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N |4.5
T1 Silver Birch 145 | 380# M M.m \_wm.mé EM | G [ Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected. 40+ | A172 | 65 | 4.56
W 3.5
N j2.5
E [0 0.7-N = Moderate stem lean and highly biased crown west.
T2 Rowan 4 140 s |2 9 Y G | Dense iy to stem, 10+ C1 g | 168
W |3
N [3.5
13| sivergieh | 14 | 350¢ (o % | 45 ) eM | G | Located on neighbouringland and therefore not inspected. g0+ A2 | 55 | 42
W 3.5
2x290 ﬁ M.m 055  Stem trifurcates at a height of approximately 150mm with tight forks.
T4 Cypress sp, 10 { 1x250 s s ) 0 SM | M [ Sparse foliage cover to west side of crown due to past suppression 20+| B1/2 | 104 | 5.76
{ms) w [ from now removed adjacent tree.
N [25
5 Holly 45 [ 130 fg[o2 | MA | v | G pNoviible signifcant defects. 40+] c1 | 8 [158
W [2.5
N [2.5
. E [25 N/A [ Crown showing signs of a substantial reduction in vitality with
T6 | Variegated Holly 7 170 s |25 0 SM | M moderately sparse foliage cover, 10+] C1 | 13 | 204
W (2.5
N 3.5
Blue Lawson E |35 N/A " Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected.
4 Cypress i Rl S |35 1.5 M| G Evidently recently very heavily topped. 10+ C1 1 55 | 42
W (3.5 _-
dings ons:
Ne. i m—San saquantial reference humbar - Tree (T, Group ("), Woodland (W) or Hedge (H') rafarance number - refer to plan and o numbsred {ags where applicabls
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Stem Diam.; Stem diameler in milimetres, to nearast 10mm - measured and cakculatad a8 par Annex C of BSS837:2012, M5 = multi-s4 d, T8 = dwin-st d
Branch Spread: Crown radius measured (o estimated where considarad appropriate) from the four cardinal poiints {north, sast, south snd west) o give an acourats visual representation of the crown
Branch & Canopy Clearances: Existing height above ground level, in metres, of firet sighificant branch and diractian of growth (e.g. 2.5-N) and of canopy &t lowast point - b inform on erown to height ratio, potantlal for sheding, etc.
Ll{e Stage: Estimetad age class - Y = young, $M = sami-mature, EM = early-maiure, M = malure, PM = post-mature
PC: Physiologlcal Condltion - a measure of the ree'(s) owerall vilality, |.. D = Dead, MD = Morkund, P = Poor, M = Moderats, G= Good
General Ob lons and c lating to the trae'(s) overal condifion and any other pertinent factors including sructural dafects, current and poteniial diract structural damags, physiclogleal deckine, paor form, efe.
Mahagement Recommendations: Either Preliminary or In Consideration of the Proposal - I the case of Arboricultural Constraints Surveys the dad ol Works only take exiting site and ree circumstances and conditiona Into account and not prop develop Arboil Impact A and Method Statament related
Burveys 1ake the proposed development inka consideration with recommendations made asgordingly, Mora than one aption may be given If considered Bpproprisie
ERC: Estimatad Remalning Contribution - in years as per B85837:2012 (e, <10, 10+, 20+, 40+
Cat. Grada; Category Grading - frae retertion valse ksted az U, A, B or C - in accordance with BS5837:2012 Tatie 1
RPA m® i @STEE?E!E..&EEEHEQ:S the tree that must be appropriately protactad throughout the development procsss In order avold root damage wcsmm—‘& s
RPA Radius {m): Root Protaction Area Radius - In metres magswred irom the centre of the atem to the line of ree pratection
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No. Species Height mﬂ_“.._.. M._“-q”-au nﬂ“ﬁw %uho Genaral Obestvetions and Comments Management Recommendations ERC m.”wn H”u_” z_n”._ﬂ_u”u
N I Stem divides into multiple primary branches at a height of
E s 16 approximately 1.6m, evidently at point where previously topped.
T8 | Norway Maple 115 | 350 s |55 m.m SM Seam down south side of stem below mulfiple branch union, possibly 20+!B172| 55 | 4.2
W m.m : indicative of internal crack.
' Slightly biased crown east.
M Ww N/A Lceated on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected.
T9 Beech 17 | 80C# S w.m 2 M Crown showing signs of a moderate reduction in vitality with small 20+) B1 | 290 | 98
: leaves and slightly sparse foliage cover.
W |75
6x120 M m 5 N/A Multi-stemmed from ground level.
T10|  Cherry Laurel 8.5 ms) |S m. 5 M Several stems to north removed leaving stubs. o 10+ C1 | 39 | 353
w 3 Highly biased crown south,
15410 N (3 Stem bifurcates at a height of approximately 600mm with an acute
E 13 N/A included bark union and compression fork, i
T11| Lawson Cypress | 15 :%.w wc S 3 2 chl Nerth stem bifurcates at a height of approximately 3m with an 10+ C1 | 114 ] 6.03
W3 included bark union and compression fork.
N [1.2
. 6x30 |E [1.2 N/A Lozated on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected.
2 Irsh Yew 7 (msit |S 1.2 0 Y v Climbing plants up crown. i il | G 2 (088
W 1.2
N |3 Very closely spaced group,
_ Both stems divide into multiple sub stems at a height of approximately
o1 Fpaen Sl B | Em 500mm with inciuded berk unions, ; L N I
yP ) W < 3 ’ Both have had several sub-stems removed leaving stubs. )
B Both have large crowns space to north.
< < M M wm NIA  Very closely spaced group of mainly very young self set Ashes along < <
G2 Ash mlm 150 [s < m. 5 >0 Y-SM top of retaining wall. ﬂ <10 U 10 | 18
' W l< m.m = Several semi-mature Hawthorn and young Elm. )
2no. Holly, < | < |FES N/A R Located on neighbouring land and therefore not inspected < | s
3| noleyend |5 | g (s ez | 20 | Y | © Fiocee g i OO g | g8
ypress W l<2
< N [£2 = Very closely spaced group located near boundary fence and
G4 2no. Cherry Laurel, | = 6x40 E[s2 N/A SM conservatory, and subsequently very restricted future growth I 0] u = s
1no. Privet 4.5 (ms) S |=2 =3 potential, 4 | 118
Wis2 [ All have evidently previously been heavily cut back.
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Branch & RPA
No. Species Helght aw“:: ﬁ”” n_m”.s_-w:uw.a . m.».n:nn PG General Observations and Comments M Ry datl ERC mn_".n-“_.n ﬂﬂw zﬂ__wi
< N/A = Evidently growing on neighbouring land, but growing along and over L 2
H1 Box 1.7 N/A 2 wide 0 SM | G boundary fence. 10+] C1 | NA 1
; = N/A L -3
H2 Privet 3 N/A 3 wide 0 SM | G [= Short length of outgrown hedge close to boundary. - 10+] C1 | NA 1
H3 _u_”mwmwhm_.m__w___.mcmo“w 55 100 < N/A svmlah Untidy, partially outgrown length of mixed species hedge along L 10+ ¢1 | na 2
e y. BOx, 5. 2 wide 0 boundary. 12
. < N/A = Short length of maintained hedge along boundary. 2
H4 | Privet, Viburnum 2 N/A 1.5 wide 0 SM 1 G | Ownership unclear. 10+] C1 | N/A 1
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BS5837:2012 Table 1 - Cascade Chart for Tree Qual

Assessment

Category and definition

[ Criteria {including subcategories where appropriate)

identification on plan

Trees unsuitable for retention (see Note)

Category U

Those in such a condition that they
cannot realistically be retained as

cannot be mitigated by pruning)

»  Trees that have a serious, iremediable, 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 whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter

= Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and ireversible overall decline

living trees in the context of the = Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very low quality trees fisd
current land use for longer than 10 suppressing adjacent trees of better quality
years Note: Category U frees can have existing or potential conservation value which if might be desirable to preserve; see BS5837:2012
paragraph 4.5.7.
1. Mainly arboricultural qualities 2. Mainly landscape qualities w.u.ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁuna_
Trees to be considered for retention
Category A Trees that are particularly good examples of | Trees, groups or woodlands of particular visual | Trees, groups or woodlands of
their species, especially if rare or unusual; or | importance as arboricultural and/or landscape | significant conservation,
Trees of high quality with an those that are essential components of features historical, commemorative or G
B L. - . y reen
estimated remaining life groups or formal or semi-formal arboricultural other value (e.g. veteran trees or
expectancy of at least 40 years features (e.g. the dominant and/or priricipal wood-pasture)
trees within an avenue)
Category B Trees that might be included in the high Trees present in numbers, usually as groups or | Trees with clearly identifiable
category, but are downgraded becauss of woodlands, so they form distinct landscape conservation or other cultural
Those of moderate quality and impaired condition. Examples include the features which attract a higher collective rating | benefits
value: those in such a condition as | presence of remediable defects including than they might as individuals. But which are
to make a significant contribution. | unsympathetic past management and minor | not, individually, essential components of
A minimum of 20 years is storm damage formal or semi-formal arboricultural features. Blue
suggested. For example, trees of moderate quality within
an avenue that includes better, A category
specimens. Or trees which are intemal to the
site, therefore individually having little visual
impact on the wider locality
Cateqory C Trees not qualifying in higher categories Trees present in groups or woodlands, but Trees with very limited
without this conferring on them significantly conservation or other cultural
Those trees of low quality and greater landscape value, and/or trees offering | benefits
value: cumrently in adequate low or only temporary screening benefit
condition to remain until new Note — Whilst C category trees will usually not be retained where they would impose a significant constraint on development, young Grey

planting could be established -a
minimum of 10 years is suggested
- or young frees with a stem
diameter below 150 mm

trees with a stem diameter of less than 150mm should be considered for relocation
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DISCLAIMER

Survey Limitations: Unless otherwise stated all trees are surveyed from ground level using non-invasive technigues. 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 structurat
integrity and trees should therefore be re-assessed in the context of such changes and/or incidents and inspected at intervals relative to identified and varying site conditions
and associated 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 recommendations 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 and/or 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
trees 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 buiidings.

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

Third Parties: Any disclosure of this document to a third party is subject to this disclaimer. The report was prepared 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 Lid
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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