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lHE PACIFIC RESOURCE S GROUP
LAND MA N AOERS olJ RDAN FOJUillTE RS • N J\ TU RA L R. eSOU RC E CON S U LT ANTS

August 15,2006

Mr. Jeff Parker
Blackhawk Development
2020C sw gth Avenue
PMB 166
WestUnn, Oregon 97068-4612

Reference: Tree Assessment for Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, West Linn, Oregon

Dear Mr. Parker,

The following report is the result of my assessment of the trees on the proposed project, located
on the northwest comer of SW Blankenship and SW Tannler Roads. The purpose of my visit
was to verify the size, species and condition of trees on site with the intent to preserve as many
as is reasonable. The site is undeveloped and is bordered by a single family .residential
neighborhood to the north and a commercial office complex to the west. The site slopes
significantly from north to south.

OBSERVATIONS AND FINDINGS

As proposed, the site is to be developed with three office buildings. surface parking, parking
structures, access drives and landscaping. Due t.o the sloping topography, developing this site
will be very challenging. This makes tree preservation problematic as well. The soils report
indicates that the soil is relatively shallow, with bedrock located at or near the surface. The
report indicates an average depth of 3 to 5 feet of soil above bedrock. The shallow droughty soil
may be the reason for the average to below average health of Some of the trees. I assessed 130
trees as shown on the tree survey. The accompanying chart. lists each tree with its size, species,
approximate crown diameter, health. condition and comments on notable physical
characteristics.

At the time of my site visits to assess the trees I was unable to detennine the locations of the
property lines. The accompanying tree chart indicates only three of a number of trees that are
actually off the project site, however, I suspect that there are a number of them that may be
located on an adjacent p.:'U"cel and in the Tannler Road right of way. A more precise
detennination of which' trees ar.e actually off the project site will have to be made at some point
For· those trees that appear to be on property adjacent to the project ht,lt which are close to
property lines. some fonn of tree protection may be appropriate, depending on eXpected
construction activities. The recommendati.ons for post construction care later in this report may
be applied to these trees as welL It appears that in order to construct improvements on this site,
a number of trees along the east and west sides of the site will be removed. The remaining trees
on the northem portion of the site will remain.
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I found 9 trees that are too hazardous to remain due to disease. decay or serious structural
defects. In ~y.opinion these trees are not repairable and pose too great a risk of damage to
property or Injury to users of the area near them. These include trees ,#10, 13,32,37,38,45,
53, 53b and 120b. Trees #53 and 53b appear to be located on the adjacent property. but pose an
unacceptable risk to the users of that property and to the project site. An additional 7 trees have
major defects or problems. have significant hazard potential. are likely to become future
hazards, or their future survival is questionable. For various reasons these trees are unlikely to
provide a re~')onable retum on the invested resources which wi.11 be necessary to preserve them.
These trees Include # II, 17,23, 25,36,40 and 52. Tree #52 has 2 stems, the smaller of which
has internal decay at the base and up into the stem. The larger stem has fme. medium and large
deadwood in the crown, below ayerage annual twig growth and may be affected by the decay in
the smaller stem. The smaller stem is hazardous and should be removed.

The remaining trees appear to be in average to good health. Most are in fair condition. For those
not located on steep slopes, and depending on their proximity to areas to be excavated, some of
these may be good candidates for preservation. The majority of the trees along the west property
line are smaller ornamentals planted as part of the landscape of the adjacent office complex.
Those that conflict with. the proposed development could may be replaced or relocated to more
suitable locations. The proposed site plan shows the trees on the steep bank along Tannler Road
will be removed to make room for utilities and street improvements required by the City. The
trees with the best chance for preservation are those on the upper or northern portion of the site.
Fifty three (53) of the trees on the survey are located on the northern portion of the site.

SIGNIFICANT TREES

The development code for the City of West Linn places particular importance on what it terms
"significant" trees. This term is not defined in th.e code. The City Arborist is given discretion in
determining what is "significant" based upon accepted arboricultllral standards. J am fairly
knowledgeable in the fields of arboriculture, urban forestry and landscape architecture and to
my knowledge there is no accepted definition. criteria or standards for such a designation. In
my experience, this is not a commonly used tenn or designation used by other municipalities in
the region. Such a designation is therefore, subjective and arbitr'dI'Y. In working with the design
team at Group Mackenzie I can attest to the fact that a considerable amount of time and expense
went into looking at a number of altematives aimed at saving as many trees as practical while
proposing an economically viable project. I typically recommend balancing the desire to retain
trees with an evaluation of the risk and reward of the effort involved. Trees to be preserved
should be relatively healthy. free of serious non-correctable defects and have a high probability
of long-tenn survival. When feasible, they should be incorporated so that they make a valuable
contribution to the landscape of the site. Finally, I recommend making an objective assessment
of the value of the trees being considered for preservation. Assuming the other criteria are met,
in most instances the effort or resources invested to preserve trees sh.ould not exceed their
appraised value. Otherwise, planting new trees is a better investment.

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS
rr

It is'too early in the desi~process to have detecmi~e?the locations of ~tility, irrigation or
e1ectricallines. However. If they must be placed wlthin the root protecDon zone of any of th.e
trees being retained on site. it would be desirable to place them as far from the trees as ~S51ble.
If any such lines must cross the lr~e protection zones, the tre'O;ches can be h8I1:d. ~r m.ach~ne dug,
leaving the larger roots (over 2" diameter) intact. The excavations fOT other utlhtles (samtary.
storm. gas, cable. telephone and electric) will require a deeper trench and the P?J'tion of the
trench that passes through the root protection zone can be dug with a combinati.on of hand aud

Williunettc 20S C'otpOmla Center JT T~c AsSCaBmCUl. 8/1S106. @2006 The P~cjfic RUOUt<:>e8 GlQllP 2

08/16/2006 WED 15: 46 [TXlRX NO 5537] [4] 003



FROM THE PACIFIC RESOURCES GROUP FAX NO. 503 222 4320 Aug. 16 2006 04:02PM P4 -

machine to preserv~ larger roots. I re.co~mend tha.t I be called once the location of the utility
trenches are determIned and excavation IS underway. I can then recommend ways to minimize
the effec~on the affected tre~s. assess the amount of root. loss and recommend any post
construction care that would 1mprove the trees' chances of survival.

Trees located near proposed grading or proposed improvements should be protected from
inadvertent damage during construction. For those that will have any excavation within the root
p!"otection z.one (defmed as a circle around the tree with a radius equal to I' for each inch of
di~eter~t DBJ;I>, I reconunend .that.you co~ider e~plorat~ry excavation for any improvements
wlthin 10 to 12 of the trunk. ThiS WIll help m locatillg theIr structW'al roots and in the
installation of tree protection fell9ing. intended as protection from inadvertent damage. The
improvements nearest the trees (utilities, retaining or foundation walls) should be located as
precisely as possible by staking the edge of excavation closest to the tfees. Ifneeded, the
exploratory excavation can be done either by hand or using an AirSpade'l'M to expose any roots
that are in or under the proposed improvements. If the roots are under the excavation or not
present at all, the trees can be left standing. However, if a significant portion of the larger
structural roots cannot be preserved, the trees may not be safe to leave standing. I recommend
that you contact me as soon as the improvements are staked so I can suggest a course of action
regarding these trees.

In addition to protecting the trees from inadvertent physical injury, the tree protection fencing
shOUld serve to minimi~eany soil compaction that might occur within the trees' root protection
zone. This will require keeping construction materials, soil, foot traffic and equipment out of the
area within the tree protection zone to the extent practical. In cases where excavation must take
place within the root protection zone, the tree protection fencing should be installed no closer
than 4' to 5' off the base of the tree. It should protect as much of the root protection zone as
possible, without including the excavation for the utilities, foundation walls, etc. H it is
necessary to work closer to the tree than this or to work inside the tree protection fencing, you
should notify me. Either chain link or orange plastic construction fencing. staked every 8' to
10'. will meet the functional requirement for tree protection, however I suggest checking with
the appropriate City official as to the current requirement.

Any existing trees that are retained and those newly planted will benefit greatly from a
fertilization program that will help promote root growth following construction. For any newly
planted trees the fertilization can be delayed until the next growing season. To accomplish this I
recommend the landscape contractor or maintenance staff fertilize the entire area beneath the
preserved trees using a highly soluble high nitrogen fertilizer applied at a time when swface
vegetation is donnant and tree roots are still growing. The best time to do this is ill late October
or early November and/or in mid to late February. The fertilizer is best applied just prior to or
during a rain. otherwise it should be watered into the soil. I recommend using Ammonium
Sulfate (21-0-0 or 23-0-0) at a rate of 21bs. of Nitrogen per 1000 square feet of area treated.
This equates to applying 9 Ibs. of the fertilizer to each 10C!0 square feet of area witbi.!1 th~ drip
line of each tree or woody plant. The annual amount of NItrogen that should be apphed 18
between 2 to 41bs. per 1000 square feet, the first year, and half that amount in SUbsequent
yea~. H a single application is made, it should ~e done in late Novem~r,othe~is.e.two
applications of nitrogen can be made, one each In late f.all ~nd early spnng. The tertili~!c~ be
applied to the surface of the ground with a cyclone or whirly" ~pe sprea~e(..The feItilizati(;lD
should be done within the drip line and to an area a few feet outRIde the dnp line. To detert~llne
the area to be treated for trees such as this, with the tree at the center, the aI'e;'l t~ be treated IS

within the circle that has a radi.us equal t.o one foot for every inch of ~e tree: s ~amet~r. Mter
the first application I recolllmend that you:~ke soil s~~ples to dete~neeXIsting nutrient levels
and get a recommendation on the composttion of fert1hze~or other soil amendments that are .
needed by the plants on site. Contact A & L Western Agncultural Lab at 503-968-9225 for solI
analysis instructions and assistance.
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This completc?s my report. If a~y additional infonnation, which would effect my observations Or

re~ommendation~becomes aV~Ilable I w.ould weI.come!he opportunity to consider it and revise
tbi~ report accordingly. If I om.ttted an.y information or If you have any questions please do not
heSItate to contact me.

Stephen F. Goetzt Principal
American Society of Consulting Arborists. Reg #260
American Society of Landscape Architects, Oregon Lie. #80
Society of Amedcan Foresters

SG:mac
Attachment

OISCLA£MER: 1 am nol an nttorney, engineerinll "r ins\llanoo cX'p8rL Th"r" i$ DO substitute for "ny ofth~.sc in 1l.8i>8Sllil1ll, or ",vll1ul\tmg eOllSltucl\1XI or
liabilily matto,'S. I C:onll\llt and testify on·l)' in t"'c;nrd to some aroot'(:I,l!\lmII. hortieultUl'a.l3lId 1~lIdsc:apc arobitcctl.lr.\l D101ttCt"8. This1>ublication is not
inl"n.wd u. DIld dO"R not f'¢p..,.,,,,t. 108;11. "uglllee,l,'11 v,· iu..."uu,,, advic" Dnd RIIO\lld Autb" ..,lied ul"'n 1(> 1Q1C.C the p1ii1ce or such .Q(iviee. Althoush
every "rron has becllllIIade kJ "l'l"'1':' the accutacy Qf the lnfonnatioll iIlclUded in 111i~ pIIblication as of the d.l~ on whieh obSOOrv"tiODS were made alld Or
lb" ~e it was issued, cOnditions in these altWition~ 'Ire 011 subje.:t to fr"'lutOQt cbllng.e and tharer,m: ill; applicability i. lIIricUy limit.cd to that tim... The
content of this r"pOrl. i~ my own work au.d j~ ba;ed UpOIl my pl'Ofe~lIion,,'ellpcrience &It! judg,,","nt. Any feca thai. I ",c"ive are not eoJlliug"Dt upon nor
related to the couch'sions or rccott\llltll,bLjov~in~'1uded. I hav~ n~. jX'lt'onal or professi(lII:\! inlc!n:9t in the subject propcrty(s).

(!) AU Ri@hl>o R..."rv"d. The POSSC:lsiOD or "'.. of tbis report (Or ltll one elt.-,,'t coPY) do not ,,~rlY with it lh" right or rcpI.blielltiob in tot"l or ill p.ut. 0,'
other usc. withoul t/l" writtC'.u cona.:;"t of th" author. The lee tor lbi. inv<omjlatioli alld port docs l10t proYid" any compensation tot ""'ditioua! writle.l vr
(Ira! couaultation, phOllc alld persoa:.1 ,,(onferellces IW.d!OI' l.f:stlmol1Y Qr attendance in dep(>l'ition. court Or ~rbitrntion with roferem.:c 10 the subject i"",idclIl
Or I"0j.,.,t.
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Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon
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Tree Size ICrwn
No. inches Species Db. Ft. Health Condition Comments

!Moderate & Non-correctable
1 7 Norway Maple 10 FairlAverage Defects Street tree, poor branch connection with included bark

IFew & Minor or Correctable
2 7 Pacific Madrone 10 Good Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
3 9 Douglas Fir 15 Good Defects

Moderate & Non-correctable PreVIOusly broken top at 50', regrown top has poor
4 10 Black Cottonwood 20 Good Defects connection

Moderate & Non-correctable
5 9 Douglas Fir 12 FairlAverage Defects On steep slope, covered with black berries

IFew & Minor or Correctable
6 14 Douglas Fir 20 Good Defects On steep slope, covered with black berries

IFew & Minor or Correctable
7 13 Black Cottonwood 20 Good Defects On steep slope, covered with black berries

Moderate & Non-correctable Moderate amount of large deadwood throughout crown,
8 31 Douglas Fir 40 FairlAverage Defects hazard prune to remove deadwood

IModerate & Non-correctable
9 6 Oregon White Oak 10 FairlAverage Defects Sweep in trunk, growing out of hillside, thin crown

Major Defects or Problems, Tree toppled over, 3 branches continue to grow, Hazard,
10 20 Oregon White Oak 40 Poor Hazard, Remove Remove

2 stems are split from first crotch to 2' above ground, west stem
is likely to fail, cabling & bracing may reduce probable failure,

11 39 Oregon White Oak 50 Good Major Defects or Problems Potential Hazard - Do Not Preserve
IFew & Minor or Correctable

12 8 Pacific Madrone 10 Good Defects Growing in steep bank covered with black berries

Major Defects or Problems, Tree toppled over, hollow stem, 5 branches continue to
13 20 Oregon White Oak 40 Poor Hazard, Remove grow, Hazard, Remove

IFew & Minor or Correctable
14 19 Oregon White Oak 30 FairlAverage Defects Crown off balance to south

~Few & Minor or Correctable Clump oU trees williSstems (6,6,6,7~,).Partial crowns
15 7 Oregon White Oak 25 FairlAverage Defects due to crowding.

.Moderate & Non-correctable Partial crown, off balance to south, some girdling from
16 12 Oregon White Oak 25 FairlAverage Defects barb wire fence wrapped around trunk.

Moderate & Non-correctable
l~b 726 Oregon White Oak 15 FairlAverage Defects Partial crown in 2 stem tree, off balance to south.

_.- _._-



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

Tree Size Crwn
No. inches Species Dia. Ft. Health Condition Comments

Multiple root suckers from dead stump. all lean out from center with
8.8,8.7.6 poor connections at ground. Survival long-term unlikely. Future

17 .5,4.3 Oregon White Oak 25 Fair/Average Major Defects or Problems Hazard, Do Not Preserve
Moderate & Non-correctable

18 6,6,4 Oregon White Oak 12 Fair/Average Defects 3 stems at ground, partial crown off balance to south
Moderate & Non-correctable 4 stems at ground. lots of eplcormic sprouts on all stems.

19 8,6,5.3 Oregon White Oak 20 Fair/Average Defects Questionable long term survival.
t'ew & MIllar or Correctable

20 6 Oregon White Oak 15 Fair/Average Defects
J:<'ew & MIllar or Correctable

21 17 Oregon White Oak 21 Fair/Average Defects
J:<'ew & Minor or Correctable

22 17 Oregon White Oak 26 Fair/Average Defects
. Multiple root suckers from dead stump. all lean out from center with

6.6.5,5,4 poor connections at ground. Survival long-term unlikely. Future
23 ,3.3 Oregon White Oak 2 Good Major Defects or Problems Hazard, Do Not Preserve

IJ:<'ew & Minor or Correctable
24 7 Douglas Fir 10 Good Defects

IModerate & Non-correctable
24b 7,6.5 Oregon White Oak 17 Good Defects 3 stems begin at ground

IFew & Minor or Correctable
24c 14 Oregon White Oak 30 Good Defects

Multiple root suckers from dead stump. all lean out from center with
poor connections at ground. Survival long-term Unlikely. Future

2S 8.7,7,5,4 Oregon White Oak 18 Good Major Defects or Problems Hazard, Do Not Preserve
J:<'ew & Minor or Correctable

26 37 Douglas Fir 35 Good Defects
Few & Minor or Correctable

27 7,6 Oregon White Oak 18 Fair/Average Defects 2 stems at ground
Few & Minor or Correctable

28 22 Oregon White Oak 28 Fair/Average Defects Thin crown
J:<ew &. Minor or Correctable

29 7,6 Oregon White Oak 14 Fair/Average Defects

Moderate & Non-correctable 4 stems at ground, root sprouts from dead stump, all lean
30 7,7,7,6 Oregon White Oak 20 Fair/Average Defects out from center

WiIIamdtc 20:5 Carporale CaIter. Pbue II C 2006The PacifIC~Oroup. 6/19106 2



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon
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Tree Size ICrwn
No. inches Species Dis. Ft. Health Condition Comments

•Few & Minor or Correctable
31 7 Oregon White Oak 15 FairlAverage Defects

Large cavity at base, exposed internal decay in wood from
32 10 Oregon White Oak 7 Poor Hazard Remove ground to 8', Hazard Remove

Few & Minor or Correctable
33 20 Oregon White Oak 33 FairlAverage Defects

Moderate & Non-correctable PartIal crown, crown tull of vmes, prune for structure &
34 11 Oregon White Oak 18 FairlAverage Defects remove vines

Moderate & Non-correctable 2 stems at 2' ott ground, east stems lean to east. Cable
35 11,7 Oregon White Oak 21 FairlAverage Defects together. Prune to balance crown.

12,12, Multiple root suckers from dead stump, large cavity at
11,11, base on north side. Remove 2 stems with internal decay

36 10,10,7 Big Leaf Maple 28 FairlAverage Major Defects or Problems & cable remaining stems. Monitor as Potential Hazard.
Main stem leans to south, large open cavity at 6' to 10'

Major Defects or Problems, with internal decay above and below. Too little sound
37 23 Oregon White Oak 35 Fair!Average Hazard, Remove wood around cavity. Hazard. Remove.

Major Defects or Problems, Crown off balance to SE, Large cavity on west side from
38 20 Oregon White Oak 35 Fair/Average Hazard, Remove ground to 5', decay above. Hazard tree, Remove.

Moderate & Non-correctable
39 21 Oregon White Oak 36 FairlAverage Defects Barb wire fence in the trunk, thin crown

6,6,6,6, Multiple root suckers from dead stump, all lean out from
5,4,3 & center with poor connections at ground. Survival long-

40 2 Oregon White Oak 20 Fair/Average Major Defects or Problems tenn unlikely. Future Hazard, Do Not Preserve

Thin crown, some large deadwood in crown, 2 main stem
Few & Minor or Correctable have included bark at 10', cable & or brace stems at

41 Oregon White Oak 36 FairlAverage Defects connection
rew & Minor or Correctable

42 7,6 Oregon White Oak 14 FairlAverage Defects Crown full of vines, 2 stems start at l' off ground
.Few & Minor or Correctable

43 22 Oregon White Oak 37 Fair/Average Defects Crown off balance to SE

Moderate & Non-correctable 2 stems at ground, cavity at base of east stem buried 24" -
Defects Major Defects or 30" deep on north side. Both stems have old wounds on

44 17,13 Oregon White Oak 38x20 Fair/Average Problems north side. Check for internal decay.

Major Defects or Problems, Roots cut 2' from trunk on north side, potential Hazard
45 8 Oregon White Oak 18 Fair/Average Hazard, Remove Remove.

-



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

Tree ISize ICrwn
No. inches Species Dia. Ft. Health Condition Comments

IFew & Minor or Correctable Very poor annual tWig growth, well below average. Tree
46 26 Douglas Fir 36 FairlAverage Defects may benefit from fertilization.

IFew & Minor or Correctable
47 17 Douglas Fir 20 Good Defects

Ir'ew & Millor or Correctable
48 23 Oregon White Oak 37 Good Defects Thin Crown.

Few & Minor or Correctable
49 31 Douglas Fir 26 FairlAverage Defects Partial crown due to crowding

IFew & Minor or Correctable
50 33 Douglas Fir 32 FairlAverage Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
51 30 Douglas Fir 30 FairlAverage Defects Partial crown due to crowding

2 stems at ground, large dead wood, smaller stem has
52 31,21 Douglas Fir 30 FairlAverage Major Defects or Problems many defects & internal decay. Remove small stem.

2 stem at 4' included bark & cavity from ground to 3' on
Major Defects or Problems, south side. Hazard, recommend removal. Notify owner.

53 14,15 Oregon White Oak 31 FairlAverage Hazard, Remove OFF SITE.
Major Defects or Problems, Large cavity with internal decay on west side, Insufficient

53b 30 Oregon White Oak 36 Fair!Average Hazard, Remove sound wood, Hazard Remove. OFF SITE.

54 6 Austrian Pine 10 Good Sound, no obvious defects.

55 6 London Planetree 10 Good Sound, no obvious d~fects.

Few & Minor or Correctable
56 6 Austrian Pine 8 FairlAverage Defects

Defects Major Defects or
57 4,4 Austrian Pine 8 FairlAverage Problems 2 stems at 4.5'

Defects Major Defects or
58 4,3 Austrian Pine 8 Fair/Average Problems 2 stems at 4.5'

Few & Minor or Correctable
59 6 London Planetree 10 FairlAverage Defects

60 6 Ash,species 13 Good Sound, no obvious defects.

Few & Minor or Correctable
61 6 London Planetree 18 Good Defects -

WiIIamdIe 20S Corponde CeaIer, Pbase D C 2006 The Padf"1C Resources Group, 6f19f06 4



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

Tree Size ·l.:rwn
No. inches Species Dia. Ft. Health Condition Comments

Few & Minor or Correctable
62 6 London Planetree 16 Good Defects

63 4 Austrian Pine 10 Good Sound, no obvious defects.
IFew & MIllor or Correctable

64 6 London Planetree 18 Good Defects
Few & MIllor or Correctable

65 6 London Planetree 17 Good Defects
Few & Minor or Correctable

66 5 Douglas Fir 8 Good Defects OFF SITE
Few & Minor or Correctable

67 3 London Planetree 12 Good Defects
Defects Major Defects or

68 8 Scotch Pine 10 Good Problems 2 stems at 4.5' Remove upright subdominant stem.
Few & Minor or Correctable

69 6 London Planetree 15 Good Defects
Defects Major Detects or

70 6 Scotch Pine 11 Fair/Average Problems
Few & Minor or Correctable

71 6 Scotch Pine 12 Good Defects
IDefects Major Defects or

72 6 Leyland Cypress 12 Good Problems
IFew & Minor or Correctable

73 6 Leyland Cypress. 12 Good Defects
It'ew & Minor or Correctable

74 7 Douglas Fir 12 Good Defects
!Few & Minor or Correctable

75 10 Black Cottonwood 20 Fair/Average Defects Growing on steep bank

76 6 Pacific Madrone 8 Fair!Average Major Defects or Problems Leaning over, prune to improve structure & growth habit.
Few & Minor or Correctable

77 8 Black Cottonwood 10 Fair/Average Defects Growing on steep bank
Few & Minor or Correctable

78 6 Douglas Fir 12 Fair!Average Defects • Growing on steep bank.

WiIIamdIe 20S CClIJIOIlIIe Ceater, PbaK U C 2006Tbo Pac:if"1C~Group, 6/19i06 5



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

Tree ISize I(;rwn
No. inches Species Dia. Ft. Health Condition Comments

Moderate &. non correctable
79 14.2 Black Cottonwood 32 Fair!Average defects 2 stems at 2' above ground, growing on steep bank.

IModerate & non correctable
80 12,12,8 Black Cottonwood 30 Fair!Average defects 3 stem at ground, growing on steep bank.

Moderate & non correctable
81 6 Douglas Fir 8 Fair!Average defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
82 10 Douglas Fir 18 Fair/Average Defects

83 6,6 Douglas Fir 10 Good Sound No Obvious Defects 2 trees, growing I' apart.
Few &. Mmor or Correctable

84 11 Douglas Fir 13 Fair/Average Defects
Moderate &. non correctable

85 12.11,8 Black Cottonwood 22 Good defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
86 12 Douglas Fir 14 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
87 11 Douglas Fir 15 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
88 7 Douglas Fir 13 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
89 6 Douglas Fir 10 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
90 10.9 Pacific Madrone 18x 14 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
91 9 Black Cottonwood 13 Good Defects

92 13 Douglas Fir 12 Good Sound No Obvious Defects

93 14 Black Cottonwood 18 Good Sound No Obvious Defects
Irew &. MInor or Correctable

94 8 Black Cottonwood 12 Good Defects
It<ew &. Minor or Correctable

95 7 Black Cottonwood 12 Good Defects
,Few & Minor or Correctable

96 7 Douglas Fir 13 Good Defects Partial crown due to crowding.
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Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

Tree :SIZe l,;rwn
No. inches Species Dis. Ft. Health Condition Comments

IFew & Minor or Correctable
97 12 Black Cottonwood 17 Good Defects

Itiew & Minor or Correctable
98 8 Big Leaf Maple 12 Fair/Average Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
99 7 Big Leaf Maple 10 Good Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
100 10 Douglas Fir 16 Good Defects

Few & MIllor or Correctable
101 22 Black Cottonwood 20 Good Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
102 6 Douglas Fir 12 Good Defects

Moderate &. non correctable
103 6 Douglas Fir 10 Fair/Average defects Swoop in trunk,poor specimen.

Moderate & non correctable
104 7 Douglas Fir 12 Fair/Average defects Partial crown, with dead top. Prune out deadwood.

Moderate & non correctable
105 9 Black Cottonwood 12 Fair/Average defects Broken & regrown top, connection defect at 30'

Moderate & non correctable
106 14 Black Cottonwood 16 Fair/Average defects Wound on east side at base

Moderate & non correctable
107 10 Douglas Fir 14 Fair/Average defects Defects in upper crown

Few & Minor or Correctable
108 8 Douglas Fir 14 Fair/Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

It'ew & Minor or Correctable
109 9 Douglas Fir 14 Fair/Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

IFew & Minor or Correctable
110 11 Black Cottonwood 13 Fair/Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

It-ew & Minor or Correctable
111 12 Black Cottonwood 14 Fair/Average Defects

IFew & Minor or Correctable
112 7 Black Cottonwood 13 Fair/Average Defects

It'ew & Minor or Correctable
113 7 Big Leaf Maple 14 Fair/Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

WiIlameUc 205 Corporate Center. PIJasc n C 20061be Pacific RaourcesGroup. 6119f06 7



Willamette 205 Corporate Center II, Tree Assessment, West Linn, Oregon

iTree ISize ICrwn
No. inches Species Dia. Ft. Health Condition Comments

.t'ew & Mmor or Correctable
114 12,10 Black Cottonwood 17 Fair!Average Defects 2stems at 2', poor connection

rew & MIllor or Correctable 2 s~em at 3', remove smaller stem with poor connection to
115 7,5 Big Leaf Maple 16 Fair!Average Defects mam

Few & Minor or Correctable
116 15 Black Cottonwood 17 Fair!Average Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable Reverse root growing up steep bank, tree will be potential
117 12 Black Cottonwood 16 Fair!Average Defects hazard if root is cut.

Few & Minor or Correctable
118 8 Douglas Fir 12 Fair!Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Few & Minor or Correctable
119 9 Douglas Fir 14 Fair!Average Defects Partial crown due to crowding

Moderate & non correctable 2 stem at 1', major roots exposed to north and east (down
120 12,11 Black Cottonwood 21 Fair!Average defects scope)

Major Defects & Problems,
120b 7,4 Big Leaf Maple 16 Fair!Average Hazard Remove Swoop in trunk, leans out over bank, Hazard Remove

iFew & Minor or Correctable
121 15 Black Cottonwood 16 Fair!Average Defects

Few & MIllor or Correctable
121b 7 Big Leaf Maple 13 Fair!Average Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
121c 11 Douglas Fir 19 Fair!Average Defects

Few & Minor or Correctable
122 13 Black Cottonwood 17 Fair!Average Defects

Moderate & non correctable
123 19,8 Black Cottonwood 17 Fair!Average defects Roots exposed down scope and across drainage ditch

OOIE: NOTFS:

Trees that are dead, dying, hazardous or potentially hazardous are shown in BOLD.

Trees that have significant defects, non-correctable structural problems and are poor specimens which should not be preserved, are shown in BOLD rrALlCS

Species Key:

Ash - Fraxinus species Douglas fir -Pseudotsuga menziesii
Austrian Pine - Pinus nigra Leyland Cypress - x Cupressocyparis Leylandii
Bigleaf maple - Acer macrophyllum London Plane - Platanus acerifolia
Black Cottonwood - Populus tricbocaIpll Norway Maple - Acer platanoides
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Oregon White Oak - Quercus garryana
Pacific Madrone - Arbutus menziesii
Scotch Pine - Pinus sylvestris
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