
 

The Standard Tree Assessment Method (STEM) [Author: Ron Flook] 
Wakeling and Associates Ltd. 

    Waikato District Council: Notable Tree Survey 2016 

Address:  
 

 

Tree Name:  
 

 

ID number:    Date of survey  
Location in the property:  
 
Height:    Girth at 1.4m:   

 
 Spread:    

 
Condition Evaluation 
Points 0-3 4-9 10- 15 16 – 21 21 - 27 Score 
Form Poor Moderate Good Very good Specimen  

Occurrence Predominant Common Infrequent Rare Very rare  
Vigour and 
Vitality Poor Some Good Very good Excellent  

Function Minor Useful Important Significant Major  

Stature (m) 3 - 8 9 to 14 15 to 20 21 to 26 27+  

Age (years) 10+ 20+ 40+ 80+ 100+  

Subtotal Points  
 
Amenity Evaluation 
Points 0-3 4-9 10- 15 16 – 21 21 - 27  

Accessibility Private Visible 
from road Front Yard Semi-public Public Access  

Visibility (km) 0.5 1.0 2.0 4.0 8.0  

Proximity Forest Parkland Group 10+ Group 3+ Solitary  

Role Minor Moderate Important Significant Major  

Effect on Climate Minor Moderate Important Significant Major  

Subtotal Points  
 
Notable Evaluation 
Recognition Local District Regional National International Score 

Points 0-3 4-9 10- 15 16 – 21 21 - 27  

Stature       
 Feature Local District Regional National International  

 Form Local District Regional National International  

Historic       

 Age 100+ Local District Regional National International  

 Association Local District Regional National International  

 Commemoration Local District Regional National International  

 Remnant Local District Regional National International  

 Relict  Local District Regional National International  

Scientific       

 Source  Local District Regional National International  

 Rarity Local District Regional National International  

 Endangered Local District Regional National International  

Subtotal Points       



Waikato District Council 

2 

Points 
Tally     Total Points =    
Assessed by Grant Sirl and Kevin Gordon 

Location of Tree(s)on Site  
Date of survey  
TREE NAME AND ITEM NO.  

 

TREE PROPOSED BY: Re-survey 
COMMENTS/REASON FOR PROPOSAL: prominent trees 

 

 ASSESSOR’S NOTES: 
Past and/or current 
management Very little 

Damage (old and recent): Minor storm damage 

Potential for development uncertain 

Threats: Development, stock damage 
Suggested remedial work, care and maintenance 

Routine tree management: 
thin crown – height reduction (not recommended for notable trees) 

- deadwood – crown lift – major crown renewal  

Special measures and 

recommendations: 

mulch base – irrigate – improve drainage – underplant – no active 

management needed at present – monitor pests and health- 

maintain  the status quo – other 

Photographs 

 

 


