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CLIENT:  Mr Richard Fee, Resident owner at Inglemead, Waddington Rd, Clitheroe 
 via Ivan Wilson Architect  

SITE:    Potential Development land to rear of property 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

1. The report concentrates on the tree retention/removal issues arising from proposals to erect
a Bungalow to the rear of the existing property with a access via Hawthorne Place. The
trees are not within a Conservation Area or covered by a Tree Preservation Order. The
ground space is currently in use as a garden and the location for an old sectional garage
with some parts being largely unmaintained

2. The Report should be read in conjunction with the attached Tree Survey and Constraints
Plan which identifies those trees to be removed and those rated as worthy of being
retained. The Tree Survey has been completed in the context of BS 5837 (2012) Trees in
Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction.  The trees are identified by species and by
age and location on the attached plan and schedule and have been tag marked for site
identification purposes.

3. The report identifies where required, the ways that any retained trees can be protected
during the construction process and will indicate the method statements required to cover
tree protection work during the build phase.  If required these more detailed guides will be
prepared later for use by the contractor and as a condition of the Planning Permission.

4. The overall conclusion is that the removal of the apple and birch tree within the existing
garden and close to a sectional garage would not result in a significant loss of local amenity
and their retention within the new development plan would be inappropriate with the canopy
of the Birch T2 shading the entrance drive of the proposed property.  The apple tree T1
could be retained as a fruit tree with a low canopy or replaced with shrubbery

REPORT REMIT AND SUPPLIED DATA. 

The purpose of the survey was to report on the implications for continued existing tree growth, 
bearing in mind the quality of the trees and the proximity of the extension. All tree locations within 
influencing distance have been plotted on a site plan provided by the client using data derived from 
on-site survey.    

The Survey and report should be seen within the context of the wider planning process. Other 
specialisms including highways advice and ecological reports may also inform a final constraints 
plan.   

Subject to the Clients and Planning Authorities requirements this may involve the Consulting 
Arborist beyond the planning permission stage to the build and Tree protection process. The 
attached appendix (Fig 1. The Design and Construction process and tree care) shows the likely 
points of involvement. 
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THE SURVEYOR 

I am Ken Linford, a consulting arborist, trained in Quantified Tree Risk Assessment, application of 
BS 5837 (2012) and Tree Defect identification.  I have experience as a treecare contractor for 
more than 25 years and have been providing a consulting service for Local Councils, private 
persons and architects for 20 years.  My CPD record is open to inspection if required. I am 
covered by PI insurance by Trust Insurance to £1,000,000. 

TREE SURVEY CONDITIONS 

A site visit was carried in late mid-September 2020. Conditions were dry and the trees were in a 
full leaf state. The trees were not climbed but the situation was viewed from ground level. Visual 
Tree Assessment Techniques was used throughout and hammer tests and a fine drill were used 
where required to determine trunk integrity and the extent of any decay.   

THE TREE SURVEY. 

1. The attached schedule on page 6 lists and rates the tree species.  We are not aware if any
further tree protection measures beyond that already known have been enacted by the
Local Authority.

2. The trees are rated as per BS 5837 (2012). Both trees are Early mature and were planted
as part of a garden plan of some 20 years ago.  The appendix Table1 shows a Cascade
chart used for Tree Quality Assessment.

REMOVAL AND RETENTION PROPOSALS.  See tree constraints plan below 

1. The low amenity value and size of Trees T1 and T2 and their close proximity to the
development render their removal worthwhile.  Both trees have been graded C1.
Replacement landscape garden style tree planting of maple would be appropriate.
Retention of the apple tree would be optional.

2. The report frontage photograph shows the apple with the birch to the rear obscuring the
existing garage

Ken Linford 
Consulting Arborist 

TREE CHECK LTD 
252 LEYLAND LANE 

LEYLAND 
LANCS 

PR25 1XL 

01772 621435 

BEECH.

20m High
1200mm DBH 

Crown spread: 18m 
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TREE CONSTRAINTS PLAN 

T1 

T2 
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PROPOSED PRINT LAYOUT 

T1 

T2 
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TREE CONDITION REPORT ON TREES AT INGLEMEAD, WADDINGTON Rd, CLITHEROE 
DATE:  24.9.20   WEATHER CONDITIONS:  Dry and calm.  INSPECTOR CODE: KL 

 . 

No. 
SPECIES HGT DBH 

mm 
CANOPY 
SPREAD 
n s e w 

CANOPY 
CLEARANCE 

AGE 
Y, EM,M 

LM 

GENERAL CONDITION VIGOUR 
G/F/P 

WORK RECC 
FOR MANAGEMENT 

S
U
L 
E 

RPA 
m2 

RPA 
RADIUS 

(m) 

BS 5837 
RATING 

T1 Apple 4 270 4s 1 M Good, Domestic fruit tree, 
Suppressed by birch 

G Optional Removal to facilitate 
Development. No amenity value 

outside of site 

20 3 C1 

T2 Silver birch 9 320 3.5 3 M Good, Poor leader, codominant 
lower fork 

G Remove to facilitate Development. 
Proximity to Garage may result in 
removal in current circumstances 

20 4 C1 
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