L
-

LA

i

5 4




-
(
&
&
>
V)




163 acres of net tree canopy
25.8% in 2011 to 27.2% in 2018
5% relative increase

518 acres of gain Tree canopy declined on 1-3
335 acres of loss family residential properties
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Dr. Jorge Alvarez High School
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Dr. Jorge Alvarez High School- 2018 Imagery




Harwich Rd. Near Cemetery
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Harwich Rd. Near Cemetery: Canopy Change 2011 LiDAR




Harwich Rd. Near Cemetery: Canopy Change Over 2018 LiDAR
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Harwich Rd. Near Cemetery: 2018 Imagery




Pembroke Field
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Pembroke Field: Canopy Change Over 2011 LiDAR
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Pembroke Field: 2012 Imagery




Pembroke Field: 2018 Imagery
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Distribution
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Zoning
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