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Arborist Report


Subject:

Douglas Fir Assessment


Prepared for:

Rooney Partners

C/O James Rooney

james@roney-partners.com


Prepared by:

Advanced Arboricultural Assessment

Chris Berg

ISA Certified Arborist and Risk Assessor PN1839A

LIC-TSP-18818

chris@advancedarboriculturalassessment.com


Site:

7010 NE 181st street

Kenmore, WA 98028

Parcel #0114100590


Site visit time/date:

4-15-2024


Attachments:

• Site Map

• Tree Photos

• Risk Assessment form


Summary:

• The subject Fir was found to be at high risk of failure.

• The subject Fir was found to be causing damage to adjacent private property.

• Removal is recommended in a timely manner.


Methodology:

• The subject tree was assessed using the ISA basic risk assessment method, for a 6 month 

timeframe, using basic hand tools, considering typical PNW weather with occasional high 
winds, heavy rains, snow and ice.


Table of Trees

Tree# Common 

name
Latin Name DSH CSD HT Condition Risk Action

1 Douglas 
Fir

Pseudotsuga 
menziesii

27” 28’ 65’ Co-dominate @20’ with 
included bark and trunk 
deformity @inclusion

High Remove 
and 
replace

mailto:chris@advancedarboriculturalassessment.com
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Observations:

• The subject fir was found to grow directly on the north property line of a vacant lot.

• Chain link fencing noted directly @ trunk on N.

• Mobile home park (target #1) noted as neighbor to N with 4 manufactured homes within 1X 

height.

• Critical root zone within lot noted as covered in English Ivy.

• Soil within vacant lot noted as compacted and barren outside of drip line.

• Asphalt drive within CRZ on N, >40%. Lifting of asphalt noted as >1” within marked walkway, 

within mobile home park. Frequent usage of marked walkway noted while on site.

• English ivy noted as having been into crown >75% but dead and grilled at base some time in 

the past.

• Past crown infestation of Ivy has led to overextended limbs throughout crown.

• Trunk/Crown noted as co-dominate at 20’. Co-dominate form is severely “V’d” with 2-3’ of 

included bark between stems.

• Severe bulging of trunk at co-dominate with indenting of SE stem noted beneath inclusion.

• NW stem noted as phototropic to N, towards targets.

• Bulging of trunk noted on NW side @3’ with large adjacent bark fissures.

• Excess sap ooze on trunk @‘ opposite of bulge with red/brown granules (frass) noted within 

sap.


Conclusions/Recommendations:

• The subject Fir is not of exceptional size as defined in KMC 18.57.015

• Due to severe inclusion of co-dominate stems, with associated trunk deformities, it is my 

professional opinion that the subject Fir has a probable likelihood of failure within the 
specified timeframe.


• When considering near proximity of manufactured homes, which offer little to no protection 
against impact for the occupants, likelihood of impact was found to be high with potential for 
severe consequences.


• While mitigation by cabling, thinning and reduction of crown, above co-dominate, may 
temporarily decrease risk, maintenance would be ongoing and residual risk would remain 
moderate.


• When considering ongoing damage to asphalt walk/drive, on adjacent private property, by 
roots growing under asphalt, along with frequent usage of walk where damage has occurred, 
it is my professional opinion that cutting of roots to repair asphalt will significantly increase 
risk of whole tree failure.


• It is my professional opinion that any patching of asphalt to eliminate tripping hazards will 
only be a temporary solution and root pruning or grade changes will be required to mitigate 
long term if tree were to be retained.


• Due to proximity of chain link fence and tree growing location, interference with the fence will 
be inevitable, within a 10yr timeframe, and likely cause conflict with the adjacent parcel.


• When considering all factors, including high risk rating, damage to asphalt and high levels of 
maintenance required for retention, it is my professional opinion that removal and 
replacement with a more site appropriate species is the more appropriate long term 
mitigation action.


• Mitigation is recommended in a timely manner.

• Permitting required for removal along with canopy/lot coverage calculations for required tree 

canopy density and replacement tree calculations.
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Site Map
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The subject fir was found to be co-dominate @20’.The subject Fir is open grown, in a vacant lot, and is 
within 1X height of a mobile home park.

45’ of crown has grown above co-dominate point. 
Manufactured homes noted as within 1X of tree part 

above flaw.

Manufactured homes within 1X offer little to no 
protection to occupants of homes if impact were to 

occur.
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Trunk on left in photo noted as indented above point of 
attachment with poor trunk taper.

Point of attachment of co-dominate stems was found to 
be poor with a V’d crotch and 2-3’ of included bark. 

Severe bulging noted at crotch.

Lifting of asphalt walk from root growth on adjacent 
private property noted as >1” and non ADA compliant 

as well as a tripping hazard for frequent occupants. 
Mitigation by root pruning will increase risk of whole tree 

failure.

Bulging of trunk at base and rapid adjacent response 
growth indicative of past wound and potential 

heartwood decay.
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Excessive sap ooze on trunk. Presence of radish flakes in sap, 
also known as frass or the waste product of boring insects such 

as Pine Mountain Beetle, was noted.
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Risk Assessment Form (front)
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Risk Assessment Form (back)


