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1.0 Summary 

 

1.1  This Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report (Stage 1) provides an assessment of one 
hundred and five (105) trees growing within the Royal Prince Alfred Hospital and the 
University of Sydney campuses.  

 
1.2 The development proposal includes: 

 Redevelopment of the eastern section of the Hospital campus  
 Ancillary works within the western section of the Hospital campus  
 Tree removal and supplementary tree planting around the western edge of the 

University of Sydney Oval no. 1.  

 

1.3 As part of the proposed redevelopment works a total of seventy-one (71) trees are to be 
removed including: fifty-five (55) trees within the Hospital East campus, seven (7) trees 
within the Hospital West campus and nine (9) trees on the western edge of the University 
of Sydney Oval no. 1.  

  

1.4 The trees proposed for removal include a number of specimens listed on the City of Sydney 
Councils Significant Tree Register (rear garden group). A Statement of Heritage Impact 
which details the heritage significance of these trees has been prepared as part of the 
development proposal. The Statement of Heritage Impact should be read in conjunction 
with this Report.  

 
1.5 The development proposal includes the retention of thirty-four (34) trees including: twenty-

four (24) trees within the Hospital East campus, three (3) trees within the Hospital West 
campus and seven (7) trees on the western edge of the University of Sydney Oval no. 1.  

 
1.6 The landscaping component of the development proposal includes the installation of 

seventy-nine (79) new trees within the Hospital East campus. These trees are to be installed 
in both deep soil and on-structure landscape areas. An additional nine (9) tree are to be 
installed around the western edge of the University of Sydney Oval no. 1 as part of the Tree 
Replantation Strategy. 

 
1.7 A comprehensive assessment of the impact of development upon the trees proposed for 

retention cannot be undertaken at this stage as detailed plans are yet to be prepared. To 
minimise the impact of development encroachment within the Tree Protection Zone areas 
of the trees proposed for retention, the detailed plans will include elements of tree sensitive 
design. An Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report (Stage 2) will be prepared based on 
these detailed plans. This Report will also include a Tree Protection Specification detailing 
specific, tree protection measures and tree sensitive construction methods which will be 
utilised to minimise the impact of the works upon the trees.   
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2.0 Introduction 
 

2.1  This Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report (Stage 1) has been prepared for Royal Prince 
Alfred (RPA) Hospital in relation to the proposed redevelopment of the Hospital Campus.  

 
2.2 Site description: 
 

The Royal Prince Alfred (RPA) Hospital campus is located in Sydney’s inner west suburb of 
Camperdown, within the City of Sydney Local Government Area. The campus is situated 
between the University of Sydney to the east and the residential area of Camperdown to 
the west. A north-south arterial road (Missenden Road) divides the campus into two distinct 
portions, known as the East and West Campuses. The northern boundary of the campus is 
defined by the Queen Elizabeth II Rehabilitation Centre and the southern extent of the 
campus is defined by Carillon Avenue. The works are proposed to both the East and West 
Campuses, as well as some off-site works occurring within the University of Sydney.  
 
The site comprises the following land titles: 
East campus: 
 Lot 1000 DP 1159799 (12 Missenden Road, Camperdown, 2050). 

West campus: 
 Lot 11 DP 809663 (114 Church Street, Camperdown, 2050); and 
 Lot 101 DP 1179349 (68-81 Missenden Road, Camperdown 2050). 

 
Off-site works are proposed on University of Sydney land, known as Lot 1 DP 1171804 (3 
Parramatta Road, Camperdown, 2050) and Lot 1001 DP 1159799 (12A Missenden Road, 
Camperdown, 2050). 
 

2.3 Project background: 
 

In March 2019, the NSW Government announced a significant $750 million investment for 
the redevelopment and refurbishment of the RPA Hospital campus. The Project will include 
the development of clinical and non-clinical services infrastructure to expand, integrate, 
transform and optimise current capacity within the hospital to provide contemporary patient 
centred care, including expanded and enhanced facilities.  

The last major redevelopment of RPA Hospital was undertaken from 1998 to 2004 projected 
to 2006 service needs. Since then, significant growth has been experienced in the volume 
and complexity of patients, requiring significant investment to address projected shortfalls 
in capacity and to update existing services to align with leading models of care. 

The redevelopment of RPA Hospital has been the top priority for the Sydney Local Health 
District since 2017 through the Asset Strategic Planning process, to achieve NSW Health 
strategic direction to develop a future focused, adaptive, resilient and sustainable health 
system. 
 

2.4 Description of development: 
 

Alterations and additions to the RPA Hospital East Campus, comprising:  
 Eastern wing: A new fifteen (15) storey building with clinical space for Inpatient Units 

(IPU’s), Medical Imaging, Delivery, Neonatal and Women’s Health Services, 
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connecting to the existing hospital building and a rooftop helicopter landing site 
(HLS); 

 Eastern extension: A three (3) storey extension to the east the existing clinical 
services building to accommodate new operating theatres and associated plant areas;  

 Northern expansion: A two (2) storey vertical expansion over RPA Building 89 
accommodating a new Intensive Care Unit and connected with the Eastern Wing;  

 Internal refurbishment: Major internal refurbishment to existing services including 
Emergency Department and Imaging, circulation and support spaces;  

 Enhanced Northern Entry/ Arrival including improved pedestrian access and public 
amenity;  

 Demolition of affected buildings, structures and trees;  
 Changes to internal road alignments and paving treatments; and  
 Landscaping works, including tree removal, tree pruning, and compensatory tree 

planting including off-site on University of Sydney land.   
 

Ancillary works to the RPA Hospital West Campus, comprising:  

 Temporary helicopter landing site above existing multi storey carpark;  
 Re-routing of existing services; and  
 Associated tree removal along Grose Street.  

 
2.5 This report provides an assessment of one hundred and five (105) trees growing at Royal 

Prince Alfred Hospital and the University of Sydney campuses.  

 
3.0 Scope of The Report 
 

3.1 This Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report (AIA) has been prepared in accordance with 
Australian Standard: AS 4970—2009 Protection of Trees on Development Sites (AS4970) to 
provide an assessment of the impact of the proposed development works upon the subject 
trees. The assessment criteria include:  
 Conduct at ground level, a visual inspection of the subject trees and their growing 

environment 
 Assess the physiological and structural condition of the subject trees 
 Determine the useful life expectancy, quality and value(s) of the subject trees 
 Award a retention category for the subject trees 
 Assess relevant plans and documentation to determine the potential impacts of the 

proposed development upon the subject trees 
 Make recommendations for retention, removal or remedial works to the subject trees 

and/or implementation of tree protection measures as appropriate 
 
3.2 The following plans/documentation were referenced in the preparation of this report: 

 Contour & Detail Survey (Rev D), dated 05.10.21 – prepared by RPS 
 SSDA Landscape Report (Revision B), dated 02.11.22 – prepared by Turf  

 
3.3 The trees covered by this report include a number of trees listed on the City of Sydney 

Significant Tree Register (identified as Rear Garden Group). It should be noted that this AIA 
Report considers the arboricultural and amenity value of the subject trees only. An 
assessment of the heritage/cultural value of the trees is detailed in the Statement of 
Heritage Impact which should be referenced in conjunction with this Report.      
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4.0 Observations  
 

4.1 The trees have been assessed in accordance with Australian Standard AS4970 (2009) 
Protection of trees on development sites (AS4970). Full details of the assessment and a 
summary of the trees’ Retention Values are listed in Appendix A - Tree Assessment 
Schedule.  

 
4.2 The tree assessment process includes the allocation of a Retention Category for each tree. 

The allocation of a Retention Category is a requirement of AS4970 and provides 
and overview of the quality and value of trees on site. Retention Categories are a guide 
only and do not take into account design considerations/constraints relating to the 
development proposal. It should be noted that Retention Categories are not a 
schedule for tree removal or retention. 

 
4.3 Trees Proposed for Retention 

The following table indicates the thirty-four (34) trees to be retained and their location: 
Location Tree number 

RPA East campus 1-16, 20, 21, 30, 54-57, 127 

RPA West campus 2001-2003 

Sydney University Oval no.1 590, 597, 598, 1191, 1237-1239 

  
The majority of the trees listed above will be subject to encroachment from development 
works, to varying degrees. The use of tree sensitive design and construction methods and 
the establishment of Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) areas will be required to minimise the 
impact of the works upon the trees.  
 

4.4 Trees Proposed for Removal  
The following table indicates the trees seventy (71) to be removed and their location: 
Location Tree number 

RPA East campus 17-19, 22 (group of 7 trees), 23 (group of 

3 trees), 24 (group of 10 trees), 25 (group 

of 2 trees), 31-53, 118, 128, 129, 591 

(tagged as a University tree) 

RPA West campus 2000 (group of 7 trees) 

Sydney University Oval no.1 126, 585-588, 593-596 

 
 
5.0 Discussion 
 

5.1 A comprehensive assessment of the impact of development upon the trees proposed for 
retention cannot be undertaken at this stage as detailed plans are yet to be prepared. To 
minimise the impact of development encroachment within the Tree Protection Zone areas 
of the trees proposed for retention, the detailed plans will include elements of tree sensitive 
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design. An Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report (Stage 2) will be prepared based on 
these detailed plans. The Stage 2 Report will also include a Tree Protection Specification 
detailing specific, tree protection measures and tree sensitive construction methods which 
will be utilised to minimise the impact of the works upon the trees.   

 
5.2 The tree identification number and Tree Protection Zone (TPZ)/Structural Root Zone (SRZ) 

areas of all trees proposed for retention should be included in all relevant plans going 
forward. In the event that encroachment from development can be minimised to an area 
no greater than 10% of a TPZ and outside of the SRZ (i.e. Minor Encroachment), tree 
sensitive design and construction methods will not be required. However, any 
encroachment from development which represents an area greater than 10% of a TZP, or 
within the SRZ (i.e. Major Encroachment) requires arboricultural input to inform the design 
in order to minimise the impact upon the tree.    

 
5.3 Tree sensitive design and construction methods which should be considered when designing 

and building in a TPZ area include: 
 

 Maintaining existing ground levels – even minor changes in level (+/-) need to be 
considered as part of the TPZ encroachment calculations due to the potential for 
root impacts 

 

 Pavements installed at existing grade need to consider the impact of excavation for 
the installation of slabs and sub base layers 

 

 Pavements, slabs and sub base layers installed above existing grade should avoid 
excessive compaction of the sub grade 

 

 Above grade pavements should be constructed on a ‘no fines’ sub base layer or 
permeable slab and utilise permeable surfacing materials 

 

 Structures should be designed and constructed above existing grade using isolated, 
piered footings 

 

 At the time of construction, the first 600mm in depth of each pier location should 
be excavated by hand. Where significant roots are identified (as determined by the 
Project Arborist) the design should allow for relocation of the pier  

 

 Construction access requirements for machinery movements and 
scaffolding/hoarding installation should consider the crown form of the trees. Major 
pruning to provide temporary access is not acceptable and the detailed design 
should consider how the installation of structures could impact adjacent trees 

 

 Smaller diameter branches may be pushed or tied back to provide construction 
access. However, the feasibility of doing so needs to be confirmed by the Project 
Arborist during the detailed design stage 

 

 Sediment and erosion control measures should be designed to avoid excavation of 
trenched and pits in TPZ areas 

 

 Services should be located outside of TZP areas. Where this cannot be achieved, 
trenches should be excavated using tree sensitive methods (as specified by the 
Project Arborist) and conduits/pipework installed to avoid significant roots. 
Alternatively, under boring can be considered where approved by the Project 
Arborist  
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 Soft landscaping works should avoid mechanical cultivation/ripping of garden beds 
and lawns 

 

 Where an encroachment cannot be minimised through the use of tree sensitive 
design, root mapping should be undertaken as part of the detailed design stage. 
Root mapping results will determine whether root pruning can be undertaken, or 
redesign is required to allow for the retention of significant roots   

 
5.5 The establishment of TPZ areas will be required prior to the commencement of construction 

works. The TPZ of each tree is listed in the Tree Assessment Schedule (Appendix A). The 
TPZ is a radial measurement taken from the centre of the trunk at ground level. It will not 
be possible to install TPZ fencing at the perimeter of each tree’s TPZ area due the 
requirement for construction access. TPZ fencing can be set back where appropriate ground 
protection is installed to the unfenced area of the TPZ. Alternatively, trunk and ground 
protection can be installed in lieu of fencing. Tree specific TPZ requirements should be 
determined through consultation between the Project Arborist and the Project Manager 
prior to installation.  

 
5.6 TPZ areas should be regularly inspected by the Project Arborist throughout the construction 

stage of the project. The TPZ should remain out of bounds other than for approved 
development works, and should not be used for storage of waste or construction materials, 
vehicle parking etc. Any works within a TPZ area should be approved, supervised and 
documented by the Project Arborist. 

 
5.7 Tree 54 Cinnamomum camphora (Camphor Laurel) is likely to require significant pruning as 

part of the proposed development works. An indicative building footprint is provided in the 
supplied plans, however a detailed assessment of the impact of pruning on the crown form 
of the tree is required during the detailed design stage. In the event that the pruning works 
cannot be undertaken in accordance with Australian Standard AS4373 Pruning of Amenity 
Trees (AS4373), the tree will have to be removed.  
 

5.8 Trees 2001 – 2003 Ficus macrocarpa var. hillii (Hills Fig) will require Crown Lifting to provide 
additional vertical clearance over Grose Street. The proposed pruning works are minor in 
nature and can be undertaken in accordance with AS4373 (refer Appendix C – Pruning 
Specification). Based on the TPZ areas of the trees, the proposed additions (awning) to the 
carpark on the opposite side of Grose Street represent a Minor Encroachment only (i.e. 
<10% of the TPZ area) and should not significantly impact the trees.   
 

5.9 The development proposal includes the removal of seventy-one (71) trees across the RPA 
East, RPA West and University campuses. The landscape proposal includes the installation 
of seventy-nine (79) new trees within the RPA East campus and nine (9) trees around the 
western edge of the University Oval no 1.  

 
5.10 It should be noted that Tree 591 is located on the University side of the existing, chain link 

boundary fence, however the survey drawing indicates the tree is located within the RPA 
East Campus. 
 

5.11 Within the University, Trees 595 and 596 Ficus macrocarpa var. hillii (Hills Fig) which are 
large, late mature specimens will need to be removed due to crown conflict with the 
proposed East Wing Building. The extent of pruning that would be required to accommodate 
the building (based on an onsite assessment) would remove a significant proportion of the 
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trees’ crowns and the works could not be undertaken in accordance with Australian 
Standard AS4373 (2007) Pruning of amenity trees. Trees 126 Polyscias elegans (Celery 
Wood), 588 and 594 Cinnamomum camphora (Camphor Laurel) and 593 Ficus macrocarpa 
var. hillii (Hills Fig) are smaller specimens of lesser visual significance. These trees are 
subject to suppression from the larger adjacent trees, which has impacted their 
development and amenity value. Removal of the lager adjacent trees will expose the poor 
form of these smaller trees and may also increase the potential for branch failures due to 
altered wind loading.  
 

5.12 Trees 590, 597 and 598 are a row of large Cinnamomum camphora (Camphor Laurel) which 
are located immediately to the east of the University trees that are proposed for removal. 
These trees will provide a significant screen between the proposed East Wing Building and 
the Oval, reducing the visual impact of tree removals to some extent. However, these trees 
are late mature specimens with an estimated Useful Life Expectancy (ULE) tending towards 
the lower end of the 15–40-year range. Therefore, a Tree Succession Strategy has been 
devised which forms part of the landscape proposal.  
 

5.13 Assessment of Tree 596 identified decay and bark splitting in the lower trunk and buttress 
roots which can be symptomatic of a number of species of fungal pathogen. To better 
determine the ULE of the tree, tissue samples were collected for laboratory analysis at the 
Royal Botanic Gardens Sydney Plant Clinic. The test results have returned a positive result 
for Armillaria sp. (Honey Fungus).  
 
Armillaria is a serious fungal pathogen causing a white rot (selective delignification) of 
woody tissues in the root system and lower trunk of infected trees. Armillaria predominately 
spreads through the soil and is likely to infect adjacent trees, with some species being more 
susceptible than others. Older, less vigorous or, physiologically stressed trees are also more 
susceptible to infection. The presence of this pathogen inevitably reduces the ULE of Tree 
596. It is not possible to accurately predict the rate of tree decline however crown symptoms 
(i.e. thinning) are likely to become apparent before the trees structural integrity is 
significantly compromised.  
 
Based on the trees late mature growth stage and presence of Armillaria, the ULE of Tree 
596 is likely to be towards the lower end of the 5–15-year range. Therefore, when 
considering the impact of development related tree removals at the University, it should be 
noted that it is highly likely that Tree 596 will need to be removed in the short to medium 
term regardless of any development.  
 
The presence of Armillaria will need to be considered as part of the tree succession strategy 
within the University. Ideally the stump and root crown of any trees approved for removal 
should be excavated rather than ground out, to remove as much woody material as 
possible. Dead root material in ground provides a food source for the pathogen. Any 
excavation of roots and stumps will need to consider minimising potential root impacts on 
the trees that are being retained. 

 
5.14 The Tree Succession Strategy which forms part of the landscape proposal includes the 

installation of nine (9) advanced size new trees of various species around the Oval edge. 
The proposed removal of trees within the University will provide the additional space and 
solar access required for the establishment and development of the new trees, which will 
provide screening of the proposed East Wing Building. The installation of healthy new trees 
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will ensure the canopy cover and amenity around the Oval edge is maintained over the long 
term as Trees 590, 597 and 598 are late mature specimens with a relatively short ULE.  

 
6.0 Recommendations 
 

6.1 The following trees are proposed for removal: 
 

Location Tree number 

RPA East campus 17-19, 22 (group of 7 trees), 23 (group of 

3 trees), 24 (group of 10 trees), 25 (group 

of 2 trees), 31-53, 118, 128, 129, 591  

RPA West campus 2000 (group of 7 trees) 

Sydney University Oval no.1 126, 585-588, 593-596 

 

In addition, Trees 2001 – 2003 are proposed for pruning. Trees approved for removal shall 
be identified and marked on site by the Project Arborist prior to removal. Tree removal and 
pruning works shall be undertaken by a qualified Arborist (minimum AQF level 3) covered 
by adequate third party, public liability insurance.  
 
Pruning works shall be undertaken in accordance with Australian Standard AS4373 Pruning 
of Amenity Trees. Arborists and ground staff shall comply with the Work Cover Code of 
Practice for the Amenity Tree Industry (refer Appendix B – Pruning Specification). 
 
Methodologies for tree stump removal within TPZ areas of retained trees shall be approved 
by the Project Arborist. As much of the stump, root crown and primary woody roots of Tree 
596 shall be excavated to remove Armillaria infected material.  

 
6.2 Further assessment of the proposal shall be undertaken by the Project Arborist as part of 

the detailed design stage to determine the potential impact of development upon the trees 
proposed for retention. To minimise development impacts, tree sensitive design and 
construction methods shall be utilised within TPZ areas (refer point 5.3).  

 
6.3 Prior to the commencement of construction works TPZ areas shall be established for trees: 

1-16, 20, 21, 30, 54-57, 127, 590, 597, 598, 1191, 1237-1239 and 2001 – 2003. Tree 
specific TPZ requirements shall be based on the Arboricultural Impact Assessment (Stage 
2) and determined through consultation between the Project Arborist and the Project 
Manager prior to installation.  

 
6.4 TPZ areas shall be maintained and regularly inspected by the Project Arborist throughout 

the constructing stage of the project. The TPZ shall not be used for storage of waste or 
construction materials, vehicle parking or any other construction related activities. The 
Project Arborist shall be notified prior to the undertaking of any approved development 
works within a TPZ area. All works within a TPZ area shall supervised and document by the 
Project Arborist. 

 
6.5 New trees shall be grown and supplied in accordance with AS:2303 2018 Tree stock for 

landscape use. Advanced size trees shall be inspected in the nursery by the Project Arborist 
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to ensure the quality of plant material and compliance with AS:2303. Poor quality or 
damaged stock shall be rejected and replaced. The planting and aftercare of the trees shall 
be undertaken by a qualified horticulturalist (minimum AQF level 3).   

 
 

         
Martin Peacock 
 

BSc (hons.) Arboriculture (UK) 
Higher National Diploma Arboriculture (UK) 
National Diploma Horticulture (Arb.) (UK) 
Diploma Horticulture (Landscape Design) (AUS)  
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Caveats & Limitations 

 

The subject trees were inspected from the ground only, using the methodology detailed in 
this report.  

 
The findings of this report are based on the observations made at the time of inspection 
and from the information contained within plans/documentation provided by the Project 
Manager.   
 
The report reflects the subject trees as found at the time of inspection. There is no warranty 
or guarantee, expressed or implied, that problems or deficiencies with the site or the subject 
trees may not arise in the future. Any changes to development proposals or tree 
management works beyond those recommended in this report may alter the findings of the 
report.  
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Appendix A - Tree Assessment Results  
 

Tree 
No. 

Species DBH 
(mm) 

Height 
(m) 

Radial 
Crown 
Spread 

(m) 

Health 
Rating 

Structural 
Rating 

Comments Age 
Class 

ULE 
(years) 

Quality 
& Value 

Retention 
Category 

Radial 
TPZ 
(m) 

Radial 
SRZ 
(m) 

RPA Hospital East Campus 

1 

Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ 
 
(Hills Weeping Fig) 

1100 22 14 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø) & 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Retain – No works 
in TPZ 

 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

13.2 3.5 

2 

Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’  
 
(Hills Weeping Fig) 

1050 20 10 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø) & 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Retain – No works 
in TPZ 

 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

12.6 3.4 

3 Angophora costata  
(Sydney Red Gum) 650 18 6 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Retain – No works 

in TPZ 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

7.8 2.8 

4 
Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 550 16 5 Good Good 

 Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Retain – No works 
in TPZ 

 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

6.6 2.6 



Martin Peacock Tree Care - Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report   page 14 
 RPA Hospital Redevelopment        14/11/22 

 
▪Martin Peacock Tree Care ▪39 Davidson Road Leura NSW 2780 
▪Ph: 0405 221 056 ▪Email: martin@martinpeacocktreecare.com.au  
▪Web: www.martinpeacocktreecare.com.au  
▪ABN: 92494320094 

 

5 Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 550 16 5 Good Good 

 Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Retain – No works 
in TPZ 

 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

6.6 2.6 

6 
Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 450 19 9 Fair Good 

Crown density 50-
75%. Small 
(<25mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Retain – No works 

in TPZ 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

5.4 2.4 

7 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ (Hills 
Weeping Fig) 

800 20 12 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) & 
medium (25-75mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Retain – No works 
in TPZ 

 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

9.6 3.1 

8 

Stenocarpus 
sinuatus 
(Queensland 
Firewheel Tree) 

250 7 3 Good Good 

 Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 Low 

B: 
Consider  

for 
Retention 

3.0 1.9 
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9 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ (Hills 
Weeping Fig) 

1100 22 14 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

13.2 3.5 

10 
Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 475 19 6 Good Good 

 Crown density 75-
95%. Partially 
suppressed. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

5.7 2.5 

11 Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 375 16 5 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

4.5 2.2 

12 
Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 500 19 6 Fair Good 

 Crown density 50-
75%. Small 
(<25mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. Small 

(<25mmø) epicormic 
growth in low 

volumes. Partially 
suppressed. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

6.0 2.5 
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13 Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 500 19 5 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

6.0 2.5 

14 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ (Hills 
Weeping Fig) 

1000 21 14 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

12.0 3.3 

15 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ (Hills 
Weeping Fig) 

1000 22 12 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 
suppressed. Failed 

inclusion. Wound(s), 
various stages of 

decay. 
Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 
 

Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

12.0 3.3 

16 Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 500 16 5 Good Good 

 Heavily suppressed. 
Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

pavement 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

6.0 2.5 
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17 

Syagrus 
romanzoffianum 
(Cocos Palm) 
 

150 4 2 Good Good 

Self-sown weed 
species 

Remove – road 
alignment 

Semi 
mature 

<5 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.0 n/a 

18 

Lophostemon 
confertus  
(Brush Box) 
 

500 8 5 Fair Good 

Crown density 
75-95%. Small 

(<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Remove – road 

alignment 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

6.0 2.5 

19 

Magnolia 
grandiflora  
(Bull Bay Magnolia) 
 

450 8 5 Fair Fair 

Crown density 50-
75%. Small 
(<25mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Remove – road 
alignment 

 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

5.4 2.4 

20 

Brachychiton 
acerifolius 
(Illawarra Flame 
Tree) 

350 7 3 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø) 
deadwood in low 

volumes. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

4.2 2.1 
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21 
Jacaranda 
mimosifolia 
(Jacaranda) 

300 6 5 Good Good Retain – no works 
in TPZ 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

3.6 2.0 

22 

Corymbia 
maculata/citriodora  
(Spotted Gum) 
 

400 
max. 16 max.  4 max. Good Good 

Group of 8 trees. 
Partially supressed. 

Remove – 
pavement 

Early 
mature  15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

4.8 2.3 

23 

Corymbia citriodora  
(Lemon Scented 
Gum) 
 

300 
max. 12 max. 4 max.  Good Good 

Group of 3 trees. 
Partially supressed. 

Remove – 
pavement 

Early 
mature  15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.6 2.0 

24 

Corymbia citriodora  
(Lemon Scented 
Gum) 
 

300 
max. 12 max. 4 max.  Good Good 

Group of 10 trees. 
Partially supressed. 

Remove – 
pavement  

Early 
mature  15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.6 2.0 

25 
Pyrus sp.  
(Ornamental Pear) 

125 6 max. 3 max. Good Good 
Group of 2 trees. 

Remove – 
pavement 

Semi 
Mature 

15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.0 1.5 
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30 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1200 19 9 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) & 
medium (25-75mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 
pavement & 
landscape 
features 

  

Late 
Mature 

15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

14.4 3.7 

31 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1500 26 9 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. 

Remove – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint 
  

Late 
Mature 

15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 4.1 

32 
Livistonia australis 
(Cabbage Tree 
Palm) 

300 7 3 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Remove – Tree 

Succession 
Strategy 

  

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

4.0 n/a 

33 
Plumeria acutifolia 
(Frangipani) 375 6 3 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), early 
signs of decay. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

  

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

4.5 2.3 

34 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

400 10 5 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Remove – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint  

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

4.8 2.3 
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35 
Celtis sinensis 
(Chinese Nettle 
Tree) 

500 12 5 Good Fair 

Partially suppressed. 
Co-dominant 

inclusions, major. 
Remove – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint 
 
  

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

6.0 2.6 

36 
Acmena smithii 
'Minor'  
(Dwarf Lilly Pilly) 

200 6 3 Good Good 

Crown density 50-
75%. Partially 
suppressed. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

 
  

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.4 1.8 

37 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1800 26 10 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 
& large (>75mmø) 
deadwood in low 

volumes. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Late 
Mature 15-40 High 

A:  
Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 4.4 

38 
Persea americana 
(Avocado) 150 5 2 Good Good 

 Partially suppressed. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Semi-
mature 

15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.0 1.5 

39 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1100 23 11 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 
& large (>75mmø) 
deadwood in low 
volumes. Partially 

suppressed. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Late 
Mature 15-40 High 

A:  
Priority for 
Retention 

13.4 3.6 
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40 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1600 25 14 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 
& large (>75mmø) 
deadwood in low 

volumes. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Late 
Mature 

15-40 High 
A:  

Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 4.2 

41 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. ‘Hillii’ (Hills 
Weeping Fig) 

1250 24 10 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 

Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Remove – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint 
  

Mature 15-40 High 
A:  

Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 3.8 

42 
Jacaranda 
mimosifolia 
(Jacaranda) 

950 16 11 Good Good 

 Small (<25mmø), 
medium (25-75mmø) 
& large (>75mmø) 
epicormic growth in 

low volumes. 
Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

  

Mature 15-40 High 

B:  
Consider 

for 
Retention 

11.4 3.4 

43 Melia azedarach 
(White Cedar) 

125 
175 
200 

8 4 Good Good 

Co-dominant 
inclusions, major. 
Remove – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint 
  

Early 
mature 

5-15 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.6 2.0 

44 
Magnolia 
grandiflora (Bull 
Bay Magnolia) 

125 5 2 Good Good Remove – road  Mature 40+ Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.0 1.5 
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45 
Camellia sasanqua 
(Camellia) 500 5 3 Good Good 

 Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Trunk cavity(s), 

minor. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Late 
Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

6.0 2.6 

46 Camellia sasanqua 
(Camellia) 300 5 3 Good Fair 

Co-dominant 
inclusions, minor. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

  

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.6 2.1 

47 
Jacaranda 
mimosifolia 
(Jacaranda) 

800 15 10 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 

stages of decay. First 
order branch cavity, 

minor. 
Remove – building 

footprint 
  

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

9.6 3.1 

48 
Jacaranda 
mimosifolia 
(Jacaranda) 

750 18 12 Good Good 

 Partially suppressed. 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 

Phototrophic lean, 
moderate. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

  

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

9.0 3.1 

49 Flindersia australis 
(Crow’s Ash) 1000 25 7 Good Good Remove – building 

footprint Mature 15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

12.0 3.4 

50 
Platanus x acerifolia 
(London Plane 
Tree) 

1300 27 10 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) & 
large (>75mmø) 
deadwood in low 

volumes. 
Remove – road 

  

Mature 15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 3.8 
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51 
Corymbia citriodora 
(Lemon Scented 
Gum) 

800 22 9 Good Good 
Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Remove – road 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

9.6 3.1 

52 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

2000 20 8 Good Fair 

Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Trunk cavity(s), 

major.  
Remove – road 

Late 
Mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 4.6 

53 Cedrus sp. 
(Cedar species) 800 22 6 Good Good 

Partially suppressed. 
Co-dominant 

inclusions, minor. 
Wound(s), no visible 

sign of decay. 
Remove – road  

Mature 15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

9.6 3.1 

54 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

2000 22 11 Good Good 

 Wound(s), various 
stages of decay. 
Retain – Major 
Encroachment 

building footprint 
(Further analysis of 

development impacts 
required based on 

detailed plans)  
  

Late 
Mature 

15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

15.0 4.6 
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55 
Jacaranda 
mimosifolia 
(Jacaranda) 

750 16 9 Good Good 

Small (<25mmø) & 
medium (25-75mmø) 

deadwood in low 
volumes. 

Retain – Major 
Encroachment 
pavement & 
landscape 

  

Mature 15-40 High 
A: 

Priority for 
Retention 

9.0 3.1 

56 
Waterhousia 
floribunda 
(Weeping Lillypilly) 

225 9 3 Good Good 
 Partially suppressed. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 
Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.7 1.8 

57 Harpullia pendula 
(Tulipwood) 250 9 4 Good Fair 

Partially suppressed. 
Co-dominant 

inclusions, minor. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ  

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

3.0 1.9 

118 
Livistonia australis 
(Cabbage Tree 
Palm) 

300 6 2 Good Good 
Partially suppressed. 
Remove – building 

footprint  
Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

 

3.0 n/a 

127 
Camellia japonica  
(Japanese Camelia) 

150 2 2 Good Good 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ  
 

Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.2 1.5 

128 Camellia japonica  
(Japanese Camelia) 150 2 2 Good Good Remove – road Mature 15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.2 1.5 

129 Polyscias elegans 
(Celery Wood) 125 7 2 Good Good 

Partially suppressed 
Remove – building 

footprint 
 

Semi 
Mature 

15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

 

2.0 1.5 
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130 Melia azedarach 
(White Cedar) 

250 
175 
125 

8 4 Good Fair 

Co-dominant 
inclusions, major. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

 
 

Early 
mature 

5-15 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

 

3.6 2.0 

131 Melia azedarach 
(White Cedar) 200 7 3 Good Good 

Bark inclusion(s), 
minor. 

Remove – building 
footprint 

 
 

Early 
mature 

15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.4 1.7 

591 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1100 24 8 Good Good 

Remove - crown 
conflict with 

proposed building  
(Survey confirms 

tree is within RPA)  
 

Late 
mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority 

for 
Retention 

 
 

12.0 3.4 

RPA Hospital West Campus 

2000 
Populus simonii 
(Simons Poplar) 

275 
max. 11 max. 3 max. Good/Fair Good/Fair 

Group of 7 trees. 
Small diameter 

(<25mmø) epicormic 
growth in low 

volumes.   
Remove – awning 

Early 
mature 

15-40 / 
5-15 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

3.3 1.9 

2001 
Ficus macrocarpa 
var. hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

750 
600 
200 

17 4 Good Good 

Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

awning 
Crown Lift for road 

clearance 
 

Late 
mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

12.0 3.3 

2002 
Ficus macrocarpa 
var. hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

800 16 11 Good Good 

Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

awning 
Crown Lift for road 

clearance 
 

Late 
mature 

15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

9.6 3.0 
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2003 
Ficus macrocarpa 
var. hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

900 16 10 Good Good 

Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

awning 
Crown Lift for road 

clearance 
 
 

Late 
mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority  

for 
Retention 

10.8 3.2 

University of Sydney Campus  

126 
Polyscias elegans 
(Celery Wood) 75 5 1 Good Good 

University tree. 
Partially suppressed. 

Remove – Tree 
Succession 

Strategy 
 

Semi 
Mature 

15-40 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

2.0 1.5 

585 Cupressus sp. 
(Cypress species) 400 12 3 Fair Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Crown density 75-

95%) 
Remove – 

infrastructure 
works 

 

Late 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

4.8 2.3 

586 Cupressus sp. 
(Cypress species) 250 12 3 Fair Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Crown density 75-

95%) 
Remove – 

infrastructure 
works 

 

Late 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

3.0 1.9 

587 
Cupressus sp. 
(Cypress species) 400 12 3 Fair Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Crown density 75-

95%) 
Remove – 

infrastructure 
works 

 

Late 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

4.8 2.3 
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588 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

500 20 7 Fair Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed 

with poor form. 
Remove – Tree 

Succession 
Strategy  

 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

6.0 2.5 

590 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1600 25 9 Good Good 

University tree.  
Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

building  
 
 
 

Late 
mature 

15-40 High 

A: 
Priority 

for 
Retention 

 
 

15.0 4.1 

593 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. Hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

700 18 6 Fair Good 

University tree. 
Heavily supressed 
with poor form. 

Crown density 50-
75% 

Remove – Tree 
Succession 

Strategy  
 
 

Mature 15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

8.4 2.9 

594 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

300 
275 

15 5 Fair Fair 

University tree. 
Heavily supressed. 

etiolated form.  
Remove – Tree 

Succession 
Strategy  

 
 

Mature 5-15 Low 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

4.8 2.3 

595 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. Hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

1500 24 10 Good Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Remove - crown 

conflict with 
proposed building 

 

Late 
mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority 

for 
Retention 

15.0 4.0 
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596 
Ficus microcarpa 
var. Hillii 
(Hills Fig) 

1800 24 10 Good Poor 

University tree. Basal 
decay. Partially 

supressed. Pathology 
testing confirms tree 
infected by Armillaria 
Remove - crown 

conflict with 
proposed building 

 
 

Late 
mature 

5-15  High 

C: 
Consider 

for 
Removal 

15.0 4.3 

597 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1100 25 9 Good Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

building  
 

Late 
mature 

15-40 High 

A: 
Priority 

for 
Retention 

13.2 3.5 

598 
Cinnamomum 
camphora 
(Camphor Laurel) 

1100 25 9 Good Good 

University tree. 
Partially supressed. 
Retain – Minor 
Encroachment 

building  
 

Late 
mature 15-40 High 

A: 
Priority 

for 
Retention 

13.2 3.5 

1191 
Cupaniopsis 
anacardioides 
(Tuckeroo) 

125 7 4 Good Good 

University tree. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 
 

Early 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

2.1 1.5 

1237 
Cupaniopsis 
anacardioides 
(Tuckeroo) 

200 7 4 Good Good 

University tree. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 
 

Early 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

2.4 1.7 

1238 
Cupaniopsis 
anacardioides 
(Tuckeroo) 

275 7 4 Good Good 

University tree. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 
 

Early 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

3.3 2.0 
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1239 
Cupaniopsis 
anacardioides 
(Tuckeroo) 

275 7 4 Good Good 

University tree. 
Retain – no works 

in TPZ 
 

Early 
mature 

15-40 Moderate 

B: 
Consider 

for 
Retention 

3.3 2.0 

 
 

For Tree Locations Refer: Turf Design Studio – Tree Strategy/Tree Management Plan (L.DA.35), dated 02.11.22  
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Summary of Trees & retention Values 
 
 
 
 

 

Retention Value 
Total 

Low Medium High 

Existing 

East Campus 40 11 28 79 

West Campus 7 - 3 10 

USYD 2 9 5 16 

Sub-total 49 19 28 105 

Retain 

East Campus 2 4 18 24 

West Campus - - 3 3 

USYD - 4 3 7 

Sub-total 2 7 16 34 

Remove 

East Campus 39 6 10 55 

West Campus 7 - - 7 

USYD 2 5 2 9 

Sub-total 48 11 12 71 
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Appendix B – Pruning Specification 

Appendix C – Pruning Specification 

Tree 2001 Tree 2002 
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Tree 2003 
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Appendix C – Pathology Trest Results – T596 
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Appendix D - Methodology 
 

Data Collection: 
The methodology used in this report follows the procedures detailed in Australian Standard: AS 
4970—2009. Protection of Trees on Development Sites.  

The methodology used in this report provides the following information: 
1. Tree species - botanical and common name. 
2. Age class - Juvenile, semi-mature, mature, senescent. 
3. DBH – Diameter at breast height (mm)* 
4. Height – estimated total height (m) 
5. Crown spread – estimated, average radial crown spread in meters (m) 
6. Physiological condition - good, fair, poor 
7. Structural condition - good, fair, poor 
8. Useful Life Expectancy - <5, 5–15, 15–40, >40 (years)** 
9. Quality & Value – A, B, C, D *** 
10. Retention Category - Priority for Retention, Consider for Retention, Consider for Removal, 

Priority for Removal**** 
11. SRZ – Structural Root Zone radius (m) 
12. TPZ – Tree protection Zone radius (m) 
13. Comments / Preliminary Management Recommendations 
  
*DBH (Diameter at Breast Height) - Stem /trunk diameter measured at 1.4m above ground level. On 
sloping ground, measurements will be taken at the mid slope point at the base of the tree. Where a 
tree stem / trunk begins to branch at a point that is less than 1.4m above ground, a combined stem 
diameter is calculated using the formula:  

 Total DBH = √ DBH²+ DBH² + DBH² 

 
**Useful Life Expectancy – The estimated lifespan of the tree over which it will positively contribute 
to the amenity of the area and to the local environment, in a safe, healthy condition. 
 
***Quality & Value – The quality of the tree when compared to an idealised example of the species 
and the values which the tree provides to the site and local area (see Cascade Chart for Assessment 
of Tree Quality & Value). 

 
****Retention Category – The subject tree is allocated one of four categories based on a combination 
of its Quality and Value and Useful Life Expectancy. A certain amount of flexibility may be allowed 
when allocating a Retention Category, to take into account tree species, significance and 
site/environmental conditions.  

 
An assessment of the trees condition is made using the Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) method 
(Mattheck & Breoler, 1994).  

 
Tree assessment results are recorded in the Tree Assessment Schedule (see section 6.0 Results). 
Note: for trees outside of the site only the species and DBH is recorded for the purposes of calculating 
the SRZ/TPZ. 

 
This report also references element of the British Standard BS: 5837 (2005) Trees in Relation to 
Construction – Recommendations.  
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Cascade Chart for Assessment of Tree Quality & Value 
(Adapted from British Standard Institution (2005). Guide for Trees in Relation to Construction) 

 
RETENTION CATEGORY 

& DEFINITION 
 

CRITERIA - SUBCATEGORIES 

1. Mainly Arboricultural values 2. Mainly landscape values 3. Mainly cultural values, including 
conservation 

Category A 
High Quality & Value: 
Those in such a condition as 
to be able to make a 
substantial contribution for a 
minimum of 40 years. 
Highly significant trees or 
trees listed on a significant 
tree register regardless of 
life expectancy (excluding 
hazardous trees). 
Priority for retention. 

Trees that are particularly good examples of 
their species, especially if rare or unusual or 
essential components of groups or of formal or 
semi-formal Arboricultural features (e.g. The 
dominant and / or principal trees within an 
avenue). Trees that provide a definite 
contribution to the amenity of the locality. 

Trees, groups or woodlands which provide a 
definite screening or softening effect to the 
locality in relation to views into or out of the site, 
or those of particular visual importance (e.g. 
Avenues or other Arboricultural features assessed 
as groups). 

Trees, groups, remnant bushland or forest of 
significant conservation, historical, Aboriginal, 
commemorative or other value. 
 
Note: independent 
ecological/aboriginal/heritage assessment 
may be required. 

Category B 
Moderate Quality & 
Value: 
Those in such a condition as 
to make a significant 
contribution for a minimum 
of 15 years.  
Consider for retention. 

Trees that might be included in the high 
category, but are downgraded because of 
impaired condition (e.g. presence of 
remediable defects including unsympathetic 
past management and minor storm damage).  

Trees situated mainly internally to the site, 
therefore individually having little visual impact on 
the wider locality or, trees present in numbers, 
usually as groups or woodlands, such that they 
from distinct landscape features, thereby 
attracting higher collective rating than they might 
as individuals but which are not, individually 
essential components of formal or semi formal 
Arboricultural features (e.g. trees or moderate 
quality within an avenue that includes better A 
category specimens). 

Trees with clearly identifiable conservation or 
other cultural benefits. 

Category C 
Low Quality & Value: 
Those in such a condition as 
to make a contribution for a 
minimum of 5 years.  
Consider for removal. 

Trees not qualifying in higher categories. 
Juvenile, semi mature or small tree species 
which are considered easily replaceable. 

Trees present in groups or woodlands, but 
without this conferring on them significantly 
greater landscape value, and / or trees offering 
low or only temporary screening benefit. 
 
 

Trees with very limited conservation or other 
cultural benefits. 
 
 

Category D 
Not worthy of retention: 
Those in such a condition 
that any existing value 
would be lost within 5 years 
and which should in current 
context, be removed for 
reasons of sound 
Arboricultural management. 
Priority for removal.  

Trees that have a serious, irremediable structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to failure, including those that will become 
unviable after removal of other trees (i.e. where, for whatever reason the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning). 
Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate and irreversible overall decline 
Trees infected with a pathogen of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very low-quality trees suppressing adjacent trees 
of better quality. 
Trees causing significant damage to structures, where no viable alternatives exist for remedial tree management / modification of structures to 
enable tree retention. 
Trees considered a weed species or those listed as noxious weeds. 
NOTE: Dead or dying trees with hollows or cavities may be of ecological importance. These trees are to be identified and assessed independently of 
the criteria in this cascade chart. Where category D trees are removed habitat reinstatement may be appropriate. 


