July 7, 2026

MEMORANDUM

To: Conservation Commission/Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
Suzanne Simone, Environmental Planner

From: Gregory Foran, Tree Warden

Re: #50 Nye Road
Conservation Easement Tree Removal Request
Tree Assessments

Based upon my inspection of the trees located within the conservation easement, | identified
several trees that present an elevated risk due to structural defects, decay, poor form, or their
proximity to the proposed parking area and building. My recommendations are as follows:

¢ Several of the smaller Maple trees (Trees #1, #2, #3, #9, #11, #12, #14, #17, and #22) exhibit
poor structural development with weak or poorly defined central leaders, spindly or
undeveloped crowns, multiple competing stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing
toward the parking lot. These trees provide little long-term landscape value and are likely to
become increasingly hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be removed to
prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

* The mature Maple trees (Trees #6, #13, #25, #26, #27, #28, and #30) exhibit more significant
structural concerns including co-dominant stems with included bark, exposed or compromised
root systems, root disturbance from previous excavation, significant lean, unbalanced crowns,
trunk cavities, and evidence of decay. Several, particularly #25 — 27, are growing in wet soils
where root plate stability has been reduced. These defects substantially increase the likelihood
of stem or whole-tree failure. Because many of these trees are capable of striking the parking
area or adjacent improvements, | recommend they be removed.

* Tree #4 (Catalpa) exhibits a significant trunk wound, deadwood, an unbalanced crown, and a
lean toward the adjacent parking area. Trees #15 and #16 (Catalpa) display advanced decay,
multiple cavities, bleeding wounds, extensive deadwood, and pronounced lean. Catalpa is a
relatively weak-wooded species, and these existing defects greatly increase the probability of
failure. | recommend removal of these trees.

* Tree #5 (Cottonwood) has experienced significant crown failure, including the loss of the
central leader, extensive deadwood, and decay associated with a large trunk cavity. The
remaining structure is compromised and poses an elevated risk of additional failure. |
recommend this tree be removed.

¢ Tree #10 (Oak) has some dieback in the upper crown, poor branch attachments, trunk
wounds, and multiple large scaffold branches extending over the parking lot. While extensive
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structural pruning could reduce some of the immediate risk, the amount of canopy that would
need to be removed would likely result in significant decay and poor long-term structure.
Removal is recommended as the most appropriate long-term solution.

* Tree #18 (Birch) exhibits multiple defects including basal cavities, included bark, trunk wounds,
a longitudinal crack, and co-dominant stems with poor attachment. These combined defects
significantly compromise the structural integrity of the tree and increase its likelihood of failure.
| recommend removal.

* Tree #20 (Black Locust) has experienced the loss of its central leader, leaving a weak
replacement leader and substantial deadwood remaining in the upper crown. Tree #23 (Black
Locust) is nearly dead with a terrible crown ratio, and exhibits extensive trunk decay. Though
the target area is of low risk, both trees are in very poor health and present an unacceptable
level of risk, and should be removed.

* Trees #8, #24, and #31 (all EIms) have poor structure or crowns extending over the parking
area. Correcting these defects would require substantial pruning, which would create large
wounds and significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch Elm Disease. Because of
the extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following pruning, |
recommend removal of these trees.

* Tree #21 (Oak) is generally healthy but has developed a heavily one-sided crown extending
toward the parking area. Significant structural pruning could reduce the immediate risk;
however, the amount of canopy removal required would be substantial. Depending upon the
owner's management objectives, this tree could either be aggressively pruned and monitored or
removed to eliminate future risk.

* Tree #29 (Beech) is infected with Beech Leaf Disease and is expected to continue declining
over the next several years. While it may not present an immediate structural hazard, its long-
term prognosis is poor, and removal should be anticipated as decline progresses.

* Tree #32 (Red Maple) is heavily covered with invasive vines that obscure much of the trunk
and crown, making a complete structural assessment difficult. The tree is growing on a
constructed berm, and previous failures of nearby trees increase concern regarding site
conditions. At a minimum, the vines should be removed to permit thorough inspection and
structural pruning. Depending on the condition revealed following vine removal, complete
removal may ultimately be warranted.

* Trees #7 and #19 are located outside the conservation easement and are therefore not
included in these recommendations.

Thank you for the opportunity to share this information with the CCIWWA. | have conducted

these tree evaluations over the past several months and | look forward to sharing this
information at the July 9 site walk.
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July 7, 2026

MEMORANDUM

To:

From:

Re:

Conservation Commission/Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
Suzanne Simone, Environmental Planner

Gregory Foran, Tree Warden and CT Arborist
#50 Nye Road

Conservation Easement Tree Removal Request
Tree Assessments

Based upon my inspection of the trees located within the conservation easement, | identified
several trees that present an elevated risk due to structural defects, decay, poor form, or their
proximity to the proposed parking area and building. My recommendations are as follows:

Trees #1 — 3 — all small diameter Maples — All three of these trees exhibit poor structural
development with weak or poorly defined central leaders, spindly or undeveloped
crowns, multiple competing stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing
toward the parking lot. These trees provide little long-term landscape value and are
likely to become increasingly hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be
removed to prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

Tree #4 — Catalpa - exhibits a significant trunk wound, deadwood, an unbalanced crown,
and a lean toward the adjacent parking area.

Tree #5 — Cottonwood - has experienced significant crown failure, including the loss of
the central leader, extensive deadwood, and decay associated with a large trunk cavity.
The remaining structure is compromised and poses an elevated risk of additional failure.
| recommend this tree be removed.

Tree #6 — Maple - structural concerns including co-dominant stems with included bark,
exposed or compromised root systems, root disturbance from previous excavation,
unbalanced crowns, top heavy, prone to failure, very little branching until 35’, some
epicormic growth indicating signs of stress within the trunk of the tree.

Tree # 7 — located outside the conservation easement and therefore not included in
these recommendations.

Tree #8 — Elm - has poor structure and is one-sided. Scraggly with poor growth.
Correcting these defects would require pruning, which would create wounds and
significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch EIm Disease. Because of the
extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following pruning, |
recommend removal.
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Tree #9 — Maple Clump - smaller trees with poor structural development and weak or
poorly defined central leaders, spindly and undeveloped crowns, multiple competing
stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing toward the parking lot. These
trees provide little long-term landscape value and are likely to become increasingly
hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be removed to prevent future
conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

Tree #10 — Oak - has some dieback in the upper crown, poor branch attachments, trunk
wounds, and multiple large scaffold branches extending over the parking lot. While
extensive structural pruning could reduce some of the immediate risk, the amount of
canopy that would need to be removed would likely result in significant decay and poor
long-term structure. Removal is recommended as the most appropriate long-term
solution.

Tree #11 — Maple - smaller tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, spindly and undeveloped crown, and crown that is developing
toward the parking lot. Some roots have been exposed in grading. This tree has little
long-term landscape value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. |
recommend this tree be removed to prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality
specimens to develop.

Tree #12 - Maple - smaller tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, spindly and undeveloped crown, and crown that is developing
toward the parking lot. The tree breaks into two stems at about three feet from the
base, and both lean out to the west with nowhere to go but toward the lot. Some roots
have been exposed in grading. This tree has little long-term landscape value and is likely
to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. | recommend this tree be removed to
prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop. There is a 5” oak
behind this tree to the east which will prosper by the removal of the maple and will
develop much more nicely.

Tree #13 — Maple — This tree is covered in poison ivy and besides that it has a significant
portion of its crown growing over the lot, a 10” branch at about 10’ high and a 7” branch
at 18’ high that both need to be cut due to low and heavy foliage weighting the tree
towards the west and the lot’ The entire crown is on the west side and out of balance
and weighted towards the lot. There is a healthy 16” oak nearby with a straight trunk,
and removal of the maple will reduce risk and release the oak. | recommend removal of
the maple.

Tree #14 — Maple Clump - smaller trees with poor structural development and weak or
poorly defined central leaders, spindly and undeveloped crowns, multiple competing
stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing toward the parking lot. These
trees provide little long-term landscape value and are likely to become increasingly
hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be removed to prevent future
conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

Tree #17 — Maple — medium sized tree with poor structural development and weak or
poorly defined central leader, dual stems with included bark and poor attachment. This
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tree has little long-term landscape value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous
as it matures. | recommend this tree be removed.

Tree # 18 - Birch - exhibits multiple defects including basal cavities, included bark, trunk
wounds, a longitudinal crack, and co-dominant stems with poor attachment. These
combined defects significantly compromise the structural integrity of the tree and
increase its likelihood of failure. | recommend removal.

Tree #19 - located outside the conservation easement and therefore not included in
these recommendations.

Tree # 20 Black Locust- has experienced the loss of its central leader, leaving a weak
replacement leader and substantial deadwood remaining in the upper crown. The tree
leans away from the lot, but is of little value and should be removed.

Tree #21 Oak - is generally healthy but unfortunately is also heavily one-sided crown
extending toward the parking area. Significant structural pruning is needed to reduce
the immediate risk; however, the amount of canopy removal required would be
substantial. | suggest removal to eliminate future risk.

Tree # 22 - Maple — small tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, growing out towards lot and central leader will eventually need
to be pruned which will cause the tree to fail. This tree has little long-term landscape
value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. | recommend this
tree be removed.

Tree #23 - Black Locust - is nearly dead with a terrible live crown ratio, and exhibits
extensive trunk decay. Though the target area is of low risk, the trees is in very poor
health and presents an unacceptable level of risk, and should be removed.

Tree #24 — Elm - has poor structure and its crown extends over the parking area.
Correcting these defects would require substantial pruning, which would create large
wounds and significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch Elm Disease.
Because of the extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following
pruning, | recommend removal.

Tree #25 - #27 — Maples — these trees all have significant lean toward the north and the
site and the building. They also exposed or compromised root systems, unbalanced
crowns and trunk cavities near the base. They are growing in wet soils where root plate
stability has been reduced. These defects substantially increase the likelihood of stem or
whole-tree failure. Because many of these trees are capable of striking the adjacent
improvements, | recommend they be removed.

Tree #28 — Maple — This tree has a straight trunk, but has seen its share of trials with
burls and knobs in reaction to wounds and other challenges. It is generally unhealthy in
appearance. It does have good live crown ratio, but the base of the tree at the roots and
ground level has a very large hole and on the southeast side and is at risk of failure.
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o Tree #29 — Beech - is infected with Beech Leaf Disease and is expected to continue
declining over the next several years. While it may not present an immediate structural
hazard, its long-term prognosis is poor, and removal should be anticipated as decline
progresses.

e Tree #30 — Maple — This tree appears to be straight until viewed from the south side
where you can see that the branching is all on the north side and west sides, and is
heavily weighted and one sided with branches that have poor attachment to the trunk.

e Tree #31 — Elm - has poor structure and is one-sided. Scraggly with poor growth.
Correcting these defects would require pruning, which would create wounds and
significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch EIm Disease. Because of the
extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following pruning, |
recommend removal.

e Tree #32 — Red Maple - is heavily covered with invasive vines that obscure much of the
trunk and crown, making a complete structural assessment difficult. The tree is growing
on a constructed berm, and previous failures of nearby trees increase concern regarding
site conditions. At a minimum, the vines should be removed to permit thorough
inspection and structural pruning. Depending on the condition revealed following vine
removal, complete removal may ultimately be warranted.

Thank you for the opportunity to share this information with the CCIWWA.. | have
conducted these tree evaluations over the past several months and I look forward to
sharing this information at the July 9 site walk.
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July 7, 2026

MEMORANDUM

To:

From:

Re:

Conservation Commission/Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency
Suzanne Simone, Environmental Planner

Gregory Foran, Tree Warden and CT Arborist
#50 Nye Road

Conservation Easement Tree Removal Request
Tree Assessments

Based upon my inspection of the trees located within the conservation easement, | identified
several trees that present an elevated risk due to structural defects, decay, poor form, or their
proximity to the proposed parking area and building. My recommendations are as follows:

_ — All three of these trees exhibit poor structural

development with weak or poorly defined central leaders, spindly or undeveloped
crowns, multiple competing stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing
toward the parking lot. These trees provide little long-term landscape value and are
likely to become increasingly hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be
removed to prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

_ - exhibits a significant trunk wound, deadwood, an unbalanced crown,
and a lean toward the adjacent parking area.

Tree #5 — Cottonwood - has experienced significant crown failure, including the loss of
the central leader, extensive deadwood, and decay associated with a large trunk cavity.
The remaining structure is compromised and poses an elevated risk of additional failure.
| recommend this tree be removed.

_ structural concerns including co-dominant stems with included bark,
exposed or compromised root systems, root disturbance from previous excavation,
unbalanced crowns, top heavy, prone to failure, very little branching until 35’, some
epicormic growth indicating signs of stress within the trunk of the tree.

Tree # 7 — located outside the conservation easement and therefore not included in
these recommendations.

Tree #8 — Elm - has poor structure and is one-sided. Scraggly with poor growth.
Correcting these defects would require pruning, which would create wounds and
significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch EIm Disease. Because of the
extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following pruning, |
recommend removal.
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_ - smaller trees with poor structural development and weak or

poorly defined central leaders, spindly and undeveloped crowns, multiple competing
stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing toward the parking lot. These
trees provide little long-term landscape value and are likely to become increasingly
hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be removed to prevent future
conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

Tree #10 — Oak - has some dieback in the upper crown, poor branch attachments, trunk
wounds, and multiple large scaffold branches extending over the parking lot. While
extensive structural pruning could reduce some of the immediate risk, the amount of
canopy that would need to be removed would likely result in significant decay and poor
long-term structure. Removal is recommended as the most appropriate long-term
solution.

_ - smaller tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, spindly and undeveloped crown, and crown that is developing
toward the parking lot. Some roots have been exposed in grading. This tree has little
long-term landscape value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. |
recommend this tree be removed to prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality
specimens to develop.

_ - smaller tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, spindly and undeveloped crown, and crown that is developing

toward the parking lot. The tree breaks into two stems at about three feet from the
base, and both lean out to the west with nowhere to go but toward the lot. Some roots
have been exposed in grading. This tree has little long-term landscape value and is likely
to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. | recommend this tree be removed to
prevent future conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop. There is a 5” oak
behind this tree to the east which will prosper by the removal of the maple and will
develop much more nicely.

_—This tree is covered in poison ivy and besides that it has a significant
portion of its crown growing over the lot, a 10” branch at about 10’ high and a 7” branch

at 18’ high that both need to be cut due to low and heavy foliage weighting the tree
towards the west and the lot’ The entire crown is on the west side and out of balance
and weighted towards the lot. There is a healthy 16” oak nearby with a straight trunk,
and removal of the maple will reduce risk and release the oak. | recommend removal of
the maple.

_ - smaller trees with poor structural development and weak or

poorly defined central leaders, spindly and undeveloped crowns, multiple competing
stems, included bark, and crowns that are developing toward the parking lot. These
trees provide little long-term landscape value and are likely to become increasingly
hazardous as they mature. | recommend these trees be removed to prevent future
conflicts and allow better-quality specimens to develop.

_ - display advanced decay, multiple cavities, bleeding

wounds, extensive deadwood, and pronounced lean. Catalpa is a relatively weak-
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wooded species, and these existing defects greatly increase the probability of failure. |
recommend removal of these trees.

_— medium sized tree with poor structural development and weak or
poorly defined central leader, dual stems with included bark and poor attachment. This
tree has little long-term landscape value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous
as it matures. | recommend this tree be removed.

Tree # 18 — Birch - exhibits multiple defects including basal cavities, included bark, trunk
wounds, a longitudinal crack, and co-dominant stems with poor attachment. These
combined defects significantly compromise the structural integrity of the tree and
increase its likelihood of failure. | recommend removal.

Tree #19 - located outside the conservation easement and therefore not included in
these recommendations.

[Tree # 20 — Black Locust- has experienced the loss of its central leader, leaving a weak
replacement leader and substantial deadwood remaining in the upper crown. The tree
leans away from the lot, but is of little value and should be removed.

Tree #21 — Oak - is generally healthy but unfortunately is also heavily one-sided crown
extending toward the parking area. Significant structural pruning is needed to reduce
the immediate risk; however, the amount of canopy removal required would be
substantial. | suggest removal to eliminate future risk.

_ —small tree with poor structural development and weak or poorly
defined central leader, growing out towards lot and central leader will eventually need

to be pruned which will cause the tree to fail. This tree has little long-term landscape
value and is likely to become increasingly hazardous as it matures. | recommend this
tree be removed.

[Tree #23 — Black Locust - is nearly dead with a terrible live crown ratio, and exhibits
extensive trunk decay. Though the target area is of low risk, the trees is in very poor
health and presents an unacceptable level of risk, and should be removed.

Tree #24 — Elm - has poor structure and its crown extends over the parking area.
Correcting these defects would require substantial pruning, which would create large
wounds and significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch Elm Disease.
Because of the extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following
pruning, | recommend removal.

_— Maples — these trees all have significant lean toward the north and the
site and the building. They also exposed or compromised root systems, unbalanced
crowns and trunk cavities near the base. They are growing in wet soils where root plate
stability has been reduced. These defects substantially increase the likelihood of stem or
whole-tree failure. Because many of these trees are capable of striking the adjacent
improvements, | recommend they be removed.
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. _—This tree has a straight trunk, but has seen its share of trials with
burls and knobs in reaction to wounds and other challenges. It is generally unhealthy in
appearance. It does have good live crown ratio, but the base of the tree at the roots and
ground level has a very large hole and on the southeast side and is at risk of failure.

o Tree #29 — Beech - is infected with Beech Leaf Disease and is expected to continue
declining over the next several years. While it may not present an immediate structural
hazard, its long-term prognosis is poor, and removal should be anticipated as decline
progresses.

J _—This tree appears to be straight until viewed from the south side
where you can see that the branching is all on the north side and west sides, and is

heavily weighted and one sided with branches that have poor attachment to the trunk.

e Tree #31 — Elm - has poor structure and is one-sided. Scraggly with poor growth.
Correcting these defects would require pruning, which would create wounds and
significantly increase the likelihood of infection by Dutch EIm Disease. Because of the
extent of pruning required and the poor long-term prognosis following pruning, |
recommend removal.

e Tree #32 —Red Maple - is heavily covered with invasive vines that obscure much of the
trunk and crown, making a complete structural assessment difficult. The tree is growing
on a constructed berm, and previous failures of nearby trees increase concern regarding
site conditions. At a minimum, the vines should be removed to permit thorough
inspection and structural pruning. Depending on the condition revealed following vine
removal, complete removal may ultimately be warranted.

Thank you for the opportunity to share this information with the CCIWWA. | have

conducted these tree evaluations over the past several months and | look forward to sharing
this information at the July 9 site walk.
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Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement

Tree
Number

Species

Size

Description

Likelihood of |Consequences

Failure

of Failure

Priority for
Removal

(Low, Medium, or High)

Condition

Recommen-
dation

Maple

6-8"

Spindly and undeveloped crown; no lower branches;
essentially a sail and likely will become hazardous; adds no
value if left

Undeveloped - Poor

Remove

Maple

12"

Spindly and undeveloped crown; no lower branches;
essentially a sail and likely will become hazardous; adds no
value if left

Undeveloped - Poor

Remove

Maple

8"

Spindly and undeveloped crown; no lower branches;
essentially a sail and likely will become hazardous; adds no
value if left

Undeveloped - Poor

Remove

Catalpa

20"

Bad trunk with a wound between 2.5' and 4' from ground on
SW side, the opening is 5-6" wide and about 2' long; the tree
leans toward the lot to the west, has deadwood at the top,
and an unbalanced crown weighted toward the parking lot

High

High

High

Poor

Remove

Poplar -
Cottonwood

28"

Hole located on west side at about 25' high on trunk; top
blown out; the central leader is dead at top at about 50 - 60',
with a 12" x 10' dead trunk still attached

High

High

High

Poor

Remove

Maple

24"

Biforcates at about 35', with two stems going in different
directions to the north and the south, parallel with the parking
lot; the two stems are about 14" in diameter each, and have
included bark which indicates a sign of weakness, and which
makes them prone to failure as they increase in size, growing
in opposition to each other and increasing the likelihood of the
stems splitting. Some roots exposed due to excavation when
installing drainage structure. Top of tree prone to failure; very
little branching until about 35', with some epicormal growth,
indicating some stress in the trunk of the tree

Medium

High

Medium to
High

Poor

Remove

N/A

TREE LOCATED OUTSIDE OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT

Elm

Scraggly and poorly developed crown; growth towards woods
to east

Low

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

Maple - 3
leaders

4"

Stems not differentiated - undeveloped crown; no real strong
central leader with good crown developing; some deadwood
on west side; in shade of an oak; multiple leaders; small tree(s)

Low

Low

Low

Poor

Remove




Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement

Tree
Number

Species

Size

Description

Likelihood of
Failure

Consequences
of Failure

Priority for
Removal

Condition

Recommen-
dation

10

Oak

24"

Dieback in top and leaning; biforcates or splits at about 25'
with large scaffold branch growing towards the building and
parking lot to the west; poor branch attachement at two
points, the first is at 25' high and includes two branches (one
is 20" in diameter and the other is 12" in diameter), the second
is at about 37 - 40" with a 14" diameter branch and a 9" branch
to the east. This branch could be left and watched, but a
significant amount of canopy would have to be removed to
secure the parking lot and the large cuts are likely to
encourage decay. At the very least the tree needs substantial
pruning and will likely suffer decay and will likely not develop a
balanced crown. The trunk of the tree has a wound at about 2'
from the ground that is about 5" x 3" wide

Medium

High

High

Poor

Remove

11

Maple

Poorly developed crown; central leader is weak; lower branch
at 7' (3" in diameter) is growing west over lot; other branch at
10' (2" diameter) is also growing west over lot; roots are
exposed and tree is located near retaining wall

Low

Low

Low

Fair

Remove

12

Maple

4"

No place to go but out into lot; single stem tree breaks into
two stems at about 3', with both steams leaning out towards
the lot to the west with no place for the crown to go but
further in that direction. There is a 5" oak behind this tree to
the east that is not tagged for removal, which will prosper by
the removal of the maple.

Low

Low

Low

Fair

Remove

13

Maple with
poison ivy

24"

Steep cut in bank for the reatining wall; roots exposed;
significant portion of the crown is over the lot; there is a 10"
branch at 10' that needs to be removed and a 7" branch at 18'
that also needs to be removed due to amount of canopy and
low and heavy foliage. The entire crown of teh tree is on the
west side of teh tre and it is out of balance and weighted
towards the lot. There is a healthy and straight 16" oak nearby.

High

High

High

Fair

Remove




Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement

Tree
Number

Species

Size

Description

Likelihood of
Failure

Consequences
of Failure

Priority for
Removal

Condition

Recommen-
dation

14

Maple - clump
of 4

4" - 14"

Nowhere to go; will grow out into lot; stems not differentiated;
the four stem sizes ar 4", 6", 8", and 14" all the crowns are
weighted to the west side of the stems and interspersed; all
are undeveloped crowns; all have included bark with a risk of
failure, and all are crooked

Low

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

15

Catalpa

24"

Far back of slope 25 - 30', but with strong lean; holes and
decay and deadwood; hole at 8' indicates likely decay or
hollow; weak woded speciea; deadwood at 20', 25', and 30'

High

Medium to High

High

Very Poor

Remove

16

Catalpa

26"

Far back of slope 25 - 30', but with strong lean; lots of holes
and decay and deadwood; even more holes than #15. Bleeding
wound at 18' leaving staining down the trunk on the south
side; Three holes at 25 - 27', with each about 2", then two
more holes at 35 - 37', both also 2", indicating hollow or
decayed trunk; weak wooded species; numerous dead
branches, at least 12 and a strong lean to the west.

High

High

High

Very poor

Remove

17

Maple - double
leader

6" each

Growing together ; bark attached

Poor

Remove

18

Birch

22" & 10"

Top of slope; growing out towards lot; poor wound closure;
hole on west side of base starts below ground and up into
trunk to about 5"; then another hole in the center of the two
stems where they meet. This hole goes down below fround
and also holds water which could lead to wet rot; This hole is
about 14" deep and 6" wide. At the same area where the
stems separet into two trees there is include bark which is
also prone to failurte. The bigger trunk, the 22" one hasa
wound at about 6' thatis about 5" x 3" in size, though it does
show signs of good wound closure. This same stem has a very
long crack on the north side running from about 8' high to 13'
above the ground. The tree leans to the west with the smaller
trunk and the east with the larger trunk.

High

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

19

N/A

TREE LOCATED OUTSIDE OF CONSERVATION EASEMENT




Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement

Tree
Number

Species

Size

Description

Likelihood of
Failure

Consequences
of Failure

Priority for
Removal

Condition

Recommen-
dation

20

Black Locust

30"

Central leader has died and the top is still in place; There is a
dead piece of the trunk or central leader at the top of the tre
and it is about 14" by 20'; a new leader has developed but the
union is weak; the tree lens away from the lot to the east.

High

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

21

Oak

32"

Healthy oak, but unfortunately the entire crown is on the west
side of the tree and growing out towards the lot. The fact that
the one sided crown is so dense and healthy also serves to
make the tree more dangerous to the lot. At the very least
some significant pruning needs to be performed as follows: a
14' scaffold brach at about 18" high on the trunk needs to be
removed; then a a 20" scaffold at 22' needs to be trimmed to
have a 12" branch growing west at its union to be removed at
10' out from the joint, leaving a 20" branch growing to the
southeast. Remove two other scaffold branches, both at 35'
high and each being about 10 - 12" in diameter. The branches
are low hanging and over the parking lot; Leans toward lot;
sparse to non-existent canopy on east side; deadwood within
branchews on west side, typical of oaks which shade their
interior branches out.

Medium

High

High

Remove

22

Maple

g"

Growing west toward lot; small tree, but central leader will
eventually need to be cut and tree will fail.

Low

Low

Low

Fair

Remove

23

Black Locust

22"

Dead ; lean is more east than towrads lot to west; large wound
in trunk about 8' long x 14" wide at 35' high; likely to fail;
prone to decay.

High

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

24

Elm

27"

Most of crown is growing out over lot; roots impacted; needs
pruning; will likely get infected by DED once pruned; trunk
splits to 3 competing leaders at about 16' high; one leader is
16" in diameter; the second is 9" and the third is 14". If we
were to prune off the branches going west towqard the
building and lot, we would be removing about 40% of the
crown and it would be very likely to get DED (Dutch Elm
Disease) due to the pruning, and attracting the elm leaf borer
which carries the disease.

Medium

Medium

Medium

Good, but likely to get
infected when pruned

Remove




Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement
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Number
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Likelihood of
Failure

Consequences
of Failure

Priority for
Removal

Condition

Recommen-
dation

25

Maple

18"

Tree is on southeast side of building and well into the woods,
but also with a significant lean and in an area where the
ground is wet and the root plate is somewhat unstable. The
rootplate is prone to failure and the strong lean increases the
chances of the whole tree falling.

High

Medium to High

High

Good, but leanis a
concern

Remove

26

Maple

24"

Tree is on southeast side of building and well into the woods,
but also with a significant lean and in an area where the
ground is wet and the root plate is somewhat unstable. The
rootplate is prone to failure and the strong lean increases the
chances of the whole tree falling.

High

Medium to High

High

Good, but leanis a
concern

Remove

27

Maple Twin

22" & 16"

Tree is on southeast side of building and well into the woods,
but also with a significant lean and in an area where the
ground is wet and the root plate is somewhat unstable. The
rootplate is prone to failure and the strong lean increases the
chances of the whole tree falling.

High

Medium to High

High

Poor

Remove

28

Maple

16"

Straight trunk, full of knobs and burls; reaction to wounds in
some regards and in others just not understood; generally an
unhealthy looking tree; Trunk has undergone may challenges
and assaults; Good leaf development and crown ratio; but a
very large hole in base of tree at root and ground level on
southeast side leaves the tree compromised and at risk of
failure.

Medium to
High

Medium

Medium

Fair, but leaning or
weighted towards lot

Remove

29

Beech

12"

BLD - Beech Leaf Disease infected; mottled foliage; likely to die
in2-3years

Low

Low

Low

Poor

Remove

30

Maple

24"

Trunk looks straight until viewed from the south side where
you can se that the branching is al on the north and west side
and is heavy with growth and poor attachement to trunk.

Medium

Medium to High

Medium to
High

Good

Remove

31

Elm

6"

Bent over with vines; tensile strength compromised; Release
or remove; crooked stem; samll ; no good place to grow except
toward building based on early structural development and
direction of branches; likely to get DED if pruned.

Low

Low

Low

Good but small and
resilince likely
compromised

Remove
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Tree Species Size Description Likelihood of |Consequences |Priority for |Condition Recommen-
Number Failure of Failure Removal dation
32 Red Maple 28" Covered in vines; most of the crown weight is away from Medium Medium Medium Sparse branching and Remove

building; some crown and lots of bittersweet towards building;
hard to see or assess trunk in currebnt condition with so many
vines; growing on a man-made berm; large tree to west had
failed a year or two ago and left significant impression causing
fears/respct for this one and the potential for damage.prune
or remove, but needs attention

lots of vines




DRAFT MODIFICATION & AUTHORIZATION: AGENDA ITEMS I1.1 AND I11.1
50 NYE ROAD JULY 16, 2026 MEETING

DRAFT MOTION: PERMIT MODIFICATION
INLAND WETLANDS AND WATERCOURSES AGENCY PERMIT
50 NYE ROAD

That the Town of Glastonbury Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency, having considered
the factors pursuant to Sections 10 and 11 of the Town of Glastonbury Inland Wetlands and
Watercourses Regulations, Commissioners’ knowledge of the area, visiting the site with the
town’s tree warden, review of the written information provided by the applicant and during the
course of a public meeting finds the following:

1. That the current application is for removal of trees within the 100-foot upland review area
and conservation easement.

2. That the Glastonbury Tree Warden, a licensed CT arborist, has evaluated the tree health
and conditions and recommended the removal of structurally unsound and diseased trees.

3. That the proposed activity within the upland review area, bordering the parking lot for the
existing building, is not likely to have a negative impact on the downslope wetland area.

4. That the area of cleared trees will be replanted with native shrubs to create a new and
enhance an existing understory.

MOVED, that the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Agency grants the modification of the
existing inland wetlands and watercourses permit issued on May 15, 2025 to the Town of
Glastonbury to allow tree cutting and replanting of understory shrubs within the upland review
area at 50 Nye Road, in accordance with Greg Foran, tree warden, tree evaluations in the
documents entitled “Conservation Easement Tree Removal Request” (by Category), Dated July
7, 2026, Two Pages; “Conservation Easement Tree Removal Request” (by Species), Dated July
7, 2026, Four Pages; “Nye Road Trees and Conservation Easement” Spreadsheet, Five Pages,
and in compliance with the following stipulations added to the existing permit:

. The Tree Warden shall provide the Environmental Planner with a list and quantity of native
shrubs to be planted in the conservation easement in the area of the cut trees. The planting of the
understory shall be completed by November 1, 2027. The area of understory planting shall be
prepared by removing invasive plant species and standing dead trees that interfere with planting.

. The tree stumps shall remain in place except in the areas where stumps need to be removed for
engineering purposes, such as the installation of the retaining wall and geogrid system.

. Tree cutting is limited to those detailed in the reports listed above.

. Trees #15 and #16 (catalpa species) shall be cut a minimum of 20’ from the ground to provide
habitat.

. The modification is incorporated into the existing permit and is valid for 5 years from date of
issuance and shall expire on May 15, 2030.



DRAFT MOTION;
CONSERVATION COMMISSION PERMISSION TO REMOVE TREES WITHIN A
CONSERVATION EASEMENT

MOVED, that the Conservation Commission permits the tree cutting and replanting of
understory shrubs within the conservation easement at 50 Nye Road, in accordance with Greg
Foran, tree warden, tree evaluations in the documents entitled “Conservation Easement Tree
Removal Request (by Category), Dated July 7, 2026, Two Pages; “Conservation Easement Tree
Removal Request (by Species), Dated July 7, 2026, Four Pages; “Nye Road Trees and
Conservation Easement” Spreadsheet, Five Pages.



