallits impact Failure & Impact Consequences
Target - (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part P @ o x o isk
or description) greoncem |lole g 3 £ sa|oE A B H R'?
HEIFIE 3 AHBNE EIREIE B
s|lz2|8|Elzl|z|3|slZlele|lzl®| 2|5l Gom
Elg|z|E)2|3|=s|=z5|&|3|2|2|Z|F|&] morrix2
House : ey X X X LOW
- PANSE FLATN LSS ¥ " ;/ Z WJ
’_:273_[(‘/ 2007 ON !"fﬁ ¢/ X
‘ I AL TFUNK _I
B .8
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
e &
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure Low Medium High
Imminent Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable Unlikelg_ _ Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
Possible | Unlikel _ 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
Moderate High Extreme
Moderate High ! High
Somewhat likely Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions . e M
-Tece (ARNOAN WelGHT TaAaneDs HIU
S ELAT  [YASK (DN(CeEN
Mitigation options = b eyl -,
1. pLlADOOO D , T/ ) ’\/‘/ , AN ’S Le 7'(/ L (\(71/&,‘“ ; T:X ) - = ‘\*/«/h;ty/ Residual risk N D‘\k‘/
2 Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4 Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating tow B Moderate 1 High 0 Extreme O
\7 -
Overall residual risk None Low Moderate d HighO Extreme O Recommended inspection interval Z Y ENES
Data JZ'FinaI O Preliminary Advanced assessment neededﬂNo [Yes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations EINone [Visibility [JAccess [IVines [IRoot collar buried Describe
Page 2 of 2
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SA Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

Client PAYE  CUTRIGHT Date (o /2 ] 22 Time || Ay
Address/Tree location 7395 5€ UYDmy ST Mepcer (<L, vR Treeno. | 2 Sheet |  of |
Tree species . DOVGLAS TR dbh 25" Height 95~ Crown spread dia. U 0~
Assessor(s) ANDEENS KAINCS Toolsused_ Y | SUAL Time frame_Z \[£AES
‘ . ~ Target Assessment
i " Koy - Target zone
] - c = Occupancy [
£ EolE . |5 rate 2% | 5a
g Target description Targetprotection |3 E| 3 £| S = Z_i;fs';nal BE|ET®
g BE B3| 84 e | B2 |38
kS 8 8 8 4 — constant X s g s
1| House VS ¥ {al 4 NV w
2 STREET Y €S k | X 4 AN
3
4
f _ . v Site Factors . - e
History of failures_ TOCAD | 1M AS Topography Flat(l Slope®l | 0 % Aspect
Site changes NoneBY Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology [0 Root cuts[0 Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated [0 Shallowd Compacted [0 Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevallmg wmd dlrectlon Q{ Common weather Strong winds¥J Iced Snow [ Heavy rainf] Describe
. . ____ Tree Health and Species Profile o
Vigor LowEl Normal M HighD Follage None (seasonal) ] None (dead)d Normal 75 % Chlorotic_____ % Necroticfﬁ_%
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches=. Trunk ] RootsC] Describe_ ++ehVY (1mB ¥ A\LURE
i T Load BAGBRIIETS: S R o
Wind exposure Protectedd Partial 0 Fulll] Wind funnelingd Relative crown size Smalld Mediumd Large

Crown density Sparse[d Normalld Dense[d Interior branches FewEl Normal[d Denseld Vines/Mistletoe/Moss []
Recent or expected change in load factors

Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown O LCR_75 2% Cracks I Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches & Z-5 %overall Nax. dia. Codominant O Included bark CI
BrokElHokesrs i T MaKild, Weak attachments [J Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Over-extended branches El

o Previous branch failures & Similar branches present Kl
Pruning history

Dead/Missing bark 1 Cankers/Galls/Burls E1 Sapwood damage/decay [1

Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O
Reduced O Topped O Lion-tailed O Conks OO Heartwood decay [
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern

Part Size Fall:Distance —f e Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/A [ Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant 0 Load on defect N/A R Minor [ Moderate[d Significant ]
Qikelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable I Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible ] Probable I Imminent O
/ —Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark [ Abnormal bark texture/color [ Collar buried/Not visible [ Depth Stem girdling [J

Codominant stems [J Included bark [J Cracks O Dead O Decay [ Conks/Mushrooms [J

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

Lightning damaged  Heartwood decay[d ~ Conks/Mushrooms [J Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk

CavvtyﬁéNest hole % circ. Depth Poor taper (I Root plate lifting I Soil wiasknsss.

Lean ;i Corrected?

Response growth
Response growth

Condition(s) of concern

Condition(s) of concern

Part Size Fall Distance —3— Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/A [Xi Minor O Moderate Significant O Load on defect N/AE] Minor O Moderate[d Significant O
\Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent Eywkelihood of failure Improbable Possible 0 Probable [ Imminent Ey




Risk Categorization

Likelihood
i Consequences
e Failure Impact Fa;};ﬁﬁgﬂmﬁf“ i
aise Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part D e % = ey o Risk
descripti ol E =19 c
or description) % 5 3 'é E, S é‘ % = g j:fo 5 E o | rating
s|2|8|Elz|z|B|slzlelz|zl®|8|slg] ¢om
Elg|s|ELS|3|s|zl15|8|3|812|8|3]|& | morrix2)

Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.

Likelihood Likelihood of Impact

of Failure 4 Medium High

Imminent Somewhat likely Likely | Very likely
_ Probable Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely

Possible Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely

Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible | Minor | Significant Severe
_Low Moderate High Extreme
; Low | Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low (

Notes, explanations, descriptions

Ree [ ONLY HAZAPD [N A FuLl

TRl D NALE Tree #hilluRe AND

feec 15

[N GO (oVvDImon

S/

Mitigation options

1._PCHONOOD TREE 4 CL(mb

NSPLCTVOW ¥ Top \x QL ST f\fﬂf;

.

Residual risk _N_jN_Z_

Residual risk

Residual risk

2
3.
4

Residual risk

Overall tree risk rating

Overall residual risk

Data [IFinal [Preliminary Advanced assessment needed dj\No [CJYes-Type/Reason

Noneﬁ Llow D Moderate 0 High O Extreme O

Ltow D Moderate 0 High O Extreme O

Recommended inspection interval

NONE

Inspection limitations [INone mVisibiIity OAccess OVines CIRoot collar buried Describe (AN NOT %E Tof

Thic datacheet wae nraduced hv the Internatinnal Qacietyv af Arharicnlture (TRAY — 2017
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Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

client _PAVE CUTRIGT Date_(,/2.(/22 Time_| (;(%” Alm
Address/Tree location 755 SE UY0t4 ST WELCER \sL \WH Treeno. '} Sheet | of |
Tree species (HERRY dbh \5 Height DOFT Crown spread dia. OOFT
Assessor(s) _ANDREvrI BAINES Toolsused__ VI SUAL- Time frame_ 2. /€hLS
= . Target Assessment '
- - e
- Target zone
g Target description Targetprotection |3 =3 £|3 T z_ic"cr:;; |38 |E8
3 ‘gg ’gi ng 3~ frequent gg §§
k] 8 8 K 4-constant | & & | O s
1] ¥en (& €S X X[y NIEX
2| PLAY GeounD VeES *Ix 1 Y v B
3
4
- - Site Factors _ - an
History of failures S£AN (1es Topography Flatid Slopel % Aspect
Site changes None Bl Grade change [ Site clearing[d Changed soil hydrology O Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated O Shallowd Compactedd Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevalllng wind dlrectlon S 0\) Common weather Strong winds® Iced Snow [ Heavy rainEd Describe
oL . . Tree Health and Species Profile . .
Vigor LowEl Norma! [Z High D Foliage None (seasonal) (] None (dead)d Normal Q5 %  Chlorotic % Necrotic® %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Spemes fallure proflle BranchesD Trunkﬁ RootsD Describe_ P15 ASE (A P\/\)ODD)
. . » Load Factors . . .
Wind exposure Protectedm Partial 0 FuIIEl Wind funneling 0 Relative crown size Smalld MediumB& LargeO

Crown density Sparse [ Normal}Q Dense[d Interior branches Few [ Normalﬁ Densed Vines/Mistletoe/Moss [1
Recent or expected change in load factors

 Tree Defects and mndiﬁous Affectins the Likelihood of | Paiiuye :

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown & LR 15 % W Cracks [J Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches &f 5 %overall Max. dia. _2 Codominant O Included bark CI
Brokeny/ Hangzrsb " N;]mber___ teig Weak attachments 1 Cavity/Nest hole % circ.
Sver:ext:r.'ocie SIEES Previous branch failures Bl _DewD Similar branches present\CJ
runing history 8

Dead/Missing bark 1 Cankers/Galls/Burls 0 Sapwood damage/decay [
Crown cleaned O Thinned O Raised O e R/ is B ey
Reduced O Topped 0O Lion-tailed [J Conks O Heartwood decay O
Flush cuts O Other Response growth

Condition(s) of concern

Part Size FalliDistance wtee s Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/AET Minor [0 Moderated Significant O Load on defect N/AK Minor O Moderated Significant __]
KLikeIihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [0 Imminent O Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 1 Probable [ Imminent y

—Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \

Dead/Missing bark B Abnormal bark texture/color [ Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling [J

Codominant stems [ Included bark OJ Cracks O Dead O Decay [ Conks/Mushrooms [J

Sapwood damage/decay [1  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze (I Ooze [I Cavity O % circ.

Lightning damaged  Heartwood decay®  Conks/Mushrooms [ Cracks 0 Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk

Cavity/Nest hole 5O % circ. Depth _5 N Poor taper [ Root plate lifting I T

Lean ° Corrected?

Response growth

Response growth Condit ¢

Condition (s) of concern Teee BhS LARGE codUnD/CNTy Gricitonshor concesn

Part Size '5 Fall Distance 3_0_(_@L Part Size Fall Distance

Load on defect N/ADCD Minor [0 Moderate[d Significant &=, Load on defect N/AE Minor O Moderate[d Significant O

Likelihood of failure Improbabled Possible I Probable I8 Imminent Eykl.ikelihood of failure Improbable[] Possible [0 Probable [0 Imminent !y




Risk Categorization

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact e
Target Condition(s) (from Matrix 1)
(Target number Tree part P o 5 5 e Risk
or description) atconcem IR ?, 2 £ >|£ i k= § =
HEIFIE E 3 N E BRI Bk
s|2|S|ElZ|z|B|SIZS|E|lS |2 ™| |2 Oom
El2|cs|ES|3|s|z|5|8|5|282|2|F|& ] Mot
FENCE T LAL&HE X X X LW
PLAY Geognd | 1R wound Al % X X % Low
- | De (AVLD wooD '
| . De (MVE v
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood Likelihood of Impact
of Failure Low Medium High
Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely
Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely
Unlikely Unlikely Unlikely
Matrix 2. Risk rating matrix.
Likelihood of Consequences of Failure
Failure & Impact | Negligible Minor LSigniﬁcant Severe
Low Moderate High Extreme
Low Moderate High High
Somewhat likel Low Low Moderate Moderate North
Unlikely Low Low Low Low
Notes, explanations, descriptions
TRLE WILL ImosT LIKerY FAIL oN (TS
2WN BurT pamhge |5 S50 |Low [ TS
NO (oN(C2v) / \
Mitigation options
._Lepye, INTIL T FAULS Residual risk -0\
2 Residual risk
3. Residual risk
4 Residual risk
Overall tree risk rating Lowl Moderate 0 HighO Extreme O
Overall residual risk Noned LowlX Moderate O High O Extreme O Recommended inspection interval N ONE
Data I&Final O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed KNo [Yes-Type/Reason
Inspection limitations (ANone ClVisibility ClAccess [IVines CIRoot collar buried Describe
Page 2 of 2
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Basic Tree Risk Assessment Form

cient DANE TR UGHT pate (¢ /2! /Z.Zv Time_ L1 :30 Am
Address/Tree location 755 5£ UOtu 5T Wegece \SHanD i Tree no. |4 Sheet | of /
Tree species  \XAWTY ORNE dbh_ Y Height 5 O+ T Crown spread dia. 2ZO+T
Assessor(s) ANDREW  QNWLS Tools used \\SUKL Time frame
‘ . ‘ Target Assessment

T e o Target zone 1

g Target description Targetprotection | 35| %5 £ 3 % z-i;c?sriz Wl B 8 ‘%5
) R K ] 4 — constant aE &* 5

1| A\OUSE NON Z x| X Ix v N W

2

3

4
History of failures Topography Flatf Slope % Aspect
Site changes NoneEl Grade change [ Site clearing[] Changed soil hydrology ] Root cuts[] Describe
Soil conditions Limited volume O Saturated (I Shallow d Compacted I Pavement over roots ] % Describe
Prevailing wind direction S Common weather Strong winds @ Ice[d Snow [ Heavy rainfd Describe
e Health Bnd Species Profile " L .
Vigor Low O Normal O High®d Foliage None (seasonal)d None (dead)d  Normal \™ % Chlorotic____ % Necrotic____ %
Pests /Biotic Abiotic
Species failure profile Branches[d Trunk[d Roots[d Describe

e e ; ek e L o :

Wind exposure Protected O Partial 0 FullE Wind funnelingd Relative crown size Small0 Medium Large

Crown density Sparse[] Normal[d Densef] Interior branches Few[1 Normal[d Densem Vines/Mistletoe/Moss ]
Recent or expected change in load factors

~ Tree Defects and Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Failure

— Crown and Branches —

Unbalanced crown [0 LCRAMY % Cracks O Lightning damage [
Dead twigs/branches & S %overall Max. dia. __3 Codominant® TOPPED £04rDUOTY Included bark OJ
Broken/Hangers R et e, Weak attachments [ Cavity/Nest hole % circ.

Over-extended branches [

o Previous branch failures O Similar branches present [0
Pruning history

Dead/Missing bark & Cankers/Galls/Burls [ Sapwood damage/decay [0

Crown cleaned & Thinned O Raised O
Reduced ® Topped ™ Lion-tailed [J Conks O Heartwood decay [J
Flush cuts O Other Response growth
TovS coulb FAL Condition(s) of concern LI IT¢D &eol> SPACE SUT oON HOKE
Part Size 2\t ¢4 Fall Distance (O T Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AD Minor Bl Moderate] Significant CI Load on defect N/Aﬁ Minor O Moderated Significant ]
\Likelihood of failure Improbable[d Possible K| Probable [I Imminent [J Likelihood of failure Improbable] Possible 1 Probable I Imminent y
—Trunk — \/ — Roots and Root Collar — \
Dead/Missing bark (& Abnormal bark texture/color & Collar buried/Not visible [J Depth Stem girdling (1
Codominant stems X Included bark (1 Cracks OJ Dead O Decay [0 Conks/Mushrooms O
Sapwood damage/decay [0  Cankers/Galls/Burls 0  Sap ooze [0 Ooze [ Cavity O 9% circ.
Lightning damaged  Heartwood decayl] ~ Conks/Mushrooms [J Cracks 0  Cut/Damaged roots[]  Distance from trunk
Cavity/Ngst hole % circ. Depth Poor taper [ Root plate lifting CJ Sl eakhaisEl
Lean DO °  corrected? Y £S5
Z5 Response growth
Response growth YE. o
" Condition(s) of concern
Condition(s) of concern
Part Size Fall Distanc@ —0onw— Part Size Fall Distance
Load on defect N/AM Minor 0O Moderated Significant O] Load on defect N/ASL, Minor O Moderated Significant O

Qikelihood of failure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable I Imminent Ey!ikelihoodoffailure Improbabled Possible 0 Probable [1 Imminenty




Risk Categorization

Notes, explanations, descriptions

LI\M\TED GRIN

SPh(e

BEBIPES GRINNG

TOIWALPS AND o N

YANSE .

INVASIVE

HANTHORNE Spe (15,

Mitigation options

1._REMDVAL O SNAG

RS

Overall tree risk rating

Overall residual risk None § Low O

Moderate [0 High O

Low 0 Moderate Ik( High OO Extreme O

Extreme (O

Likelihood
Failure Impact Failure&lmpact i
Target ¥is (from Matrix 1)
Condition(s)
(Target number Tree part i P % = ok o Risk
o s L — -— » s
or description) § g % E 5 S %_ .g - é, :_go 2 E ; cating
A HEHBEHEHEB EEEE EIEEE R
Elg|=|E)S|3|s|z|5|83|2])2|5|2]|&] Marix2)
ADUNS £ " {aR2IN A ><
RS E RaNES | RUBRIN 6~ 5 X X MDD
TYTANT OF
(R TTeesS MES
i —
Matrix |. Likelihood matrix.
Likelihood 7 Likelihood of Impact - “
of Failure Low Medium High
| imminent | Unlikely | Somewhat likely Likely Very likely
Probable Unlikely Unlikely Somewhat likely Likely
. 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
| Verylikely | low | Moderate | High | Extreme
Likely _ Moderate High High
Somewhat likely Low Moderate Moderate North
. Unlikely Low Low Low Low

Residual risk N ONE
Residual risk

Residual risk
Residual risk

Recommended inspection interval NON £

Data ﬁFinal O Preliminary Advanced assessment needed B30 OYes-Type/Reason

Inspection limitations ANone CVisibility ClAccess CVines CIRoot collar buried Describe

Thic datacheet wae nradnced hv the Internatinnal Qaciety of Arharicnlture (TISA) — 2017
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CITY OF MERCER ISLAND

COMMUNITY PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
9611 SE 36TH STREET | MERCER ISLAND, WA 98040
PHONE: 206.275.7605 | www.mercergov.org

MERCER ISLAND TREE INVENTORY & REPLACEMENT
SUBMITTAL INFORMATION

PROJECT INFORMATION

Property Owner

Name: David Cutright

Site Address or
Parcel Number: 7655 40TH Street, Mercer Island, WA 98040

Project Contact

Name: Read Ferguson, Western Edge Architecture

Contact Email

Address: fergy_51@hotmail.com

Contact Phone

Number: 206 915 5203

EXCEPTIONAL TREES

Exceptional Trees- means a tree or group of trees that because of its unique historical, ecological or aesthetic
value constitutes an important community resource. A tree that is rare or exceptional by virtue of its size,
species, condition, cultural/historical importance, age, and/or contribution as part of a tree grove. Trees with
a diameter of more than 36 inches, or with a diameter that is equal to or greater than the diameter listed in
the Exceptional Tree Table shown in MICC 19.16 under Tree, Exceptional.

List the total number of trees for each category and the tree identification numbers from the arborist report.

Number of trees 36” or greater 1
List tree numbers:  10- 36" dia.,

Number of trees 24” or greater (including 36” or greater) 7

List tree numbers:  3- 27" 6- 32", 7- 35", 8- 25", 9- 26", 10- 36", 12- 25"

Number of trees from Exceptional Tree Table (MICC 19.16) 3
List tree numbers: 6, 7, 10

LARGE REGULATED TREES

\\chfs1\share\CPD\FORMS\1Current Forms\Engineering Forms\Tree\MercerlslandTreelnventory.docx
02/2022



Large Requlated Trees- means any tree with a diameter of 10 inches or more, and any tree that meets the
definition of an Exceptional Tree.

Number of Large Regulated Trees on site (13)

List tree numbers: 1,2, 3,4,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14

Number of Large Regulated Trees on site proposed for removal (5)
List tree numbers: 6, 7, 8, 9, 14

Percentage of trees to be retained ((A-B)/Ax100) note: must be at least 30% 38%

RIGHT OF WAY TREES

Right of Way Trees- means a tree that is located in the street right of way adjacent to the project property.

Number of Large Regulated Trees in right of way 0

List tree numbers:

Number of Large Regulated Trees in right of way proposed for removal 0

List tree numbers:

Reason for removal:

TREE REPLACEMENT

Tree replacement- removed trees must be replaced based on the ratio in the table below. Replacement
trees shall be conifers at least six feet tall and or deciduous at least one and one-half inches in diameter at
base.

Number of Tree
Tree Number of Required for
Diameter of Removed Tree (measured 4.5’ replacement Trees Proposed | Replacement Based
above ground) Ratio for Removal on Size/Type
Less than 10”* 1
10” up to 24” 2 1 2
Greater than 24” up to 36” 3 3 9
Greater than 36” and any Exceptional Tree 6 1 6
TOTAL TREE REPLACEMENTS

*no replacement tree is needed if the tree fits all of the following;
Less than 10 inches in diameter, not an exceptional tree, and not a replacement tree from another tree permit. *

\\chfs1\share\CPD\FORMS\1Current Forms\Engineering Forms\Tree\MercerlslandTreelnventory.docx
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