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18 February 2021 

 
Calvin Chong 

Glenvill 

480 Church Street, 

Cremorne 3121 

 

Dear Calvin, 

RE: Site inspection 17 February 2021 

I advise the following in relation to the inspection of trees along the corridor in response to Amcor 

observations of soil cracking on 16.02.21  

A site inspection was undertaken on Wednesday 17 February 2021.  

The cracking appears to be a relatively minor extension of an area already fenced off with fluoro-

para webbing, i.e. an area that is already identified as a slumping risk. The most significant of the 

new cracks has appeared in the path ~0.5m north of the eastmost extent of the para-webbed 

area. The other path cracks are comparatively smaller but extend a further ~6.4m to the east. 

In terms of adjacent trees, the two closest trees to the new cracking are Trees 81 and 103. 

The largest crack is ~7.1m south of Tree 103, while the eastmost cracking is 7.7m west of Tree 

81. The approximate location of the observed cracking relative to the two trees is shown in 

Figures 1 & 2. 

  
Figures 1&2. Approximate length of soil cracking (yellow dashed line) relative to the closest of the 

assessed trees. Red circles indicate SRZs. 
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Image 1. Taken from next to Tree 81 (left) looking west. The red dotted line shows the approximate 

length of the newly appeared soil cracking. 

 

Image 2. Looking west, with arrow pointing to the largest of the newly appeared soil cracking, next 

to the existing para-webbed exclusion zone. 
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Details of the two trees are as follows: 

Tree 103 is a maturing Algerian Oak (Quercus canariensis) growing in the terrace area (Image 

4). It was previously assessed as having poor health and this is still the case, with no live foliage 

observed. It is currently part of the Reeds monitoring program, which has thus far not detected 

any unusual movement in the lean of the tree. 

Trees 81 is a maturing River Red Gum (Eucalyptus camaldulensis) growing on the 

riverbank (Image 3). It exhibited fair and typical health and structural characteristics. It is 

not part of the Reeds monitoring program. 

There were no observations indicating change of lean or root plate instability in either of the 

trees. 

  

Images 3&4. Image on left shows Tree 81, Image on right Tree 103 and its location 

relative to the newly appeared soil cracking. 

Discussion 

The cracks appear to be an extension of an area already flagged due to its past slumping and 

presumably due to its potential for further soil instability. Thus far, the newly formed cracks are of 

a sufficient distance from the nearest significant trees (Trees 103 & 81) to warrant any immediate 

concern, i.e cracks are well outside the SRZs of both trees, so the root plates and structural roots 

of both trees are not expected to be impacted.  

Regardless, it is recommended that Tree 81 be included in the Reeds monitoring program in case 

the issue worsens. Lean monitoring should continue on a monthly basis. 

Should you require any further information or clarification please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours Sincerely,  

 

Harry Webb | Consulting Arborist 

MSc.(Botany), Grad. Cert. Arb.



 

 

Report Assumptions: 

 Any legal description provided to Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. is assumed to be correct.  Any titles and ownerships 
to any property are assumed to be correct.  No responsibility is assumed for matters outside the consultant’s 
control. 

 Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. assumes that any property or project is not in violation of any applicable codes, 
ordinances, statutes or other local, state or federal government regulations. 

 Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. shall take care to obtain all information from reliable sources.  All data shall be verified 
insofar as possible; however Tree Logic can neither guarantee nor be responsible for the accuracy of the 
information provided by others not directly under Tree Logic’s control.  

 No Tree Logic employee shall be required to give testimony or to attend court by reason of the report unless 
subsequent contractual arrangements are made, including payment of an additional fee for such services.  

 Loss of the report or alteration of any part of the report not undertaken by Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. invalidates the 
entire report. 

 Possession of the report or a copy thereof does not imply right of publication or use for any purpose by 
anyone but the client or their directed representatives, without the prior consent of Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. 

 The report and any values expressed therein represent the opinion of Tree Logic’s consultant and Tree 
Logic’s fee is in no way conditional upon the reporting of a specified value, a stipulated result, the occurrence 
of a subsequent event, nor upon any finding to be reported. 

 Sketches, diagrams, graphs and photographs used in the report, being intended as visual aids, are not 
necessarily to scale and should not be construed as engineering or architectural drawings, reports or 
surveys. 

 Unless expressed otherwise: i) Information contained in the report will cover those items that were outlined 
in the project brief or that were examined during the assessment and reflect the condition of those items at 
the time of inspection; and ii) The inspection is limited to visual examination of accessible components 
without dissection, excavation or probing unless otherwise stipulated.   

 There is no warranty or guarantee, expressed or implied by Tree Logic Pty. Ltd., that the problems or 
deficiencies of the plants or site in question may not arise in the future.  

 All instructions (verbal or written) that define the scope of the report have been included in the report and all 
documents and other materials that the Tree Logic consultant has been instructed to consider or to take into 
account in preparing the report have been included or listed within the report. 

 To the writer’s knowledge all facts, matter and all assumptions upon which the report proceeds have been 
stated within the body of the report and all opinion contained within the report will be fully researched and 
referenced and any such opinion not duly researched is based upon the writers experience and observations. 

 

Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. 
Unit 4, 21 Eugene Terrace,  
Ringwood. VIC. 3134. 
 

Arboricultural Consultancy:  

Precedent disclaimer and 

copyright 

Copyright notice:  (C) Tree Logic Pty. Ltd. 2018.  All rights reserved, except as expressly provided otherwise in 
this report. 
  
Disclaimer:  Although we use all due care and skill in providing you the information made available in this report, 
to the extent permitted by law we [otherwise] exclude all warranties of any kind, either express or implied. 
  
To the extent permitted by law, you agree that we will not be liable to you or any other person or entity for any 
loss or damage caused or alleged to have been caused, either directly or indirectly, by your use of the information 
(including by way of example, arboricultural advice) made available to you in this report.  Without limiting this 
disclaimer, in no event will we be liable to you for any lost revenue or profits, or for special, indirect, consequential 
or incidental damage (however caused and regardless of the theory of liability) arising out of or related to your use 
of that information, even if we have been advised of the possibility of such loss or damage.   
This disclaimer will be governed by and interpreted according to the laws of Victoria, Australia.  


