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Site name

Saint James Church Cemetery, Meltham

Address/iocation

Saint James Church, Harewood Mount, Meltham, Holmfirth, HDY 4AS
Approximate area

0.58 ha.

Site observations and current use

The site is in use as a church and graveyard with a public footpath linking
Huddersfield Road to the north and Meltham Mills Road to the east; and Robert
Ashton Memorial Park to the south. An occupied vicarage with associated driveway
and garden space is situated to the west of the churchyard.

Within the site, there is variation in the frequency and/or type of usage. The graveyard
was observed to have a low occupancy rate during the survey with no footfall; it is
considered that this may fluctuate at certain times (e.g. during church services /
functions efc.).

The public footpath runs around the western and southern side of the church and
graveyard; this was observed to have intermittent footfall with a low occupancy
overall.

It was observed that high target areas exist within and adjacent to the site poundaries.
These include Saint James Church building and graveyard (including public
footpath); adjacent residential / business properties o the east along Harewood
Mount and Meitham Mills Road respectively; and the vicarage the west.

In addition, the park 1o the south presents & risk zone, particularly with the presence
of large, mature trees along the adjoining southem boundary of the church yard and
vicarage. Whilst intermittent footfall pertaining to a low cccupancy rate was observed
during inspection, this was deemed likely to be, in part, due to the presence of slightly
inclement weather and strong winds at the time. Whilst there were no footpaths or
significant targets observed other than large expanses of grass, it is likely that
variations in use within the park will occur, with increased occupancy at certain times
of the week / vear (e.g. weekends / spring and summer), and at times when the
weather is calmer, dry and/or warm.

Local authority
The local authority is Kirkiees Council.

The local authority's tree officer can be contacted by email at
trees.planning@kirklees.gov.uk; by direct dial on 01484 414909; or by contacting the
planning department on 01484 414746. Statutory protection, designations and
guidance
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2.0 Statutory protection,

Tree Preservation Orders

2.1 Local authorities can create Tree Preservation Orders (TPO) to protect the amenity
of trees, groups of frees, woodland or all the trees within a defined area'. Cutling
down, lopping (including roots), topping, uprooting, and wilful damage or destruction
are prohibited by TPO unless done with the Local Authority's written consent.

2.2 The council's online mapping system confirmed that some trees are protected by tree
preservation orders. Based on mapping, aerial imagery and site observations, these
corroborate approximately with the survey features listed below; however, no
determining information (e.g. species) was available from the Council to confirm
which trees are subject to protection.

Tree survey reference TPO reference
¥ 15/93/t2

T2 15/83/1t4

T3 15/93/6

T5 D 15/9319

T8 15/931t113;

T9 15/93/t14,

T10 15/93/t15;

T11 15/93/116;
T12 15/93/3;

T13 15/9315,

G3 15/93/10; 15/93/t11; 15/93/t12

Conservation Area

2.3 Trees within Conservation Areas are protected by Section 211 of The Town and
Country Planning Act 1890. The local authority must be notified 6 weeks before the
any tree? in a Conservation Area is removed, uprooted, lopped, topped, wilfully
destroyed, or wilfully damaged. During this period the Council may consider serving
a Tree Preservation Order to prevent the proposed work from being undertaken.

! Exemptions apply. see it AAAYLG ftree-pres tion-orders-and-trees-in-conservation-areas
2 Exemptions apply, see hlips/ivavw gov refree-prasenvation-orders-and-tress-in-conservation-areas
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The council confirmed that the site is not within a Conservation Area.
Ancient Woodland and Veteran Trees

Ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees are irreplaceable and amongst the
most valuable and sensitive habitats. Ancient woodland is any area that has been
wooded since at least 1600. Individual trees of exceptional age, size, biodiversity or
cultural significance are regarded as 'veterans'. Neither category has legal protection
but they have strong protection in planning policy. Any works to veteran or ancient
trees and woodland should be undertaken with the utmost sensitivity and under
specialist advice.®

Natural England’s ancient woodland inventory* shows no records of ancient
woodland within or adjacent to the site. The inventory is provisional and may not
show woodland smaller than 2ha. It is therefore possible that unmapped ancient
woodland exists.

The survey recorded no veteran trees within the site.
Felling Licences

It is an offence under the Forestry Act (1967) to fell trees without a licence unless an
exemption applies.

Pruning; small scale felling; and felling in a domestic garden, orchard, churchyard or
designated open space are amongst those works that may be exempt.®

Hedgerow Regulations

The Hedgerow Regulations (1997) protect hedgerows that meet certain criteria®. This
report does not include an assessment to determine which, if any, features would be
protected under the Regulations. Hedges less than 20m long, in domestic gardens,
or younger than 30 years are less fikely to be protected.

Any removal of a protected hedgerow or a section of a protected hedgerow must only
be done with the written consent of the Local Authority.

No hedges which meet the definition of protected hedgerow were observed duringthe
survey.

Protected Species

Several protected species of animals are associated with trees and woodland and
may therefore be affected by tree works, if present. The protection comes from a
range of statutes and directives including both European and domestic law’.

4 hitp:lf .07g.L sgicman. aspy
=g for details
6 See hitps//WAWLGOV. g ows-redutlation-and-management for details

7 Including The Wildiife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended): Protection of Badgers Act 1992; Conservation of

Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
8060.003 Page 3 February 2020
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This report does not include an assessment of the presence or absence of any
protected species. The protected animal species most associated with woodland are:
bats, dormouse, otters, great crested newts, smooth snakes and sand lizards,
badgers, and all nesting birds.

2.15 Most trees are a potential habitat for nesting birds. For this reason, tree work should
ideally be undertaken outside the bird nesting season (March to August, inclusive).
If this is not possible, an inspection of each tree prior to works shouid be undertaken
by a competent person to confirm the absence of nesting birds.

2.16  Trees with cavities, holes, flaking bark, splits and old growth ivy may offer potential
habitat for roosting bats. A preliminary ground level appraisal of each tree was
undertaken by a trained layperson as part of the arboricultural survey. No features of
potential interest to roosting bats were observed.

217 If you know of suspect that any protected species may be present and/or affected by
tree works, the advice of an ecologist should be sought.

Invasive Species

2.18 Invasive plants are defined in the Wildlife and Countryside Act, Schedule 8, Part 2.
Under provisions made within the Act, it is an offence to spread invasive plants;
liability may also extend in situations where a landowner has permitted the spread of
a plant onto neighbouring land. It is therefore prudent to control or eradicate such
species wherever they are found.

219 This survey did not seek to identify invasive species and should not be relied upon
as a comprehensive record. However, some invasive plant species are likely to be
recorded incidentally during a tree survey because they are woody, large or grow on
trees and hedges. Such observations as were made are recorded in Table 1.

Species Observaticns

False acacia (Robinia pseudoacacia) None

Giant hogweed (Heracleum i

mantegazzianum)

Himalayan balsam (/Impatiens None

glandulifera)

Cotoneaster (5 species) None

Virginia creeper (Parthenocissus Manm

quinquefolia; P. inserta)

Japanese knotweed (Fallopia japonica) None

Giant knotweed (Fallopia sachalinensis) None
8080.003 Page 4 February 2020
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Species Observations
Rhododendron (Rhododendron ponticum) Kiarie

and hybrid with R. maximum

Japanese rose (Rosa rugosa) None

8060.003 Page 5
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The survey was undertaken on 30th January 2020 by Sean Roberts, an experienced
arboriculturist with a BSc (Hons) in arboriculture and urban forestry.

The survey was by visual inspection from ground level according to the industry
standard VTA survey method. The extent of the survey is shown on Drawing 1.

The survey was non-invasive and did not include an assessment of soils. A nylon
sounding mallet, metal probe, and binoculars were used at the surveyor's discretion
to corroborate observations or eliminate ambiguity.

All trees within the survey area were inspected but may be recorded collectively to
most usefully reflect common characteristics or management requirements.

Tree: A single tree, normally with one conjoined rooting system, which is distinct from
surrounding trees either by viriue of size, condition, species or location.

Group: Trees occurring collectively, but not necessarily in contact or immediate
proximity, with common function, form, management requirements, or purpose.

Woodland: Areas of tree cover, not necessarily unbroken, that are more structurally
complex than ‘Groups’, and comprising & natural and self-sustaining arboreal habitat.

Hedge: Woody species which are managed as a hedge or are capable of being
returned to management as a hedge.

The results of the survey are included at Appendix A.
Survey attributes

Reference: Trees, Groups and Hedges are automatically assigned a reference
number in the format T1, T2, T3... Tn. Groups are referenced in the format Gn,
Woodlands as Wn and hedges as Hn.

Species: The common name is given. Multiple species may be recorded for groups,
woodlands and hedges. Where tree condition or locations prevented identification to
species level, genus was recorded.

Height: The top height of the crown in metres (for groups, woodlands and hedges,
the height of the tallest crown). Tree heights were determined using a Nikon Forestry
Pro hypsometer.

Stem diameter: At 1.5m above ground level is estimated visually and given as a
50mm range. A single stem equivalent diameter is given for multistemmed trees; for
groups, woodlands and hedges the largest stem diameter is given.

Crown diameter/width: The largest diametric branch spread for individual trees is
estimated by pacing at ground level. This need not pass through the trunk. For
hedges, the average width is given. The canopy spread of Groups and Woodlands
is shown approximately on Drawing 1.

Lean/canopy bias: The direction of any notable and natural lean or bias in crown form.

8080.003 Page 6 February 2020
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Maturity: The developmental stage of a tree or group of trees defined by tree size and
the rate of growth; it is not possible to aftribute a numerical value to each age class
in terms of years because of the substantial differences between species. By
indicating physiological maturity (as opposed to age) trees that are relatively small
due to immaturity can be distinguished from those that are small but unlikely to grow
much taller:

(i)  Young trees within the initial establishment phase and growing rapidly;
(i) Middle-aged trees established and growing steadily; and
(i) Mature trees at or close to full size for the species in that location.

Condition: The condition of each feature was recorded as Good, Fair, Poor, Dead or
Veteran®. This is a combined assessment of vigour, health, structural condition and
characteristics.

Safe Useful Life Expectancy: A forecast of when a tree will die or begin to require
disproportionately onerous management. It is based on age, species, condition and
context. ‘Short indicates a 10-year outlook; ‘Medium’ indicates & 10 to 40-year
outlook, and ‘Long’ indicates an outlook in excess of 40 years. For Groups,
Woodland and Hedges the forecast relates to the feature as a whole. so it is less
ikely that these features have a ‘Short’ life expectancy. There may be trees within a
group that are in decline or even dead but where this does not jecpardise the function
of the whole, this would not necessarily influence the categorisation.

Comments: Observations to justify categorisation, inform works recommendations
and highlight characteristics that are pertinentto the inspection, particularly those that
present or may develop into defects.

The recommended works, their objective and priority are described in the following
section.

2 See Section 2.0 for further information on veteran trees
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The main purpose of this survey is to assess and manage risk associated with
hazardous trees. According to the Health and Safety Executive:

(i) ‘A hazard is the potential for harm arising from an intrinsic property or
disposition of something to cause detriment’, and

(i)  ‘Risk is the chance that someone or something that is valued will be
adversely affected in a stipulated way by a hazard'.

Landowner owe a duty to take reasonable care to avoid reasonably foreseeable risk
of injury to persons or property. In general terms, they should act as a 'reasonabie
and prudent landowner’. However, there is no duty to eliminate all risk but to achieve
"tolerable risk’: sometimes described by the acronym ALARP (as low as reasonably
practicable). What constitutes a ‘reasonable’ response to risk must be informed by
the context of each tree and the bensfits it provides, as well as the availability,
practicality and affordability of intervention options.

Overall, the risk of death or serious injury caused by tree failures in the UK is
extremely low, broadly tolerable, and many times less than the threshold regarded
as 'trivial'®, However, the risk associated with an individual tree may be much higher
and unacceptable. This variability and the dynamic nature of trees are the reason for
regular surveying, which is the most common basis for tree risk management in trees.

Methodology

At the most basic level, risk management comprises a competent survey, works
recommendations, and the timely implementation of those works. This process must
also be repeated at an appropriate frequency because frees and land use are
dynamic. The frequency of re-inspection is an expression of confidence in the
condition of each tree or group and the validity of the survey data.

There are two different ways of managing tree risk by surveying. The results of the
survey can be used to establish an appropriate re-inspection frequency with more
hazardous trees and those more capable of causing harm tending to be inspected
more frequently. Alternatively, a single re-inspection frequency can be set for a free
poputation and works recommended accordingly. The former approach tends to be
associated with increased survey cost and is typically appropriate for large
populations. The latter approach tends to be better suited to smaller tree popuiations
and tends to increase the cost of the tree works.

In this survey, a single re-inspection frequency of 3 years has been adopted. Thisis
to maximise survey efficiency is compatible with reasonable and prudent
management of trees on this site.

¥ HSE
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By virtue of their location and/or size, some trees have in inherently greater capacity
to cause injury than others. In order for all trees to be inspected with the same
frequency, it is necessary that works are recommended for any tree which could not
otherwise be unattended for the full survey cycle. In this assessment, the works
recommendations are therefore conservative and more interventionist than would be
necessary under a dynamic survey frequency.

I¥ trees are identified for which surveying at the site-wide frequency might be
negligent, and where the works required to mitigate this cannot be justified,
intermediate inspection at a specified date or frequency may be recommended. This
measure is used only where necessary to ensure defensibility of management, and
occasionally to allow inspection during a particular season.

Management objectives

The central objective of tree risk management is to ensure that the management of
trees by the landowner is defensible. Itis all but fundamental to the delivery of this
objective that it should be done at the least possible cost. Furthermore, in
consideration of the many benefits associated with trees, tree risk management
should be done in a way that minimises the loss of those benefits. This can be
characterised as the least possible intervention to create the best possible trees.

There is often more than one measure available to control an identified risk. In
addition, surveying for hazards c identifies other opportunities for proactive
intervention. 1t is appropriate to consider other objeciives alongside safety, both to
inform the means of controlling risk and also in their own right.

This report is not a management plan but recommendations have been made that do
not relate to risk. If these are not undertaken, some may develop into hazards or
become necessary in the future: typically at an increased cost.

For each recommendation in Appendix A, a primary works cbjective is given; this is
the main reason for the recommendation. The definitions used are:

(i)  Safety: to deliver reasonable and prudent tree risk management

(i) Formative: to promote future growth, development and structure

(iiy Conservation: io improve of maintain biodiversity and habitats

(iv) Aesthetic: to improve the appearance and visual amenity of trees
(v) Longevity: to improve life expectancy, typically by correcting defects
(vi) Screening: to maintain or improve the screening function of trees
(viiy Economic: to reduce future cost or to harvest a saleable crop; and

(viii)y Preventative: to prevent or abate Nuisance or undesirable fraits.

Version 1.0
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Recommended works are detailed in Appendix A.

All recommendations with a Primary Works Objective of Safety must be implemented
as described in order to effect responsible risk management.

Each works item has been given a Works Priority rating to help to prioritise the most
urgent works and forecast expenditure. Definitions are given in the table beiow.

bl D Al roy marvr e o 1melee oy PPN f e
Teble 3. When recomimiended works shouid e done

Works Priority | Definition

Emergency To do immediately; within hours or days

Priority To do as soon as reasonably practicable; within days or weeks

Routine To do when convenience and budgets allow; within months

Discretionary | To consider doing, according to preference; at any time

The extent of works to reduce the crown of T3 are illustrated indicatively within Figure
1. These works are recommended to reshape the crown of T3 whilst reducing the sail
area of the tree (the area of a free’s aerial structure, particularly foliage, which
intercepts winds) and associated strains from leverage on over extended and end-
weighted limbs.

All recommended works should be carried out according to BS3998 Tree Work -
Recommendations.

£080.003 Page 10 February 2020
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Figure 1. Incicative exlernt O Crawn requeuon Works

Works procurement

5.6 All works should be undertaken by a suitably qualified, competent and insured
contractor. It is recommended that at least three quotations shouid be sought for
works

S All tendering contractors should be asked to demonstrate:

(i)  Tree works will be undertaken according to British Standard 3998:2010;
(i) They have adequate public liability insurance (typically £5 million);

(i) A risk assessment of the works will be undertaken;

(iv) How they will deal with protected species;

(v) How traffic and/or pedestrian movements will be controlled;

(viy A LOLER certificate for all lifting equipment (e.g. ropes and harnesses);

(vi) That individuals are qualified for the task being undertaken (see below).
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For basic tree pruning, felling and chainsaw work, appropriate qualification normaily
means holding relevant National Proficiency Test Council 'CS units’ or the equivalent
Qualification and Credit Framework Level 2 and Level 3 Awards. [t may also be
possible to demonstrate competence in other ways. The most common CS units that
pertain to tree works are:

(i) CS30 Maintain and operate the chainsaw

(i) CS31 Fell and process small trees

(i) CS32 Fell and process trees over 380mm

(iv) CS34 Sever individually uprooted trees,

(v) CS835 Sever muitiple windblown trees

(vi) CS38 Climb trees and perform aerial rescue

(vii) CS39 Operate a chainsaw from a rope and harness

(viiiy CS40 Carry out pruning operations

(ix) CS41 Undertake sectional felling operations

(xX) CS45 Arbaoricultural ground worker

(xi) CS47 Safe use of a chainsaw from a mobile elevated work platform

(xii) C848 Use of powered pole pruners

{xiii) CS50 Techniques for dealing with damaged trees
Permissions

Authority to undertake the works recommended in Appendix A must be sought in
advance of commencement.

Ownership

The permission of the owner of the land around the base of the tree must be sought.
For trees on boundaries, this may be more than one party.

Tree Preservation Order

The recommended works will affect TPO trees and require an application to the Local
Authority before being carried out.

Conservation Area

The proposed works will not affect trees within a Conservation Area.

8060.003 Page 12 February 2020
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Felling licence

513  The recommended works will require a felling licence as they are not covered by
exemption and/or exceed the timber volume threshold set by the Forestry Act 1967
as amended™.

Other

514 Additional consenting mechanisms may apply in certain circumstances including for
works affecting protected species; close to overhead lines; in churchyards; close fo
airports and railways; and for which access is required across or above land owned
by third parties (including the Highways and Local Authorities).

5.15 Based on our knowledge of the site, the recommended works should be discussed
with adjacent land / property owners prior to commencement.

Whttos v forestny.oov. ukindfFalingl icenceanplicationFormEnalandv?. doc/SFILE/FeliinglicenceApolicationfor
mEngizandvZ doc
8060.003 Page 13 February 2020
Version 1.0



Saint James Church
WMeltham
Tree Risk Survey Report

APPENDIX A: Tree Survey Data

5060.003 Appendices February 2020
Version 1.0



0zoz Aenuep

ouinoy

Quine

ounnoy

Mioid

wa

yiou o peos it

fogeg

20101 O LIOU 0]
pud jo Adoued 0Pl "aning U uonaadsm WG MR OF AM DAGLIDS PUT 1UADS

oy

oAl DAGGE PAOAMREID TAUIUIS PURE DS UMOIT) MO0 DDUE]

] papusied 10A0 Lo Bupiog SINHM O} PURSI IIT WE-E fa uwo SanaY

gjog

i AR 3 ‘winauoo o]
200 0 [EoKi) W) UNO1D PajsoBUsd IEEADILDSG IEdl UMDID poon
oa hieaound ing Rl popRDu
Liues 0 SIe0Tdn 01Da LoILN PIUARD Ui
LU WU D 12 DIODINJE] POSTIRGI SQUN QWIS LA RASIE] UMOID ABNaOL
wnoued o Buliian wase Avd sdaipiu Dutpnou ud sef aBemon]
SPICRD] JROMLIOU nou_,.EEm_a..uF..éB.E...u:cnc.m e Bunok Apaseioy

(5520 7 Ut OPUILLLYDIDI] U
DUGIUN DINSL SLI0S UONDBUAZ

put sueDl WG Yol
43UCISPEOY JADGE |52 ) A
‘afiewnp { uney o X510 0] PooMpEIN P T YIS UG
Jaua-1ou o AjROMD G PADNDNAI SILIULIE 'SPI ITIUVA 1O 23UI and ool gea
nofia pur prads waoia poogy vagiel STLRXA U DR JIMEW aiquieu ‘afiey

g uravuoe 3o Dunion Giray
POOT) HOIPUST [BINITANS PUE tiC) BOOl A5UAIILI0 10 "HUM JamOL U Hury 1uB1S

j wisoues jo Bungon
Aravigaeus Guaing sseil wol Aow dfuwep JouU GivA 51001 pOSerNg dajaed
Jeadd SpaDK] SUNILMQ W daoqe Yo paat: Gupadla J2 el paag
LOPEL0D 1 ININAT PODS YITAY PuT Pl Wnosa R0 uwneil vodo

Adouns |0 180 DAELIE PDY 108 Lo

wo scw GUISHR 'aprw 10U DINKE) Jo PODLY 1 SIEIS PIUDYEIM
Wi D6] 0} POIOPISUED LOIN "SRESSOd Jou UOIEAUEUT MO LD POINDOTSE

Butioans &4 no paumid uant oAty oy sreadide yzunig Buiovig "pRADsgo
POIIOOSEE A podug Aneiniuy Asnonaid i

2 4BRD U SUCNEDINGN JOULN.S POUIID) VA “UOIN DINSC I
oo Sp6 105m AUBL v ol pue proxls weoid pooD
Lepuoa poob L sieetde oima

MO GE PSOTESY i pauyRa 1 ugun ‘Saxadn
worpunl 1 pORIDRGE POOR UENIEDI O 'R0 RaPIS Qi TLonKg A pRstIq
Aeimizu Amnomad SLSIS EUIWED-0Y BUISUR WRG POPRIO SINTIUOD WE 01
winp 29 A 1500-1110% o) possasddns 'pran Gurkeid apresoy 153 4inos
0} poutiq Wuliam UMD WEDY POOD PG Busteid jo 00pa 1o oo aiaeiou pli

) i oo saysuesdy

Braclaoup JoKWTHE JEWS SROMT 5 pUD PRO IDAD ROSARTE SR INBWEID IS SWos
spng sojv o ostosad poal uiv sy POOD W Y TUCHPUOY pooB w sieadde
[EHUOpED)

wg'21e aeany

SPITA) YIITU O
it UOPUR! WO DAOGE SI1IG By UMITEde U WG IPNIOW PUL UDIN
200U GIB W7 D 1T SEINRE 100AS paas Siqeiou pue b

4oanyD Lol Rese 1e) o Sidw 52 BISa0sse
apisa ool s100I8 ] WIS 10MA0]
2aa)iC e GuBHS pOSA PASNR0S JO] waod v (RLansp Cunugo 7))
Gurpnyg Aedap poce baouRLn AESIp 3o
G AP U2 D 1T LIS LD HIBG UDWUAS 0 €T
S\ PAUOKSTIG KN O D500 §O yoSadan paauls 1 SoIsads [0 (edh) e xuondd
[uSEg 25U0D 1DRWDP WIWGEE 9 ¢l POOAREIR "gHIHE] OULI SIS WD [[WS
anotha g pRANIs UWOIS

st DHige) O POCUL posng Jeadde squs Durisold awes
otk g Lidungatw

g7 100 PARIPMUOD
1na umoLsun AEDBD [0 DD pun spiese) 1un] Aesop
ppoursy [0 Apoq Guiknij fEws Yinos of [3Ag] punoB 2 sung abier

POOE) MO SC PAGET

WRPIN

fuony

Buo

wpo

W,

WRPHY

wpay

Suony

£00

3
sby

i

paeg Q8L Q0L

&

9 | o6t

POy 0éL GO

=
&
&

cal

peog | oo ot | cue | otoross

poon | app LN o4 ne | cosose

aby
APPN

ot

poon | 005040 |

pood

ot or 005058

poon | omiew M 0l 34

poony | RN | _juosese | 00

auoy o1

oy | ooxose | ook

RG]

[ oul

_pao9

0oL

0000X PN

YI0OQ UOUWNHO])

i ajdeu Sewmaon

YIDIG UoURUAD

TSR] DIALD]

wgasq jaddod

(45

6l

/L

vl

LL
50311

NIA

Apruonosas
"aunnoy
Aol

"Kouatizoul

QNIUBADIY

hpaoBuoy
anayIsay

‘e 'Kiojes

uoys

“wmpapy "Bue

usiouy
‘aanieg
by
PP
‘Bunap

ULINIA
‘peag 18ty
“atr 'PODE

auoly
WAAEN

{wg L

{w}
maroa) EUHE

fouweu ul

1111 2g}]

ooy
HORTAIBSLOD

Kipend
SHIOM

oatjooldgo
8108 Alowinid

SUOUPUANILICNY SHIDM

£1500p JURDIUENS pUE R0y Dnipuod uioj uo SIS

Aoumjaodxy

oI

MBI ORE

01
Adouen
Juzoy

saM)
1SS
100N

P
Flojoumup
WM0ID

1w

A weig

HOPNOD H ]

sojaods

]

1004 £eq AOAINS (BANINDHONRY 1Y XIONTddY

8 - . s Pl R e - e o |3

WO UMO L
ALEAUDD) D) SRR NIT DS
feon Anigo;g Lo onp Aoan

S

£ {sieoh) opha ASAINS

(i
LN LT

Q 10k0MNS

uep s oup Aoaing




fzo Ao

1132000

N N yijeay pooB u yeo sasewesle pawwoiastinu jo dnoib | pus 'Huo pole ajppnu ¢ Buay poosy 2 0oL 002051 o0l ueoys aowesdel 19
) ’ - B = wdnoin
T ) . B =g “poall sieadde Uoiipuon)
et pool ‘61a5n DFS O WLy [0 39U PAEITOSEE MO} 'S0i20ds Jo iy
ROBMPRAP PUT DI,
N A auney] Aiopeg SPICMD] 158D O] SURD] WIS UoNodsur paianisa! S100yS Siuiieadd jeseq asudl] Guon poog) E:_wns__ 3 oL ool o0z UM UCURBOD el
aby
N . GRAINOS POSEIR JUom WAon tuet _poogy QPN . oL oo _2hl
1330102 0 BUION $AnQ 10k 10 22US50K P
“G100)9P 1WRAE OU LIvA LBEPUDD [IRIRAS POOT SauA) LD HITQ Ly AAIRID Yol
N A 1 papaaso gpunos Kanoaod pasiel waoin Gopiell afeieom uitilvs 001 JnICH Buan POBEY o N [ih3 Obl Q000524 Q6L dicweaks L)
iSRRI
WU 134y
‘CuUdTRG - BTN DIeN - N
NIA TT7S Apanbuon .E:,%un,_“,..mcz ‘peoq100g|  'oby SoN ..M,..o;_m..m_ {w) () ) {owcy Lowwen)
s woEoy WA POOTY [ BIBAI J
2 ‘UHICAIREULT) “Bunay,
mewiod fiopes
Asumizoduy seiq w001 Wi T—
e 0di Aot a>=o>=.nu SUOHUPUOWLOSOY SHIOM S120J0p JUBHULIS PUS LIITOY *UORIPUOD 'ULI0) UD SIUNWLIOD LR} voppuon | Aniel | Adouss | fswols | piwowep ”...SMQ BN aopodg oy
UOHRARSUOD LT oiom Kiouig T i ey jeN i

$}994g ejeg AoAINg [BINMINSUOQY IV XiONTddY




APPENDIX A: Arboricultural Survey Data Sheets

Iﬁiig!i!iii

TEP Ref X8060 003

3013

Crown No.of Leani Safe Useful . ¢
Ref Sposlos Haight c_mgp. diameter /| sloms! canopy | Maturlly | Conditien Life Somments on lorm, condition, heatth and sigaificant dalects Works Recommeondations Feinny eu..o_ww Eo:.ﬁ TRG Lopstivalion
jamotor & ehjective Piionily Area
width troes bias Expectancy
Satety, Formatve,
Young, Consatvalien,
M Akidle Arsthelic,
{Comnign n {mm} (m) Age, Longevily, Yl YIN
Mature, Serecnmg, i
Ancient mnc;cz.a. Dseretionary
Preventaivg
Camman beech, 2 £5U-800 wo G lrees sk L5 Lol Long Group comtatning lasge, notabie, mature beeeh tiecs (inciudidi TAyatedge of N R
nglsh oak Agetlo i or understorey 0aks also Beweh lee oo 1and
Mature stiuclutal conditian, no & tutal detocls observed Southera mast
beech with magor asymmelne crown, weighted to south-cast towards playing fold
bourgiy Middle aged oaks with moderate form, contan sm
dameter deadwood where Granches have heen shided oul, assocated ks liom
faling deadwaod low Apubil; footpath runs alor the naithem edge of the group
inte the gtaveyaid, a nuinber of young, self seeded ash trees grovang along the
edge of the foclpath wete obseved to have ash dieback symplo
G3 210 950-1000 150 Atlrees Gowdd Long 3 sycomores and  oak wilh number of smatier holly. Sycamore growing alony ) Y N
southern boundary of churehyald, ik growang withen vica e garden, Genetally
fo0d health and shuclural conddion waih no sgn anit olactural flavs observed
Some small diameter branci falures with a550Giated WaURS and sma! diameler
deadvood over public churchyard feclpath, associated 1k of harm low Nothng of
- i . qoencem 5 = e - N - — g BT e
Ga 100 400-150 co dlrecs noae Youngto Good Long Young 1o middie ayed trees valhin vicarage garden othing of concerm ]
Mddle
e YOS SPELCE B | > AR . - - o S e - - SREBEEER O -
Gb Red leaved map 100 250-300 30 none Good Long 2 mapies wihin kewn space adjagent wearage diveway one appeais fa nave been ) N
English holly, Lawson topped previousiy ot ¢.6m Gener, qood health and contition. 2 holly and a
Cypress cypress located lo west olvicarage goted enttance - good heal h and condilion,
womit eotwned hnvb: maost holly Nothmg of concern ovi
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