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YASS VALLEY COUNCIL 

ARBORIST REPORT – Rossi Street YASS 

MICHAEL REEVES LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 

6 March 2025 

 

Author Qualifications 

I am Michael David REEVES, MMAPP Pty Ltd trading as Michael Reeves Landscape Architects, 
35 Darke Street TORRENS ACT 2607. 

Phone Number 02 6290 1728 and 0413 403 483 Email mreeves1@bigpond.net.au 

I am the Principal of Michael Reeves Landscape Architect. Michael Reeves Landscape 
Architect is a firm specialising in the provision of professional arborist and landscape architect 
related services. 

I have prepared this Arborist Report. 

I have worked in Canberra and New South Wales in private practice and landscape 
construction as a professional Registered Landscape Architect for forty years. 

I am a Fellow Member of the Australian Institute of Landscape Architects. I have been a 
Registered Landscape Architect #486 since January 7, 1990. 

As Principal of Michael Reeves Landscape Architect, I am responsible for and authorise 
release of arborist and landscape architecture reports and services. 

Any opinions expressed by me in this Arborist Report are my own opinions. They have not 
been prescribed or prepared by any other person. 

 

Application 

Yass Valley Council requested an arborist inspection of two Platanus acerifolia on the Rossi 
Street nature strip adjacent to 100 Rossi Street and Early Learning on Rossi, Yass. 

Council request identified the following issues. 

See attached imagers of two plane trees in Rossi Street, my recommendation is that they 
are removed as images show not the right tree for under power lines and we are getting 
complaints for the childcare centre as it is growing onto there building. I believe they are 
also on the power companies list of trees they wish to have removed. Can you please 
confirm if removal is to proceed. 
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Tree Description / Inspection 

The site is the grassed nature strip of Rossi Street Yass. 

The trees are located adjacent to 100 Rossi Street and Early Learning on Rossi. 

Each tree at these two locations is of similar characteristics. 

The tree is a Platanus acerifolia. 6m Height and Crown Spread of 10m and Diameter Breast 
Height of 1.5m. 

Tree has experienced continual pruning to remove the tree canopy from adjacent to the 
power line conductors. 

The tree is mature with overextended branch structure. 

The tree species at maturity can expect a height of 20m. This places the tree in continual 
conflict with the power supply and necessitates continual pruning. 

Tree species is not appropriate for this location. 

The elongated and overextended main branches of this tree and the potential for splitting at 
the attachments on the trunk base contribute to the HIGH risk assessment for this tree. 

The likelihood of failure is probable. Recommendation is for removal at the earliest 
opportunity and replacement with a tree species appropriate for the location and powerline 
constraints. 
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Should you require further information, or clarification of any of this report, please call me. 

Regards 

 

Michael Reeves 

Registered Landscape Architect #486 

FRLA AILA 
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QUALITY ASSURANCE 

Contact information 

MICHAEL REEVES LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT 

35 Darke Street  
TORRENS ACT 2607 

Phone 02 6290 1728 

Email mreeves1@bigpond.net.au 

Quality assurance information 

Report title:  Arborist Report – Rossi Street Yass 
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