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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1301 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202834.306 N 599637.942 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.9 Canopy spread: 5 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 H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth L 

 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: Removal of second 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 : 1302 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202839.070 N 599635.034 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.9 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1200 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 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:    Three trunks from ground level. 

 

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 : 1303 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202843.304 N599631.261  

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 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 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:    Three trunks from ground level. 

 

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 : 1304 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202854.414 N 599638.619 

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: 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 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:    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: 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 : 1305 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202851.355 N 599623.210 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6.9 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1100 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: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M Comment:    Slightly stunted. 

 

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 and 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 : 1306 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202856.308 N 599621.349 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.2 Canopy spread: 5 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 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 small 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 
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MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1307 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202877.366 N 599622.964 

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: 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 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:    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:  b, c & d always apply 

Arboricultural Notes: Removing 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 : 1308 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202906.602 N 599601.299 

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: 900 N
o.

  of Trunks 1 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 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 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:    Reasonably good form and good health. 

 

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 dead small dead leader and remove small branches off lower 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 : 1309 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202927.129 N 599586.645 

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: 4 Trunk Circum: 600 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:    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: N 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 : 1315 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203113.165 N 600547.653 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 10.5 Canopy spread: 8 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:    Prominent 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: Good form. 

 

 

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 : 1316 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203108.121 N 600538.810 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.6 Canopy spread: 7 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:    Prominent 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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1317 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203096.771 N 600520.933 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 9.1 Canopy spread: 5 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 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 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: Remove small dead 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 : 1318 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203042.862 N 600442.901 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8.4 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 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 L 

 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:   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 : 1319 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202979.093 N 600349.591 

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 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 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:    Good form and health, well balanced crown. 

 

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 : 1320 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202973.438 N 600341.507 

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: 6 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 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:   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 : 1321 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202967.550 N 600333.044 

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: 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 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:    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: Requires minor pruning to 2 metres. 

 

 

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 : 1322 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202961.974 N 600324.822 

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: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

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:    Dead leader, 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: 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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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1323 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202957.006 N 600316.089 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 9.6 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1700 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1324 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202921.977 N 600259.444 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 800 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 L 

 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:    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 : 1325 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202904.207 N 600233.878 

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: 4 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 6 

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 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:    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: 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 : 1326 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202899.341 N 600223.591 

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: 8 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 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 : 1327 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202851.939 N 600152.512 

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: 7 Trunk Circum: 1300 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 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 

Tree No : 1328 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202833.612 N 600123.007 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 5 Trunk Circum: 1300 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 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:     

 

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 : 1329 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202805.630 N 600084.280 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.6 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1200 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 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:    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: Poor union at 1 metre. 

 

 

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 : 1330 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202799.197 N 600074.655 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 6.1 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 L 

 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:    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:  

 

 

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 : 1331 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202732.063 N 599973.410 

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: 8 Trunk Circum: 1600 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 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: 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 : 1332 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202726.514 N 599963.514 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 600 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 L 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth L 

 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:    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: All epicormics. 

 

 

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 : 1333 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202707.884 N 599935.939 

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: 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 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:    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 smaller 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 : 1480 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202082.4 N 599226.6 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 8 

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 L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1481 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202107.6 N 599246.5 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

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

  of Trunks 8 

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 L 

 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:    Coppice off dead 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: 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 : 1482 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202113.6 N 599250.8 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 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 M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth L 

 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:    Very 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:  

 

 

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 : 1483 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202115.6 N 599253.0 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1200 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

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 L 

 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:    Very poor form, broken leader. 

 

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: Numerous low branches. 

 

 

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 : 1484 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202118.6 N 599254.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 5 

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 L 

 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:    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: Dead main leader. 

 

 

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 : 1485 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202130.7 N 599265.3 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 4 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 M 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth L 

 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:    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: Dead leader. 

 

 

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 : 1486 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202135.0 N 599268.7 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 8 

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 L 

 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:    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: Dead main stem. 

 

 

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 : 1487 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202138.9 N 599272.6 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1600 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 L 

 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:    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: Dead main leader. 

 

 

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 : 1488 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202145.4 N 599277.7 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 8 

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 L 

 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: Broken off dead main leader. 

 

 

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 : 1489 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202150.5 N 599281.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1600 N
o.

  of Trunks 10 

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 L 

 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:    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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1490 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202155.2 N 599286.3 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 6 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 L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1491 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202188.5 N 599313.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 3 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 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:    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: 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 : 1492 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202204.9 N 599328.9 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height: 8 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage H 

 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 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. 

 

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 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 : 1493 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202213.2 N 599322.5 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 6 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 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:    Only 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: 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 : 1494 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202215.4 N 599338.2 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata Common Name:   River peppermint 

Height: 3 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 900 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 L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1495 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202238.9 N599347.8  

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus elata River peppermint  

Height: 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 M 

 Prevalence of insect attack or disease H 

 Prevalence of epicormic growth L 

 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:    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: 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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26 October, 2009 Issue ‘A’ 

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1496 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202242.0 N 599351.0 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 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 L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1497 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202247.9 N 599357.4 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 N
o.

  of Trunks 9 

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 L 

 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:    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: 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 : 1498 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202267.5 N 599393.6 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 3 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 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: 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 : 1499 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202281.8 N 599395.1 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle 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 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: Requires form pruning. 

 

 

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 : 1500 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202283.0 N 599410.0 

Date of Survey: 4
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 3 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 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:    Small poor 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 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 : 1501 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202313.3 N 599455.5 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 6 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1300 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 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:    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: 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 : 1502 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202304.1 N 599531.3 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 500 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 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:    Very small weak 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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1503 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202316.7 N 599583.5 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 500 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 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: 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:    Small weak coppice. 

 

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 : 1504 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202338.7 N 599611.5 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 1.5 Trunk Circum: 300 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:   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:    Unsuitable species, very small 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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1505 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202354.9 N 599614.7 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 1.5 Trunk Circum: 500 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 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:    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: 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 : 1506 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202365.7 N 599643.7 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 7 Canopy spread: 6 Trunk Circum: 1900 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 L 

 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:    Six trunks from 1.5 m, 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:  

 

 

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 : 1507 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202375.5 N 599637.4 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 3 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 300 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 G 

Age:       J Age/Health/Condition: J/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:  L Comment:    Small well-shaped seedling. 

 

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 : 1508 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202392.3 N 599657.1 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 3 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 300 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:       J Age/Health/Condition: J/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:  L Comment:    Small well-shaped seedling. 

 

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 : 1509 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202407.6 N 599673.3 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 4 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 600 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:  L Comment:    Small 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: Remove three small 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 : 1510 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202412.0 N 599695.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

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

  of Trunks 6 

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:   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:    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: 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 : 1511 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202416.7 N 599701.7 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height: 3 Canopy spread: 2 Trunk Circum: 400 N
o.

  of Trunks 2 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage L 

 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:   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:    Small diseased 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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1512 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202426.5 N 599695.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 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 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:    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: 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 : 1513 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202433.1 N 599703.5 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 3.5 Canopy spread: 2.5 Trunk Circum: 300 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 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:    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: 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 : 1514 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202452.8 N 599728.6 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 3 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 600 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:    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: 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 : 1515 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202455.8 N 599732.1 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 3 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 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:    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  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1516 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202463.8 N 599742.9 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 3.5 Canopy spread: 2.5 Trunk Circum: 800 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:    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: 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 : 1517 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202468.5 N 599750.0 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 3 Trunk Circum: 1000 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 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:    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: 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 : 1518 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202474.8 N 599772.1 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height: 5 Canopy spread: 4 Trunk Circum: 1000 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 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:    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: 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 : 1536 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203102.539 N 600529.203 

Date of Survey: 4
th

 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:    Dead. 

 

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:  

 

 

Regulated Tree:  

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment  

 Contribution to Urban Amenity  

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

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

 

MOLONGLO / COOMBS & WRIGHT TREE ASSESSMENT 

Tree No : 1537 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203128.319 N 600594.473 

Date of Survey: 19
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus rubida Common Name:   Candle bark 

Height:  Canopy spread:  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: 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:   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 low 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 : 1538 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203127.737 N 600599.179 

Date of Survey: 19
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus bicostata Common Name:   Blue gum 

Height:  Canopy spread:  Trunk Circum:  N
o.

  of Trunks  

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:   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:    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 : 1539 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 203131.906 N 600599.843 

Date of Survey: 19
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus mannifera Common Name:   White brittle gum 

Height:  Canopy spread:  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: H Rareness or Commonness: M Habitat quality: M Cultural, Social, Scientific: L 

Contribution to Immediate Landscaping:  M 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:  

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 : 1540 

           

       

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Survey Details: 

Organisation: dsb Landscape Architects Grid Co-ordinates:      E 202848.171 N 599643.196 

Date of Survey: 19
TH

 November 2009 Assessor ID: JL & ST 

 
Tree Details: 

Species: Eucalyptus viminalis Common Name:   Ribbon gum 

Height:  Canopy spread:  Trunk Circum: 1000 N
o.

  of Trunks 3 

Health/Condition: Relative density of foliage M 

 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:   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:   N Is work cost effective?:  

Landscape Groups:  Comment:  

 

Tree Protection and Management: 

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

Arboricultural Notes: Dead main leader. 

 

 

Regulated Tree:  

Classification of Tree Quality:  

 Arboricultural Assessment P 

 Contribution to Urban Amenity P 

Recommendation: Remove 

Location  



 

 

 

 

 

Appendix H 
EPBC Referral Decision  

Appendix E-3 
dsb Tree Removal Study 
 























 

 

 

 

Appendix F 
Consultation Material  































COMMUNITY FEEDBACK FROM DECEMBER 2009 PUBLIC INFORMATION SESSIONS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY FEEDBACK: 

Land Sales 

• Timing and method of sale 

Environment and sustainability 

• River corridor 

• Solar orientation 

• Biodiversity 

• Water Sensitive Urban Design 

• Community Garden 

Landscape and Urban Design 

• Future tree plantings 

• Deek’s Park 

• Buffer zones 

Block sizes 

• Larger blocks 

Equestrian 

• Temporary and long term access 

Roads and traffic 

• Impact of construction and additional 

population on roads and congestion 

Affordable housing 

• Mix of support and opposition 

Ageing in Place 

• Provision of and accessibility to facilities 

• Single storey dwellings 

Impact on Stromlo Village 

• Buffer zone plantings 

MAIN DESIGN PRINCIPLES SUPPORTED BY COMMUNITY: 

• Connection to features- river corridor, mountains, The International Arboretum and 

Stromlo Forest Park. 

• Using landmarks for way finding. 

• Out of two options presented (Option 1 & 2), Option 2 was identified as preferred 

and has been progressed further. 

 

Land sales  40% 

Environment and sustainability  15% 

Landscape and urban design  10% 

Block sizes  9% 

Equestrian  7% 

Roads and traffic  7% 

Affordable Housing  5% 

Ageing in place  4% 

Impact on Stromlo Village  3% 



 

 

 

 

Appendix G 
Noise Study  




