
     

 

  

10. Tree Report 

 

1
0

. T
ree R

ep
o

rt 

  

 

Exhibit 7 SUB26-1011



 

 

 

   9600 NE 126th Avenue, Suite 2520 

Vancouver, WA 98682 

(360) 882-0419 

  

 

 

 

Uhacz Subdivision 

Preliminary Tree Report  
 

 

 

Date: March 2026 

 

Prepared For: Stacey Shields 

 Romano Development, Inc. 

 4660 NE 77th Avenue, Suite 200 

 Vancouver, WA 98662 

  

Prepared By: Bennett Kocsis, Certified Arborist 

 

Site Information:  27429 SE 15th Street 

 Camas, WA 98607 

 Parcel #178413-000 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 7 SUB26-1011



 

Uhacz Subdivision– City of Camas (AKS Job #12533)                                                       March 2026                                          

Preliminary Tree Report                                                          Page ii 

Table of Contents 

Location ......................................................................................................................................................... 1 

General Site Notes ......................................................................................................................................... 1 

On-Site Tree Condition ................................................................................................................................... 1 

Off-Site Trees ................................................................................................................................................. 1 

Tree Density Calculations ............................................................................................................................... 1 

Designing for Tree Preservation ..................................................................................................................... 2 

Windthrow Potential ..................................................................................................................................... 4 

Soils ............................................................................................................................................................... 5 

Tree Protection Plan ...................................................................................................................................... 5 

Planting Plan .................................................................................................................................................. 5 

Hazard Assessment ........................................................................................................................................ 5 

Conclusion ..................................................................................................................................................... 5 

 

Technical Appendices 

Appendix A:  Detailed Tree Inventory Table 

Appendix B:  Tree Preservation and Removal Plan 

Appendix C:  Tree Planting Plan  

 

Tables 

Table 1: Summary of Tree Units 2 

 

 

 

Exhibit 7 SUB26-1011



 

Uhacz Subdivision– City of Camas (AKS Job #12533)                                                       March 2026                                          

Preliminary Tree Report                                                          Page 1 

Tree Report 
UHACZ SUBDIVISION 

CAMAS, WASHINGTON 
Location 
The project site is located at 27429 SE 15th Street, (Parcel Serial No. 178413-000) in the City of Camas, Clark 

County, Washington.  

 

General Site Notes 
This Tree Plan consists of a written report with tree density calculations, Site Plan, Tree Protection Plan, and 

Landscape Plan. 

 

This report is for the net developable area (6.35 acres) of the proposed residential subdivision. The existing site 

is occupied by several structures and consists of open fields with several small stands of trees. The proposed 

development will result in 32 single-family residential lots with tracts set aside for open space, a stormwater 

facility, and parking. Tree protection will be established at the beginning of development and be maintained 

through the entire length of the development. See Appendix A for additional information regarding the 

described trees in the detailed tree inventory table. The site consists of 95 on-site and line trees over 6 inches 

in diameter. Due to the planned site development and high potential for extensive root impacts from site 

grading, 92 on-site trees are proposed for removal & 3 line trees are planned for retention. 

 

On-Site Tree Condition 
Two small stands of Douglas-fir in the middle of the property comprise most of the trees on site. A row of 

Leyland Cypress lines the site’s southern border, and a variety of native and landscape trees are scattered 

across the rest of the property. The health and structure of on-site trees range from poor to good based on 

conditions observed during a site visit on February 11th, 2026. Tree removal was recommended based on 

location, root impact from development activities and higher likelihood of failure due to windthrow. Review of 

on-site trees was based on the site being fully developed and impacts to future site improvements.  

 

Off-Site Trees 
Most of the site is bordered by farmland or recent residential development and there are very few adjacent 

off-site trees. The few off-site trees that do exist can be found in the northeastern, northwestern, and 

southwestern corners of the property. Most off-site trees should be minimally impacted based on the location 

where development will happen. All off-site trees will be protected with tree protection measures as further 

described in this report and on the Preliminary Tree Preservation Plans (Appendix B).  

 

Tree Density Calculations 
The total site area is 6.98 acres with 0.63 acres set aside for open space and right-of-way which results in a net 

site area of 6.35 acres. Per Chapter 18.13.051 of the City of Camas municipal code, the City requires 20 tree 

units per acre or a total of 127 tree units (20*6.35 acres) for this site. Table 1 summarizes the tree units 

required, removed, retained, and proposed for the entire site. All trees, both retained and removed, are 

detailed on the Preliminary Tree Preservation and Removal Plans found in Appendix B and in the Detailed Tree 

Inventory found in Appendix A. The proposed trees are detailed within the Tree Planting Plan in Appendix C. 
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Table 1: Summary of Tree Units 

 

Designing for Tree Preservation 
Designing for tree preservation means that trees are considered an important project feature.  The goal of tree 

preservation is to have trees remain safe assets to the site for years to come.  Trees that are preserved must be 

carefully selected to make sure that they will survive the construction impacts, adapt to the new environment, 

and perform well in the new landscape.  An assessment of suitability for preservation evaluates tree health, 

structure, age, and species factors.  The consultant gathers information on the individual trees and makes 

recommendations as to which trees are suitable for preservation, and how much undisturbed space they will 

require.  The consultant also provides specific guidelines regarding grading, drainage, trenching, protected 

areas, root pruning, etc. 

 

Tree Characteristics and Their Suitability for Preservation: 

Trees vary in their suitability for preservation both based on their inherent characteristics and their future 

response to construction impacts.  Trees that are structurally unstable, in poor health, or are unlikely to survive 

construction impacts could be a dangerous liability to future neighborhoods.  A good tree preservation plan will 

call for the pre-construction removal of trees likely to die or to become a tree with a higher than acceptable risk 

of failure after construction.  The factors to be evaluated are: 

 

Tree Health-Healthy, vigorous trees are more adaptable than non-vigorous trees to tolerate construction 

related stresses such as root removal, changes in grade, changes in soil moisture, and soil compaction.  These 

healthy trees are also better able to adapt to the changed site conditions that occur after development. 

 

Tree Structure-Trees with defects such as decayed wood, poor crown structure from past manual “topping” or 

natural broken tops, and co-dominant trunks with poor attachments are not suitable for preservation in areas 

where people or property could be injured or damaged. Such defects cannot be treated and may lead to failure.   

 

Species-Although trees require protection to avoid injury, species vary widely in their ability to withstand 

damage and changes in their environment.   

 

Tree Age-As a tree ages, its capacity to overcome injury, adapt to changes in its site environment, and to resist 

pests declines.  For these reasons, mature and over-mature trees are less adaptable to tolerate construction 

impacts and remain assets than are young and semi-mature trees.  Young vigorous trees are able to generate 

new tissue and adapt to a new environment better than old trees. 

 

Tree Size/Height-Larger, taller trees are capable of hitting targets a greater distance away from the tree and 

cause greater damage.  Taller trees also provide a larger wind “sail”, catching more wind and being more prone 

to blowing down in a large storm.  Coupling this “sail” effect with the structural weakening of root 

removal/disturbance can lead to a higher than acceptable windthrow risk. 

 

Tree Location-The best candidates for preservation are single trees that developed as individual specimens, as 

they typically have uniform canopies and well tapered trunks.  Trees that grow in groups do not function well as 

 Net Site 

Area 

(Acres) 

Tree Units 

Required 

Tree 

Units 

Existing 

Tree Units 

Removed 

Tree Units 

Retained 

Proposed 

Tree Units 

Total Tree 

Units 

Overall  6.35 127 463 452 11 116 127 
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individuals.  They often have tall, poorly shaped trunks, irregularly shaped crowns, and are prone to failure and 

decline when their neighbors are removed. 

 

The arboricultural consultant weighs each of the above factors and makes recommendations as to which trees 

are likely to thrive and be a long-term asset to the new development, as well as recommendations to remove 

those trees that will likely have an unacceptable risk of failure and become a liability in the new development.   

 

Guidelines for the Area Required to Preserve a Tree: 

In order to preserve a tree, an area around that tree must be protected to ensure that the tree is not physically 

damaged and that the roots are protected.  A method to calculate this area, utilizes the diameter at breast height 

(DBH), species, and age. The DBH is multiplied by a factor (the factor is based on the tree age and the species 

tolerance for disturbance) from 0.5 feet radius to 1.5 feet radius (from the trunk-often 1 foot radius per inch 

DBH is used for an average), and this area is called the “Optimal Tree Protection Zone”.  The general guidelines 

for preservation are that you do not want to disturb more than 1/3 of this area, but that with healthy vigorous 

trees, up to 50% of the area could be disturbed.  In addition to these percentages, excavation should not take 

place within 10 feet of the base of a tree to avoid the loss of structural roots.  

 

How to Preserve Trees During Construction: 

The portion of the “Optimal Tree Protection Zone” that is being protected must be fenced off (with a 

“substantial” fence).   Within this area, no soil disturbance, including stripping is permitted.  The natural grade 

is to be maintained, and no storage or dumping of materials, parking, etc. will be allowed within this zone 

without the approval of the arboricultural consultant.  This tree protection fence should remain in place through 

the construction of the dwellings. 

 

Excavation Within the “Optimal Tree Protection Zone”: 

Where there is excavation proposed within an “Optimal Tree Protection Zone” (outside of the protected 

zone fenced off above), it will be important for the contractor to prune the roots along the excavation lines.  

These roots should be pruned in the following manner: 

• Excavation in the top 24” of the soil in the critical root zone area should begin at the excavation 

line that is closest to the tree.   

• The excavation should be done by hand/shovel or with a backhoe and a man with a shovel, 

pruning shears and a pruning saw.   

• If done by hand all roots 1” or larger should be pruned at the excavation line. 

• If done with a backhoe (most likely scenario) then the operator needs to start the cut at the 

excavation line and carefully “feel” for roots/resistance.  When there is resistance, the man with 

the shovel hand digs around the roots and prunes the roots larger than 1” diameter. 

• The backhoe is to remain off of the tree roots to be saved at all times. 

• The work will be done under the supervision of the Project Consulting Arborist. 

The above system works well and can be done quickly.  The key is to avoid pulling on the roots larger than 

1” diameter, potentially resulting in damage to roots between the excavation line and the tree.   

 

How Trees Die: 

Natural tree death is frequently a slow and complex process generally with a gradual decline involving a number 

of factors.  Most trees die from one of three causes:  (1) structural failure, (2) environmental degradation, or (3) 

pest infestation. Generally, trees die from a combination of factors. Trees weakened by changes in their 

environment (such as construction impacts) become more susceptible to infestation by disease and insects.  

Most individual trees survive for only a fraction of the potential lifespan of the species. Soil compaction, changes 
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in grade, mechanical injury, changes in the environment around the tree, and changes in drainage may not kill 

the tree themselves, but they may weaken the tree to a point that death occurs by another cause.  Prevention 

of stress and the maintenance of health are the key elements of tree longevity. 

 

What is “Tree Topping” and How Does It Damage a Tree? 

Tree Topping is a pruning technique to reduce the height by cutting the central leader.  This method of pruning 

is very detrimental to trees and not considered a good practice.  Trees are generally topped by 

unknowledgeable pruners in order to lower the height of the tree and minimize the chance of windthrow by 

reducing the tree’s wind profile. The large stub of a topped tree has a difficult time forming callus over the 

wound.  The terminal location of these cuts, as well as their large diameter, prevents the tree’s chemically 

based natural defense system from doing its job.  The stubs are highly vulnerable to both insect invasion and 

the spores of decay fungi.  If decay is already present, topping will speed the spread of the disease.  The tree 

reacts to the topping cut by producing multiple shoots below the cut.  These shoots develop from buds near 

the surface of the topping cut.  Unlike normal branches that develop in a socket of overlapping wood tissues, 

these new shoots are anchored only in the outermost layers of the bole.  These new shoots grow quickly, and 

are prone to breaking, especially during windy conditions.  For all of these reasons, trees that have been 

topped pose a danger to life and safety and are recommended for removal. 

 

Development Impacts Affecting Preserved Trees: 

Construction of the site improvements generally consists of cut and fills (grading), construction of retaining 

walls, trenching for the wet and dry utilities, coring of roads and placement of aggregate and pavement.  

During this work, adjacent soil areas outside of the grading can be compacted by heavy equipment driving 

over it.  The grading and placement of utility trenches (and subsequent pipe bedding), and retaining walls can 

also affect the local water table.  

 

Construction of the buildings and landscaping requires foundation placement, pruning of trees near the 

buildings under construction, and the installation of lawn irrigation systems.  During this work, adjacent soil 

areas outside of the work area can be compacted by equipment driving over it.   

 

Impacts during development may require the removal of additional trees shown to be preserved on the Tree 

Protection Plan (Appendix B).  

 

Future Condition of Trees on the Site: 

The characteristics of the individual tree are a guide to how well that tree will respond to site disturbance. 

Larger trees have correspondingly larger root zones.  Older trees are less resilient to disturbance.  Unhealthy 

trees are less resilient to disturbance than healthy trees.     

 

Development of this site will result in a large area of disturbance.  The disturbance to the on-site trees will 

occur during the site grading. The trees planned for retention are relatively healthy, but proper protection 

methods should be followed per this document to provide the greatest opportunity for survival following 

development. 

 

Windthrow Potential 
The trees on-site have been evaluated for windthrow based on factors including, but not limited to soil 

conditions, tree health, tree structure, prevailing wind direction, and past evidence of wind damage. 

Windthrow is defined as full tree failure in the form of trunk breakage or root ball overturning. It should be 

understood that proposed retained trees are still susceptible to partial tree failure from wind exposure. 
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Refer to the tree inventory table in Appendix A for specific tree conditions at risk of single part failure and 

recommendations for risk reduction as well as a windthrow rating. A windthrow rating of A, B or C was 

assigned to each tree that was evaluated; with A being the least windthrow resistant, B being more 

windthrow resistant than A, and C being the most windthrow resistant. The trees planned for retention 

have been selected because of their good taper, overall structure, health, and location to site impacts. 

Existing wind conditions of the site are relatively high with prevailing winds coming from the south and 

southwest. The windthrow potential of the site, post construction, should remain similar to the existing site 

conditions. 
 

Soils 
Soils on-site are comprised of Hesson Clay Loam, Olympic Clay Loam, and Olympic Stony Clay Loam, with 

slopes ranging from 0 to 30 percent. These soils are described as deep and well-drained per the USDA Natural 

Resources Conservation Service’s Web Soil Survey. However, a geotechnical investigation was completed on 

the project site by Columbia West Engineering, Inc., and found that the soils on-site have poor drainage and 

negligible stormwater infiltration. See the preliminary project TIR for more information. Given the reduced soil 

permeability, impacts to the trees’ root systems are more critically detrimental to the health of the trees. 
 

Tree Protection Plan 
See the plans found in Appendix B.  
 

Planting Plan 
44 street trees and 72 site trees are proposed to be planted to meet landscape requirements. The total 

number of trees to be planted will be 116, which, when added to the 11 tree units being retained, results in 

127 tree units and meets the tree density requirement of 127 tree units. If later determined necessary, Per 

Section 18.13.050 of Chapter 18 of the City of Camas Municipal Code, replacement trees shall optimize tree 

diversity by including a minimum of 60% native species and at least 50% evergreen. For this site, the required 

deciduous tree needs to be 2” or greater while a conifer tree needs to be a minimum of 5’ tall. See Appendix C 

for the Tree Planting Plan.  
 

Hazard Assessment 
Hazard assessment of on-site trees was not performed for each tree during the initial arborist site assessment. 

However, general hazards may have been identified and reported in the Tree Inventory Table (Appendix A) as 

they were encountered during the site visit. Once development activities are complete, a hazard assessment is 

recommended on retained trees to review previously unseen defects or damages done to retained trees 

during land clearing and development activities. At that time, additional tree removal may be necessary for 

hazard abatement. If additional tree removal is necessary, an analysis will be submitted to the city to show 

that code will be met with any additional tree removal. 
 

Conclusion 

The development of the 6.35-acre site proposes to remove 92 on-site trees. Of the existing trees, 3 line trees 

and all off-site trees will be retained. 44 street trees and 72 site trees will be planted to meet landscape 

requirements. This tree report is only for the overall site development activities and tree protection measures 

outlined on the Tree Preservation Plan and for the protection of the existing trees from the overall proposed 

development. This does not include the construction of building foundations for each lot.   
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Arborist Disclosure Statement 

 

Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, 

and experience to examine trees, recommend measures to enhance the 

health of trees, and attempt to reduce the risk of living near trees.  The Client 

and Jurisdiction may choose to accept or disregard the recommendations of 

the arborist, or seek additional advice. 

 

Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the 

structural failure of a tree.  Trees are living organisms that fail in ways we do 

not fully understand.  Conditions are often hidden within trees and below 

ground.  Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under 

all circumstances, or for a specified period of time.  Likewise, remedial 

treatments, like medicine, cannot be guaranteed. 

 

Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled.  To live near trees is to 

accept some degree of risk.  The only way to eliminate all risk associated with 

trees is to eliminate all trees. 
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Tree #
DBH
(in.)

Tree Species
 Common Name (Scientific name )

Tree Units 
Initial

Condition/Comments
Windthrow 

Rating
Reason for Removal

Tree Units 
Retained

10001 35 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 0
OFFSITE; Evaluated from behind a fence; Crooked bole; 
Some dieback; Low vigor

B Preserve 0

10702 5 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10703 6 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10704 5 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10705 4 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10912 7, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10913 8, 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10914 8, 8, 9, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10915 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10916 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10917 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10918 9 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium ) 2 Codominant stems; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10919 6, 6, 6, 6, 6 English Holly (Ilex aquifolium ) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10920 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10930 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10931 6, 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10932 6, 9, 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 4 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10933 6, 11 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10934 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10935 8, 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10936 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10937 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10938 6, 6, 6, 7 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10939 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10940 6, 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10941 6, 7, 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10942 7, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10943 6, 8, 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10944 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10945 9, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10946 6, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10947 11 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10948 6, 6, 7 Willow (Salix spp. ) 2 Dead and broken limbs B Within building setback 0

10949 33 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 13 Cavity; Epicormic sprouts; Asymmetrical canopy (W) B Direct conflict with site grading 0

10950 29 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 11 Some dieback; Asymmetrical canopy (W) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10951 13 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10952 29 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 11 Slight lean (S); Asymmetrical canopy (S) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10953 27 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 10 Dieback throughout canopy; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10954 28 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 10 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10955 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Sweep (S); Codominant top B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10956 8 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Sweep (E) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10957 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10958 32 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 12 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10959 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10960 25 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 9 Good condition C Within building setback 0

Detailed Tree Inventory for Uhacz Subdivision
AKS Job No. 12533 - Evaluation Date: 2/11/2026 - Evaluated By: BRK
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Initial
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Windthrow 
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Detailed Tree Inventory for Uhacz Subdivision
AKS Job No. 12533 - Evaluation Date: 2/11/2026 - Evaluated By: BRK

10961 28 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 10 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10962 30 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 11 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10963 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10964 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10992 6, 6 English Holly (Ilex aquifolium ) 2 Codominant stems; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10993 6, 7 Willow (Salix spp. ) 2 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10994 7, 7, 8 Willow (Salix spp. ) 3 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10995 6, 6 Willow (Salix spp. ) 2 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11057 6, 8, 8 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 3 Dead branches; Codominant stems B Within building setback 0
11058 7 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11059 6 Arborvitae (Thuja occidentalis ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11238 10, 10 Apple (Malus domesitca ) 3 One codominant stem broken with decay; Cavities B Within building setback 0
11247 10, 14 European Mountain-ash (Sorbus aucuparia ) 5 Some sapsucker bore holes; Good condition C Direct conflict with road construction 0
11249 6, 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11250 19,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 9 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0

11251 6, 10, 12 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium ) 5
Codominant base with included bark; Broken leader 
with decay

B Within building setback 0

11260 20 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 6 Epicormic sprouting B Direct conflict with storm utilities 0
11261 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11262 22 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11263 8, 8, 10 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum ) 4 Stems growing from uprooted tree A Within building setback 0
11264 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11265 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 9 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11266 8 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Suppressed B Within building setback 0
11267 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11268 16 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 4 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11269 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11270 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11271 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11272 38 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 15 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0

11273 24, 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 13 Codominant base; Broken top on one stem; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0

11274 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 4 Lean (S); Broken leader B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11275 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 8 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11276 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 8 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11277 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 9 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11278 10 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Suppressed B Within building setback 0
11279 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11280 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11281 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11282 18 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum ) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11288 6, 8 Cherry (Prunus spp. ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11292 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11301 40 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 16 Dieback; Epicormic sprouting; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11302 11 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11303 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 9 Dieback; Epicormic sprouting; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with storm utilities 0
11304 11 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
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Tree #
DBH
(in.)

Tree Species
 Common Name (Scientific name )

Tree Units 
Initial

Condition/Comments
Windthrow 

Rating
Reason for Removal

Tree Units 
Retained

Detailed Tree Inventory for Uhacz Subdivision
AKS Job No. 12533 - Evaluation Date: 2/11/2026 - Evaluated By: BRK

11415 13 English Walnut (Juglans regia ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with path grading 0
11435 14 English Walnut (Juglans regia ) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with path grading 0
11436 6 Apple (Malus domesitca ) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with path 0
11471 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum ) 5 LINE TREE; Sweep (W); Good condition C Preserve 5
11481 6, 6 English Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna ) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with path grading 0
11495 9, 12 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 0 OFFSITE; Codominant base with included bark B Preserve 0
11496 15 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 4 LINE TREE; Good Condition C Preserve 4
11499 12 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 2 LINE TREE; Good Condition C Preserve 2
11927 6, 6 Flowering Dogwood (Cornus florida ) 2 Lean (E) B Direct conflict with site grading 0

11928 16 White Spruce (Picea glauca ) 0 OFFSITE; evaluated from behind a fence; Good condition C Preserve 0

11929 17 White Spruce (Picea glauca ) 0 OFFSITE; evaluated from behind a fence; Good condition C Preserve 0

11930 18 Apple (Malus domesitca ) 0 OFFSITE; Broken leaders; Epicormic limbs; Decay B Preserve 0
50000 13,13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 5 Codominant with included bark B Within building setback 0
50001 18,8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 6 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0

(6.35 acres * 20 trees/acre)

Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, and experience to examine trees, recommend measures to enhance the health of trees, and attempt to reduce the risk of living near trees. The Client 
and Jurisdiction may choose to accept or disregard the recommendations of the arborist, or seek additional advice. Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree. Trees are 
living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand. Conditions are often hidden within trees and below ground. Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, or for a specified 
period of time. Likewise, remedial treatments, like medicine, cannot be guaranteed. Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled. To live near trees is to accept some degree of risk. The only way to eliminate all risk 
associated with trees is to eliminate all trees. Neither this author nor AKS Engineering & Forestry, LLC have assumed any responsibility for liability associated with the trees on or adjacent to this site.

At the completion of construction, all trees should once again be reviewed. Land clearing and removal of adjacent trees can expose previously unseen defects and otherwise healthy trees can be damaged during construction.

Total # of Existing Trees Inventoried = 104

Net Site Area = 6.35

Total # of Existing Onsite & Line Trees = 95 Total # of Existing Trees Removed = 92
Total Existing Tree Units Removed = 452Total Onsite Existing Tree Units = 463

B=Moderate windthrow resistant
C=Most windthrow resistant

Arborist Disclosure Statement:

Windthrow Rating
A=Least windthrow resistant

Minimum # Trees to Replant = 116

Total # of Onsite & Line Trees Retained = 3
Total # of Tree Units Retained = 11

Minimum Tree Units Required per City Code = 127
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Detailed Tree Inventory for Uhacz Subdivision
AKS Job No. 12533 - Evaluation Date: 2/11/2026 - Evaluated By: BRK

Tree # DBH
(in.)

Tree Species
 Common Name (Scientific name) Tree Units Initial Condition/Comments Windthrow

Rating Reason for Removal Tree Units
Retained

10001 35 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 0 OFFSITE; Evaluated from behind a fence; Crooked bole; Some
dieback; Low vigor B Preserve 0

10702 5 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10703 6 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10704 5 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10705 4 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 0 OFFSITE; Good condition C Preserve 0
10912 7, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10913 8, 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10914 8, 8, 9, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10915 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10916 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10917 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10918 9 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 2 Codominant stems; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10919 6, 6, 6, 6, 6 English Holly (Ilex aquifolium) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10920 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with stormwater facility grading 0
10930 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10931 6, 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10932 6, 9, 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 4 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10933 6, 11 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10934 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10935 8, 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10936 12 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10937 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10938 6, 6, 6, 7 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10939 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10940 6, 6, 8 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10941 6, 7, 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10942 7, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10943 6, 8, 14 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 5 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10944 10 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10945 9, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 3 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10946 6, 9 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10947 11 Leyland Cypress (Cupressus × leylandii) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with R.O.W. improvements 0
10948 6, 6, 7 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Dead and broken limbs B Within building setback 0
10949 33 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 13 Cavity; Epicormic sprouts; Asymmetrical canopy (W) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10950 29 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 11 Some dieback; Asymmetrical canopy (W) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10951 13 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10952 29 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 11 Slight lean (S); Asymmetrical canopy (S) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10953 27 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 10 Dieback throughout canopy; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10954 28 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 10 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10955 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Sweep (S); Codominant top B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10956 8 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Sweep (E) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10957 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10958 32 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 12 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10959 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10960 25 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 9 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10961 28 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 10 Good condition C Within building setback 0
10962 30 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 11 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
10963 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10964 14 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 3 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10992 6, 6 English Holly (Ilex aquifolium) 2 Codominant stems; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10993 6, 7 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10994 7, 7, 8 Willow (Salix spp.) 3 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
10995 6, 6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Lean (S); Dead branches; Codominant stems B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11057 6, 8, 8 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 3 Dead branches; Codominant stems B Within building setback 0
11058 7 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11059 6 Arborvitae (Thuja occidentalis) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11238 10, 10 Apple (Malus domesitca) 3 One codominant stem broken with decay; Cavities B Within building setback 0
11247 10, 14 European Mountain-ash (Sorbus aucuparia) 5 Some sapsucker bore holes; Good condition C Direct conflict with road construction 0
11249 6, 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11250 19,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11251 6, 10, 12 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 5 Codominant base with included bark; Broken leader with decayB Within building setback 0
11260 20 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 6 Epicormic sprouting B Direct conflict with storm utilities 0
11261 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11262 22 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11263 8, 8, 10 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 4 Stems growing from uprooted tree A Within building setback 0
11264 21 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 7 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11265 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 9 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11266 8 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Suppressed B Within building setback 0
11267 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11268 16 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 4 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11269 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11270 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11271 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11272 38 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 15 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11273 24, 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 13 Codominant base; Broken top on one stem; Low vigor B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11274 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Lean (S); Broken leader B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11275 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 8 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11276 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 8 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11277 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 9 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11278 10 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Suppressed B Within building setback 0
11279 18 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11280 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11281 24 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 8 Good condition C Within building setback 0

Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) Good condition Within building setback

Detailed Tree Inventory for Uhacz Subdivision
AKS Job No. 12533 - Evaluation Date: 2/11/2026 - Evaluated By: BRK

Tree # DBH
(in.)

Tree Species
 Common Name (Scientific name) Tree Units Initial Condition/Comments Windthrow

Rating Reason for Removal Tree Units
Retained

OFFSITE; Evaluated from behind a fence; Crooked bole; Some11282 18 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11288 6, 8 Cherry (Prunus spp.) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0
11292 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Good condition C Within building setback 0
11301 40 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 16 Dieback; Epicormic sprouting; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11302 11 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11303 26 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 9 Dieback; Epicormic sprouting; Sparse canopy B Direct conflict with storm utilities 0
11304 11 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 Suppressed B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11415 13 English Walnut (Juglans regia) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with path grading 0
11435 14 English Walnut (Juglans regia) 3 Good condition C Direct conflict with path grading 0
11436 6 Apple (Malus domesitca) 2 Good condition C Direct conflict with path 0
11471 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 LINE TREE; Sweep (W); Good condition C Preserve 5
11481 6, 6 English Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna) 2 Codominant stems B Direct conflict with path grading 0
11495 9, 12 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 0 OFFSITE; Codominant base with included bark B Preserve 0
11496 15 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 4 LINE TREE; Good Condition C Preserve 4
11499 12 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 2 LINE TREE; Good Condition C Preserve 2
11927 6, 6 Flowering Dogwood (Cornus florida) 2 Lean (E) B Direct conflict with site grading 0
11928 16 White Spruce (Picea glauca) 0 OFFSITE; evaluated from behind a fence; Good condition C Preserve 0
11929 17 White Spruce (Picea glauca) 0 OFFSITE; evaluated from behind a fence; Good condition C Preserve 0
11930 18 Apple (Malus domesitca) 0 OFFSITE; Broken leaders; Epicormic limbs; Decay B Preserve 0
50000 13,13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant with included bark B Within building setback 0
50001 18,8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Good condition C Direct conflict with site grading 0

Total # of Existing Trees Inventoried = 104

Net Site Area = 6.35

Total # of Existing Onsite & Line Trees = 95 Total # of Existing Trees Removed = 92
Total Onsite Existing Tree Units = 463 Total Existing Tree Units Removed = 452
Total # of Onsite & Line Trees Retained = 3
Total # of Tree Units Retained = 11
Minimum Tree Units Required per City Code = 127
(6.35 acres * 20
trees/acre)
Minimum # Trees to Replant = 116

Windthrow Rating
A=Least windthrow resistant
B=Moderate windthrow resistant
C=Most windthrow resistant

Arborist Disclosure Statement:
Arborists are tree specialists who use their education, knowledge, training, and experience to examine trees, recommend measures to enhance the health of trees, and attempt to reduce the risk of living near trees. The Client and Jurisdiction may choose to accept or disregard the
recommendations of the arborist, or seek additional advice. Arborists cannot detect every condition that could possibly lead to the structural failure of a tree. Trees are living organisms that fail in ways we do not fully understand. Conditions are often hidden within trees and below
ground. Arborists cannot guarantee that a tree will be healthy or safe under all circumstances, or for a specified period of time. Likewise, remedial treatments, like medicine, cannot be guaranteed. Trees can be managed, but they cannot be controlled. To live near trees is to accept
some degree of risk. The only way to eliminate all risk associated with trees is to eliminate all trees. Neither this author nor AKS Engineering & Forestry, LLC have assumed any responsibility for liability associated with the trees on or adjacent to this site.

At the completion of construction, all trees should once again be reviewed. Land clearing and removal of adjacent trees can expose previously unseen defects and otherwise healthy trees can be damaged during construction.
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