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Beechwood  
Consultancy & Tree service  
4300 Riverside Road 

        Duncan BC V9L 6M8 
        Ph: 250-715-7910 

   Email: jens@beechwoodtrees.com 
 
        November 15, 2021 
 
 
Nicola Sharp 
BC Housing  
1701-4555 Kingsway 
Burnaby BC V5H 4V8 
 
Re: 601 Dobson & 610 Trunk, tree health, structural integrity and preservation information. 
 
 
Dear Nicola Sharp, 
 I have inspected and evaluated the 69 trees on the two lots at 601 Dobson Road and 610 
Trunk Road in Duncan. The concerns are their health, structural defects, and whether they can be 
retained or need to be removed.  I have affixed numbered tags to each tree. The maps show tree 
locations; the tables following give details in each tree.    

My assessment and evaluation skills include 19 years of education, experience, and 
arboriculture and urban forestry training. The tools I use for visual and external means include 
diameter tape, binoculars, probing tools and a rubber mallet for sounding. If internal decay or 
defects is suspected, I used an increment borer or a Rinntech Resistograph® resistance drill that 
records and graphs wood density as it drills into the wood.  
Trees 
 The trees on the two lots are in very good to poor health; one is dead. The age ranges 
from young to over mature; most are mature. There has been little to no maintenance on the trees 
recently. The highest concentration of trees is along the west side of 610 Trunk Road; the rest are 
scattered throughout the two lots.  

The trees on the sites are predominantly Western redcedars (Thuja plicata). There are 
several Hazelnuts (Corylus avellana), Cherries (Prunus spp.) and Bigleaf maples (Acer 
macrophyllum). There are a few Hollies (Ilex spp.) and Douglas firs (Pseudotsuga menziesii). 
Individual trees are a Sitka Spruce (Picea sitchensis), a Scot’s pine (Pinus sylvestris), a Black 
walnut (Juglans nigra) and an Apple (Malus spp.)  

The above trees are “Protected trees” under the City of Duncan Tree Protection Bylaw. 
There are no “Significant trees” on the two lots; please refer to Bylaw No. 3135.01, 2018, for 
further details. There are a few smaller trees throughout the sites; these are not protected under 
the Tree Protection Bylaw and are not included in this report. 
Sites and maps 
 The two lots are nearly flat with little undulation. I found no signs of recent excavation, 
trenching or compaction that could negatively affect tree health or stability.  

The attached maps show the approximate location of the assessed trees. Per my 
conversation with the onsite surveyor, he used my numbered tree tags as reference numbering at 
610 Trunk Road. At 601 Dobson he used his numbering system.  

mailto:jens@beechwoodtrees.com
mailto:jens@beechwoodtrees.com
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Tree preservation 
 Preserving trees adjacent to excavation, construction and installation of services is 
challenging.  Larger trees need a proportionally greater tree protection zone (TPZ) than younger 
trees. Trees in poor or fair health need a larger TPZ than trees in average or better health. The 
TPZ also varies in size depending on tree species.  In the planning stage, it is crucial to decide 
and be realistic as to which trees can be preserved and which can not.  

 Preserving tree health and preventing failures.  
There are two main components to tree preservation before, during and after construction 

and development.  The first and most important factor is to preserve a large enough root zone for 
each tree to ensure it survives and thrives after development is complete. Erecting temporary 
fencing around trees is essential; rebar and flagging tape do not work. The fencing has to 
physically stop people and equipment from entering the tree protection zone.   

The second component is the location of excavation sites for buildings, driveways. 
parking lots and, in particular, underground utilities (power, water, sewer, drainage and 
irrigation). This part is frequently overlooked or neglected and often results in unnecessary 
damage to tree roots.  

Tree roots are close to the surface as they require the exchange of oxygen and carbon 
dioxide with air above to survive. Excavating to a depth of 20 centimeters removes most of a 
tree's absorbing roots. Digging to a depth of 50 centimeters removes nearly all roots, including 
anchoring roots.   

Excavation inside the TPZ should be avoided as it majorly impacts tree health and can 
make the tree unstable and cause it to fail (fall over).  If excavation is required inside the TPZ, it 
should be supervised by a Certified Arborist to minimize damage to tree roots.  

Grade changes and compaction 
 Changing the grade adjacent to trees can have detrimental effects on tree health and 
survival; root compaction can cause similar effects. 

Grade changes affect available soil moisture for trees. Raising the grade can result in 
saturated soils; these soils have less anchoring capacity on roots increasing the likelihood of tree 
failures; roots pull out of the muddy soil. Fill soil can cause decline or death of trees as it cuts off 
or reduces oxygen supply (Western redcedars are intolerant of fill soil).  

Lowering the grade removes tree roots and often reduces water availability, resulting in 
drought conditions, potentially causing decline or tree death.   

Driving heavy equipment on the tree root zone can damage or compromise tree roots. It 
also compacts the soil reducing oxygen and carbon dioxide exchange between the roots and the 
atmosphere; all negatively impact tree health.  

Selecting trees for preservation. 
 Healthy and vigorous young or semi-mature trees are ideal for preserving as they need a 
smaller TPZ; they compensate for root loss quickly and adapt well to their new environment.   

Mature trees, trees with defects or trees in poor health are difficult to preserve. They need 
a very large TPZ to maintain health and vigour. They also need more care post-construction, 
regular evaluation, ongoing pruning to maintain health and structural strength.  If they decline, 
develop major defects or die, they are more challenging and costly to remove as compared to 
removal prior to construction.   
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Groups of trees are easier to preserve than single trees for a couple of reasons. Trees in 
groups have interwoven or grafted root systems adding structural support during wind events. 
Their canopies buffer each other during winds, reducing structural stress on the trunks and 
anchoring roots.  Single trees rely solely on their root system for support during windstorms; 
they are often exposed to stronger winds from different directions post-construction.  
Discussion and recommendations 
 The majority of the trees are difficult to preserve due to their size, maturity, health, 
presence of defects and proximity to infrastructure on adjacent properties.  The remaining trees 
can be preserved provided they have sufficient clearance from planned buildings and 
infrastructure.  

There are three trees on the adjacent properties that require minor setbacks on the 610 
Trunk Road lot. They are assigned letters, A, B & C and are detailed at the end of the tables and 
also shown on the map.  

601 Dobson Road 
 This lot has 14 trees that are mainly situated along the property lines. The rest are in the 
center of the lot in front and behind the house.  Most of the trees along the property lines can be 
preserved with sufficient setbacks The ones in the center will likely interfere with planned 
development and construction.  
 The Sitka spruce (# 801) at the southeast corner of the lot should be preserved if possible 
as it is a healthy tree with no major defects. It is a specimen tree and an unusual tree for this area. 
The attached map and table detail each tree.     

610 Trunk Road 
 This lot has 55 trees on it; most are on the west side. Many trees on this site will need 
removal due to poor health, their size, major defects or proximity to infrastructure on adjacent 
sites.   

The main concern is trees along the west edge of the property (# 817-838). Nearly all 
were severely pruned on the west side for clearance resulting in sun scalding of their trunks, 
subsequently resulting in trunk decay.  Additionally, asphalt on the west side abuts most tree 
trunks, restricting trunk expansion and limiting root growth.   
 The trees in the center of the lot (#841-852) are large tall mature, to over-mature trees in 
fair to average health; none have major defects.  Preserving these is challenging, requiring large 
setbacks. Additionally, they all buffer each other during strong winds; removing some would 
expose the remaining ones to stronger winds and from different directions, potentially causing 
the remaining ones to fail.  
 The attached map and tables further detail the above trees and also the rest of the trees on 
this lot.   

Conclusion 
Preserving trees on a development site is challenging. Mature trees are most difficult as 

they need a proportionally large tree protection zone. They don’t adapt well to significant 
changes to their root system, and they often need ongoing maintenance following construction. 
They are also more exposed to prevailing winds if adjacent large trees are removed.  

Younger and smaller trees are easier to preserve as they need a relatively small tree 
protection zone, and most adapt well to changes in their root environment. Younger trees also 
have a longer lifespan and require less maintenance when young.  
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Tree protection fencing should be erected before construction starts. Once a tree, or its 
parts, are damaged, there is no remedy to correct it.  Fencing should stay in place until all 
construction is complete.  

I recommend assessing the retained trees once the development plan is completed but 
prior to construction to determine if they will be affected by excavation and construction.  All 
retained trees should be inspected and assessed once site development is complete.  
 
 

    
Sincerely, 

 
Jens Barsballe  

Registered Consulting Arborist #570 
ISA Board Certified Master Arborist PN-2741B 

ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified 
Wildlife Danger Tree Assessor P2370 
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601 Dobson Road site map with trees 
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610 Trunk Road site map with trees 
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 601 Dobson Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 
 

Health 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 
from tree2 
(in meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

801 
 

Sitka spruce 70 Average No major defects. Good specimen to 
preserve 

7.0 4.5 Needs a large tree protection zone; root growth is 
restricted to the south and east (road/ driveway) 

802 
 

Ornamental 
cherry 

50 Fair Several past pruning events, improper cuts. 
Canopy is suppressed by Spruce.  

4.5 3.0 Preservation requires ongoing pruning. Canopy will 
likely remain lopsided due to the proximity of Spruce 

803 
 

Scots pine 
 

37 Fair Trunk bifurcate at the height of two meters, 
union is weak with included bark 

4.0 3.0 Not a great specimen to preserve as the two stems can 
split at the union as the tree gets larger 

804 
 

Ornamental 
cherry 

45 Fair Several past pruning events, improper cuts. 
Canopy is suppressed by Spruce. 

4.5 3.0 Preservation requires ongoing pruning. The canopy 
will likely remain lopsided.  

805 
 

Holly 38/30/
18/15 

Fair Several past pruning event to keep height 
below power and utility lines.  

4.0 2.5 Poor specimen due to ongoing pruning needs for 
power and utility line clearance 

806 
 

Hazelnut <15 S 
7-12*  

 
Average 

 

 
No major defects; canopies are very wide.  

 
4.0 

 

 
2.5 

 

 
Preservation requires pruning to reduce canopy width 
and thinning to reduce the number of stems. Long 
overarching branches can potentially break    

807 
 

Hazelnut <15 S 
7-12 

808 
 

Douglas fir 70/55 Average Double trunked; divides at ground level, no 
indication of structural weakness. Shifted in 
the past, lower trunks have a slight lean. 

6.0 4.0 Can be preserved, needs a large tree protection zone. 
The integrity of trunk union needs ongoing 
assessment to determine structural integrity.   

809 
 

Hazelnut <15 S 
7-12 

 
Average 

 
No major defects; canopies are very wide. 

4.0 2.5  
Preservation requires pruning to reduce canopy width 
and thinning to reduce the number of stems. Long 
overarching branches can potentially break    

810 
 

Hazelnut <10 S 
5-10 

3.0 2.5 

811 
 

Douglas fir 36 Very 
good 

Shifted in the past; lower trunk leaning to 
the southeast. No signs of recent shifting 

4.0 2.5 Can be preserved 

812 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

42 Average Improper pruning cut partway up the trunk 
on the east side with decay that extends 
downward 

4.0 2.5 Not a great specimen to preserve due to the large 
pruning cut. Decay will likely advance to the lower 
trunk 

813 
 

Bitter cherry 33 Average No major defects found 3.5 2.0 Can be preserved 

814 
 

Western 
redcedar 

60 Fair Shifted in the past, no sigs of recent shifting 4.5 3.0 Can be preserved. Note, cedars do not tolerate the 
addition of soil on their roots. 

1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death  
* More than 15 stems with trunk diameters ranging from 7 to 12 centimeters 
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 610 Trunk Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 

Health 
 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 
from tree2 
(in meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

815 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

165 Poor Over-mature. Many dead limbs and branches 
in the canopy. Lower trunk bifurcates three 
meters above ground; large dead stem in this 
union. Visual signs of internal decay in the 
lower trunk; Drilling showed major levels of 
internal decay. 

N/A N/A Poor specimen to preserve due poor health and 
internal decay in lower trunk and scaffold stems. The 
tree or parts of it is likely to fail.  
Note, no work to be done below the tree until 
hazardous limbs and branches are removed.  

816 
 

Fruiting 
cherry 

70 Average Canopy is suppressed by maple (815). Most 
of the foliage is on the southwest side. 

6.0  4.0 Preservation requires ongoing pruning. The canopy 
will likely remain lopsided. 

817* 
 

Western 
redcedar 

80 Poor Missing bark on the lower trunk (>50% of 
circumference). Signs of decay in the trunk  

7.0 4.5  
Poor specimens to preserve due to missing bark and 
decay in lower trunk. Will likely decline and die. 818 

 
“_._” 60 Fair Missing bark on the southwest side of the 

lower trunk. Decay in the trunk on west side 
6.0 4.0 

819 
 

“_._” 120 Fair Over-mature. Several large limbs were 
recently removed lower trunk. Visual signs 
of internal decay. Drilling showed moderate 
levels of internal decay 

10.0 6.0 Preservation is not realistic due to internal defects and 
a majorly increase in wind exposure when adjacent 
trees are removed. It also needs a very large tree 
protection zone.  

820 
 

“_._” 48/43 Fair Doubled trunk. Smaller trunk on the west 
side has a vertical cavity from ground level 
to a height of three meters 

 
5.0 

 
5.0 

 
Poor specimens to preserve due to cavities and 
internal decay affecting structural integrity and tree 
health. 821 

 
“_._” 55 Fair Large cavity on the southwest side of the 

lower trunk with internal decay 
822 

 
Dead tree 48 N/A The tree is dead and decaying. It or parts can fail at any time; no work to be done below the tree until it is removed 

823 
 

Western 
redcedar 

57 Fair Cavity on the west side of the trunk with 
signs of decay 

 
5.0 

 
5.0 

 
Poor specimens to preserve due defects and decay 
affecting structural integrity and tree health. 824 

 
“_._” 38  Split in the trunk on the west side with signs 

of decay 
1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death  
*Trees numbered 817-838 are nearly all cedars that are on or near the property line. Their roots are suppressed by asphalt on the west side and they were severely pruned on the west side  
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 610 Trunk Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 
 
Health 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 

from tree2 (in 
meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

825* 
 

Western 
redcedar 

56 Fair Major vertical cavity on the west side of 
lower trunk that has decay 

 
 
 

5.0 

 
 
 

5.0 

 
 
 
 
Poor specimens to preserve due defects and decay 
affecting structural integrity and tree health. 
 
 

826 
 

“_._” 34 Fair Major vertical cavity on the west side of 
lower trunk that has decay 

827 
 

“_._” 48 Fair Cavity with decay on west side of trunk 
extending eight metes up.  

828 
 

“_._” 29 Fair Cavity on the west side of the trunk with 
signs of decay 

829 
 

“_._” 39 Fair No major defects Preservation is not realistic due to major increase in wind 
exposure when adjacent trees are removed. 

830 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

165 Poor Was topped in the past at least trice at; 
2.5, 4.0 & 6.0 meters above ground. 
There is major decay below the topping 
cuts, majorly affecting structural integrity   

 
11.0 

 
7.0 

Poor specimen to preserve due poor health, major defects 
and internal decay in scaffold limbs. The tree or parts of it 
is likely to fail. Note, no work to be done below the tree 
until hazardous limbs and branches are removed. 

831 
 

Western 
redcedar 

34 Fair Major cavity on the southwest side of the 
lower trunk  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.0 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5.0 

 
 
 
Poor specimens to preserve due defects and decay 
affecting structural integrity and tree health. 

832 
 

“_._” 36 Fair Cavity with decay on the lower west side 
of trunk and one two meters up on trunk  

833 
 

“_._” 52 Fair Vertical cavity 2.5 meters long starting at 
ground level on west side  

834 
 

“_._” 37 Fair Vertical cavity, 1.5 meters long on lower 
trunk. Trunk is majorly leaning eastward.  

835 
 

“_._” 64 Fair No major defects Preservation is not realistic due to a major increase in 
wind exposure when adjacent trees are removed. 

836 
 

“_._” 73/24 Fair Major cavities with decay on the west 
side of trunks, major structural defects  

 
 
Poor specimens to preserve due defects and decay 
affecting structural integrity and tree health. 

837 
 

“_._” 47 Fair Vertical cavity 1.5 meters long starting at 
ground level on west side 

838 
 

“_._” 67 Fair  A few cavities on the west side, one has a 
vertical split in it.   

1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death 
*Trees numbered 817-838 are nearly all cedars that are on or near the property line. Their roots are suppressed by asphalt on the west side and they were severely pruned on the west side  
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 610 Trunk Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 
 

Health 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 
from tree2 
(in meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

839 
 

Walnut 48 Fair The trunk has a 30° lean toward the 
northeast; all the canopy is on the lean 
side. Shifted in the past, increasing its lean   

4.0 3.0 Poor specimens to preserve due to major lean and 
potential for shifting further. Also, overhangs 
sidewalk on Trunk Rd, height clearance is insufficient    

840 
 

Holly 34/24 Average No major defects 3.5 4.5 Can be preserved 

841 
 

Bitter Cherry 66 Average Large specimen, fairly lopsided canopy 
due to shading from adjacent maple 

8.0 4.5 Can be preserved. Will need pruning to correct 
uneven canopy 

842 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

100 Fair Moderate lean toward the north. Some 
dead branches and limbs in canopy 

10.0 6.0 Challenging to preserve due to their large size. If they 
are preserved, both trees should be preserved as a unit 
as they likely share roots.  Both will need pruning to 
remove dead and hazardous stems, branches and limbs 

843 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

125 Fair Divides into five stems two meters above 
ground. Smaller center stem is dead 

11.0 7.0 

844 
 

Western 
redcedar 

80/80/
75/40 

Fair Multiple stemmed. No major defects. The 
smallest trunk is broken partway up 

8.0 6.0 Can be preserved. The smallest trunk should be 
removed where it originates  

845 
 

“_._” 110 Fair Has a small cavity lower trunk and one on 
buttress root, minor defects 

8.0 6.0  
This grouping of trees, including # 844, share their 
roots system with each other. Additionally, they also 
buffer each other from strong winds.  
If they are to be preserved, they should be preserved 
as a group. Due to their size, they need a large tree 
protection zone.  
Western redcedars do not tolerate fill soil on their root 
system; as little as 10 centimeters can cause decline 
and death.  

846 
 

“_._” 82 Average No major defects 7.0 5.0 

847 
 

“_._” 90 Average No major defects 7.0 5.0 

848 
 

“_._” 35 Fair No major defects 2.5 2.5 

849 
 

“_._” 31/26 Fair No major defects 2.5 2.5 

850 
 

“_._” 92 Average No major defects  7.0 5.0 

851 
 

Douglas fir 130 Fair Very large tree with two tops. Pruned for 
clearance. Large branches. No visual signs 
of trunk or root rot.  

11.0 8.0 Can be preserved, needs a very large tree protection 
zone. Concerns are; Falling limbs during wind and 
snow events (common for species). Potential of one or 
both of the large tops breaking of during strong winds. 
Two tops should be cable together if tree is persevered 

1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death  
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 610 Trunk Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 
 

Health 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 
from tree2 
(in meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

852 
 

Holly 26 Fair Embedded fencing wire and large cavities 
with decay in the lower trunk  

N/A N/A Poor specimens to preserve due defects and decay 
affecting structural integrity and tree health 

853 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

24/23 Average Double trunked with included bark. 
Growing out of an old stump by house 

3.0 2.0 Poor specimens to preserve due to included bark; 
likely to split (break) at union 

854 
 

Hazelnut <15 S 
5-10* 

Fair  
No major defects, lopsided canopy as it is 
close to the house. Multiple pruning cuts 

3.0 2.0  
Preservation requires pruning to reduce and balance 
the canopy.   
 

855 
 

“_._” <15 S 
5-15 

Fair 4.0 2.5 

856 
 

“_._” <15 S 
5-20 

Poor Covered with ivy that has suppressed 
health and vigor 

N/A N/A Remove, poor and declining health  

857 
 

“_._” <40 S 
5-115 

Fair  
No major defects, canopies are very wide 

4.0 2.5  
Preservation requires pruning to reduce canopy width 
and thinning to reduce the number of stems. 858 

 
“_._” <40 S 

5-10 
Fair 4.0 2.5 

859 
 

Bitter cherry  52 Fair  Lower trunk coved with ivy. No major 
defects 

5.0 3.5 Can be preserved. Ivy needs to be removed 

860 
 

Bitter cherry 60 Poor In declining health with dead and dying 
branches throughout the canopy 

4.0 3.0 Remove, poor and declining health 

861 
 

Hazelnut <15 S 
5-10 

Fair No major defects, lopsided canopy as it is 
close to the house. Multiple pruning cuts 

3.0 2.0 Preservation requires pruning to reduce and balance 
canopy 

862 
 

Holly 28 Fair No major defects 3.0 2.0 Can be preserved 

863 
 

Bitter cherry 58/50 Fair Double trunked cherry. Lower trunks 
covered with ivy. The east side trunk has 
major decay with little foliage. The west 
side trunk imbedded ivy and cavities 

5.0 3.0 The east side trunk needs to be removed. The west 
side trunk is a poor specimen to preserve due to the 
embedded ivy and structural defects 

864 
 

Bitter cherry 67 Fair Adjacent to the property line. Limbs and 
branches were cut back to the property 
line on the east side. 

7.0 5.0 Poor specimen to preserve due to major pruning on 
east side resulting in a lopsided tree. Natural canopy 
shape can not reestablish. Need large tree protection 
zone as roots are restricted by asphalt on the east side   

1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death 
* More than 15 stems with trunk diameters ranging from 5 to 10 centimeters 
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Tree assessment table with preservation information; 610 Trunk Road 
 
 

 
Tree 

# 

 
 

 
Species 

 
 

 
DBH 
(cm) 

 
 
 
 

Health 

 
 

 
Defects/ comments 

Tree 
protection 

zone1 
Radius in 

meters  
from tree 

trunk  

Absolute 
minimum 

distance that 
excavation 
can occur 
from tree2 
(in meters)  

 
 

Preservation  
Information 

865 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

24/21/
21/18 

Average Multi-stemmed tree, likely self-seed. No 
major defects 

4.0 3.0 Can be preserved 

866 
 

Bitter cherry 60/50/
40 

Poor In poor and declining health. Major 
dieback of limbs and branches throughout 
the canopy. Adjacent to the property line. 
Limbs and branches were cut back to the 
property line on the east side. 

N/A N/A Remove tree due to poor health and canopy defects. 
Parts of the tree are likely to fail 

867 
 

Bitter cherry 77 Fair Adjacent to the property line. Limbs and 
branches were cut back to the property 
line on the east side. The remaining 
canopy is overarching toward the north. 

7.0 5.0 Poor specimen to preserve due to major pruning on 
east side resulting in a very lopsided tree. Natural 
canopy shape can not be reestablished. Need large tree 
protection zone as roots are restricted by asphalt on 
the east and north side 

868 
 

Bigleaf 
maple 

32/20/
15/15 

Fair Multiple trunks are growing out of an old 
stump that has decay in it. Trunks are 
poorly anchored due to decay in the stump 

N/A N/A Remove tree as it is likely to fail  

869 
 

Apple 40/35 Fair Multiple past pruning events. Have not 
been pruned recently. Cavities with decay 
in lower trunks  

4.0 3.0 Poor specimen to preserve due to defects in lower 
trunk. Also, it would need ongoing pruning to 
reestablish natural canopy shape 

A Ornamental 
cherry 

30/20/
20 

Fair Some past pruning cuts, No major defects 3.0 2.5 Can be preserved 

B Holly 
 

20 Average No major defects 2.0 2.0 Can be preserved 

C European 
beech 

40 Average No major defects 4.0 3.0 Can be preserved 

1:  This is the minimum for tree survival. The area should be fenced so no activity occurs within this zone during development and construction.   
2:  All excavation inside the protected root zone needs to be supervised by a Certified arborist. Excavation to the absolute minimum distance can result in tree failure and/ or death  
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Assumptions and Limiting Conditions   
 

1. Any legal description provided to the consultant is assumed to be correct. Any titles and ownerships 
to any property are assumed to be good and marketable. No responsibility is assumed for matters 
legal in character.  

2. All existing liens, encumbrances, and assessments, if any, have been disregarded (unless otherwise 
noted), and the tree(s) are evaluated as though free and clear, under responsible ownership and 
competent management. It is assumed that no violations of applicable governmental regulations have 
occurred.  

3. Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources. All data has been verified insofar 
as possible; however, Beechwood Consultancy & Tree Service can neither guarantee nor be 
responsible for the accuracy of information.  

4. Beechwood Consultancy & Tree Service shall not be required to give testimony or to attend court by 
reason of this report unless subsequent contractual arrangements are made, including payment of an 
additional fee for such services as described in our fee schedule and contract of engagement.  

5. Loss or alteration of any part of this report invalidates the entire report.  

6. This report shall be used for its intended purpose only and by the parties to whom it is addressed. 
Possession of this report does not include the right of publication.  

7. Neither all nor any part of the contents of this report, nor a copy thereof, shall be conveyed by 
anyone, including the client, to the public through advertising, public relations, news, sales, or other 
media, without the prior expressed written or verbal consent of Beechwood Consultancy & Tree 
Service.  

8. This report and any values expressed herein represent the opinion of Beechwood Consultancy & Tree 
Service. Our fee is in no way contingent upon any specified value, a result or occurrence of a 
subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported.  

9. Sketches, diagrams, graphs, and photographs in this report, is intended as visual aids, are not 
necessarily to scale and should not be construed as engineering or architectural reports or surveys.  

10. Unless expressed otherwise: 1) information contained in this report covers only those items that were 
examined and reflects the condition of those items at the time of inspection, and 2) the inspection is 
limited to visual examination of accessible items without dissection, excavation, probing, or coring.  

11. There is no warranty or guarantee expressed or implied that problems or deficiencies of the tree or 
other plant or property in question may not arise in the future.  

12. The right is reserved to adjust tree valuations if additional relevant information is made available.  
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Certificate of Performance 
 

I, Jens Barsballe, certify that: 
• I have personally inspected the subject trees in this report, and I have stated my findings 

accurately. 
 

• I have no current or prospective interest in the trees or properties that is the subject of this 
report and have no personal interest or bias with respect to the parties involved.  
 

• That the analysis, opinions, and conclusions stated herein are my own and based on 
current scientific procedures and facts. 
 

• The analysis, opinions and conclusions were developed, and this report has been prepared 
according to commonly accepted arboricultural practices and standards. 
 

• No one provided significant professional assistance to the author unless specified herein. 
 

• My compensation is not contingent upon the reporting of a predetermined conclusion that 
favors the cause of the client or any other party nor upon the results of the assessment, the 
attainment of stipulated results or the occurrence of any subsequent events.    
 

I further certify that I am a member of good standing of the American Society of 
Consulting Arborists (ASCA) and the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA). 

I have been an ISA Certified Arborist since 2002, and an ISA Board Certified Master 
Arborist since 2012. A Registered Consulting Arborist since the beginning of 2015. Also, ISA 
Tree Risk Assessment Qualified since 2005 and Wildlife Danger Tree Assessment Qualified 
since 2017.  I have been involved in the practice of arboriculture and the study of trees for over 
19 years.  

 

 
Jens Barsballe 
ISA Board Certified Master Arborist PN-2741B 
ASCA Registered Consulting Arborist #570 
ISA Tree Risk Assessment Qualified 
BC Wildlife Danger Tree Assessment Qualified P2370 
 
November 15, 2021 
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