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12.0 BS5837 Tree Survey Schedule 
 

 
 
Key; DBH Diameter at breast height - Age, Young, Young/Mature, Mature, Over Mature and Dead - Physiological condition, Good, Average, Poor, Dead 
 Structural condition, Good, Average, Poor, Dead – H = Hedge – A = Area 
 
 
 
 
 

Tree 
Number Tree Species Height 

meters 
DBH 
mm

Bra 
N

nch
S 

spr                 
E

ead   
W

Height 
of 

crown

Cleara
nce   Age

Physiol
ogical 
con

Structu
ral con Preliminary management requirements Est 

years
Catego

ry

1 Hawthorn (Cratageus monogyna) 5 300 2 2 2 2 1 1 M G P Multi stemmed and covered in Ivy. 
Shouldn't hinder development 5 C2

2 Buckthorn (Prunus spinosa) 4 175 1 1 2 2 2 2 M G A Multi stemmed and covered in Ivy. 
Shouldn't hinder development 10 B2

H3 Portugal laurel (Prunus lusitanica) 2 50 1 1 0.5 0.5 0 0 M G G Well maintained hedge 20 B2

4 Buckthorn (Prunus spinosa) 4 175 1 1 2 2 2 2 M G A Multi stemmed and covered in Ivy. 
Shouldn't hinder development 10 B2

H5 Yew (Taxus baccata) 2 150 1 1 0.5 0.5 0 0 YM G G Two small hedges, shouldn't hinder 
development 20 B2

6 Cherry (Prunus avium) 3 75 1 1 1 1 2 2 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2

7 Himalayan birch (Betula utilis) 5 100 2 2 2 2 2 2 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2

8 Himalayan birch (Betula utilis) 5 100 2 2 2 2 2 2 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2

9 Fastigiated Tibetan cherry (Prunus serrula 'Fasigiata') 5 150 2 2 2 2 2 2 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2

10 Fastigiated Tibetan cherry (Prunus serrula 'Fasigiata') 4 100 2 2 2 2 2 2 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2

11 Cherry (Prunus avium) 4 100 1 1 1 1 1 1 YM G G Easily replaced, shouldn't hinder any 
development 20 B2
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13.0 Cascade chart for tree quality assessment  
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14.0 Mapping  
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14.1 Mapping – Tree numbering  
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14.2 Mapping – Tree Categorisation  
 

Green – High quality,  
Blue -  Moderate quality,  
Grey – Low quality,  
Red cannot realistically be retained 
as living trees in the context of 
current land use  
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14.3 Mapping – Fencing and distances 

Orange indicates the fencing  
 
Green indicates distances required 
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15.0 Photographs 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Left; T1 overhanging the passing road, covered in ivy with 
multiple stems 
 
Above; T2 Prunus that create some screening but are 
fairly low quality  
 
Top right; H3 is a well maintained hedge that will have to 
be removed 
 
Bottom right; Rear garden and the trees to be removed to 
accommodate the development    
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16.0 Root Protection Area Fencing Details  
 
Protective Fencing Specifications; Since trees are living organisms which interact with their immediate environment any changes made to their 
surroundings may have a bearing on that trees future. Developing a site will undoubtedly place any trees within close proximity under some level of stress, 
which could predispose them to infection. The aim of this method statement is to limit the amount of stress induced by introducing protection measures. 
The most effective way of offering protection is by erecting protective barriers set at a distance from the tree stem using the methods given within BS 5837: 
2005 Trees in Relation to Construction. Barriers should be braced and constructed to resist impacts; see figures 1 & 2 below for barrier specifications. 
Barriers should be erected before any works commence on site with the exception of recommended tree work. Areas of retained and future structure planting 
should be similarly protected. 
All personnel should be made aware of the protected areas and instructed to keep them free of materials, waste and excess soil. Soil disturbance should be 
prohibited and travel of any kind, including foot traffic should also be excluded within the root protection area (RPA) unless previously agreed and adequate 
ground protection has been installed. Where foot traffic is agreed within the RPA, single thickness scaffold boards laid over a compressible material on a 
geotextile, or supported by scaffold should suffice. Where vehicular access through the RPA is agreed an engineer should be consulted to design adequate 
ground protection methods. 
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17.0 Curriculum Vitae 
 
Treestyle Consultancy 
 
This survey was carried out by Andrew McLoughlin.  I have a National Certificate in Arboriculture (Distinction) and a Higher National Diploma in 
Arboriculture (Distinction and best student).  I am also a qualified teacher and a LANTRA instructor. Full range of surveys include; Tree 
condition and recommendation survey, Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction, Mortgage report surveys for insurance 
purposes. 
 
As part of my continual professional development I have attended a three day conference in London, two separate events at Myerscough 
College with the Arboricultural Association. These subjects covered Healthy trees, healthy people, tree health and trees in a hard landscape. 
All attended this year. 
 
 
Regards, 
 

 
 
Andrew McLoughlin 
Treestyle Consultancy 
Treestyleconsultancy.co.uk 
07872064313 
info@treestyleconsultancy.co.uk 
 


