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Shire of Peppermint Grove - Tree data information November
2024

This information has been produced from the recent re-inspection of all Trees within the Shire of
Peppermint Grove which was carried out between 16" of October 2024 - 22" of November 2024.

Total number of trees audited 1,725
Total number of trees removed since previous inspection 78 leaving 1,647 trees.

Total number of Agonis flexuosa 1,489 (90% of the total
population).
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Most Common Species - Top 10
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1,113 Trees health comprises of predominantly Good health;
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Trees by Health

Trees by Health
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Tree Pruning work

The most common works identified is removal of major deadwood and canopy lift pruning over

footpaths.
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QTRA Risk Assessment
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Out of 1,647 trees all but 1 tree passed the QTRA Risk assessment. This 1 trees have been
recommended to have remedial pruning to reduce the risk. The minimum threshold is
1/10,000. The majority of the trees received a 1/1,000,000 risk of harm rating.
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Trees by structure

Most tree displayed Fair structural condition.

Good 358 trees
Fair 949 trees
Poor 309 trees
Very Poor 33trees

Trees by age class

Young 384 trees
Semimature 523 trees
Mature 709 trees
Post Mature 32 trees

This reveals that most of the tree’s population are mature trees or semi mature trees.
Indicating that more younger trees may need to be planted or programmed to plant to
ensure the Urban forest has a variety of age groups to replace the aging specimens.

Useful Life Expectancy (ULE)

0 years 2 trees
1-5years 81 trees
6 - 10 years 175 trees
11 - 20 years 356 trees
20 - 40 years 264 trees
40+ years 767 trees

This reveals that most trees have a lifespan longer than 40 years which is excellent.

Tree removal and works list

An excel spread sheet has been detailed with the most urgent trees to be removed and works
based on a priority rating, High, Moderate and Low.

1. Remove now (34 trees) 2 of these trees have died and the rest are very poor health and
poor structure.

2. High priority works (37 trees) mostly consisting of dead wood pruning and canopy lift
pruning.

3. Moderate priority works (566 trees)

4. Low priority works (101 trees)



Any queries at all regarding the data please contact Zana Sheary — Paperbark Technologies 0401
817 551.
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