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Date of Survey 

30'^ May 2012 

The Trees were inspected and Ihe report compiled by: 

John Garrick. and D. S. Robinson P. DIP. ARB. (RFS) F. ARB A. 

Purpose of the Survey 

To survey and classify the trees according to BS 5837 

Survey Detail 

• Key numbers refer lo drawing BLC120138 which is based upon a topographical survey ptovided by 
others. 

• Ttees were not climbed bul inspected from giound level 

• Height dimensions have been eslimated from ground level. 

• The resulls have been tabulated lo British Slandard 5837 guidelines. 

• The trees have not been physically tagged on site, 

o No soil inspection has been made. 

a Some dimensions may have been omitted whete boundaries or dense canopies prevenied accurate 
measuremenis being taken. 

• The survey was laken wiihout the benefil of a proposed layoul. and Iherefore classifies the trees 
according to their current condition and environment. Recommendalions for tree work lo A. B, and C 
categories presuppose lhal the trees are lo be retained. This musl obviously be ignored if the trees 
are lo be removed lo facilitate new development. 

• Categories given to trees over boundaries are based on visual observalions from within the site and 
assume thai there are no major defecis Ihat can only be seen from the property in which they are 
situated. 

a Ttees. which lay outside site boundaries, have been classified only where access was possible to 
gain accurate information. 

• Tree Preservalion Orders 1758 and 1776 cover four Oak Trees wilhin the site and Ihese are noted 
wilhin this teport 

• No work is to be carried oul lo trees which are the subject of a TPO wiihout prior wrillen consenl from 
the Local Authorily. 

• No work is to be carried oul lo any trees without the prior approval of the owner of the land on which 
they ate silualed. Work recommended lo irees in neighbouring properties is a suggestion and nol an 
instruction. 

a The conlents of this report are valid for twelve monlhs 
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Key to abbreviations used in Survey (Unit of measure as stated.) 

Key No. Tag No atlached lo Tree on sile. or number as noled on accompanying drawing. 

Species: Species of Tree, common, scientific, or both 

HT: Heighi in melres. 

Dia: Diameier In millimetres al 1 Smetres above ground level or immediately above root flare 
for multi-stem trees, 

BS: Crown Spread in Melres laken as a radius to 4 cardinal compass poinis. 

Crown Heighi: Height of lower crown above ground level 

Age: Y Young 
SM Semi-mature 
EM Early-Malure 
M Mature 
OM Over-Malure 

Cond: Condition: G: Good. F: Fair, P Poor. D: Dead. 

Years Lefl: Eslimaled remaining conlribulion in years: Less than 10, 10+.2D+, 40 plus. 

Additional note: tf = estimated, Ina = inaccessible. Av = Average. 
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T a b l e 1 C a s c a d e c h a r t for t ree qua l i ty a s s e s s m e n t B S 5 8 3 7 
Category and definition Critena (includtng subcategories where appropriate) Identification on plan 

Trees unsuitable for tetention Category U - Colout on plan RED 
Those in such a condition that Ihey cannot realistically be tetamed as living trees in the conlexl of the 
current land use for longer than 10 years 

• Trees that have a senous, irremediable, struclural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to 
collapse, including those that will become unviable after temoval of other category U trees (e g where, for 
whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter cannol be mitigated by pruning) 

• Trees lhal are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline 

• Trees infected with pathogens of significance lo the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very 
low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of belter qualily 

NOTE Calegory U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to 
presen/e: 

T R E E S TO BE CONSIDERED FOR RETENTION 
1 Mainly arboricullural qualilies, 2 Mainly landscape qualities , 3 Mainly cultural values, including 
conservation 

Cateqorv A Colour on plan Green 
Trees of h igh quality with an estimated remaining life expeclancy of al least 40 years 

1 Trees that are particularly good examples of their species, especially if rare or unusual, or Ihose 
that are essenlial componenis of groups or formal or semi-formal arboncultural features (e g the 
dominant and/or pnncipal trees within an avenue) 

2. Trees, groups or woodlands of particular visual importance as arboncultural and/or landscape 
fealures 

3. Trees, groups or woodlands of significani conservalion, hislorical, commemorative or other value 
(e g veteran trees or wood-pasture) 

Cateqorv B Colour on plan Blue 
Trees of moderate qual i ty with an eslimated remaining life expectancy of at least 20 years 

1. Trees that might be included in calegory A, but are downgraded l>ecause of impaired condition 
(e.g presence of significant though remediable defects, including unsympathetic past 
management and storm damage), such that ihey are unlikely to be suitable for retention for 
beyond 40 years; or trees lacking the special quality necessary to menl Ihe calegory A 
designation. 

2 Trees present in numbers, usually growing as groups or woodlands such that ihey altract a 
higher collective rating Ihan they might as individuals; or trees occurring as collectives but 
situated so as to make litlle visual conlribulion lo Ihe wider locality. 

3 Trees with material conservation or olher cullurai value 

Cateqorv C Colour on plan Grev 

Trees of low qual i ty with an estimated remaining life expeclancy of al least 10 years, or young Irees with 
a stem diameter below 150 mm 

1 Unremarkable trees of very limited merit or such impaired condition that they do not qualify in 
higher categones 

2. Trees presenl in groups or woodlands, but without this conferring on them significantly greater 
collective landscape value; and/or trees offering low or only temporary/transient landscape 
benefits 

3 Trees with no matenal conservation or oiher cultural value 
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ROOT PROTECTION AREAS EXPRESSED AS 
THE RADIUS OF A CIRCLE FROM THE CENTRE OF THE MAIN STEfWl 

BS5837 2005 TABLE 2 

Tree Root Proieclion Area 
Number Radius in Metres 
1 Careqofy U 
2 : 92 
3 1 87 
4 ^40 
5 3 07 
6, 384 
7 1 68 
3 Category U 
9. Category U 
10 8 04 
11 7 92 
12 7 44 

13 
14 
• c 

Category U 
3 35 

' 0 
16 

Category u 
Category U 

17 1 80 
: B 2 28 
19 1 80 
20 Category U 
2] 1 44 
22. 2 52 
23 Category U 
?A 2 40 
25 4 96 
26 9 00 

^ 27 1020 
28 3 60 
29 2 16 
30 1260 
31 1 92 
32 2 16 
33 4 54 
34 3 36 
35 4 08 
36 3 84 
37. 4 44 
36 3 12 
39 [i 50 
40 4 75 

• 


