
 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1103 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202937.478 N 600313.901 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    A reasonably good young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Light prune required. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1104 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202942.336 N 600311.705 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7.5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1105 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202939.164 N 600306.916 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Unsuitable species. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Dying. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1106 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202935.301 N 600306.257 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: 50% of tree dead. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1107 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202933.423 N 600298.194 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species:  Common Name:    

Height:  Canopy spread:  Trunk Circum:  N
o.

  of Trunks  

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage  

 Amount of dead wood in canopy  

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease  

 Prevalence of epicormic growth  

 Prevalence of mistletoe  

 Overall health/condition of the tree  

Age:        Age/Health/Condition:  Form:    Hazard Potential:  

Habitat Value:  Tolerance to Disturbance:  

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic:  Rareness or Commonness:  Habitat quality:  Cultural, Social, Scientific:  

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:   Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:    Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Dead. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment  

 Contribution to Urban Amenity  

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1108 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202929.489 N 600297.280 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1109 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202920.388 N 600283.065 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Burnt at base. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1110 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202921.400 N 600279.326 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1800 N
o.

  of Trunks 7 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1111 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202913.962 N 600272.763 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   S Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Small stunted tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1112 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202904.918 N 600259.779 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5.5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Small stunted tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1113 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202885.708 N 600230.870 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Dying. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1114 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202874.013 N 600207.223 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 500 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Partly fallen over. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1115 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202867.131 N 600201.993 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 10 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1700 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Unsuitable species for roadway area. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1116 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202867.895 N 600198.275 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Very poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Leaning. 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1117 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202861.746 N 600189.044 

Date of Survey: 4th November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Very poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   T Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1118 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202509.850 N 599824.056 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 2400 N
o.

  of Trunks 7 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: L Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    All coppice growth around a dead main trunk. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1119 

           

       

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202502.377 N 599830.703 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 2500 N
o.

  of Trunks 7 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    All coppice growth. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1120 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202493.320 N 599835.622 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 500 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy L 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:   Comment:    Almost dead. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1121 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202488.710 N 599838.191 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 2200 N
o.

  of Trunks 8 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Too much coppice growth. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1122 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202471.975 N 599845.930 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 9 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove four lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1123 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202446.337 N 599854.991 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.5 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: M Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove second trunk at 1.5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1124 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202439.555 N 599857.783 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 8.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1125 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202404.783 N 599862.798 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.5 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing one trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1126 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202397.855 N 599863.771 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 5.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove second trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1127 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202384.917 N 599865.273 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small branches at base. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1128 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202378.942 N 599865.658 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 11 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: S 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Double leader at 3 metres, poor union. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1129 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202375.828 N 599862.165 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1131 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202366.827 N 599866.763 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   P Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Two equal sized trunks, removing one trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1132 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202360.181 N 599868.004 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1133 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202354.316 N 599868.785 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 11 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1134 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202348.369 N 599869.376 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       J Age/Health/Condition: J/F Form:   P Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice growth. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1135 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202330.812 N 599871.190 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: N Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove 2 small trunks, minor lean. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1136 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202329.978 N 599882.670 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1137 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202347.514 N 599880.698 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1450 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form, leaning. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1138 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202357.355 N599879.368  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove two small trunks. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1216 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202708.890 N 599957.226 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.1 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor form in upper canopy. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1217 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202702.955 N 599948.071 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor form.  Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1218 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202689.278 N 599931.883 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.1 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Good young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1219 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202686.778 N 599922.655 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1700 N
o.

  of Trunks 8 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1220 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202683.138 N 599917.518 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.1 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor unions from 1 to 2 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1221 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202677.293 N 599908.894 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.3 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 1200 N
o.

  of Trunks 7 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1222 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202673.670 N599908.211  

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 8.4 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1223 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202671.069 N 599903.340 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor unions at 6 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1224 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202670.474 N 599899.412 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 4.7 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 700 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice only. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1225 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202663.920 N 599893.100 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.3 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1226 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202664.108 N 599889.012 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.2 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: White ants in union at 1.5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1227 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202660.399 N 599887.885 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 6.5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1228 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202657.561 N 599883.438 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.8 Canopy spread: 2.5 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 6 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy L 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Dieback and dead leaders. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1229 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202657.924 N 599878.980 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.3 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1500 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1230 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202650.876 N 599873.999 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.5 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1231 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202651.575 N 599869.585 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.6 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1900 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1232 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202647.145 N 599868.011 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height: 8.1 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: An unsuitable species. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1233 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202644.762 N 599859.740 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.3 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Good young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1234 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202639.201 N 599850.526 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.7 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Good young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1235 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202631.775 N 599844.071 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.8 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1236 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202626.248 N599836.117  

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.8 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Dieback and poor union at 5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1237 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202615.918 N 599826.916 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.9 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor union at 1.5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1238 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202619.480 N 599825.779 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing one trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1239 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202620.225 N 599822.398 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    A good young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1240 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202617.625 N 599823.463 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.5 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Good form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:    Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1241 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202615.463 N 599823.159 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.8 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor union at 1.5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1242 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202612.309 N 599820.606 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.8 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1243 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202607.756 N 599815.427 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.3 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1244 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202610.481 N 599809.643 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.3 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1245 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202608.736 N 599807.011 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.2 Canopy spread: 8.5 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1246 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202601.430 N 599799.867 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.9 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1800 N
o.

  of Trunks 6 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1247 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202589.205 N 599793.006 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Large branch at 1.25 metres, poor union at 2 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1248 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202578.5519 N599799.503  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.4 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1700 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Trunks starting from ground level, poor union at 3 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1249 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202560.112 N599810.275  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.3 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Trunks growing at ground level, poor union at 2 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1250 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202550.065 N 599817.047 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.2 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove lower branches, unions appear sound. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1251 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202540.876 N 599822.459 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.6 Canopy spread: 10 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment: Good form. 

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1252 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202531.502 N 599827.124 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.4 Canopy spread: 10.5 Trunk Circum: 1900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removal of second trunk will damage tree, poor union. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1253 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202522.932 N 599833.888 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.1 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove two lowest branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1254 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202508.768 N 599841.011 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.7 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor unions at 2.5 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1255 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202499.428 N 599844.979 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.4 Canopy spread: 5.5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing second trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1256 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202489.687 N 599850.334 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.8 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Diseased lower trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1257 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202481.016 N 599854.551 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 5.6 Canopy spread: 2.5 Trunk Circum: 500 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1258 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202452.999 N599866.098  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.9 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1259 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202443.874 N599868.563  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.8 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove second trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1260 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202434.394 N 599870.822 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.4 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   S Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1261 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202420.464 N 599873.132 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.3 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1262 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202386.549 N 599876.524 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 9.4 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Well-formed young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment H 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1263 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202368.017 N 599878.597 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 11.7 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   P Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor form, removing one trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1264 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202537.612 N 599807.769 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 9.7 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Too much coppice around base. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Double leader at 4 metres. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1265 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202543.467 N 599805.178 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 9.6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove coppice and lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1266 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202549.015 N 599802.533 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 8.7 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove coppice. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1267 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202628.013 N 599815.576 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.6 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Good form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1268 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202621.526 N599806.697  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.9 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Crooked, poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1269 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202614.338 N 599795.015 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 11.2 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Reasonably good tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1270 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202827.583 N 599655.983 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6.6 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 1500 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy L 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Mainly coppice growth. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Dead main stem. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1271 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202777.441 N 599685.879 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 7.6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 6 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    All coppice growth. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1272 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202723.959 N 599716.749 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 5.2 Canopy spread: 3.5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   S Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Small poor form tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1273 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202709.318 N 599724.638 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.5 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor unions throughout tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1274 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202686.481 N 599737.473 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 4.5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 1400 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1275 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202678.426 N 599742.154 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.2 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice from ground level. 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1276 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202671.803 N 599746.178 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice from ground level. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1277 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202645.475 N 599760.697 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.8 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice from ground level. 

 

 

R N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1278 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202637.821 N 599764.820 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.4 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Two trunks from ground level, removal of one trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1279 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202629.314 N599770.291  

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.8 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   L Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Poor form, second trunk from base. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1280 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202611.048 N 599780.968 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice growth only. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1281 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202608.433 N 599766.015 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 8.6 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Diseased lower trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1282 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202613.609 N 5599763.927 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 9.6 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Significant diseased lower trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1283 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202622.025 N 599760.244 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 9.2 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Minor dead wood. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1284 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202629.058 N 599756.381 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.4 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:    Good tree, minor lean. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity N 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1285 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202633.207 N 599753.879 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.7 Canopy spread: 7 Trunk Circum: 800 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1286 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202635.822 N 599751.120 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 6.8 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 600 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: M Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  H Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small coppice growth. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1287 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202638.739 N 599749.389 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.8 Canopy spread: 8 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removal of second trunk will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1288 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202646.971 N 599744.956 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 10.3 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Diseased lower trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1289 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202658.499 N 599738.264 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6.8 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Coppice from ground level. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1290 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202665.560 N 599733.868 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.1 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1700 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Trunks from ground level, poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

Regulated Tree: Y 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1291 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202680.124 N 599724.474 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7.4 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1292 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202689.668 N 599721.676 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height: 3.7 Canopy spread: 1.5 Trunk Circum: 500 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Unsuitable species for urban area. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Diseased. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1293 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202694.663 N 599719.391 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 7.6 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree F 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/F Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Leaning and poor form. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1294 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202698.974 N 599716.121 

Date of Survey: 30
th

 October 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.1 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small second trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1295 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202766.530 N 599677.909 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 5.5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:     

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: N 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing trunks will damage tree. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1296 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202756.783 N 599684.453 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 10.5 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Healthy young tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small lower branches. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1297 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202752.042 N 599687.842 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.2 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree G 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/G Form:   T Hazard Potential: L 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    A reasonably good tree. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   Y Is work cost effective?: Y 

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions: M b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Remove small trunk. 

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment M 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity M 

Recommendation: Retain 

Location  
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1298 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202809.384 N599654.121  

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 5.6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A/ Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    All coppice growth. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  
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Molonglo / Coombs & Wright, Tree Assessment 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1299 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202816.366 N 599648.913 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 4.4 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 500 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy H 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth M 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    All coppice growth. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

dsb 2470 
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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1300 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202823.165 N 599641.642 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7.4 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 N
o.

  of Trunks 4 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 Amount of dead wood in canopy M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth H 

 Prevalence of mistletoe H 

 Overall health/condition of the tree P 

Age:       A Age/Health/Condition: A/P Form:   U Hazard Potential: M 

Habitat Value: N Tolerance to Disturbance: M 

Contribution to Future Urban Amenity: 

Scenic: L Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  L Comment:    Four trunks off dead main trunk. 

 

Economic justification for retention or removal:  

Ameliorative work to reduce Risk:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

Tree Protection Zone & Conditions:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes:  

 

 

Regulated Tree: N 

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  




