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56 
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2 
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Table 6. Failu

Branch Failure

Count 
% of 

Failure
3 50.0%
35 47.9%
0 0.0%
5 83.3%
0 0.0%
3 60.0%
2 100.0%
4 50.0%
0 0.0%
6 46.2%
1 33.3%
45 57.0%
0 0.0%
69 61.1%
1 100.0%
17 56.7%
10 45.5%
1 100.0%
6 54.5%
2 25.0%

251 85.1%
37 66.1%
7 26.9%
2 100.0%
56 62.2%
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 11 1

0 0
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6.7% 1 
5.1% 1 

0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
8.9% 5 
0.0% 0 
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0.0% 0 
3.3% 3 
8.2% 0 

0.0% 0 
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0.0% 0 
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0.0% 0 
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10.0% 
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0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
4.7% 
10.7% 
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0.0% 
1.1% 
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1 16.7%
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0 0.0%
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11 19.6%
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0 0.0%
28 31.1%
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0 0.0%
0 0.0%
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Redbud 
Rusty-lea
Saucer m
Sawtooth
Shamel a

                          

cies name was not as

roup 

Species 

cies 
r 

ree 
ntal pear - 
 

ecies 

n pepper tree 
alm 
ecies 
e tree 
eaf plum 
palm 
and pittosporum 

wering gum 
m 
bark 

af fig 
magnolia 
h zelkova 
ash 

                  

ssigned  

Total 
Failures 

C

1 
5 
3 
1 
1 

10 
4 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
9 
11 

174 
4 
1 
1 
2 
1 
2 
21 
36 

Branch Failure

Count 
% of 

Failure
1 100.0%
3 60.0%
2 66.7%
0 0.0%
1 100.0%

5 50.0%
2 50.0%
0 0.0%
1 100.0%
1 100.0%
1 50.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
3 33.3%
5 45.5%
50 28.7%
4 100.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
1 50.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
8 38.1%
25 69.4%

23 

Major Lim
Failure

s
Count 

%
Fa

% 0 0
 0 0
 0 0

0 0
% 0 0

 0 0
 0 0

1 10
% 0 0
% 0 0

 0 0
0 0
1 10

 0 0
 0 0
 10 5

% 0 0
1 10
0 0

 0 0
0 0
0 0

 3 1
 3 8

mb 
e 

O

% of 
ailures 

Count

0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 

0.0% 1 
0.0% 0 
00.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
00.0% 0 
0.0% 1 
0.0% 2 
5.7% 36 
0.0% 0 
00.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 1 
4.3% 2 

8.3% 0 

Other W

% of 
Failures

C

0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 

10.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
11.1% 
18.2% 
20.7% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
50.0% 
9.5% 
0.0% 

Whole Tree Failu

Count 
% o

Failur
0 0.0%
2 40.0%
1 33.3%
1 100.0
0 0.0%

4 40.0%
2 50.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
1 50.0%
1 100.0
0 0.0%
5 55.6%
4 36.4%
78 44.8%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
1 100.0
1 50.0%
1 100.0
1 50.0%
8 38.1%
8 22.2%

July, 2012 

ure 

of 
res 
% 
% 
% 
0% 
% 

% 
% 

% 
% 
% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 
% 

% 
% 
0% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 

 



 

Dave

       
2 Geo

3 Does

ey Resource Gr

Siberian 
Silk oak 
Silk-floss
Silver do
Silver ma
Southern
Southern
Spanish 
Swamp g
Swamp m
Sweetsh
Tomlinso
Tree of h
Tulip tree
Unknown
Victorian
Weeping
Weeping
Western 
White bir
White mu
Windmill
Yew pine

 
                          
coding did not have a

s not include non-tree

roup 

Species 

elm 

s tree 
ollar gum 
aple 
n live oak 
n magnolia 
dagger 
gum 
mahogany 
ade 

on ash 
heaven 
e 
n2 

n box 
g bottle brush 
g fig 

sycamore 
rch 
ulberry 
 palm 
e 

Total

                  
an associated species

e related reports 

Total 
Failures 

C

15 
7 
1 
11 
3 
14 

379 
1 
1 
3 
1 
2 
1 
4 

171 
5 
4 
3 
46 
1 
1 
11 
19 

3 3,978 2

s close to reported sit

Branch Failure

Count 
% of 

Failure
5 33.3%
3 42.9%
0 0.0%
6 54.5%
2 66.7%
9 64.3%

251 66.2%
0 0.0%
1 100.0%
3 100.0%
1 100.0%
2 100.0%
0 0.0%
1 25.0%
22 12.9%
2 40.0%
3 75.0%
2 66.7%
18 39.1%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
8 72.7%
6 31.6%

2,236 56.2%

te 

24 

Major Lim
Failure

s
Count 

%
Fa

 2 1
 0 0

0 0
 0 0
 0 0
 0 0
 24 6

0 0
% 0 0
% 0 0
% 0 0
% 0 0

0 0
 0 0
 4 2
 0 0
 0 0
 1 3
 5 1

0 0
1 10

 1 9
 1 5
 285 7

mb 
e 

O

% of 
ailures 

Count

3.3% 2 
0.0% 1 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 2 
6.3% 12 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
0.0% 0 
2.3% 1 
0.0% 1 
0.0% 0 
33.3% 0 
0.9% 5 

0.0% 0 
00.0% 0 
9.1% 0 
5.3% 1 
7.2% 231 

Other W

% of 
Failures

C

13.3% 
14.3% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
14.3% 
3.2% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.6% 
20.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
10.9% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0% 
5.3% 
5.8% 1

Whole Tree Failu

Count 
% o

Failur
6 40.0%
3 42.9%
1 100.0
5 45.5%
1 33.3%
3 21.4%
92 24.3%
1 100.0
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%
1 100.0
3 75.0%

144 84.2%
2 40.0%
1 25.0%
0 0.0%
18 39.1%
1 100.0
0 0.0%
2 18.2%
11 57.9%

1,226 30.8%

July, 2012 

ure 

of 
res 
% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 
% 

% 
% 
0% 
% 
% 
% 
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