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Tree Report 
STELLA RIDGE SUBDIVISION 

CAMAS, WASHINGTON 
Location 
The project site is located in the City of Camas, Clark County, Washington (Parcel Serial No. 125193-000, 
986055-381, & 125185-000).  
 
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 (18.44 acres) of the proposed residential subdivision. The existing 
site is primarily an open field, but there is a forested strip through the center of the site. Category III and IV 
wetland areas also exist in the center of the site adjacent to and partially overlapping the forested area. The 
proposed development will result in 158 single-family residential lots with tracts set aside for open spaces, 
private streets, stormwater facilities, parking, and rights-of-way. 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 342 on-site trees. Due to the planned site development and high potential for extensive root impacts from 
site grading, 266 on-site trees are proposed for removal. 76 on-site trees are planned for retention. 
 
On-Site Tree Condition 
As discussed above in the previous section, most of the trees on-site are located in the forested strip in the 
center of the site, with scattered trees on the edges of the property site-wide. The site trees contain a variety 
of mature native species such as Oregon Ash, Willow, Bigleaf Maple, Sweet Cherry, Red Alder, Crabapple, 
Hawthorn, Serviceberry, and Douglas-fir. The health and structure of on-site trees range from poor to good 
based on conditions observed during a site visit on July 31st to August 1st, 2025. Tree removal was 
recommended based on location, root impact from development activities, condition, 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. Trees proposed for removal within the delineated critical areas are recommended 
to be retained for on-site for future use in conjunction with the project critical areas report and mitigation 
plan. 
 
Off-Site Trees 
There are several off-site and property line trees along the boundary of the site. Following the completion of 
development, it is recommended that these trees be re-evaluated to determine if any trees pose potential 
hazards to future improvements. Any hazardous trees should be removed with approval from the adjacent 
property owner. All off-site trees that are proposed for preservation will be protected with tree protection 
measures as further described in this report and on the Preliminary Tree Preservation Plans (Appendix B). Off-
site and line trees proposed to be removed will be coordinated with and approved by the corresponding 
adjacent landowner during final engineering for this project. 
 
Tree Density Calculations 
The gross site area is 24.41 acres with 5.97 acres of open space, for a net site area of 18.44 acres. Per the City 
of Camas development code, the City requires 20 tree units per acre, or a total of 369 tree units (20*18.44 
acres) for this site. Table 1 summarizes the tree units required, removed, retained, and proposed for the entire 
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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. 
 

 
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 

 Net Site 
Area 

(Acres) 
Tree Units 
Required 

Tree 
Units 

Existing 
Tree Units 
Removed 

Tree Units 
Retained 

Proposed 
Tree Units 

Total 
Tree 
Units 

Overall  18.44 369 1478 1285 193 176 369 
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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 
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: 
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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 
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. 
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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. 
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 Odne silt loam (OdB) with slopes ranging from 0 to 5 percent, and Powell silt loam 
(PoB) with slopes ranging from 0 to 8 percent. PoB soils are described as moderately deep and well-drained 
soils and OdB are described as deep, poorly drained soils per the USDA Natural Resources Conservation 
Service’s Web Soil Survey. Based on site investigation, the project geotechnical report and the presence of 
wetlands on-site, the site soils are presumed to not be well drained with an elevated groundwater table. 
Therefore, root depths are generally shallow and impacts to existing root systems should be closely 
monitored. 
Tree Protection Plan 
See the plans found in Appendix B.  
 

Planting Plan 
176 street trees are proposed to be planted to meet landscape requirements, which, when added to the 193 
tree units being retained, results in 369 tree units and meets the tree density requirement of 369 tree units.   
 

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 24.41-acre site (18.44 net acres) proposes to remove 266 on-site trees. Of the existing 
trees, 76 on-site trees will be retained. 176 street trees will be planted. 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. This project reserves the right to remove additional trees, as 
deemed necessary/recommended by the Project Certified Arborist, for hazard abatement purposes. This 
cannot be evaluated until after construction as previously discussed and noted in the plans. The city will be 
notified of such removals and will be consulted with if a significant number of trees are recommended for 
removal post-construction.  
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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

10057 6,11 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 3
Codominant at 4ft; epicormic growth; Moderate dieback in 
crown

B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

10058 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Some gaps in canopy C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
10059 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Some gaps in canopy C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

10060 6,6,6,6,8,8,8 Western Serviceberry (Amelanchier alnifolia ) 5 Codominant; Severe dieback in canopy; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

10230 6 Deciduous 0 OFFSITE; Street Tree in planter strip to remain Preserve 0
10231 4,5 Deciduous 0 OFFSITE; Street Tree in planter strip to remain Preserve 0
10232 6 Deciduous 0 OFFSITE; Street Tree in planter strip to remain Preserve 0
10322 30 Vine Maple (Acer circinatum ) 11 Codominant at 4ft C Direct impact from public road construction 0
10347 9 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium ) 2 Minor dieback/gaps in canopy; low vigor B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11536 26 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 9 Severe dieback in canopy; multiple dead leaders A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11537 22 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 7 Moderate dieback in branches B Direct impact from public road construction 0

11538 20 Willow (Salix spp. ) 6
Codominant at 4ft; Moderate dieback in main stem; major 
leader dead

B Direct impact from public road construction 0

11539 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (S) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11540 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (E); Minor dieback in branches C Direct impact from public road construction 0

11548 18 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 5 Codominant; Moderate dieback in branches; Gaps in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11549 17 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 5 Moderate dieback in branches and main stem B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11550 10 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Moderate dieback in branches, Asymmetrical/Lean (NW) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11551 5,5,5,8 Hawthorn (Crataegus spp. ) 3 Codominant at 2ft with Included Bark B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11552 6,6 Hawthorn (Crataegus spp. ) 2 Codominant; Asymmetrical/Lean (N) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11553 6,6 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low Vigor; Minor dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11554 6,7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low Vigor; Minor dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11555 14 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 3 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11556 6 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low vigor; Severe dieback in branches; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11557 10 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2
Codominant at 6ft; Major dieback in branches; epicormic 
growth

C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11558 6,7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2
Codominant at 3ft; Major dieback in branches; main stem 
dead

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11559 9,12 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 4
Codominant at 4ft; Major dieback in branches; main stem 
dead

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11560 25 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 9 Codominant at 8ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11561 15 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 4 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11562 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11567 10 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Asymmetrical (N); Low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11568 12 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Asymmetrical (N); Low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11569 14 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 3 Asymmetrical (S); 1 dead leader B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11571 19 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 6 Asymmetrical (S) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11572 19 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 6 Asymmetrical (S) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11573 8,11,12 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Codominant; Severe dieback in canopy; Severe sweep in trunk A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11578 12 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 LINE TREE; gaps in canopy; Moderate dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11582 16 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 4 Asymmetrical (S) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

Detailed Tree Inventory for 12107 Stella Ridge
AKS Job No. 12107 - Evaluation Date: 7/31/25-8/1/25 - Evaluated By: JTG
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11583 19 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 6 LINE TREE; Asymmetrical (SW) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11589 48 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 20 Some gaps in canopy C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11592 10 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 0 OFFSITE; Low vigor; Some gaps in canopy B Direct impact from site improvements, risk rating 0
11596 48 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 20 Broken top; cavity at base; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11606 39 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 16
Codominant at 30ft with included bark; Severe lean in main 
stem; other stem dead and broken

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11612 7 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Damage and decay  at base; Severe sweep and lean (W) A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11614 21 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Severely asymmetrical (SW); Crook at 30ft B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11615 14,20,29,33 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 21 Codominant at 6ft; 14" stem historically broke; bulging at base C Direct impact from public road construction 0

11621 35 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii ) 14 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11622 9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Significant dieback in canopy; epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11625 8 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant at 8ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11626 11 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 2 Severe fracture at 8ft; Lean on adjacent tree A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11627 8,12 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 3 Codominant at 5ft; Moderate dieback in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11630 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11631 12 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Corrected Sweep and asymmetrical (W) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11632 15 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 4 Corrected Sweep and asymmetrical (W) C Direct impact from public road construction 0

11638 9,13 Willow (Salix spp.) 4 Codominant at 5ft; Cavity at 4ft; Some dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11639 12, 14 Willow (Salix spp.) 5 12" Stem dead; Severe dieback in canopy A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11663 7,7 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Severe dieback in canopy with several dead branches A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11664 18 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Corrected lean (W) with asymmetry C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11675 12 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Severe decay throughout bole A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11683 13 Willow (Salix spp.) 3 Cavity and decay at base; Moderate dieback in canopy A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11684 13 Willow (Salix spp.) 3
Codominant; main stem failed; Cavity at 10ft; epicormic 
growth

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11686 11 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 2 Conks; 7" Codominant Stem dead A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11687 7,11 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 3 Codominant; failed leader B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11689 18 Willow (Salix spp.) 5 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11697 6,6,7,10 Willow (Salix spp.) 4 Dead Stems; Decay in base; Epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11704 9,14 Willow (Salix spp.) 5 Growth from down log; Cavity and decay in base A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11706 30 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 11 Bulging at base C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11711 9,10 Willow (Salix spp.) 3 Growth from down log; codominant at 4ft; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11713 9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 growth from decaying log; moderate dieback in canopy A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11715 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 3 Asymmetrical (E); Minor dieback in branches C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11716 9,22 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 8 Codominant at 3ft; Historically broken leaders C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11717 17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 5 Gaps in canopy; historically broken leaders B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11718 23 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 8 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11719 9, 12,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 7 Codominant at 4ft; Historically broken top C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11720 23 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 8 Codominant at 20ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11721 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Broken at 30ft A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11722 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Low vigor; Moderate Lean/Asymmetrical (W) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11723 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 4 Moderate dieback and gaps in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11724 22 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 7 Large cavity with decay from base to 10' A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11725 6,6,6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant C Preserve 2
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11726 8,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant; Asymmetrical (W); Some dieback in branches B Preserve 2

11727 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Corrected Sweep (E) C Preserve 2
11729 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Low vigor; Gaps and dieback in canopy B Preserve 2
11730 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11731 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11732 12, 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 6 Codominant C Preserve 6
11734 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 3 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 3
11735 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant with dead 4" stem, Severe Asymmetry (W) A Preserve 2
11736 18 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 5 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 5
11737 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 20ft; Low vigor; Gaps in canopy B Preserve 2
11738 16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 4 Codominant at 20ft; Cavity at base C Preserve 4
11739 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 30ft C Preserve 2
11740 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 20ft; Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11741 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 2
11742 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Preserve 2

11743 6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Moderate dieback in branches; Severe epicormic growth B Preserve 2

11744 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Low vigor; Severe gaps in canopy A Preserve 2
11745 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 2
11746 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 2

11747 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant with dead stem at 20ft; severe dieback in canopy A Preserve 2

11748 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11749 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 30ft; 1 dead leader; low vigor B Preserve 2
11750 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Broken at 10ft; Epicormic growth A Preserve 2
11751 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 2
11752 6,10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant; 6" Stem Severe dieback and low vigor B Preserve 2

11753 6,10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 4ft; 6" stem dead; Moderate dieback in canopy B Preserve 2

11754 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Broken at 20ft; epicormic shoots A Preserve 2
11755 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Broken at 20ft A Preserve 2
11756 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant with dead stem at 30ft B Preserve 2
11757 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Broken at 10ft A Preserve 2
11758 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 3 Asymmetrical (W); Gaps in crown; dieback in branches B Preserve 3
11759 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11760 6,10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Codominant at 4ft; Broken top in main stem A Preserve 2
11761 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Epicormic Growth C Preserve 2
11762 16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 4 Asymmetrical (E) C Preserve 4
11763 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Preserve 2
11764 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Preserve 2
11765 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Preserve 2
11767 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Epicormic Growth C Preserve 2
11768 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Epicormic Growth; Low vigor B Preserve 2
11769 8,9,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 6 Codominant; decay in 8" stem; Epicormic growth A Preserve 6
11770 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Preserve 2
11771 12,12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 5 Codominant with Included Bark A Preserve 5
11772 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Corrected Sweep (E) C Preserve 2
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11773 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 2
11774 35 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 14 Codominant at 8ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11775 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Preserve 2
11776 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Preserve 2
11777 12,16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 6 Codominant at 4ft C Preserve 6
11778 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (SW) B Preserve 2
11780 7 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Moderate lean and asymmetry (W) B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11782 8,8,10,12 Willow (Salix spp.) 6 Growth from down log; epicormic growth C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11783 8,8,8 Willow (Salix spp.) 3 Growth from down log; epicormic growth C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11791 14,24,30 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 17 Codominant; Cavities in 24" stem; exposed roots B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11797 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Asymmetrical (SW) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11798 14 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 3 Asymmetrical (NE); Codominant at 10ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11802 12 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant at 10ft; Asymmetrical (W); Epicormic Growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11806 10, 15 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Codominant C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11812 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Asymmetrical (W); Minor dieback in branches C Preserve 2
11814 18 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11817 22 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11818 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia ) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11819 19 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 6 Minor cavity at 20ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11826 13 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 3 Asymmetrical and lean (W); Moderate dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11828 27 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 10 Bulges at base; Historically broken top; exposed roots (N) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11829 22 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 7 Asymmetrical (N) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11830 24,25 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 14 Codominant; bulging at base C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11831 29 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 11 Bulging at base C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11833 23 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 8 Historically broken top; lean (S) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11834 21 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Broken at 30ft; Epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11835 27 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 10 Asymmetrical (S) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11838 17 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Bulges at base; Codominant at 30ft C Direct impact from public road construction 0

11841 10,10 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 3
Codominant with slight Included bark; Moderate dieback in 
canopy

B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11842 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Asymmetrical (W) C Preserve 3

11843 22 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7
Codominant at 6ft with slight included bark; Minor sweep in 
base

B Direct impact from public road construction 0

11844 38 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 15 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11845 9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Asymmetrical (S); Moderate dieback in canopy B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11847 10 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Dead codominant stem; decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11848 8,10,12 Sweet Cherry (Prunus avium) 5
Codominant with included bark; Asymmetrical and lean (S & 
W)

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11849 10,16 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 6 Codominant C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11850 9 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (W) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11851 25 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11852 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (SW) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11853 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (NE); Low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11854 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11855 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 30ft; Cavities A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
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11856 19 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11857 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Low vigor; Moderate dieback in canopy; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11858 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Historically broken top; Lean and asymmetrical (E) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11859 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Moderate asymmetry and lean (SE); slight dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11860 9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Moderate dieback and gaps in canopy B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11861 9 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Corrected Sweep in base C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11862 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Low vigor; moderate dieback in canopy B Preserve 2
11863 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Some epicormic growth C Preserve 2
11864 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Some epicormic growth C Preserve 2
11865 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Low vigor; Some epicormic growth B Preserve 2
11866 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Low vigor; Gaps and dieback in canopy B Preserve 2
11867 8,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant; broken main stem; lean (E) A Preserve 2
11868 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (E) A Preserve 2

11869 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2
Codominant with 2 other dead stems; Asymmetrical and lean 
(E)

A Preserve 2

11870 13,14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Codominant C Preserve 6
11871 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 10ft A Preserve 2
11872 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Some epicormic growth C Preserve 2
11873 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (W) B Preserve 2
11874 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Preserve 2
11875 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 20ft A Preserve 2
11876 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Severe asymmetrical and lean (E) B Preserve 2
11877 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Preserve 2
11878 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (E) ; Moderate dieback in canopy B Preserve 2
11879 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broke at 30ft; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11880 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Asymmetrical (E) ; Some dieback in canopy C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11881 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (N) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11882 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (NW); low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11883 17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Broken top; Codominant; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11884 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Asymmetrical (SW) ; Moderate dieback in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11885 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 10ft A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11886 6,14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Codominant at 5ft; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11887 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (S); low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11888 14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Lean (W); low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11889 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 30ft; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11890 8,10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant; epicormic growth; dead tops A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11891 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Low vigor; epicormic growth; moderate dieback in branches A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11892 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (W); Moderate dieback in branches B Preserve 2

11893 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Okay C Preserve 3
11894 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken top; Epicormic growth A Preserve 2
11895 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11896 7 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Moderate dieback in branches; epicormic growth B Preserve 2

11897 30 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 11
Codominant with included bark; cavities at base; epicormic 
growth

A Preserve 11
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11898 14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Minor dieback in tips of branches C Preserve 3

11899 20 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Codominant at 5ft; 1 stem broken at 20ft; asymmetrical (E) A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11900 6 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (S); Lean (N); Broken top A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11901 14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Cavity at base; Moderate dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11902 15 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 4 Asymmetrical (SE) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11903 22 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Asymmetrical (E) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11904 24 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant at 7ft; 1 broken stem at 30ft B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11905 8,8,10,14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 7 Codominant at 3ft; 1 broken stem C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11906 11,14,15,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 11 Codominant at 3ft; 1 broken stem; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11907 6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Low vigor B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11908 29 Willow (Salix spp.) 11 Codominant at 7ft with included bark and separation A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11910 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Broken at 30ft A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11911 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Broken at 20ft A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11912 10,11,12,14,15,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 13 Codominant; Several major broken leaders A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11914 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11915 19 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Codominant at 30ft; 1 broken stem C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11916 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11917 6,17,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9 17" stem broken at 30ft; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11918 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11919 26 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9 Codominant at 6ft; Asymmetrical and lean (NW) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11921 22 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Some exposed roots C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11922 14 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Lean (W); Severe epicormic growth; codominant at 20ft B Direct impact from public road construction 0
11927 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11933 30 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 11 Severe cavity and decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11934 8,14,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 7 Codominant with included bark; dead and broken leaders A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11935 8,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant C Direct impact from public road construction 0

11936 12,23 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9
Codominant at 4ft; 23" stem codominant at 6ft with included 
bark; epicormic growth

A Direct impact from public road construction 0

11937 6 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11939 19,25 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 12 Codominant C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11940 7,8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant; Decay at base; low vigor A Direct impact from public road construction 0
11941 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Lean (W) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
11953 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant at 10ft; 1 stem dead B Preserve 3
11996 6 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Codominant with dead 8" stem A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11997 12 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Codominant with dead 8" stem A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
11998 12 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Severe dieback in main stem A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

11999 8 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Severe dieback in canopy; main stem dead; epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12000 6,8 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Severe dieback in canopy; severe lean (E) A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12001 6,7,9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 3 Severe dieback in canopy; very low vigor A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12002 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low vigor; dead codominant stem A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12003 6 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low vigor; dead codominant stems A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12004 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Dead main stem; Epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12005 6,8 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Codominant with dead stem A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12006 10 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Broken top A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12007 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Broken top A Direct impact from public road construction 0
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12008 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Low vigor; Severe epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12009 31 Douglas-fir (Pseudotsuga menziesii) 12 Broken top; Lean (W); Exposed structural roots (E) A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12012 16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Codominant with dead leaders; decay in base A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12014 9,11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant with included bark; major dead leaders A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12016 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12017 6,8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12018 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (NW) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12019 9,11,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 7 Codominant with included bark; 11" stem broken at 20' A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12020 7,8,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant with dead stems; lean (S) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12021 8,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12022 6,8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant with included bark; epicormic growth B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12023 10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Moderate dieback in branches B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12024 9,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant with major separation A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12025 8,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant; Decay at base; low vigor A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12026 9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (W); Moderate dieback in branches B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12027 6,11,13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant at 4ft with included bark; 6" stem dead A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12028 6,9 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant; decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12029 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Cavity and decay in base; epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12030 8,9,12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant; minor cavity in base; dead 6" stem A Direct impact from public road construction 0

12031 6,7,10,11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 6" stem dead; Codominant; Major separation with 7" stem A Direct impact from public road construction 0

12032 7,11 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 3 Codominant; Cavity in base B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12033 7,9,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Large cavity and decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12034 9,10, 11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant with separation B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12036 10,11,24 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 10 Codominant at 6ft; major cavity with decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12037 11,13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant with included bark; 11" stem broken at 30' A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12038 10,12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Codominant; Cavity and decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12040 9,10 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant; Cavity and decay in base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12041 32 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 12 Codominant at 20ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12043 8,9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Growth from down tree; some dead minor stems B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12044 12 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant with dead stem B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12049 37 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 15 Codominant at 10ft; Minor dieback in branches C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12050 6,8,10,10,11 Willow (Salix spp.) 7 Codominant; decay in base; epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0

12051 10,13,13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 7
Codominant with included bark; epicormic growth; severe 
lean (W)

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12054 18 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 5 Corrected lean (W)  C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12055 19 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Dead minor stem at 20ft; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12056 8, 22 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant; epicormic growth C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12059 22,28 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 14 Codominant with included bark; major dead stems in canopy A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12060 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Scar at base B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12064 11,23 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 9 Codominant at 4ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12065 9,9,30 Willow (Salix spp.) 13 Growth from down tree  C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12067 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Asymmetrical (E); several failed leaders B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12068 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Asymmetrical (E); Moderate dieback in branches B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12069 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Asymmetrical (E); Moderate dieback in branches B Direct impact from public road construction 0

12070 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Mechanical damage to base; asymmetrical and lean (NE) B Direct impact from public road construction 0
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12071 8,12 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 3 Codominant with included bark; 8" Stem has severe lean (NE) A Direct impact from public road construction 0

12080 10 Willow (Salix spp.) 2
Cavity at base; epicormic growth; Moderate dieback in 
branches

A Direct impact from public road construction 0

12081 6,12 Willow (Salix spp.) 0 OFFSITE; Codominant; 6" stem dead B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12083 24 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 8 Severe dieback in main stem; bark loss A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12084 23 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 8 Severe dieback in main stem; epicormic growth A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12088 13 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12089 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Asymmetrical and Lean (SW) C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12092 6 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12095 25 Willow (Salix spp.) 9 Main Stem Dead; Severe lean (S) A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12096 24 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12099 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical and lean (S); several dead minor stems A Direct impact from public road construction 0
12100 20 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 6 Severe dieback in main stem B Direct impact from public road construction 0
12102 6,6,6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Cluster C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12109 8,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12110 24 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12111 8 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12112 16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12113 18 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 0 OFFSITE; okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12114 6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Cluster; dead stems; low vigor B Direct impact from public road construction 0

12117 8,16 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant with included bark; cavity with decay at base A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12118 15,17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant at 6ft with included bark; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12146 17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Cavity at base; Old leader dead; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12147 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12148 14,19 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant; Cavity at base where old codominant stem failed B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12149 6,23 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant at 10ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12150 14,20 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 8 Codominant at 3ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12154 10,10 Hawthorn (Crataegus spp. ) 3 Codominant; lean/asymmetrical (SW) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12156 14,24 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 10 Codominant  C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12157 17 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 5 Codominant at 10ft; Corrected lean C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12158 15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 4 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12159 18 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 5 Corrected sweep in base C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12160 11,15 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 6 Codominant C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12161 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Codominant with cluster B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12162 7,11 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12163 7 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Asymmetrical (E) C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12164 8,11,19 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 8 Codominant; Asymmetrical (W); Some dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12165 7 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Asymmetrical (E); Severe lean (E) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12166 12 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 2 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12167 21 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 7 Codominant at 10ft C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12168 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Codominant at 10ft; Severe Sweep in base B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12169 13 Oregon Ash (Fraxinus latifolia) 3 Severe lean (W); Severe dieback in canopy A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12183 9,9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 3 Codominant C Direct impact from public road construction 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 12107 Stella Ridge
AKS Job No. 12107 - Evaluation Date: 7/31/25-8/1/25 - Evaluated By: JTG

12185 9 Red Alder (Alnus rubra) 2 Okay C Direct impact from public road construction 0
12186 9,12 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 4 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12187 14 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 3 Okay C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12188 14 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 3 Large bore holes at base; Major leader dead B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12195 12 Crabapple (Malus spp.) 2 Minor cavity at base; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12200 6,6,6,8 Willow (Salix spp.) 3 Cluster; Minor dieback in branches C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12205 6,10,13,13,14,15 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 11 Codominant; Minor stems dead in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12226 7,7,9,10,14 Willow (Salix spp.) 7 Codominant; growth from dead log; epicormic growth B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12227 9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant at 5ft with cluster C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12228 7,9,10 Willow (Salix spp.) 4 Codominant; Decay in base; asymmetrical (W) A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12229 7,9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant C Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12230 6,6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Codominant C Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12231 6,6,6,7,7,8,9 Willow (Salix spp.) 6 Codominant; Cavity at base; Moderate dieback in canopy B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12242 11 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Main stem dead; Epicormic growth A Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12244 6,6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Moderate dieback in branches B Direct conflict with site improvements 0
12246 6,9 Willow (Salix spp.) 2 Dead leaders; asymmetrical (NW) B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

12248 6 Willow (Salix spp.) 2
Growth from down log; epicormic growth; Moderate dieback 
in branches

B Direct conflict with site improvements 0

13000 14,20 Bigleaf Maple (Acer macrophyllum) 8
Codominant; Lean and asymmetrical (SW); exposed structural 
roots

A Direct conflict with site improvements 0

(18.44 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 = 355

Net Site Area = 18.44 AC

Total # of Existing Onsite Trees = 342 Total # of Existing Trees Removed = 276
Total Existing Tree Units Removed = 1285Total Onsite Existing Tree Units = 1478

B=Moderate windthrow resistant
C=Most windthrow resistant

Arborist Disclosure Statement:

Windthrow Rating
A=Least windthrow resistant

Minimum # Trees to Replant = 175.8

Total # of Onsite Trees Retained = 76
Total # of Tree Units Retained = 193

Minimum Tree Units Required per City Code = 368.8
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Appendix C:  Tree Planting Plan      
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