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APPENDIX ONE:  

TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE & BS5837:2005 TABLE 1 
 



TREE SURVEY
Site: 
Client: 
  

No. S

 

 
HEADINGS & ABBREVIAT
No. 
Species: 
Height: 
Stem Diam.: 
Branch Spread: 
Height of CC: 
Age: 
PC: 
Comments on Condition, 
Management Recommend

ERC: 
Cat. Grade: 
RPA m²: 
RPA Radius (m): 

 

T1 Syc
(Acer pse

T2 A
(Fraxinu

T3 A

T4 Syc

T5 Syc

T6 Syc

T7 Syc

Y SCHEDULE FOR A
Chapel Hill, Longridg
United Utilities Prope

Species Height 

TIONS 
Allocated Tree (‘
Common and bo
In metres – wher
Stem diameter in
Crown radius me
Height of crown c
Estimated age cl
Physiological Co

 etc: Comments relati
dations: Either Preliminar

take the propose
Estimated Rema
Category Gradin
Root Protection A
Root Protection A

camore 
eudoplatanus) 10 

Ash 
us excelsior) 12 

Ash 12 

camore 12.5 

camore 14 

camore 13 

camore 13 

ARBORICULTURAL I
ge, Lancashire, PR3 
erty Services 

Stem 
Diam. 

Branch 
Spread 

T’), Group (‘G’), Woodland (‘W’) or 
otanical name in brackets where app
re possible approximately 80% are 
n millimetres - measured or estimate
easured (or estimated where consid
clearance in metres - measured at 
lass - Y = young, SM = semi-mature

ondition - a measure of the tree’(s)’ o
ng to the tree’(s)’ overall condition a
ry or In Consideration of the Propos
ed development into consideration w
aining Contribution - in years as per 
g - tree retention value listed as R o
Area in m² - calculated area around
Area Radius - in metres measured f

340 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2      
3.5       
3.5       
4 

900 
N   
E    
S    
W  

5        
5        
5        
5  

650 
N   
E    
S    
W  

5        
4        
5        
4  

 690 
N   
E    
S    
W  

8        
9.5      
8        
9.5 

390 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2        
5.5       
2        
5.5  

440 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2        
5.5       
2       
5.5  

490 
N   
E    
S    
W  

3        
6        
6      
5 

IMPACT APPRAISAL

Height 
of  

C.C. 
Age PC 

Hedge (‘H’) reference number - refe
propriate 
measured using an electronic clinom
ed at a height of approximately 1.5 

dered appropriate) from the four card
lowest point above adjacent ground
e, EM = early-mature, M = mature, P
overall vitality, i.e. D = Dead, MD = 
and any other pertinent factors inclu
sal - In the case of Arboricultural Co
with recommendations made accord
 BS5837:2005 (i.e. less than 10, 10
or A to C - broadly in line with BS58

d the tree that must be appropriately
from the centre of the stem to the lin

 
 1.5 SM G 

3 M G 

2.5 EM G 

2.5 M M/G 

 2 SM G 

 2.5 SM/
EM G 

2 EM G 

L  

er to plan and to numbered tags wh

meter and the remainder estimated
metres above ground level or just a
dinal points (north, east, south and 

d level – to inform on crown to heigh
PM = post-mature 
 Moribund, P = Poor, M = Moderate
uding structural defects, current and
nstraints Surveys the recommende

dingly.  More than one option may b
-20, 20-40, more than 40) 

837:2005 table 1 
y protected throughout the developm
ne of tree protection 

 Stem bifurcates into 
approximately 1.0m w

 Stem divides into mu
height 0.2m with incl
 Growing in very close

 Stem divides into mu
0.2m with an include

 Part of linear group w
 Large number of you
base.  
Crown showing signs

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

Comments on Condition, e

here applicable 

 against the measured trees. In the
above the root flare for multi-stemm
 west) to derive an accurate represe
ht ratio, potential for shading, etc 

, G = Good 
d potential direct structural damage,
ed management works only take exit
be given if considered appropriate 

ment process in order avoid root dam

 co-dominant sub-stem
with an included bark

ultiple sub-stems at a 
uded bark unions. 
e proximity to streetla

ultiple sub-stems at a 
ed bark union. 

with interconnecting c
ung but well establishe

s of a minor reduction

with interconnecting c
defects.  

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

 Surveyor:
 Assessme
 Job Refer

etc. 

 case of Groups and Woodlands the
ed trees. MS = multi-stemmed, TS =
entation of the crown 

 physiological decline, poor form, et
ting site and tree circumstances and

mage 

ms at a height of 
k union. 

 height of approximate

amp.  

 height of approximate

crowns.  
ed adventitious branc

n in vitality.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

: Phill H
ent Dates: 23 & 3
rence: BTC1

Man

e measurement listed is that of the 
= twin-stemmed 

tc 
d conditions into account and not pr

 Remove in 
developmen
 Grub out st

ely  Ensure pro
developme

ely  Remove in 
developmen
 Grub out st

ches to  Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

Harris – Chartered Arb
30 Dec 09 & 23 Sep 1
14 

nagement Recommendations 

highest tree 

roposed developments. Arboricultur

order to construct 
nt as proposed.  
ump.  

tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

order to construct 
nt as proposed.  
ump. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

boriculturist   
11  P

  

ERC Cat. 
Grade 

ral Impact Assessment and Method

10-
20 C1 

ghout 10-
20 C1 

20-
41 B1/2

d 
ghout 20-

40 A1 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

Page: 1 of 3 

RPA 
(m²) 

RPA 
Radius 

(m) 

d Statement related Surveys 

36.32 3.4 

254.5 9 

 132.75 6.5 

215.41 8.28 

47.79 3.9 

87.59 5.28 

75.44 4.9 



TREE SURVEY
Site: 
Client: 
 

No. S

 

 

T8 Syc

T9 Syc

T10 Syc

T11 Syc

T12 Syc

T13 Syc

T14 Syc

T15 Syc

T16 Syc

Y SCHEDULE FOR A
Chapel Hill, Longridg
United Utilities Prope

 

Species Height 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 14 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 11 

camore 5.5 

ARBORICULTURAL I
ge, Lancashire, PR3 
erty Services 

Stem 
Diam. 

Branch 
Spread 

 400 
N   
E    
S    
W  

4       
4.5      
3        
5  

 330 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2        
6        
3        
5  

 260 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1       
3.5     
1.5     
4  

 340 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2        
3       
0.5     
4.5  

560 
N   
E    
S    
W  

4.5      
7        
4       
5.5    

 290 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1       
3.5     
3       
4.5    

 310 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2        
5        
2        
4 

320 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1        
6        
4      
1.5 

170 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0.5     
2        
2        
2  

IMPACT APPRAISAL

Height 
of  
CC 

Age PC 

3 SM G 

1.5 SM G 

1 SM G 

2.5 SM G 

2 EM G 

3.5 SM G 

3 SM G 

2 SM G 

2.5 Y M 

L 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 
 Moderately biased cr
neighbouring tree(s)

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Moderately biased cr
neighbouring tree(s)

 Part of linear group w
 Crown showing signs

Comments on Structural Condi

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects.  
rown to north due to p
. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

rown to north due to p
. 

with interconnecting c
s of a moderate reduc

 Surveyor:
 Assessme
 Job Refer

tion, etc. 

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

partial suppression by

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

partial suppression by

crowns.  
ction in vitality 

: Phill H
ent Dates: 23 & 3
rence: BTC1

Man

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

y 
 Remove in 
developmen
 Grind out st

 Remove in 
developmen
 Grind out st

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

y  Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

Harris – Chartered Arb
30 Dec 09 & 23 Sep 1
14 

nagement Recommendations 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

order to construct 
nt as proposed.  
tump. 

order to construct 
nt as proposed.  
tump. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

boriculturist   
11  P

  

ERC Cat. 
Grade 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 B1/2

40 B1/2

40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 B1 

d 
ghout 10-

20 C1 

Page: 2 of 7  

RPA 
(m²) 

RPA 
Radius 

(m) 

72.39 4.8 

34.22 3.3 

 21.24 2.6 

 52.3 4.08 

98.53 5.6 

26.42 2.9 

30.19 3.1 

32.17 3.2 

13.08 2.04 



TREE SURVEY
Site: 
Client: 
 

No. S

 

 

T17 Syc

T18 Syc

T19 Syc

T20 Syc

T21 Syc

T22 Syc

T23 Syc

T24 Goa
(Salix

T25 Syc

Y SCHEDULE FOR A
Chapel Hill, Longridg
United Utilities Prope

 

Species Height 

camore 9 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 10.5 

camore 12.5 

camore 11.5 

camore 10 

at Willow 
x caprea) 10.5 

camore 6 

ARBORICULTURAL I
ge, Lancashire, PR3 
erty Services 

Stem 
Diam. 

Branch 
Spread 

360 
N   
E    
S    
W  

4      
4.5    
3      
3.5 

 420 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1.5      
5.5    
2.5    
3.5 

 290 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1        
4        
1       
3.5 

 300 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1.5     
5        
1        
5 

 410 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2.5     
5.5     
2.5     
5  

 430 
N   
E    
S    
W  

2.5     
6        
2        
5  

350 
N   
E    
S    
W  

1        
5        
5        
5 

 750 
N   
E    
S    
W  

5.5       
5.5    
5.5   
5.5 

200 
N   
E    
S    
W  

3        
3        
3        
3   

IMPACT APPRAISAL

Height 
of  
CC 

Age PC 

2 SM G 

0.5 SM G 

2 SM G 

2 SM G 

2 SM G 

2.5 SM/
EM G 

2.5 SM G 

 
0.5 M G 

1 Y G 

L 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Part of linear group w
 No visible structural 

 Stem divides into mu
0.3m with an include

 Stem base almost in
displacement on incr

Comments on Structural Condi

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

with interconnecting c
defects. 

ultiple sub-stems at a 
ed bark union. 

 contact with stone w
remental growth. 

 Surveyor:
 Assessme
 Job Refer

tion, etc. 

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

crowns.  

 height of approximate

all and will cause stru

: Phill H
ent Dates: 23 & 3
rence: BTC1

Man

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

 Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

ely  Retain in co
ensure prot
developme

uctural  Remove du
displaceme
 Grind out st

Harris – Chartered Arb
30 Dec 09 & 23 Sep 1
14 

nagement Recommendations 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
tection of RPA throug
nt with CEZ. 

ue to projected structu
ent to wall.  
tump.  

boriculturist   
11  P

  

ERC Cat. 
Grade 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 40 A2 

d 
ghout 10-

20 C1 

ural 
10 R 

Page: 3 of 7  

RPA 
(m²) 

RPA 
Radius 

(m) 

58.64 4.32 

79.81 5.04 

38.05 3.48 

40.72 3.6 

76.06 4.92 

83.66 5.16 

55.42 4.2 

176.74 7.5 

18.1 2.4 



TREE SURVEY
Site: 
Client: 
 

No. S

 

 

T26 Syc

T27 Syc

T28 Syc

T29 Syc

T30 Syc

T31 Syc

T32 Syc

T33 Norw
(Acer p

T34 Syc

Y SCHEDULE FOR A
Chapel Hill, Longridg
United Utilities Prope

 

Species Height 

camore 6 

camore 15 

camore 12 

camore 15 

camore 13 

camore 15.5 

camore 14 

ay Maple 
latanoides) 15.5 

camore 15 

ARBORICULTURAL I
ge, Lancashire, PR3 
erty Services 

Stem 
Diam. 

Branch 
Spread 

280 
N   
E    
S    
W  

3        
3        
3        
3   

530 
N   
E    
S    
W  

6.5      
5        
5         
2  

360 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0        
2        
6        
2 

580 
N   
E    
S    
W  

7.5     
1.5    
7.5   
2.5 

490 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0          
2        
6        
2 

 600 
N   
E    
S    
W  

8.5    
2.5     
6        
4 

420 
N   
E    
S    
W  

7        
2          
5        
3 

 530 
N   
E    
S    
W  

7.5      
3        
7        
3 

490 
N   
E    
S    
W  

6     
2.5     
6      
2.5  

IMPACT APPRAISAL

Height 
of  
CC 

Age PC 

1 Y/ 
SM G 

3 EM G 

2 SM G 

2 EM G 

 
2 EM G 

2 EM G 

 2 SM/
EM G 

1.5 EM G 

1.5 EM G 

L 

 Stem base almost in
displacement on incr
 Stem divides into mu
0.2m with acute inclu

 Part of group with int
 Stem bifurcates into 
approximately 3.5m. 

 Part of group with int
 Highly biased crown 
tree(s). 

 Part of group with int
 Stem bifurcates into 
approximately 1.7m 

 Part of group with int
 Stem bifurcates into 
approximately 1.7m 

 Part of group with int
 No visible structural 

 Part of group with int
 Slightly biased crown
tree(s).  

 Part of group with int
 Stem bifurcates into 
approximately 2.5m. 

 Part of group with int
 Large number of you
base. 

Comments on Structural Condi

 contact with stone w
remental growth.  
ultiple sub-stems at a 
uded bark unions. 

terconnecting crowns
 co-dominant primary 
 

terconnecting crowns
 to south due to supp

terconnecting crowns
 co-dominant primary 

terconnecting crowns
 co-dominant primary 

terconnecting crowns
defects 

terconnecting crowns
n due to partial suppre

terconnecting crowns
 co-dominant primary 
 

terconnecting crowns
ung but well establishe

 Surveyor:
 Assessme
 Job Refer

tion, etc. 

all and will cause stru

 height of approximate

.  
 branches at a height 

.  
ression by neighbour

.  
 branches at a height 

.  
 branches at a height 

.  

.  
ession by neighbourin

.  
 branches at a height 

.  
ed adventitious branc

: Phill H
ent Dates: 23 & 3
rence: BTC1

Man

uctural 

ely 
 Remove du
displaceme
 Grind out st

 of 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

ing 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

 of 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

 of 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

ng 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

 of 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

ches at 
 Retain in co
protection o
developmen

Harris – Chartered Arb
30 Dec 09 & 23 Sep 1
14 

nagement Recommendations 

ue to projected structu
ent to wall.  
tump.  

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

ontext of proposal and
of RPA throughout 
nt with CEZ. 

boriculturist   
11  P

  

ERC Cat. 
Grade 

ural 
10 R 

d ensure 
40 A2 

d ensure 
40 B1/2

d ensure 
40 A2 

d ensure 
40 B1/2

d ensure 
40 A2 

d ensure 
40 B1/2

d ensure 
40 A2 

d ensure 
40 A2 

Page: 4 of 7  

RPA 
(m²) 

RPA 
Radius 

(m) 

24.63 2.8 

127.09 6.36 

 58.64 4.32 

152.2 6.96 

 108.63 5.88 

162.88 7.2 

 79.81 5.04 

127.09 6.36 

108.63 5.88 



TREE SURVEY
Site: 
Client: 
 

No. S

 

 

T35 Norw

T36 Syc

T37 Syc

T38 Norw

T39 A

T40 Syc

T41 Comm
(Querc

T42 Norw

T43 Syc

Y SCHEDULE FOR A
Chapel Hill, Longridg
United Utilities Prope

 

Species Height 

ay Maple  15.5 

camore 15.5 

camore 15.5 

ay Maple  12 

Ash 10 

camore 16 

mon Oak 
cus robur) 14.5 

ay Maple  15.5 

camore 15 

ARBORICULTURAL I
ge, Lancashire, PR3 
erty Services 

Stem 
Diam. 

Branch 
Spread 

 420 
N   
E    
S    
W  

8        
4        
9        
0.5 

 550 
N   
E    
S    
W  

8 
2.5     
8.5     
2.5 

 540 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0         
3        
8        
4 

300 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0        
0         
7         
4 

270 
N   
E    
S    
W  

0        
0        
6         
7 

450 
N   
E    
S    
W  

3        
3        
2        
4 

 360 
N   
E    
S    
W  

6.5       
6         
2         
1  

 330 
N   
E    
S    
W  

4.5     
3        
2        
2 

540 
N   
E    
S    
W  

6.5       
2.5       
3.5       
4  

IMPACT APPRAISAL

Height 
of  
CC 

Age PC 

1.5 SM M 

2.5 EM G 

2.5 EM G 

4 SM G 

2.5 SM G 

2 EM G 

 
4.5 SM G 

3 SM G 

 
 
 2 EM G 

L 

 Part of group with int
 1.5 metre long linear
 Crown showing signs

 Part of group with int
 No visible structural 

 Part of group with int
 No visible structural 

 Part of group with int
 Highly biased crown 
neighbouring tree(s)

 Part of group with int
 Highly biased crown 
neighbouring tree(s)

 Part of group with int
 Partially included bar

 Part of group with int
 Slightly biased crown

 Part of group with int
 Slightly attenuated g
trees.  

 Part of group with int
 No visible structural 
 Slightly biased crown

Comments on Structural Condi

terconnecting crowns
r bark crack up lower 
s of a moderate reduc

terconnecting crowns
defects. 

terconnecting crowns
defects. 

terconnecting crowns
 to south-west due to 
. 

terconnecting crowns
 to south-west due to 
. 

terconnecting crowns
rk union of branches. 

terconnecting crowns
n to north. 

terconnecting crowns
rowth due to close pr

terconnecting crowns
defects.  
n to north-west 

 Surveyor:
 Assessme
 Job Refer

tion, etc. 

.  
stem.  
ction in vitality. 
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BS5837:2005 Table 1 – Cascade Chart for Tree Quality Assessment 
 

Trees for removal 
Category and definition Criteria Identification on plan 

Category R 
Those in such a condition that any 
existing value would be lost within 
10 years and which should, in the 
current context, be removed for 
reasons of sound arboricultural 
management 

 Trees that have serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to collapse, 
including those that will become unviable after removal of other R category trees such as  where, for whatever 
reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning 

 Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline 
 Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, for example Dutch 

Elm Disease, or very low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality 
Note – Habitat reinstatement may be appropriate. For example R category tree used as a bat roost: installation of bat 
box in nearby tree. 

Dark Red 

Trees to be considered for retention 

Category and definition 
Category – Subcategories 

Identification on plan 1. Mainly arboricultural values 2. Mainly landscape values 3. Mainly cultural values, 
including conservation 

Category A 
Those of high quality and value: in 
such a condition as to be able to 
make a substantial contribution. A 
minimum of 40 years is suggested. 

Trees that are particularly good 
examples of their species, especially if 
rare or unusual, or essential 
components of groups, or of formal or 
semi-formal Arboricultural features for 
example the dominant and/or principal 
trees within an avenue 

Trees, groups or woodlands which 
provide a definite screening or softening 
effect to the locality in relation to views 
into or out of the site, or those of 
particular visual importance for example 
avenues or other arboricultural features 
assessed as groups 

Trees, groups or woodlands or 
significant conservation, 
historical, commemorative or 
other value for example 
veteran trees or  
wood-pasture 

Light Green 

Category B 
Those of moderate quality and 
value: those in such a condition as 
to make a significant contribution. A 
minimum of 20 years is suggested. 

Trees that might be included in the 
high category, but are downgraded 
because of impaired condition. 
Examples include the presence of 
remediable defects including 
unsympathetic past management and 
minor  storm damage 

Trees present in numbers, usually as 
groups or woodlands, so they form 
distinct landscape features which attract 
a higher collective rating than they might 
as individuals. But which are not, 
individually, essential components of 
formal or semi-formal arboricultural 
features. For example, trees of moderate 
quality within an avenue that includes 
better, A category specimens. Or trees 
which are internal to the site, therefore 
individually having little visual impact on 
the wider locality 

Trees with clearly identifiable 
conservation or other cultural 
benefits 

Mid Blue 

Category C 
Those trees of low quality and value: 
currently in adequate condition to 
remain until new planting could be 
established  - a minimum of 10 
years is suggested - or young trees 
with a stem diameter below 150 mm 

Trees not qualifying in higher 
categories 

Trees present in groups or woodlands, 
but without this conferring on them 
significantly greater landscape value, 
and/or trees offering low or only 
temporary screening benefit 

Trees with very limited 
conservation or other cultural 
benefits 

Grey 

Note – Whilst C category trees will usually not be retained where they would impose a significant constraint on 
development, young trees with a stem diameter of less than 150mm should be considered for relocation 
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