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 Efficiency of survey techniques
Efficacy vs cost

 Utility of survey for management
Is it worth the effort?
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GRB – King’s Bluff
Canopy Rating 

2013
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EAB Activity as of 
Winter 2013/2014
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Shoreview July 1, 2013



Shoreview



Shoreview



Visual Assessment
• 3 people independently evaluating each tree
• Positive if 2 of 3 scored the tree as infested or suspect

POSITIVE SUSPECT
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St Paul
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Site
Branch 

Sampling (all
sampling)

Visual Assessment 
(3 people)

Traps

(placement

only)

GRB K.  Bluff 81.25 6.5 0.5

GRB K. Valley 81.25 6 0.5

Fort Snelling 74 3.75 0.5

Roseville 34.75 10.25 13.25

Minneapolis 33 6.5 7.3

St Paul 38.25 11.5 9

Shoreview 42.5 7.5 9.25

Duluth 36 2.5 3

Hours of Work
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Conclusions / Questions


