TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE FOR ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT APPRAISAL Surveyor: Kendall Rigg mo ecw
Site: 9 Downham Road, Chatbum, Clitheroe, Lancashire, BB7 4AU Survey Date: 23 June Page: 10f1 °
| Agent for Cllent: _ Avalon Town Planning Job Ref: BTC889 _
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Diam. Bpread ot Stage Grade | (mt o
2X100 |N |2
, 170 [E |2 1-E I i ‘ .
T1 English Elm 45 1x60 Is |2 9 Y | D pDead. <10 U 13 | 203
{ms) |w |2
6x60 M ﬁw 04E Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected.
T2 | Lawson Cypress 4 (e IS ‘_.m .c SM | G [= Stem hidden by 2m tall imber fence. [ 10+ C1 | 10 | 1.76
. W ._.m Multiple primary leaders visible from 2m,
3no. Ash, N |5 Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspecter.
Gl 3no. Privet, s < |E |s§ 0.1-N Y-EM! M Very closely spaced group with dense undergrowth L . 10+| o2 s <
2no. Sycamore, 16 | 400# |S |=5 =0 throughout the group. , 72 | 48
1no. Eim Wi[s5 . . = 2.5m high mound of rubble is piled in front of the group
gnogish e s SERE (e e i (o edge o the rear of th s | <
- < - = Growing from the westem boundary edge to the rear of the
62| Mno.oymress | g5 | 10 sjs2 | =1 |YM| M| neighbouring garage. " 1041 €2 1 43 | 204
’ W |<2 = Ivy up stems of all the trees in the group.
< < M M “M 0.2-W " Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected. < <
G3 | 4no. Goat Willow 675 i ; Y | M P Loosely spaced group growing on the railway siding behind ‘ 10+ C2
4 S [s1.5 20 L 15 | 22
(ms)# w <15 a 3m high timber fence. ,
2no. Wild Cherry, < < M M “ W | Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected. . , < <
G4 | 1no. Laburnum, {. 9 6x70 s [<4 1 Y | M [ Loosely spaced linear group. fﬁ 104} G2 13 | 206
1no. Ribes {ms}# W l< 1 Al recently heavily reduced. . _ )
s |- = <15 N/A ! : : : <
H1 | Leyland Cypress 2 758 Wide >0 SM | G _. Short section of managed hedge, _. | 10+| €2 | NA 0.9
Pl o ™ /& FF o B
90150768 P
Headingy and Abbrevistions: of £ | &d iJ 4
No. . Aloszted sequental referenice cumizer - Tres (), Group ['G'), Woodiand (W) or Hadge (1) reference number - refer 1 plan and o numbared tags whers spplcable L Ps o .‘
Height: !%:“Ii:‘il?i%!ﬁl— d uzing an ok el .u-.n..ns-_!..l&!-ii?ii!!il@:ﬂ-lﬁ;?iirz&?z‘ini
Steam Diam.: Stam diarriier in millmelres, i nesrast 10mm - meseured s caloulaied =5 per Annax G of BESET=2012. WS = mili-slemmed, TS = iwin-wiemmed
Branch Spesad: Cromn racius massured (e exfimaiec whers cansidered apprepriale) Sam the four cardinal pelis (herh, sast, sou and wee!) fo give an acoursts visuad representalion of e crown
Branoch & Canepy Cloarsnoes: gi!’ai-:_I—d-.lzgiailiﬁnﬁi_ili;ii-ti!itiiif!ﬂ:a
Life Stage: Estriated age ciaws - Y = yeung, SM= semi-maturs, EM = any-mairs, M= matre, PM= poctmalirs ,
PC: Physlologieal Condiion - & measurs of e free’(s}’ overs] vitally, Lo, D = Daad, MD = Merlbund, P = Posr, M = Modersls, G = Gosd
Goneral Cbssrvations and Cammety:  Gommenia relafing 1o the fres] everall condiion and any ether perinent facirs including einuciural defects, eurmant snd petentil cirect sructural darmage, phyalolagieal decing, poer form, sk, )
Mansgement Recommendations: m:l?-l!l!;a—-i131-1.__._-..».-A%iggiglilli;Eilligiiigiiiigigigsi
gsfi;.ﬁg*g;gigii.E-s!&:i;!?ni-;i!- T
ERC: , Estimatod Remalning Centrbalion - In years st per B35837-2012 (Le, <10, 10+, 20+, #0%)
Cat, Grade: Catgory Grading - rew retantion value Ieted as U, A, B or 2 - In accordance with BE5337:2012 Table 1
RPAW:™ ggiriugsng?izgf%iga?%!sll;igi wos—m-.-ﬂ F,\I..
RPA Radius jm): Egisuliiig?%i?i:!-i’lii : i
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BS5837:2012 Table 1 — Cascade o_ﬁ.; for Tree Quali

Assessment

Category and definition Criteria (including subcategories where appropriate) Identification
on plan
Trees unsuitable for retention (see Note)
Category U = Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to
collapse, including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g. where, for
Theose in such a condition that whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)
they cannot realistically be = Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline Red
retained as living trees in the = Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very low ,
context of the current land use quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality .
for longer than 10 years Nofe: Cataegory U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to
preserve; see BS5837:2012 paragraph 4.5.7. .
3
1 2 :
. . o o " Mainly cultural values,
. Mainly arboricultural qualities Mainly landscape qualities including conservation

Trees to be considered for retention
Category A Trees that are particularly good Trees, groups or woodlands of Trees, groups or

examples of their species, especially if particular visual importance as woodlands of significant
Trees of high quality with an  rare or unusual; or those that are arboricultural and/or landscape conservation, historical, ‘
estimated remaining life essential components of groups or features commemorative or other Green
expectancy of at least 40 years formal or semi-formal arboricultural value (e.g. veteran trees or

featurss (e.g. the dominant and/or wood-pasture)

principal trees within an avenue) .
Category B Trees that might be included in category  Trees present in numbers, usually Trees with material

A, but are downgraded because of growing conservation or other
Trees of moderate quality impaired condition (e.g. presence of as groups or woodlands, such that cultural value
with an estimated remaining significant though remediable defects, they attract a higher collective rating .
life expectancy of at least 20 including unsympathetic past than they might as individuals; or Blue
years management and storm damage), such  trees occurring as collectives but

that they are unlikely to be suitable for situated so as to make little visual

retention for beyond 40 years; or trees contribution to the wider locality

lacking the special quality necessary to

merit the category A designation .
Category C Unremarkable trees of very limited merit  Trees present in groups or Trees with no material

or such impaired condition that they do woodlands, but without this consarvation or other
Trees of low quality with an not qualify in higher categories conferring on them significantly cultural value
estimated remaining life . greater collective landscape value; Grey

expectancy of at least 10
years, or young trees with a
stem diameter below 150 mm

and/or trees offering low or only
temporaryftransient landscape
benefits




Bowland C

DISCLAIMER

Survey Limitations: Unless otherwise stated all trees are surveyed from ground fevel using non-invasive teshniques. The disclosure of hidden crown and stem defects, in
particular where they may be above a reachable height or where trees are ivy clad or in areas of ground vegetation, cannot therefore be expected. All obvious defects,
however, are reported. Detailed tree safety appraisals are only carried out under specific written instructions. Comments upon evident tree safety relate to the condition of said
tree at the time of the survey only. .

Unless otherwise stated all trees should be re-inspected annually in order to appraise their on-going mechanical integrity and physiological condition. It should, however, be
recognised that tree condition is subject to change, for example due to the effects of disease, decay, high: winds, development works, etc. Changes in land use or site
conditions (e.g. development that increases access frequency) and the occurrence of severe weather incidents are also significant considerations with regards tree structural
integrity and trees should therefore be re-assessed in the context of such changes and/or incidents and inspezted at intervals relative to identified and varying site conditions
and assoclated risks. ,

Where trees are located wholly or partially on neighbouring private third-party land then said land is not accessed and our inspection is therefore restricted to what can
reasonably be seen from within the site. Stem diameters of trees located on such land are estimated. Any subsequent comments and judgments made in respect of such
trees are based on these restrictions and are our preliminary opinion only. Recommendations for works-to neighbouring third-party trees are only made where a potentially
unacceptable risk to persons and/or property has been identified during our survey. Where significant structural defects of third-party trees are identified and associated
management works are considered essential to negate any risk of harm and/or damage then we will first attempt to inform the site occupier of the issues and, if not possible,
then inform the relevant Council. Where a more detailed assessment is considered necessary then appropriate racommendations are set out in the Tree Survey Schedule.

Where tree stem locations are not included on the plan(s) provided then they are plotted at the time of the survey using, where appropriate andfor practicable, a combination
of measurement triangulation and GPS co-ordination. Where this is not possible then locations are estimated. Restrictions in these respects are detailed in the report.

The tree survey and any report information provided is intended as a guide to identify key tree related constraints to site development only. As such, the potential influence of
frees upon existing or proposed buildings or other structures resulting from the effects of their roots abstracting water from shrinkable load-bearing soils is not considered
herein. The tree survey information in its current form should not therefore be considered sufficient to determine appropriate foundation depths for new buildings.
Accordingly, an updated survey, with reference to the current NHBC Standards Chapter 4.2 - Building Near Trees, must therefore be prepared for the specific purpose of
informing suitable foundation depths subsequent to planning approval being granted. The advice of a structural engineer must also be sought with regard to appropriate
foundation depths for new buildings.

Copyright & Non-Disclosure Notice: The content and layout of this report are subject to copyright owned by Bowland Tree Consultancy Ltd, save to the extent that
copyright has been legally assigned to us by another party or is used by Bowland Tree Consultancy Ltd under license. This report may not be copied or used without our prior
written agreement for any purpose other than those indicated. .

Third Partles: Any disclosure of this document to a third party is subject to this disclaimer. The report was prapared by Bowland Tree Consultancy Ltd at the instruction of
and for use by our client, as named. This report does not in any way constitute advice to any third party who is able to access it by any means. Bowland Tree Consultancy Ltd
excludes to the fullest extent lawfully permitted all liability whatsoever for any loss or damage arising from reliance on the contents of this report.
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