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1. Introduction

1.1
111

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.2
1.2.1

1.2.2

1.3

13.1

1.3.2

1.3.3
134

1.35

Purpose of the Report

This report is required atvashpit Mills, Choppards Lane, Holmfirth, to provide
detailed, independent, arboricultural advice on titees present, in the context of
potential development.

The purpose of this report is to summarise theirigsl of an arboricultural assessment
of the existing vegetation at the above site; ceotetll in accordance with the
guidelines contained within BS5837: 2012 ‘Treesdlation to design, demolition and
construction — Recommendations’.

This report will outline any tree works which aeguired within the current context of
the site. It will also grade the trees in accor@améth the British Standard; which
should guide the design in terms of which treed@lee retained and which trees are to
be removed.

Terms of Reference

JCA Ltd has been instructed Iy ospect Estates to survey the site and prepare the
findings in a report.

For this purpose a topographical survey has bepplisd Orawing No. 11570-141),
which forms the basis for the Tree Constraints Riahppendix 6. The topographical
survey, along with all other documents supplied@, is assumed to be correct. No
checking of such documents will be undertaken & dannot be held responsible for
incorrect data supplied by other parties.

Scope of the Report

This report is compiled in accordance Wb 5837:2012 ‘Trees in relation to design,
demolition and construction — Recommendatioasd is based on an objective
assessment of the existing vegetation.

Preliminary recommendations are given with a viewihe long-term management of
sustainable tree cover and to uphold the inteddigalth and safety.

All trees within the site boundary with a stem deter above 75mm are included.

Where applicable trees outside the site boundaryclose enough to be affected by
the proposed development, are included.

The specific design of any proposed developmenbiggenerally taken into account at
this stage.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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1.4
1.4.1

1.4.2

1.4.3

Survey Details

The survey took place during the month of Septen@td6 and was conducted by
Andrew Bussey.

During this survey, all trees were inspected frawugd level. Further investigations,
such as a climbed inspection or a decay detectioreyg, have not been undertaken but
may be recommended where deemed appropriate.

Measurements were obtained using clinometers, @tcitapes or electronic

distometers. Where this was not possible, measursnwere estimated to the best
ability of the surveyor. JCA endeavour to providewate information and will always

take measurements unless inhibited by restrictedessc or other mitigating

circumstances. Where measurements have been estintfagy are clearly highlighted

atAppendix 1.
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2.  Site Description

2.1
2.1.1

2.2
2.2.1

2.3
2.3.1

2.3.2

2.4
24.1

2.5
2.5.1

2.6
2.6.1

Land Use

The site is occupied by a former textile mill atslassociated grounds.

Topography

The site, set within a valley bottom to the soutlihe market town of Holmfirth, has
many undulations in ground level.

Treescape

Surrounding the site is a rural area containingstt@nd hedgerows which are typical of
such a setting.

The trees on this site have a moderate impactetotal treescape.

Visual Amenity Value

The trees on site collectively provide a reasonaidaal amenity to the surrounding
area.

Age Class Mix

The trees surveyed ranged in age from young ton@atu

Species Diversity

Species surveyed include Sycamore, Common Ash, Gd&iw, Hawthorn, Rowan,
Apple sp., Cherry sp., Cherry Laurel, Leylandiilvéi Birch, English Oak, Swedish
Whitebeam and Japanese Maple. Of these; the predatrspecies was Sycamore.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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3. Status of the Trees

3.1

3.2

3.3

An online check was made on the "™2®f September 2016 on th&irklees
M etropolitan Council website.

This check revealed that there is no Tree Preserv@rder (TPO) in force and that the
site is not within a Conservation Area.

Due to the large potential penalties for illegatiyrrying out work to protected trees,
JCA recommend that a further check is carried oot po any works being undertaken.
This is especially relevant as t@euncil is able to serve a TPO at any time. Weahie
to arrange a further check on your behalf.

4.1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Full details of all individual trees surveyed aeearded in the tables Appendix 1. A
full explanation of the tables can be foundA@pendix 2. Please refer also to the Tree
Constraints Plan a&&ppendix 6 for tree locations.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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5.1
5.1.1

5.1.2

5.2
5.2.1

5.3
5.3.1

5.3.2

Discussion Relating to the Existing Treescape

Tree Condition & Recommended Works

The tree survey revealed a total 98 items of vegetation66 individual trees,21
groups of trees antl hedge). Of thesd, tree was identified as retention category ‘A’,
13 trees and. group were identified as retention category ‘BB,trees,16 groups and

1 hedge as retention category ‘C’ anttees and! groups as category ‘U’. Please refer
to Appendix 2 for retention category and definition criteria.

Within the survey, tree works have been identified reasons of public safety, to
ensure the long-term health of the trees or foreggnmaintenance purposes. Such
recommendations have been made without regardytgumjected layout and should
be undertaken irrespective of development. Thesesammarised in the following
sections. For full details on all recommendatiqgrisase refer té&\ppendix 1. For an
explanation of the priority ratings, sA@pendix 2 (A2.2.5).

Tree Removals for Arboricultural Purposes

G18, T34, T38, T57, T58, T6l, T67, G69, T78, G80 and G94 were identified as
retention category ‘U’. These trees require remdse@tause they pose a health and
safety risk or are causing structural damage (@elihe potential to cause damage) to
adjacent features.

« T61 is considered to be unsafe and should be removest@n as it is reasonably
practicable; its removal is ofraoder ate priority.

e (G18,T34,T38, T57, T58, , T67, G69, T78, G80 and G94 require removal as a
matter oflow priority.

Remedial Tree Works

Low priority remedial tree works have been recommended to reaftagseeable
risks, to prevent the development of defects omgkmeral maintenance purposes. This
is relevant tor 17, T27, T36, T39, T41, T42, T43, G60, T68, T81 andT87.

Those trees which overhang the public highway stegjuire future maintenance in
order to maintain 5.6m clearance heights aboved far vehicular traffic.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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5.4 Monitoring/ Further Investigation

5.4.1 T23, T32, T37, T51, G60, T81, T87, T91, T95, T97 and T98 were noted to have
structural or physiological defects, as detailedAppendix 1. Although these trees
were considered to be in an acceptable conditiothattime of the inspection, the
defects observed may lead to their early demiserader them unsafe in the future. As
such, it is recommended that these trees be meditpe-inspected and assessed) on a
biennial basis to assess if their condition i$ atiteptable.

5.4.2 In addition, to the above, all trees which are w retained within the proposed
development should be inspected on a regular ba#ig interests of risk management.

5.4.3 Where a full detailed inspection of trees was irtaibby restricted access/poor terrain
or by the presence of vy or dense understoreytaéiga, it is advised that these trees
be re-inspected for any possible defects whenwtheil dense understorey vegetation
has been removed or when access has been madsbevail

[7JCA Limited 2016
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5.5 Existing Site Constraints and General Design Advice

5.5.1 The following is an overview of general design dadegtions relating to a tree cover.
The precise details of a proposed development ar&mown at present. The specific
implications of a proposed design should be asdesgéhin an Arboricultural
Implications Assessment (AlA).

5.5.2 The retention categories of the trees surveyeaianadication of their overall values.
The category of each item is listedAgipendix 1 and an explanation of the retention
categories is included &tppendix 2. As a general rule, those trees listed as retentio
category ‘A’ or ‘B’ are the most valuable items aasl such the removal of these is
likely to be met with resistance by the Local PlagnAuthority (LPA). Those items
listed as retention category ‘C’ are of lesser gand the removal of these is less likely
to be met with resistance by the LPA. Items listd retention category ‘U’ are
recommended for removal regardless of any propoaats should not present a
constraint to construction. The above informatibowdd guide the design in terms of
which trees are to be removed and which are toebsmned. However, it should be
noted that the retention of trees is just one dmration in the design process and each
development will be taken for its merits.

5.5.3 The location of each tree is plotted on the assedialree Constraints Plan at
Appendix 6. This plan identifies the retention category of eaae (Retention A:
green canopy, Retention B: blue canopy, Retentiogr€y canopy, Retention U: red
canopy), the crown spread, and also the assoaiatgithg zone (Root Protection Area
or RPA shown in gold). In order to enable the staviof trees shown to be retained
within any proposals, both the canopy of the tred as RPA must be completely
avoided wherever possible. This relates to not fustlocation of new buildings, but
also to the location of new areas of hard standprgposed utility routes and any
ground level changes (both excavations and saigil Where this is not possible,
specialist construction methods and materialswaéd to be used.

5.5.4 Where information is available, the water demandauth tree is provided Appendix
1, in accordance with NHBC Standards 2014 chapt2r ‘Building near trees’. The
water demand of trees can affect adjacent strustane this is therefore included to
inform foundation design, depth and the proximitypmwposed structures to trees.

5.5.5 Retained trees will require adequate protective smess during development. Such
measures typically entail temporary protective fiegcinstalled to the full extent of the
RPA. Where this is not entirely possible, groundt@ction may also comprise part of
the protective measures. This includes a compacotidacing construction detail which
enables a degree of construction traffic over/withie RPA.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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5.5.6

5.5.7

5.5.8

5.5.9

As the RPAs of the trees will require fencing aoff a protection measure, this should
be brought into consideration when planning suaigghas access routes and material
storage during development. It is accepted thabme cases it is not entirely possible
to completely avoid the RPA or canopy lines witannew development. The
consulting arboriculturalist should therefore bedsmaware of any such incursions to
make comment and, where possible, advise on maigaictions. Such details should
be contained within an Arboricultural ImplicatioAssessment (AlA).

No material storage is permitted within the RPAretfined trees unless confirmed to
be acceptable by the consulting arboriculturali$ie exact details and location of
protective measures should be included within ahoAcultural Method Statement
(AMS).

The position of the site compound is a major cagrgition. It is recommended that
this, which typically includes the site office, fi#ites, toilets, storage of materials and
parking, is located away from trees and outsideRRA.

The shade that will be cast by the retained treestmlso be considered. Where
buildings are to be positioned within the shadet @msa of trees, these should be
designed in order to maximise light levels. If regd, JCA can provide a shade cast
prediction plan.

5.5.10 Many development sites contain areas of nature ezeason interest. Trees can

provide an important habitat for birds, bats, inebrates and fungi and appropriate
attention needs to be paid to preserving habitatsughout the development process.
JCA can provide Ecological Surveys and Bat Survaysre required.

5.5.11 Where a landscape planting scheme is proposedjdepason must be made at the

planning stage as to where this is to be implenteatesite. Such locations should be
protected in order to prevent soil compaction andfontamination and should
therefore form part of the Construction Exclusiamg. JCA can provide Tree Planting
Schemes where required.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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6. Conclusions

6.1
6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5
6.6

6.7

The trees surveyed were generally found to be adgw fair condition.

G18, T34, T38, T57, T58, T61l, T67, G69, T78 G80 and G94 have been
recommended for removal for arboricultural reas@ssdiscussed iBection 5.2 and
detailed atAppendix 1.

T17,T27,T36, T39, T4l, T42, T43, G60, T68, T81 andT87 have been recommended
for remedial works, as discussed3ection 5.3 and detailed aAppendix 1.

T23,T32,T37, T51, G60, T81, T87, T91, T95, T97 andT98 have been recommended
for monitoring or further investigation, as discedsin Section 5.4 and detailed at
Appendix 1.

Existing site constraints and general design advasebeen provided fBection 5.5.

In accordance witlsection 5.4 of BS 5837: 2012, this report will be accompanied by
an Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA) (JCA Ref:13024-A/AJB), which will
illustrate and discuss the impact of the proposal¢he trees and vice versa, to help to
inform good design.

The data gained during the survey provides an atidic of the health of the trees.
However, it does not enable a comprehensive assessftheir condition over time.
Trees are living organisms which are affected bynynéactors including weather
conditions, diseases/disorders, light levels anehdru activities. Because of this, this
report is only valid for a period of 1 year fronettate of issuing. Should an update or
revision of this report be required outside of thiee period, JCA may require a
further site visit to ensure that the conditiontlué trees has not significantly changed.
It is advised that the trees are inspected regularkhe interests of risk management.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown § -
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~|2]2 S kS Y s O
- E|2|EE| 2 |vs S |8 |¢
Botanical Name | = — 2| g W E - 55 2 g
2ls|go Priori 2 BT 15} 3 @ 5
A= E =S % ty Y S g o TR
T S l1lar| 8 S 2 = 5 = I =< | ©
I |So[xs]| B £E |80]| < zZ |52
Young 28
0 12x Multi-stemmed at ground level with a| No action required.
T1 Sycamore 0 6 25 2 balanced crown. No evidence of GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
significant pruning. Insignificant tree.
Acer n/a 2.3 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature
0+ To Self-seeded Sycamore and Common | No action required.
G2 Mixed To7] O+ o6# Seeplan Ash of reasonable form. Insignificant GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
trees.
n/a n/a
Semi-mature Multi-stemmed self-seeded trees of . _
" |10 little significance. Not fully inspected | '\ 2tion required
G3 Sycamore To9| O+ 204 Seeplan due to dense vegetation and limiited GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
access.
Acer n/a n/a
pseudoplatanus
Young Dense clusters of self-seeded
o* To Sycamore, l:hawthorn Rowan and No action required.
G4 Mixed To5| O+ 154 Seeplan Apple sp. Not fully inspected due o GOOD [ GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 10+ | C2
dense vegetation and limited access.
n/a n/a
Early-mature 6# Overhanging the road. Single-
3 stemmed and slightly leaning with a | No action required.
T5 Common Ash | 13 3 50# 5# S# balanced crown. No evidence of GOOD | GOOD| MOD | MOD | 40+ | B2
significant pruning. Not fully
Fraxinus excelsior n/a 6.5# inspected due to vegetation and Ivy. na
Early-mat ’ ) )
ary-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with a . ]
2 balanced crown. No evidence of No action reqired.
T6 Sycamore 10| 2 35# 3# 3t R - GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. Not fully
inspected due to vegetation and Ivy.
Acer na 34 0 €9 v n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mat ’ . )
ary-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with an . ]
0 unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action reqired.
T7 Goat Willow 9 0 38t 3# 5# L . GOOD [ GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. Not fully
inspected due to vegetation and |
Salix caprea n/a 5# ¥ = W n/a
Y oung to semi-
mature . . )
To 0+ To Eight planted trees of reasonable form| No action required.
G8 Cherry sp. 65 0+ 25 Seeplan inalinear formation. Minor bark GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
’ wounds noted.
Prunus sp. n/a n/a
Semi-mature
0+ To A dense cluster of Cherry Laurel and | No action required.
G9 Mixed To9| O+ 208 Seeplan Leylandii of little significant. No GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
major visible defects.
n/a n/a
Semi-mature 3 Single-stemmed and vertical with an
35 unbalanced crown. Occasional No action required.
T10 Sycamore 12 | 15 29 4.8 4.8 pruning wounds due to past pruning GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
for overhead lines. No major visible
Acer n/a 4.6 defects. n/a

pseudoplatanus
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown kS ge)
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~ |22 S kS Y s O
- E|2|EE| g |es S8 |5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g w E = Sk= 2 =
2ls|ego Priori 2 BT 15} 3 @ 5
S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
T SlmE| B S =S} = I = = ko]
T|&|xs| A £E |80]| < z |32
Early-mature 35 Overhanging the r(_)ad. S_mgle—
stemmed and leaning with an . ]
3 unbalanced crown due to past prunin No action required.
T11 | SiverBirch | 13| 3 9| 4 3 : past pruning Goob| FAIR | Low | Low | 20+ [ c2
for overhead lines. Large decay stubs
5 at the base due to the removal of co-
Betula pendula n/a dominant stems. n/a
Semi-mat 3 ) .
I-mature Overhanging the road. Multi-stemmed . ]
2 at ground level with a balanced crown No action required.
T12 English Oak 13 | 25 36 4.6 0 groun ) ' GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
Occasional pruning wounds due to
clearance from overhead lines.
Quercus robur n/a 45 n/a
Mature 8.5# Multi-stemmed at ground level with al
25 858 balanced crown. Occasional pruning | Monitor biennially.
T13 Sycamore 6| 2 8.5# .24 wounds due to clearance from GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
50# ; s
overhead lines. A long heavy limb is
Acer n/a 9 present to the southwest. Low
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature a4 Overhanging t_he roa_d. Single-
stemmed and vertical with a balanced . ]
° crown. Multiple pruning wounds due No action required.
T14| sypcamore | 16| 9 3| 4 34 wn. MUTLIpIe pruning wounds cu Goop| FaIR | Low | Mo | 20+ | c2
to clearance from overhead lines. Not
Acer iy 3 fully inspected due to vegetation and iy
pseudoplatanus a poor terrain. a
Mature 7 Overhang! ng the road. Multi-stemmed
at 3.5m with an unbalanced crown dug . ]
6 to past pruning from overhead lines. No action required.
T15 Sycamore 171 5 65#| 7.2 5.5# Minor deacwood noted. Not fully GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | B2
Acer iy 1 inspected due to vegetation and poor iy
pseudoplatanus a terrain. a
Early-mat 1# ) )
ary-mature Overhanging the road. Twin-stemmed . ]
! at 3m with an unbalanced crown and 2 No action required.
T16 Sycamore 5] 7 37# 1# 4 poor form. Not fully inspected due to GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | C2
vegetation and lvy.
Acer n/a 4.5# g v n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature 55 Overhanging the footpath. Twin- Crown clean to
8 stemmed at 4m with an unbalanced remove the
T17 Sycamore 5] 7 40# | 45 35 crown due to past pruning for deadwood. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
overhead lines. Poor form. Minor
Acer na 05 deadwood noted. Low
pseudoplatanus
Young to early- ;
! Remove and poison
mature Six Sycamore and Common Ash of v pol
To 2 To upright form growing out of a the stumps to prevent
i . . . re-growth.
G18 Mixed 16 2+ 29 Seeplan waterside retaining wall and causing gl GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | U
structural damage to this feature.
n/a Low
Mature a4 Twin-stemmed at 4m vy|th an
unbalanced crown. No evidence of . ]
4 significant pruning. No major visible No action required.
T19 Sycamore 171 1 60# 24 6.5 defects. Overhanging an overhead GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | B2
Acer line. Not fully inspected due to
pseudoplatanus SE 6.5 vegetation and Ivy. a
Early-mat . )
ary-mature 50, Multi-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
6 45 slightly unbalanced crown and a poor No action required.
T20 Sycamore 17 ] 6 5 3# S# form. Not fully inspected due to GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
45# vegetation, poor terrain and Ivy.
Acer na 6# € p 4 n/a

pseudoplatanus
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown kS ge)
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~ |22 S kS Y s O
- E|2|EE| 2 |vs S8 |5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g W E - 55 2 g
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S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
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I |S[xs]| 5 £E |80]| < zZ |52
Early-mat TH# ) )
ary-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
3 2& slightly unbalanced crown and a poor No action required.
T21 Sycamore 171 3 294 44 44 form. Not fully inspected due to GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
vegetation, poor terrain and Ivy.
Acer na 34 € p v n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mat 1 ) )
ary-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| . ]
9 45& unbalanced crown and a poor form. No action reuired.
T22 Sycamore 171 9 454 44 2t Not fully inspected due to vegetation, GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
oor terrain and Ivy.
Acer na p i n/a
pseudoplatanus
Mature 8.5# Twin-stemmed at 1m with a balanced
4 crown. No evidence of significant | Monitor biennially.
T23 Sycamore 17 5 80# 6.3 3# pruning. Minor dirt pocket present at GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
the stem junction. Not fully inspected
Acer N [ due to vegetation and Ivy. Low
pseudoplatanus
Mature Single-stemmed and vertical with a
8 balanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T24 Sycamore 18 8 65# 5# S# significant pruning. No major visible GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | B2
defects. Not fully inspected due to
Acer n/a S# vegetation, poor terrain and lvy. n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with an
4 unbalanced crown. No evidence of | No action required.
T25 Sycamore 16| 4 2# | 5.8# 1 significant pruning. No major visible GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
defects. Not fully inspected due to
Acer n/a 1 vegetation and poor terrain. n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mat 75 . )
ary-mature 50, Multi-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
3 40 balanced crown and a poor form. Not No action required.
T26 Sycamore 6] 1 108 T# 5# fully inspected due to vegetation and GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
20# oor terrain.
Acer n/a 6.5# P n/a
pseudoplatanus
Mature Single-stemmed and vert_|cal with a Crown dlean o
balanced crown. No evidence of
° significant pruning. Minor deadwood remove the
T27 | CommonAsh | 16 | 9 65| 6 T pruning. ‘ deadwood. | Goop | oo | Low | Mo | 20+ | B2
and decay cavities noted. No major
. . 6.5 visible defects. Not fully inspected
Fraxinus excelsior a ) due to vegetation and poor terrain. Low
Semi-mat 2 . . ]
I-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with an . ]
3 unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T28 Sycamore 3] 3 24 2 3 e S GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. Insignificant tree.
Not fully inspected due to poor terrain.,
Acer na 454 yinsp P n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature 6
35 : : ) No action required.
T20 | sycamore | 14| 3 36| 35 55 | Sndesemmedandieaningwithan Goop| FAIR | Low | mob | 10+ | c2
unbalanced crown and a poor form.
Acer N 0 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature 2#
2 188 Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| No action required.
T30 Sycamore 1n| 2 184 2# 2# unbalanced crown and a poor form. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
Not fully inspected due to poor terrain.
Acer n/a 2% n/a
pseudoplatanus
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Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown § -
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~ |22 S kS Y s O
: E|Z|EE| % 8 |86 = g 5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g w E = Sk= 2 =
E| £ |52 Priori e | 83| 5 Q | d =2
S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
T SlmE| B S =S} = I = = ko]
I |S[xs]| 5 £E |80]| < zZ |52
Early-mature 8#
35 Single-stemmed and leaning with an | No action required.
T31 Sycamore 5] 1 38 4 3 unbalanced crown and a poor form. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
Not fully inspected due to poor terrain.
Acer NW o n/a
pseudoplatanus
Mature T# The crown overhangs the building.
2 Twin-stemmed at ground level with a| Monitor biennially.
Sycamore eoa| 6# balanced crown. No evidence of
T32 15 1 554 significant pruning. A weak union is GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
present at the stem junction. Not fully
Acer n/a S# inspected due to vegetation and poor Low
pseudoplatanus N
terrain.
2t
Mature Twin-stemmed at 0.5m with an . ]
8 unbalanced crown and a poor form No action reuired.
T33 Sycamore 171 3 85# 8# 6# Not fully inspected due to vegetation GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
and poor terrain.
Acer s 10# p n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature 8# Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| Remove and poison
3 60& unbalanced crown. Significant decay |the stumpsto prevent|
T34 Sycamore 16 1 554 8.5 6 to stems as well as major crown die- re-growth. FAIR | POOR| LOW | MOD <10 | U
A back. Not fully inspected due to
cer : .
jetation and poor terrain.
pseudoplatanus n/a T#H vegetatl p Low
2 3t
Early-méture Twin-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
6 50 & slightly unbalanced crown and a poor No action required.
T35 Sycamore 171 6 204 4 # form. Not fully inspected due to GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
Acer vegetation and poor terrain.
n/a n/a
pseudoplatanus
- 44 C lean t
Early-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with a rown ciean fo
8 slightly unbalanced crown. Moderate remove the
) deadwood.
T36 Sycamore 16| 3 49# 6# 44 deadwood noted. Not fully inspected 00 GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
Acer due to Ivy, vegetation and poor terrain.
w Low
pseudoplatanus
6#
Mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| ] —
o 68 & unbalanced crown and alean to the Monitor biennially.
T37 English Oak 8] 9 a0 6.5# 3t north. One sided following the GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
collapse of an adjacent tree.
Quercus robur n/a S5# Low
Mature
0 A large collapsed tree which is Remove.
T38| Sycamore | 14| 0 B0 & Seeplanforstem - ioi1y hung up in T33. Not fully POOR | POOR | Low | Mop | <10 [ U
48# location. . :
inspected due to poor terrain.
Acer
n/a Low
pseudoplatanus
: ) ) Crown clean to
Early-mature 15# Single-stemmed and vertical with an
remove the broken
2 unbalanced crown and many broken branches following
T 39 English Oak 13 2 50# 6# 5# branches following the collapse of GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
. the removal of T38.
T38. Not fully inspected due to poor
Quercus robur n/a S5# terrain. Low
Semi-mature 3
7 Single-stemmed and vertical witha | No action required.
T 40 Sycamore 3| 7 26 15 25 balanced crown. A tall and slender GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
tree with a poor form.
Acer
n/a 3 n/a
pseudoplatanus
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Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown § -
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~ |22 S kS Y s O
- E|2|EE| g |es S8 |5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g w E = Sk= 2 =
E| £ |52 Priori e | 83| 5 Q | d =2
S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
T SlmE| B S =S} = I = = ko]
T|&|xs| A £E |80]| < z |32
C lean t
Early-mature 44 Single-stemmed and vertical with an rown ciean 1o
remove the broken
6 unbalanced crown and many broken branches followin
T41 English Oak 13 6 48 6# 3# branches following the collapse of d GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | B2
. the removal of T38.
T38. Not fully inspected due to poor
Quercus robur n/a 6# terrain. Low
Mature S|_ng| e-stemmed and dlightly I_eam ng Crown dlean o
with a balanced crown. No evidence
6 of significant pruning. Moderate remove the
T42 | SiverBirch | 15 | 6 a6# | an a# g pruning. Modere deadwood. | Goob | Goop | Low | Low | 40+ [ B2
deadwood noted. No magjor visible
3 defects. Not fully inspected due to
Betula pendula n/a poor terrain. Low
Mature # Twin-stemmed at 4.5m with a Crown clean to
6 balanced crown. No evidence of remove the
T 43 English Oak 15| 6 69# T# 6# significant pruning. Moderate deadwood. GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 40+ | B2
deadwood noted. Not fully inspected
Quercus robur n/a 6# due to poor terrain. Low
Semi to early-
el e | e oy | o etoneires
G 44 Mixed 15 0+ 204 Seeplan bank. Not fully inspected due to poor GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 40+ | B2
terrain.
n/a n/a
Semi-mature Self-seeded Silver Birch, Sycamore
To 0+ To and Goat Willow of poor individual | No action required.
G45 Mixed 14 0+ 208 Seeplan form located on an area of made- GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
ground. Decay present on the Goat
n/a Willow in group. n/a
Early-mat 44 ) )
any-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| . ]
4 43& unbalanced crown and a poor form. No action required.
T46 | CommonAsh | 13 | 4 204 S# T# Not fully inspected due to vegetation GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
. ) and poor terrain.
Fraxinus excelsior n/a a# n/a
Semi-mature
1 Single-stemmed and leaning with an | No action required.
T 47 Sycamore 1211 30 0 6# unbalanced crown and a poor form. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 10+ | C2
Not fully inspected due to poor terrain.
Aeer na 6t na
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mat
I-mature o+ Self-seeded Sycamore and Goat No action required
. To To Willow of little significance located '
G 48 Mixed 13 0+ 20 Seeplan on a steep bank which prevented a GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | <10 | C2
detailed inspection.
n/a n/a
Semi-mat! 4.3 . . )
I-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with an . ]
2 unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T 49 Sycamore 10| O 34 0 44 A . S GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Acer E 45 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mat! 5.2 ) )
I-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with an . ]
2 29& unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T50 | CommonAsh | 11 [ 2 0 25 A . S GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
26 significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Fraxinus excelsior n/a 4 n/a
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Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown § -
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~|2[2¢] e kS, 3 & O
- E|2|EE| g |es S8 |5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g W E - 55 2 g
E| £ |52 Priori e | 83| 5 Q | d =2
S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
T SlmE| B S =S} = I = = ko]
T|&|xs| A £E |80]| < z |32
Early-mat 6.2 . )
ary-mature 51, Multi-stemmed at ground level with a ] —
! 26, balanced crown. No evidence of Monitor biennially.
T51 Sycamore 3] 1 6& 45 4.8 significant pruning, Wesk uniion GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
20 resent at the stem junction.
Acer n/a 6# P ! Low
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mat 3 . ) )
I-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with a . ]
! balanced crown. No evidence of No action reqired.
T 52 Sycamore 121 1 27 2 15 - . o GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Acer n/a 35 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature 6.2 Single-stemmed and vertical with a
1 slightly unbalanced crown. No No action required.
T53 English Oak 11 1 46 3.2 25 evidence of significant pruning. No GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | B2
major visible defects. Minor
Quercus robur n/a 5 deadwood stubs noted. na
Semi-mat| 43 . )
I-mature Multi-stemmed at ground level with . ]
Swedish 0 18 an unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T54 ved 8 | o 1 4 2 |2 rown. o evidenc GooD | coop | Low | Mo | 20+ | c2
Whitebeam 5 significant pruning. No major visible
) ) defects.
Sorbus intermedia n/a 12 n/a
Semi-mature 3.2 Single-stemmed and vertical with a
0 balanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T55 English Oak 7 0 27 3.2 3.2 significant pruning. No major visible GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 40+ | C2
defects. Not fully inspected due to
Quercus robur n/a 32 vegetation. n/a
Semi-mat! 2.8 ) )
I-mature Twin-stemmed at 1m with a balanced . ]
0 crown. No evidence of significant No action reqired.
T 56 Silver Birch 121 0 24 2.8 2.8 o L g GOOD | GOOD| LOW | LOW | 20+ | C2
pruning. No major visible defects. Not
fully inspected due to vegetation.
Betula pendula n/a 28 yinsp 0 n/a
Early-mature 3.8
15 Twin-stemmed at 1m with an Remove.
T57 Goat Willow | 45| O 38 1.2 45 unbalanced crown. Significant decay FAIR | POOR| LOW | HIGH | <10 | U
to the stem.
Salix caprea n/a 3 Low
Early-mat 5.5# . )
ary-mature Multi-stemmed at ground level with a
4 [0k balanced crown. significant decay to Remove.
T58 | CommonAsh | 13 | 3 atthe| 554 554 d crown. S9 oy GooD | POOR | Low | Mop | <10 | U
base the stem junctions and bark wounds to
stems.
Fraxinus excelsior n/a 5.5# Low
Semi-mature
To 0+ To Hawthorn, Sycamore, Goat Willow | No action required.
G59 Mixed 15 0+ 204 Seeplan and Common Ash of reasonable form. GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
No magjor visible defects.
n/a n/a
Earl Crown clean to
arly-mafure o Sycamore, Goat Willow and Common remove the
o Ash of poor overall form located on | deadwood. Monitor
Mix ; L
To To steep bank which prevented afull and biennially.
G 60 17 0+ 654 See plan detailed inspection. Included bark GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
noted on multiple-stemmed trees and
na deadwood present throughout. Low
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Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref: 13024/AJB

c
% - Crown kS ge)
Age © s % Spread Recommendations | 2 g g‘
Tree - |lz22| ~ . 8 g [a} Foy o3
Common Name £ 8 7 £ N Observations = o) 3 ol
Ref. ~ |22 S kS Y s O
- E|2|EE| 2 |vs S8 |5
Botanical Name | = — 2| g W E - 55 2 g
2ls|ego Priori 2 BT 15} 3 @ 5
S| 2 |>c]| § ty 7} 52 o B
T SlmE| B S =S} = I = = ko]
I |S[xs]| 5 £E |80]| < zZ |52
Early-mature OH# A severely leaning tree with a poor
5 form and a very unbalanced crown. Remove.
T61 Sycamore 6| 4 55# 5# 5# The stem iskinked at the base. This GOOD | POOR| LOW | MOD | <10 | U
treeis considered to have alimited
Acer N 0 safe long term future. Moderate
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature Four Sycamore, English Oak and Goat
To 0+ To Willow of reasonable form. Included | No action required.
G 62 Mixed 15 O+ 608 Seeplan bark noted on the Sycamore and bark GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
wounds are present on the Goat
n/a Willow. n/a
Semi-mat 2 . : )
I-mature Single-stemmed and vertical with a . ]
0 balanced crown. Growing in confined No action required.
T 63 Silver Birch 9 0 15 2 2 : 9 ) GOOD| FAIR | LOW | LOW | 10+ | C2
area between concrete hard standing.
Limited long term future.
Betula pendula n/a 2 n/a
Y oung to semi-
I R ontopof s bk, ey crown | 10 000 e
G 64 Mixed 15 1.5+ 454 Seeplan lifted in the past to clear the buiilding, GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
Not fully inspected due to terrain.
n/a n/a
Young
To 0+ To Self-seeded clusters of Goat Willow, | No action required.
G 65 Mixed 65 0+ 12 Seeplan Silver Birch and Common Ash of littl€] GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 10+ | C2
’ significance.
n/a n/a
Young
0+ No action required.
Hes | LoMandi | Tol o To7|  seepian An unmaintained hedge of little GooD | GooD | Low | HIGH | 20+ | c2
35 significance.
X Cupressocyparis
leylandii va Wa
Young 15 3# Multi-stemmed at ground level with | Remove and poison
0 1 2’ an unbalanced crown. Growing out of | the stump to prevent
T 67 Sycamore 65| 0 10 & 1.5# 2.5 |awatersideretaining wall and likely tof re-growth. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | U
be causing structural damage to this
Acer 10#
n/a 25 feature. Low
pseudoplatanus
] ] Crown lift to 5.5m
Early-mature 5.2# Overhanging the road. Twin-stemmed !
: over the road for
2 at 1.5m with a balanced crown. No :
) Lo ) vehicular clearance
T 68 Sycamore 13 1 48# | 5.2# 5.2# evidence of significant pruning. No heights GOOD | GOOD| MOD | MOD | 20+ | B2
major visible defects. Ivy prevented a )
poer a 5.24 detailed inspection. Low
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature . ; Remove and poison
Multiple-stemmed trees growing out
To o* To of awaterside retaining wall and the stumps to prevent
owth.
G69 Sycamore 12 o+ 28t Seeplan likely to be causing structural damage reor GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | U
Acer to thisfeature.
n/a Low
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature
To 0+ To Trees of apoor individual form No action required.
G70 Sycamore 13 0+ 254 Seeplan located on an inaccessible steep bank GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
which prevented a detailed inspection.
Acer n/a n/a
pseudoplatanus
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Semi-mat| 15 ) )
I-mature Overhanging the road. Twin-stemmed . ]
4 28& at ground level with an unbalanced No action required.
T71 Sycamore 10| 4 32 2 g . S GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
18 crown. No evidence of significant
runing. Insignificant tree.
Acer na 3 p 9 9 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mat! 15 ) )
I-mature Overhanging the road. Twin-stemmed . ]
! at 0.5m with an unbalanced crown No action required.
T72 Sycamore 1] 0 29 12 35 due to past pruning for overhead GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
cables.
Acer E 2.8 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature
0+ . No action required.
To A dense and impenetrable mass of
G73 Holly To9| O+ 184 Seeplan trees which were not fully inspected., GOOD | GOOD| LOW | LOW | 40+ | C2
Ilex aquifolium n/a n/a
Semi-mat| 0.5 . ) )
I-mature Single-stemmed and leaning with an . ]
! unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action reqired.
T74 Hawthorn 28| 1 21 1 2 L r ) GOOD [ GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
significant pruning. Of little
significance.
Crataegus na 2 g na
monogyna
2 5.5#
Early-mature Multi-stemmed at 3m with a balanced . _
0 crown. No evidence of significant No action required.
T75 Sycamore 3] 0 56 5.5# 5.5# pruning. No major visible defects. Not GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 40+ | C2
fully inspected due to vegetation.
Acer na 5.54 yinsp €9 n/a
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mat ) ]
I-mature Multi-stemmed at 1m with a balanced . ]
0 crown. No evidence of significant No action required.
T76 | Goat Willow 7 0 30 35 4 oo L g GOOD [ GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
pruning. No major visible defects. Not
fully inspected due to vegetation.
Salix caprea n/a 4 yinsp eg n/a
Semi-mature 4.5# Multi-stemmed at ground level with a
0 20x balanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T77 Goat Willow 5 0 3 3.8 4.3 significant pruning. No major visible GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
defects. Not fully inspected due to
Salix caprea n/a 3 vegetation. n/a
Early-mature 7
0 ) o Remove.
T78 | Goawillow | 5 | 0 04| 4 10 |A multiplestemmed treewhichisina FAIR | POOR | Low | HIGH | <10 | U
state of collapse.
Salix caprea n/a 0 Low
Early-mature 58 Multi-stemmed at ground _I evel witha
40, balanced crown. No evidence of ; —
0 35 significant pruning. Tight unions Monitor biennially.
T79 Sycamore 141 0 208& S# 5.5# present at the stem junction. Not fully GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
Acer iy 20# ol inspected due to vegetation and
pseudoplatanus a epicormic growth. Low
Y oung . N ) Remove and poison
4 trees of little significance growing
o* To out of the side of adam wall and the stumpsto prevent
. . re-growth.
G 80 Sycamore To9| O+ 184 Seeplan likely to be causing structural damage gl GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | U
Acer to thisfeature.
n/a Low
pseudoplatanus
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C lean t
Mature 6.2# Multi-stemmed at 1.5m with a rrc;er;\(;eetahne °
15 balanced crown. Occasional pruning deadwood. Monitor
T8l Goat Willow 12 TSH | 6.3# 6# wounds. Minor deadwood noted as bienni. all GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 40+ | B2
well as minor decay at the stem Y-
Salix caprea n/a 6# junction. Low
Semi-mat 4.6 . )
I-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
0 26 & balanced crown and a dlight lean to No action required.
T82 Silver Birch 13 0 2.8 35 W. Ig. L GOOD | GOOD | LOW | LOW 20+ | C2
26 the east. No evidence of significant
pruning. No magjor visible defects.
Betula pendula n/a 3.5# n/a
Semi-mature
0+ No action required.
G83| siesich | 10| o+ To Seeplan A dense group of trees of reasonable Goob | Goop | Low | Low | 20+ | c2
14 20 form.
Betula pendula n/a n/a
Semi-mat 5 . ) )
I-mature Single-stemmed and slightly leaning . ]
1 with a balanced crown. No evidence No action required.
T84 English Oak 13 0 30 a# a# A . ) GOOD | GOOD | LOW | HIGH 40+ | C2
of significant pruning. No major
visible defects. Good future potential.
Quercus robur N 3.5# n/a
Y 0 . )
oung Multi-stemmed at ground level with . ;
0 an unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T85 Goat Willow 4 0 14 0 3.6 A . ' L GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH 10+ | C2
significant pruning. No major visible
) defects. Insignificant tree.
Salix caprea n/a 35 n/a
Early-mat 0 . ! )
ary-mature Single-stemmed and leaning with an . ]
2 unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T 86 Silver Birch 12 2 36 3# a# Lo ’ GOOD| FAIR | LOW | LOW 20+ | C2
significant pruning. Not fully
inspected due to vegetation.
Betula pendula SE 6# n/a
Mature Multi-stemmed at 1m with a balanced Crown dlean to
. } remove the
1 crown. Occasional pruning wounds. A deadwood. Monitor
T 87 Goat Willow 12 1 80# 6# 6# weak union is present at the stem bienni.all GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | B2
junction. Minor deadwood noted. Not Y-
Salix caprea n/a 6# fully inspected due to vegetation. Low
Semi-mat 5 . : ]
I-mature Single-stemmed and leaning with an . ]
15 unbalanced crown. No evidence of No action recuired.
T 88 English Oak 13 0 27 0 S5# A L L GOOD | GOOD | LOW | HIGH 20+ | C2
significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Quercus robur n/a 3 n/a
Semi-mature 238
1 168& Twin-stemmed at ground level with an| No action required.
T 89 Silver Birch 9 1 15 2 3 unbalanced crown. No evidence of GOOD | GOOD| LOW | LOW | 20+ | C2
significant pruning.
Betula pendula n/a 16 n/a
Semi-mat 35 . )
I-mature Twin-stemmed at ground level with a . ]
05 208& balanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T 90 Silver Birch 10 | 05 32 4.2 A o L GOOD | GOOD| LOW | LOW 20+ | C2
18 significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Betula pendula n/a 4.3 n/a
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Early-mat 6# . )
ary-mature A multiple-stemmed tree growing out ; _—
0 458& of the dam side. Crossing branches Monitor biennially.
TOl [ Goat Willow 10| O 204 S# 6# and minor deadwood noted. Not fully GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
) inspected due to location.
Salix caprea n/a 3 Low
Semi-mature
0+ ) . No action required.
To To Trees growing out of the dam side.
G92 Hawthorn 35 o+ 154 Seeplan Not fully inspected due to location. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | HIGH | 20+ | C2
Crataegus na na
monogyna
Y 1
oung Single-stemmed and vertical with a . ]
0 balanced crown. No evidence of No action required.
T93 EnglishOak | 45| O 9 1 1 L ; GOOD | GOOD| LOW | HIGH | 40+ | C2
significant pruning. Good future
potential.
Quercus robur n/a 1 n/a
Younmgaiﬁrseeml- Remove and poison
0+ To Self-seeded tree mass growing against |the stumps to prevent|
G4 Sycamore To6| O+ 18 Seeplan abuilding. Not fully inspected due to re-growth. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | <10 | U
location.
Acer n/a Low
pseudoplatanus
Early-mature 4 Multi-stemmed at ground level with a
15 28& balanced crown. No evidence of Monitor biennially.
T9 Rowan 11 0 25 4 4 significant pruning. Many crossing GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | C2
branches noted as well as co-dominant
Sorbus aucuparia n/a 4 stems. Low
Early-mature 2.8
0.8 Multi-stemmed at ground level with a| No action required.
T 96 | JapaneseMaple| 4 | 1.2 23 2.8 2.8 balanced crown. Occasional pruning GOOD | GOOD| LOW | MOD | 40+ | C2
wounds. No major visible defects.
Acer palmatum SE 28 n/a
Early-mature 6.8 Multi-stemmed at ground level with a
2 40% balanced crown. Occasional pruning | Monitor biennially.
T97 Sycamore 6] 1 5 6.8 6.8 wounds. No major visible defects. GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 20+ | B2
Minor tight unions noted at the stem
Acer nia 6.8 junction. Low
pseudoplatanus
Mature 10.5# Situated on adjacent land yet within
3 falling distance of the development | Monitor biennially.
Common Ash o# 10# area. Single-stemmed and vertical
with a balanced crown. No evidence 1
of significant pruning. Moderate
T98 17| 3 98 deadwood throughout. Inonotus GOOD| FAIR | LOW | MOD | 40+ | A ,
. . o hispidus (adecay causing fungi)
Fraxinus excelsior a fungal bracket present on an eastern Low
limb. Not fully inspected due to off
sitelocation.

JCA Limited 2016
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Appendix 2. Explanation of Tree Descriptions

A2.1 Measurements/ Reference Information

A2.1.1 REF NUMBERAII items surveyed are allocated a reference nurpbeceded with a
letter, identifying the type of vegetation survey@&d= an individual tree, G = a group
of trees or an area of vegetation, W = woodland, ahedgerow.

A2.1.2SPECIES: COMMON AND BOTANICAL NAMEhe common and botanical names of
the species present are noted. If the speciestisl@ar or identifiable, then a general
common name and genus will be noted.

A2.1.3AGE CLASSof the tree is described as young, semi-maturdy-esture, mature,
over-mature, veteran or dead.

A2.1.4HEIGHT of the tree is measured in metres from the stese bmthe top of the crown.

A2.1.5 CROWN HEIGHTis an indication of the height above ground leatelvhich the crown
begins.

A2.1.6 STEM DIAMETERs measured at 1.5 metres above (higher) grourel. [&Vhere the
tree is multi-stemmed at this point; diameter measents are taken for each stem. If
more than five stems are present, an average stametér is taken. If for whatever
reason it is not practical to measure multiple-stea trees in this way, the diameter is
measured close to ground level, just above theloittess.

A2.1.7 CROWN SPREADs measured from the centre of the stem basedaipls of the
branches to all four cardinal points.

A2.1.8 HEIGHT AND DIRECTION OF LOWEST BRANCFhe height and direction of the
lowest significant branch is noted because of f@kissues relating to clearances and
the need for tree pruning.

A2.1.9NHBC WATER DEMANDThe water demand of each tree, as listed in NHBC
Standards 2010 Chapter 4.2 ‘Building near treekisTs included to aid structural
engineers, architects and other members of thgmiésam as it determines foundation
depth and other considerations with regard to trees

[7JCA Limited 2016
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A2.2 Evaluations

A2.2.1 PHYSIOLOGICAL CONDITIONs classed as good, fair, poor, or dead. This is an
indication of the health and vitality of the treedatakes into account vigour, presence
of disease and dieback.

A2.2.2 STRUCTURAL CONDITION classed as good, fair or poor. This is an irtthoaof
the structural integrity of the tree and takes @mtoount significant wounds, decay and
quality of branch junctions.

A2.2.3LIFE EXPECTANCYSs classed as; Dead, less than 10 yeldrs years, 20+ years, or
40 + yearsThis is an indication of the minimum number of gelhefore removal of the
tree is likely to be required.

A2.2.4 AMENITY VALUEA general indication is given in respect to the amyflandscape
value of the tree/group within the surrounding area

A2.2.5PRIORITIES.A priority rating is given concerning the time pa&s in which the
recommended works should be undertaken. LOW pyigrdrks should be undertaken
within 12 months of the survey, MOD (moderate) ptyjoworks should be undertaken
within 6 months and HIGH priority works should bentpleted as soon as practically
possible. If no works are recommended, N/A (notiapple) will be used.

A2.3 Retention Categories

A2.3.1 A (marked green on the plan) = Trees of high quality.

These trees are of high quality and value with @adgde expectancy (usually with an
estimated remaining life expectancy of 40 years).

A2.3.2 B (markedin blue on the plan) = Trees of moderate quality.

These trees are of moderate quality and value witteasonable life expectancy
(usually with an estimated life expectancy of aste20 years).

A2.3.3 C(markedin grey on the plan) = Trees of low quality.

These trees are of low quality and value but whighin adequate condition to remain
or are young trees with a stem diameter below 1fgunally with an estimated life
expectancy of at least 10 years).

A2.3.4 Trees categorised as retention category ‘B’,or ‘C’ are then justified by being
further divided into 3 subcategories:
1 = Mainly arboricultural qualities.
2 =Mainly landscape qualities.
3 = Mainly cultural values, including conservatizlue.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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A2.3.5 U (marked in red on the plan) = Trees usually unsuitable for retention due to poor
condition.

These trees are in such a condition that they damnoealistically retained as living
trees in the context of the current land use fagé than 10 years. This may be due
to any of the following:

1) Failure is likely due to serious, irredeemabteyjctural defects.

2) Removal of other category U trees will rendemh exposed and unstable.
3) They are in serious, overall decline or are dead

4) They are of low quality and suppressing adjatresis of better quality.

5) Diseases are present which may affect the heflljacent trees.

These trees should be removed or treated in su@yas to make them safe where
they have high ecological value, such as in a waratisetting.

[7JCA Limited 2016
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Appendix 3. General Guidelines

A3.1

A3.2

A3.3

A3.4

A3.5

A3.6

All tree work should be undertaken to BS 398810 Recommendations for tree work’
or other recognised industry practice.

Staff carrying out the work must be qualifieaperienced and ideally be Arboricultural
Association approved contractors. They should herem by adequate public liability
insurance.

This report is based upon a visual inspecfidre consultant shall not be responsible for
events which happen after this time due to faoddreh were not apparent at the time,
and the acceptance of this report constitutes ageagent with the guidelines and the
terms listed therein.

Any defects seen by a contractor or the enwlaypat were not apparent to the
consultant must be brought to the consultant'sigdie immediately.

No liability can be accepted by JCA in respafcthe trees unless the recommendations
of this report are carried out under the superaisibJCA and within JCA’s timescale.

It is advisable to have trees inspected bgréoricultural consultant on a regular basis.
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Appendix 4. Glossary of Terms & Abbreviations

Arboriculture

Canker

Co-dominant stem

Crown lift

Crown reduction

Deadwood

Dieback

Epicormic shoots

Included bark

Pollarding

Remedial pruning

RPA

Topping

The cultivation of trees in order to produce indival specimens of the
greatest ornament, for shelter or any primary psepother than the
production of timber or fruit.

Disease damaged area of a tree, usually causedirgud or bacteria
affecting the bark.

A stem which has grown in direct competition to thain stem and which
has formed a substantial size influencing the agpea of the tree.

The removal of the lowest branches, usually to\emiheight. It allows
more residual light and greater clearance undenrfeatvehicles etc.

The reduction of a tree’s height and spread whresgrving its natural
shape.

Either dead branches, or a procedure involvingrémeoval of dead, dying
and diseased branches.

Where branches are beginning to show signs of desaithlly at the tips in
the crown.

Small branches that grow in clusters around the bashe stem of a tree or
within the crown. This is usually as a result oflj@guning or some other
stress factor, although can be a natural growttepaftor some species of
tree (eg Lime species).

Where the bark on two adjoining branches or stesmagrowing tight
together, forming a joint with limited physical estigth.

A method of tree management in which the main tramkl principle
branches of the tree are cut to the same heigtttl@ resulting branches
are then cropped on a regular basis.

The removal of old stubs, deadwood, epicormic ghowibbing or crossing
branches and other unwanted items from the tremsvrc Sometimes
referred to as crown cleaning.

Root Protection Area — Theoretical rooting area dfee as defined in BS
5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and constian —
Recommendations’

Topping is a form of pruning that removes termigra@wth leaving a ‘stub’
cut end. Topping can cause serious health probleragree.
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Appendix 5. Author Qualifications

Principal Consultant and Managing Dir ector

Jonathan Cocking F.R.E.S., Tech. Cert. (Arbor.A), PDipArb (RFS) ok CBiol MSB. MICForJonathan is a Registered Consultant and Fellow of
the Arboricultural Association and sits on its Besfonal Committee. He has 31 years experienbe iArboricultural profession and served for eight
years as Senior Arboriculturist with a large l@#thority before establishing JCA in 1997. Jonalizansince developed JCA's portfolio of services an
its extensive client base. He is a Chartered BatlayChartered Arboriculturalist and an Expettiniédés with much experience of litigation work.

Technical Coordinator

Toby Thwaites BSc (Hons), HND (Arboriculture)oby joined JCA in 1998 after graduating in Ecolagthe University of Huddersfield and has since
graduated in Arboriculture at the University of €anLancashire. A former JCA team leader and GtimguArboriculturist, Toby is now Technical
Coordinator and oversees all office and on-siteitees at JCA and is on hand to offer technicpjut and advice.

Consaulting Staff: Arboriculture

Toby Parsons Cert. Arb. (RFS), Tech. Cert. (Arbor.Apby joined JCA after spending 6 years working asnior climber for various Arboricultural
contractors in the East Midlands and the South-WWeshas gained the Level 2 Certificate in Arbdiiza (RFS) and an Arboricultural Technicians
Certificate. Toby is LANTRA certified in ProfessaiTree Inspection.

Scott Reid ND (Arboriculture and Forestry)Scott joined JCA after working with other consuitacompanies in the south of England. He spessalis
trees in relation to development and holds a Naltibiploma, various NPTC qualifications and is ently studying for his Level 4 Diploma in
Arboriculture.

Andrew Bussey. Andrew joined JCA having spent 12 years working &ee surgeon for various private companies drata Authority. He has
various NPTC qualifications, is QTRA qualified asdurrently studying for his Arboricultural Techians Certificate.

Phil Humeniuk FdSc (Arboriculture)Phil joined JCA having spent 3 years working fmiaus tree surgery companies and as a Tree Gfficaiocal
Authority. He also has several years experienckimgpas a consultant both for JCA and for anotbeswitancy. Phil obtained his foundation degree in
Arboriculture at the University of Central Lancastzind has various NPTC's and is LANTRA certifieéPiofessional Tree Inspection.

Emily Wilde FdSc (Arboriculture)Emily joined JCA having previously worked for wars private tree surgery and consultancy compemersthe
past 8 years. She initially obtained a ND in FoyetArboriculture, followed by a FdSc in Arboridute at Askham Bryan College, York. Emily has
various NPTC certificates and is QTRA qualified.

Mick Eltringham ND (Forestry).Mick joined JCA after spending 12 years workinthiaindustry for various private companies inftbeth and south
of England. He has also spent the last five yearking as a consultant for two canopy researclegisojn the Amazon Rainforest, working with Oxford
University and the University of Arizona. He hasaws NPTC Quialifications.

Charles Cocking. Charles joined JCA in January 2014 as an Apprdmiiciag previously worked for the company on afae basis during 2013. In
between his roles at JCA, Charles will be studgiriygskham Bryan College, York, undertaking a twarysurse in order to obtain a Foundation Degree
in Arboriculture (FdSc Arboriculture).

Consaulting Staff: Ecology

David Ryder David joined JCA as our in-house ecologist. Hagriwith him over 8 years experience in the fiélebological consultancy. David holds
a Natural England Licence to disturb and handle &atl is currently undergoing assessment for @edrtastitute of Ecology & Environmental
Management (CIEEM) membership.

JoseCadllier BSc (Hons) Ecologyosie joined JCA's ecology department and briritjsher a degree in Ecology and Environmental Bipkoom the
University of Leeds. Josie has gained experience Wworking with a local authority and is seekindpémome a member of the Chartered Institute of
Ecology and Environmental Management (CIEEM).

David Bodenham BSc Ind (Hons) Zoology, MSc Biodiversity and Caragien. David joined JCA as an addition to the expandiupgy department.
An advocate of evidence based conservation, hedtddology (Ind) at University and moved onto aBdvh Biodiversity and Conservation where he
gained the myriad of skills needed as an ecoldfit.over 7 years of experience, David speciaiisbat and amphibian ecology.

Freya Olsson BSc (Hons) Biology and Geography (within Naturagi®mes).Freya joined the Ecology department in July 2@illéviing a 6 week
placement in the summer of 2015. Freya studiedudidbn University gaining a degree in Biology ana@aphy (Joint Honours within Natural
Sciences). She has extensive field and analytipatience, giving her the core skills requiredresalogist.

Adminigrative Staff
Sue Guest Administrative Team Leader. Yasmin Shahzad Administrative Assistant.
Simeon Haigh BSc (Hons)IT Officer. Catherine Cocking Accounts Manager.

Lorraine Spink Administrative Assistant.
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Root Protection Area: RPA

THE ROOT PROTECTION AREA (RPA) INDICATES THE LIKELY
ROOTING ZONE OF A TREE. THE RPA SHOULD IDEALLY
REMAIN UNDISTURBED IF A TREE IS TO BE RETAINED.

THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS SHOULD THEREFORE BE
DESIGNED TO AVOID THE RPA OF ANY TREE WHICH IS TO
BE RETAINED.

IF IT IS NECESSARY FOR THE DEVELOPMENT TO ENCROACH
INTO THE RPA OF A TREE WHICH IS TO BE RETAINED THEN
SPECIALIST CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES AND MATERIALS
MUST BE CONSIDERED.

PLEASE NOTE THAT ON THIS OCCASION, DUE TO THE NUMBER
OF VARIABLES IN GROUND LEVEL AND IN THE AREAS OF HARD
STANDING WHICH ARE DIFFICULT TO DETERMINE, ROOT
PROTECTION AREAS HAVE NOT BEEN OFF-SET.

HOWEVER; WHERE APPLICABLE, RPA'S HAVE BEEN BLANKED
OUT IN ORDER TO TAKE INTO ACCOUNT BUILDINGS, STEEP
BANKINGS AND WATER FEATURES.
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Appendix 6:
Tree Constraints Plan

ADDRESS: Washpit Mills, Choppards Lane,
Holmfirth, West Yorkshire, HD9 2RD.
JCA REF: 13024/AJB.

SCALE : 1:500 PAPER SIZE : A1

SURVEYED BY: XX DRAWN BY: XX APPROVED BY: FO

BRITISH STANDARD 5837:2012: 4.5
RETENTION CATEGORIES

Detailed definitions of these catagories are at Appendix 2 of our
report. N.B. These categories do not necessarily represent or
correspond to recommendations for action made in this report.

CATEGORY A:
'RETENTION MOST DESIRABLE'

CATEGORY B:
'RETENTION DESIRABLE'

CATEGORY C:
'TREE WHICH COULD BE
RETAINED'

0[0]0|0

CATEGORY U:
'TREE FOR REMOVAL'

STEM OF TREE TO
BE RETAINED

STEM OF TREE TO
BE REMOVED

ROOT PROTECTION AREA

Arboricultural & Forestry Consultants
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I hope that this report provides all the necess#dnrmation, but should any further advice be
needed please do not hesitate to contact the author

Signed

Andrew Bussey.

20" September 2016
For and on behalf ofCA Ltd

Registered Office:

Unit 80
Bowers Mill
Branch Road

Barkisland

Halifax

HX4 OAD

Tel. 01422 376335

Fax. 01422 376232
Email: jon@j caac.com

WWW.| Caac.com

Report printed on recycled paper
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Tree Advice for the Legal Profession Veteran Tree Management Tree Health and Pest and Disease
* Subsidence Litigation ¢ Ancient Woodland Management Management
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* Expert Witness, Planning Inquiries and
Appeals
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* Disease Mitigation and Control

ECOLOGICAL SERVICES

Ecological Pre-Planning Services
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* Protected Species: Bat, Wintering and
Nesting Bird, Badger, Amphibian, Otter,
Water Vole, White-Clawed Crayfish,
Dormice and Reptile Surveys.

* Preparation for Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

* Invasive Species Surveys

* Code for Sustainable Homes

Ecological Post-Planning Services

* Biodiversity Enhancement Plans
* Protected Species Mitigation

* Ecological Management (Bat and Bird box
installation and inspection)

HEAD QUARTERS:

Unit 80 Bowers Mill, Tel: 01422 376335
Branch Road, Mobile: 07778 391986
Barkisland, Email: jon@jcaac.com
Halifax, HX4 0AD. Website: www,jcaac.com

Company Reg No. 05005041
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