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D.Nicolle, 16 Morrow Ave Evanston Park SA, 22
nd

Sept 2017, Euca.sali 1
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Condensed Tree Report –  

16 Morrow Avenue, Evanston Park, SA

Arboricultural assessment of a regulated

Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney blue gum) tree

Arboricultural assessment and report requested by Scott Twine, Development 

Assessment Planner at the Town of Gawler Council, on the 14
th

 of September 2017. 

Arboricultural report prepared by Dean Nicolle following a site visit and tree 

inspection on the 22
nd

 of September 2017. 

Report dated the 22
nd

 of September 2017.
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Figure 1. The subject tree, looking approximately north-east from the rear yard of 16

Morrow Avenue.

TREE ASSESSMENT

Species: Eucalyptus saligna (Sydney blue gum).

Key references: Nicolle (2016). Taller Eucalypts for Planting in Australia -

Their Selection, Cultivation and Management. Pp. 172 – 173.

Legal status: A regulated tree as defined by the Development Act 1993.

- Species: Eucalyptus saligna

- Trunk circ. at one metre: 2.40 metres

- Distance to dwelling/pool: Not applicable for species

- Bushfire Risk: Excluded area

- Living/dead status: Alive

- Exemptions: No generic exemptions

Current size: About 19 metres tall, average of 14 metres wide.
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Stem structure: Single trunk up to about five metres above ground level, where 

the trunk divides into a number of leaders. The tree has

irregularly-spaced, small- to medium-sized branches of 

medium length and of erect to horizontal habit (Figure 1).

Crown structure: Upright-oval in shape, moderate in density, and evenly 

weighted.

Anticipated size: Near fully-grown to fully-grown under the existing 

environmental and site conditions and considering the age, 

health and structure of the tree. Eventual size about 20 metres 

tall x 16 metres spread.

Species origin: The species is not indigenous to the area (it is native to the

Great Dividing Range in Queensland and New South Wales).

Tree origin: Certainly planted.

Biodiversity value: Moderate (a reproductively mature specimen of a locally exotic 

Australian native species; no bird-habitable hollows are 

evident).

Estimated age: 20 – 35 years.

Actual life expectancy: Another 10 – 20 years.

Useful life expectancy: Another 10 – 20 years.

Health: Excellent. Currently stable.

Vigour: Moderate.

Borer activity: Very minor and non-damaging longicorn borer activity is 

evident in the tree.

Termite activity: None visibly evident.

Fungal wood decay: None visibly evident.

Basal structure: Weakly but evenly buttressed, healthy and apparently sound.

Trunk structure: Healthy and apparently sound.

WTSF likelihood: The likelihood of Whole-of-Tree Structural Failure is currently 

considered to be very low.

Branch structure: Generally sound but gradually deteriorating over time. Primary

branch junctions are healthy and well-structured. Primary and 

secondary branches are gradually becoming over-extended and 

end-weighted, increasing their likelihood of structural failure.

BF likelihood: The likelihood of Branch Failure is currently considered to be 

low to moderate, but gradually increasing over time.

Failure history: The tree has no evidence of any significant branch failure 

events. The tree does have evidence of the ongoing failure of

branches up to 30 mm in diameter (very minor branches). 

Risk to safety: Currently low to moderate and acceptable, but gradually

increasing over time.

Page 19 of 238
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Tree-caused damage: The tree has not caused any substantial and visible damage to 

substantial structures of value.

Landscape value: High. The tree is quite visible from Morrow Avenue, despite its 

moderate setback from the road (see Figure 2).

Figure 1. The subject tree (ringed yellow), looking approximately north-east from 

Morrow Road.

Page 20 of 238



D.Nicolle, 16 Morrow Ave Evanston Park SA, 22
nd

Sept 2017, Euca.sali 5

ADDRESSING THE DEVELOPMENT PLAN

Gawler (CT), consolidated 28 April 2016

REGULATED TREES

OBJECTIVES

Objective 69: The conservation of regulated trees that provide important aesthetic 

and/or environmental benefit.

The tree provides an important aesthetic benefit to the local area. The tree is quite 

visible from Morrow Avenue, despite its moderate setback from the road (see 

Figure 2).

The tree is not of important environmental benefit, due to the locally exotic status

of the species.

Objective 70: Development in balance with preserving regulated trees that 

demonstrate one or more of the following attributes: 

(a) significantly contributes to the character or visual amenity of the locality;

The tree does provide a significant contribution to the character and 

amenity of the local area. The tree is quite visible from Morrow Avenue,

despite its moderate setback from the road (see Figure 2).

(b) indigenous to the local area;

The tree is of a species that is not indigenous to the local area. 

(c) a rare or endangered species;

The tree is of a species that is not listed as rare or endangered in South 

Australia.

(d) an important habitat for native fauna.

The tree is a reproductively mature specimen of a locally exotic Australian 

native species. No faunal hollows are evident. Therefore, the tree does not

represent an important habitat for native fauna.
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PRINCIPLES OF DEVELOPMENT CONTROL

208 A regulated tree should not be removed or damaged other than where it can 

be demonstrated that one or more of the following apply:

(a) the tree is diseased and its life expectancy is short;

The tree is not unusually diseased. The Useful Life Expectancy of the tree 

is another 10 to 20 years.

(b) the tree represents a material risk to public or private safety;

The tree currently represents a low to moderate and acceptable, but

gradually increasing, risk to safety.

(c) The tree is causing damage to a building;

The tree is not currently causing damage to a building.

(d) development that is reasonable and expected would not otherwise be 

possible;

Not applicable.

(e) the work is required for the removal of dead wood, treatment of disease, 

or is in the general interests of the health of the tree.

No work is proposed regarding the removal of dead wood, treatment of 

disease, or is in the general interests of the health of the tree.

209 Tree damaging activity other than removal should seek to maintain the 

health, aesthetic appearance and structural integrity of the tree.

Not applicable (no tree-damaging activity is proposed).
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RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the development application to remove the regulated tree be 

rejected.

This recommendation is made on the basis of:

1. The sound and stable health of the tree;

2. The moderate Useful Life Expectancy of the tree;

3. The sound primary structure of the tree;

4. The very low likelihood of whole-of-tree structural failure;

5. The lack of any past significant branch failure events from the crown of the 

tree;

6. The currently low to moderate and acceptable risk to personal safety 

associated with the tree;

7. The lack of any substantial damage to substantial structures of value having 

been caused by the tree; 

8. The moderate biodiversity value of the tree; and

9. The high landscape value of the tree and its visibility from Morrow Avenue.

Pruning or other tree-management action is not currently considered necessary.

It is recommended that the tree be reassessed every three (3) years for the life of the 

tree or until such time that ongoing assessment recommends a different assessment 

regime. Such ongoing monitoring may recommend selective pruning and other 

management of the tree as deemed necessary.

I thank you for the opportunity to provide this arboricultural assessment and report.

If you require further information or clarification please contact me for assistance.

Dean Nicolle

Ph.D.; B.Sc.(Hons.) Botany; B.App.Sc. (Natural Resource Management).
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