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1.0 Instruction 
 
1.1 MJC Tree Services Limited have been instructed, via email, by Mr T. Brown, 

as follows: 
 “Re: Development Site Tree Survey & Reports in Accordance With 

BS5837:2012 at Hillcrest Jubilee School, 88A Jubilee Road, 
Waterlooville, PO7 7RE. 

 To visit the above site and carry out the following works: 

• To carry out a ground level and visual survey of two trees on the site that 
are identified for survey and assessment under the criterion given in 
British Standard 5837:2012 ‘Trees in Relation to design, demolition and 
construction – Recommendations’ (BS5837:2012): 

• To draw up a Tree Constraints Plan and tree survey schedule in 
accordance with BS5837:2012, using as a base plan the supplied an 
existing site plan: 

• To plot the positions of the trees by making a measured survey off fixed 
points on site: 

• To discuss as necessary a proposed development of the site with the 
design team in the light of the identified tree constraints with a view to 
arriving at a proposed layout that is acceptable in arboricultural planning 
terms: 

• To draw up a combined Arboricultural Impact Assessment & Tree 
Protection Plan for a proposed development at the above site, using the 
tree constraints information for reference and the supplied proposed site 
layout plan: 

• To combine these elements into a single report and to supply the 
completed report in an electronic format as a .PDF file, with a copy of the 
plans used in the report as .dwg (AutoCAD) files." 

 
 
2.0 Qualifications and Caveats 
 
2.1 The author of this report is a: 

• Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Foresters: 

• Registered Consultant of the Arboricultural Association: 

• Chartered Arboriculturist: 

• Chartered Surveyor: 

• Registered Consultant of the Institute of Chartered Foresters. 
He also holds the Royal Forestry Society’s Professional Diploma in 
Arboriculture and has over 20 years experience in UK arboriculture.  A full 
CV and CPD record is available as a .pdf file upon request to the above 
office. 

 
2.2 The tree survey was preliminary in nature and was carried out from ground 

level using visual techniques only.  No trees were climbed or internally 
investigated.  Should a more detailed inspection be required then this will be 
highlighted in the recommendations. 
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2.3 Trees are living organisms whose health and condition can change rapidly.  
The health, condition and safety of trees should be checked on a regular 
basis, preferably at least once a year. The conclusions and 
recommendations in this report are based only on the observations made by 
the author during the tree survey. 

 
2.4 This report is for the sole use of the above named client and refers only to 

those trees identified within.  It may not be reproduced in whole or in part, or 
sold, lent, hired out or divulged to any third party not directly involved in the 
subject matter, without our consent.  Use by any other person(s) in 
attempting to apply its contents for any purpose other than stated in this 
report renders the report invalid for that purpose. 

 
2.5 This report is supplied subject to our terms and conditions in force at the 

time of our instruction by the client. 
 
 
3.0 Introduction 
 
3.1 This report is presented largely in the form of annotated plans with a tree 

survey schedule that are intended to be read in the sequence they are 
presented, cross referencing as instructed in the annotations. 

 
3.1.1 The reason for this graphical form of presentation is to make its 

interpretation easier by the greater design team and the 
demolition/construction team.  These teams work in a graphical 
environment, and if the arboricultural reports involved in the design 
and demolition/construction processes are to be easily interpreted by 
these teams they must also be presented in a graphical environment.  
To do otherwise would create an unhelpful disconnect between the 
arboricultural information and the design and demolition/construction 
teams.  It also allows the report and the proposed development to be 
assessed on site by officers of the Local Planning Authority (LPA) 
whilst referencing a small number of single page documents, thereby 
avoiding the need to keep flicking backwards and forwards through a 
written report whilst holding open a large site plan. 

 
3.1.2 The layout and order of the plans and schedule are intended to 

illustrate a logical progression from the existing site (Tree Survey 
Plan and Tree Survey Schedule), through the proposed 
development, its impact on the trees in terms of tree losses, the 
establishment of conflicts with the retained trees and how these 
conflicts will be resolved in principle (Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment), to the specific tree protection measures required (Tree 
Protection Plan). 
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3.2 The tree works recommended on the schedule are based on the current 
context of the site, they are not works required as a result of any proposed 
development.  This is to comply with section 4.4.1.1 of BS5837:2012 that 
states "Fthe tree survey should be completed and made available to 
designers prior to and/or independently of any specific proposals for the 
development".  The tree works required as a result of the proposed 
development are detailed in the Arboricultural Impact Assessment plan. 

 
 
4.0 Summary 
 
4.1 It is proposed to convert the existing building on site into new classrooms 

whilst retaining the external walls and foundations untouched.  No proposals 
are currently being made in respect of the garden area to the west of the 
building that contains the trees.  The proposed development is illustrated in 
the Arboricultural Impact Assessment plan 

 
4.2 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the LPA to object to the 

proposed development, providing the tree protection measures suggested 
above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan are undertaken.  In order to 
ensure that these measures take place, if the LPA grant permission for the 
proposed development, they should make that permission conditional on the 
following: 

• Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan. 
 

4.2.1 The use of this condition is reasonable, necessary and commonplace.  
Therefore the required use of this condition should not result in a 
substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development. 

 
4.3 An arboricultural method statement is not required for the proposed 

development as there is no complex interaction with the retained trees, and 
adherence to the following Tree Protection Plan will provide adequate 
protection to the retained trees. 

 
 
 
 

Mark Carter 
FICFor.  MRICS  RCArborA  Dip.Arb(RFS) 
 

© 2018 MJC Tree Services Limited 
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5.0 Tree Survey Plan 
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6.0 Tree Survey Schedule 
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TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE 
Key: 
 

o Ht = Height estimated in metres. 
o Stem Diam = Stem or trunk diameter, measured and calculated in accordance 

with Annex C and section 4.6 of BS5837:2012. 
o oi = Measurement taken over ivy, which is likely to produce an exaggerated 

figure. 
o Crown Spread = Crown spread to the cardinal points in metres, measured by 

pacing. 
o 1

st
 significant branch ht’ & direction = First significant branch height in 

metres and direction of growth e.g. N = North. 
o Crown base ht’ = Minimum distance between surrounding ground level at the 

trunk base and the base of the main crown, estimated by eye in metres. 
o Life stage is chosen from the four following categories; 

� Y = Young; 
� SM = Semi mature; 
� EM = Early mature; 
� M = Mature; 
� OM = Over Mature. 

o General observations = Particularly of structural and/or physiological condition,  
significant features and defects, and the effect these may have on the health, 
stability and safe retention of the tree. 

o Preliminary management recommendations = any significant works identified as 
necessary in the current context, and not taking into account any development of 
the site.. 

o Rem’ cont’ = an estimate, in years, of the remaining period over which the tree can 
be retained at an acceptable level of risk whilst still providing significant amenity 
benefits with no significant management intervention. 

o Reten’ Cat’ = Desirability for retention category.  Refers to BS5837:2012 which 
categorises trees on development sites into one of four categories – A, B, C or U, A 
being very good and U meaning that felling is appropriate regardless of any 
proposals.  The suffix 1, 2 or 3 refers to a subcategory relating to tree, landscape or 
cultural/ecological values respectively. 

o AGL = Above ground level 
o # = Estimated dimension. 
o TYP = Typical dimension where several are present. 
o n/a = Not applicable. 
o n/k = Not known. 

 

Ref 
no 

Species Ht 
(m) 

Stem 
diam 
(mm) 

No. of 
stems 

Crown spread 
(m) 

 
  N     E     S    W 

1
st

 sig’ 
branch 
ht’ (m) 

Direc- 
tion of 
1

st
 sig 

branch 

Crown 
base 
ht’ 
(m) 

Life 
stage 

General observations Preliminary management 
recommendations 

Rem’ 
cont’  

(years) 

Reten’ 
Cat 

T1 Common Oak 13 570 
oi 

1 0 7# 4 5 3.2 S 3 EM • The tree was heavily covered in Ivy 
which restricted the extent of visual 
survey possible. 

• The crown was heavily asymmetric 
to the south as a result of 
suppression by the nearby and larger 
onsite Common Oak and the removal 
of this tree would benefit its larger 
and better formed neighbour in 
respect of space into which to grow. 

• Peripheral crown dieback was 
present indicating a degree of 
reduced vitality in the past.  However 
reasonably strong inner crown 
growth was present suggesting that 
the tree was recovering from 
whatever had caused the initial 
reduction in vitality. 

(Contd) 

• Crown lift in order to 
create a 2 metre 
clearspace over the roof 
of the existing building 
and against the external 
walls of the existing 
building. 

• Consider felling as a 
thinning operation in 
order to benefit the 
future growth of the 
nearby larger and better 
formed Oak tree. 

• RPA: radius = 6.8 
metre; area = 147 
square metres. 

10-20 C1 
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Ref 
no 

Species Ht 
(m) 

Stem 
diam 
(mm) 

No. of 
stems 

Crown spread 
(m) 

 
  N     E     S    W 

1
st

 sig’ 
branch 
ht’ (m) 

Direc- 
tion of 
1

st
 sig 

branch 

Crown 
base 
ht’ 
(m) 

Life 
stage 

General observations Preliminary management 
recommendations 

Rem’ 
cont’  

(years) 

Reten’ 
Cat 

T1 Common Oak 
(Contd) 

           (Contd) 

• The tree was visible from the public 
highway but was dominated by its 
larger neighbour and this reduced its 
amenity value. 

• The surrounding ground surface was 
partly shrubs and grass and partly 
concrete paving slabs.  It was 
possible that the laying of these 
paving slabs caused root damage in 
the past resulting in the original 
reduction in crown vitality. 

• The crown was close to the nearby 
building. 

• It was clear that the nearby building 
and its surrounding concrete path 
and associated retaining walls had all 
been constructed within the root 
protection of this tree at some point 
during the life of the tree.  This may 
also have contributed to root damage 
and reduction in vitality. 
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Ref 
no 

Species Ht 
(m) 

Stem 
diam 
(mm) 

No. of 
stems 

Crown spread 
(m) 

 
  N     E     S    W 

1
st

 sig’ 
branch 
ht’ (m) 

Direc- 
tion of 
1

st
 sig 

branch 

Crown 
base 
ht’ 
(m) 

Life 
stage 

General observations Preliminary management 
recommendations 

Rem’ 
cont’  

(years) 

Reten’ 
Cat 

T2 Common Oak 16 1440 
oi 

1 9# 9# 9 6# 2 E 2 EM • The tree was heavily covered in Ivy 
which significantly restricted the 
extent of visual survey possible.  
Therefore some assessments and 
measurements used are estimates 
and the grading of this tree is 
provisional on further and future 
survey. 

• The tree was a prominent site feature 
visible from the public highway as an 
individual.  However it was set some 
distance back from the public 
highway and this had reduced its 
amenity value. 

• Peripheral crown dieback was 
present with stronger inner crown 
growth, very similar to that observed 
in tree no. T1. 

• The surrounding ground was covered 
partly by shrubs and grass and partly 
by paving slabs and it was quite 
possible that the construction of 
these paving slabs had caused root 
damage similar to that considered 
likely for that for tree no. T1. 

• The tree seemed to be multi 
stemmed with a potentially weak fork 
at approximately 2 metres above 
ground level.  However the Ivy had 
prevented any close examination of 
this structural feature. 

• Sever at ground level 
Ivy stems growing up 
this tree. 

• In 12 months time 
remove the covering of 
what will then be dead 
Ivy and re-survey the 
tree. 

• If the surrounding 
paving slabs are no 
longer required, lift 
these and consider 
mulching around the 
tree out to its drip line at 
least on site with a 100 
mm thick layer of well 
composted wood chip 
mulch. 

• RPA: radius = 15 metre; 
area = 707 square 
metres. 

40+ B2 
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7.0 Arboricultural Impact Assessment Plan 
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8.0 Tree Protection Plan 
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9.0 Tree Protection Barrier Warning Sign 
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TREE PROTECTION AREA

KEEP OUT !
PROTECTIVE FENCING.  THIS 

FENCING MUST BE 

MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH THE APPROVED PLANS 

AND DRAWINGS FOR THIS 

DEVELOPMENT.

!
(TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990) 

TREES ENCLOSED BY THIS FENCE ARE PROTECTED BY 

PLANNING CONDITIONS AND/OR ARE THE SUBJECTS OF A 

TREE PRESERVATION  ORDER.

 CONTRAVENTION OF A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER MAY 

LEAD TO CRIMINAL PROSECUTION 

ANY INCURSION INTO THE PROTECTED AREA MUST BE 

WITH THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THE LOCAL 

PLANNING AUTHORITY
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10.0 References 
 
 
 
BS5837:2012 = British Standard 5837:2012 ‘Trees in relation to design,  
    demolition and construction – Recommendations’. 
 
BS3998:2010 = British Standard 3998:2010 ‘Tree work –  
    Recommendations’. 
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