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Limitations of use and Copyright 

All rights within this report are reserved. 

No part of it may be reproduced or transmitted, in any form or by any means, electronic, 
mechanical, photocopying, recording or otherwise, or stored in any retrieval system of any 

nature, without the written permission of Aihortech (Consultancy). 

Its content and format are for the exclusive use of the addressee in dealing with this site. 

It may not be sold, lent, hired out or divulged to any third party not directly involved in this 
site without the written consent of Arbortech (Consultancy). 
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Informative : Retained Trees & Development Sites. 

TREES NEED ROOTS FOR : 

Anchorage i.e Stability. 
Water and nutnent uptake i.e general health. 
Energy storage i.e for drought periods. 
Breathing i.e Vertical gaseous exchange 

DAMAGING TREE ROOTS MAY : 

Kill the tree. 
Weaken the tree. I 
May cause the tree to fail. I O O U N C / L 
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TREE ROOTS CAN BE DAMAGED BY : 
(Any may deny their needs for survival) 

Root severance 
Soil compaction. 
Escape of toxic fluids i.e Oil, Bitumen. 
Impermeable surfaces i.e Concrete 

if Tree Survey. 
A Tree Survey records infonnation about the trees on (or adjacent) a site, independently of any design 
proposal Trees, groups of trees and woodlands are assessed for their physiotogical and slnictiual 
condition and prehminaiy Health & Safety works are recommended. In additk)n the trees are 
categorised for their quahty and value within the e.xisting context. The tree categories are then 
differentiated on a tree survey plan. 

The results of the Tree Survey may be included in the preparation of a Tree Constraints Plan which 
should be used to assist with layout design 

i Arboricultural Impact Assessment. 
Further to a tree survey, consideration is given to how a proposed devetopment and retained trees will 
co-c.xist and interact in the present and iuture. It can identity and remove any potential conflicts 
between trees and the requirements of the devetopmeni. 

An AIA aims to identify, evaluate and mitigate the direa and indirea impacts on retained trees, that 
may arise as a result ofthe in t̂omentatton of the layout proposal 

li Arboricultural Method Statement for Protection of Trees during Construction. 

TTiis is a statement which is used to describe how construaton worits can be carried out ctose to trees 

and how the above and betow ground parts ofthe tiees will be adequately protected during this process. 

Works are carried out in accordance with British Standard 5837:2005 Trees in relation to 
constniction - Recommendations and good arboricultural practice. 

y -
Tree Survey & AIA forTrees af 2. St Christopher Road. Havant 
Prepared by ARBORTECH(C(»»uitnncv v. i^larch JQI2. L J • Pagc-lofU 



I. INTRODUCTION 

Client : Mr K. Lambe. 

Report Ref : Lamb/ATAIA/20312 

Site : 2, St Christopher Road, Havant. P09 3TP 

Date : 20* March 2012 
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1.1 Instruction and Pm-pose of the Report 
I am instructed to prepare an Arboricultural report (in accordance with BS 5837) to 
include: 

- Tree Survey. 
- Arboricultural Impact Assessment. 

1.2 Documents provided. 
Stephen Bromley Associates provided the following : 

- Drawing No 9462/1 - Existing and proposed site layout and elevations. 

1.3 Relevant background information : 
The tree concemed is in ownership of the County Council (highways department). 

1.4 Scope of the report 
The report is based on the site visit and the information provided, listed in 1.2 and 1.3 
above. 
The work is imdertaken in accordance with BS 5837:2005 Trees in relation to 
construction. 
This report includes a preliminary Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) from ground level. 
All dimensions are estimated. 
No detailed investigations have been undertaken. 
This report is reliant on the plans provided. 

1.5 Limitations of use and copyright: As set out in the terms of engagement provided. 

1.6 Qualifications and experience : Details provided in Appendix 5. 

2 TREE SURVEY 

2.1 Identification and location of the trees : 
The tree can be identified on the ' Tree Survey Plan' at Appendix 2. 
Appendix 2 should be read in conjunction with Appendix 4 'Tree Survey Notes 

2.2 Tree observations: The tree was visually inspected and the information recorded on the 
' Tree Survey Schedule' included as Appendix 1. 
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RECEIVED ARBORICULTni.\L IMPACT ASSESSMENT 
The Arboricultural Impact Assessment aims to identify, evaluate and mitigate the impacts 
upon the existing tree, that may arise as a result of the implementation of the layout 
proposal. 

Summary of the Impact of the proposed development. 
Tree Retention. 
The highway tree (Tl) is to be retained and protected in accordance with BS 5837:2005 
' Trees in relation to construction' 

4 

4.1 

4.2 

TREE PROTECTION. 

Protection of trees during development - General. 
To prevent physical damage to the rooting environment or aerial portions of the retained 
tree during construction activities; the retained tree will need to have measures put in 
place for its protection prior to, during and post construction phases of development. 

Tree Root Protection Area (RPA). 
The Root Protection Area has been calculated for this tree (Tl) in accordance with 
BS 5837:2005, in order to avoid damage to the roots and the rooting environment. 
The RPA indicates the minimum area in m2 which is required for the functional rooting 
and stability of the retained tree. 

Tree 
RefNo 

Tree Root Protection Area 
Dimensions 

(metres) 
Offset Applied? Tree located on 

site? 

T l 
A 'square' RPA: 
North - 3.55 
South - 3.55 
East - 2.84 
West - 4.26 

Yes 20% to West No 

Table 1 : Root Protectton Area Dimenstons - Tree to be retained. 

The majority of the rooting environment of this tree is covered by an impermeable 
surface i.e Tarmac. However, the tree appears to be in good physiological condition and 
does not seem adversely affected by this. 

It is likely that the tree has benefited from the permeable area of ground to the West 
(within the boundaries of No 2) for the purposes of aqueous and gaseous filtration, to aid 
healthy tree function. 

It is therefore proposed that this existing area of permeable RPA remain unchanged. 
An offset of the RPA by 20% has been applied to the West in favoiu^ of the tree, to allow 
for the continued availability of this permeable area within the tree rooting environment. 

Please refer to the 'Tree Constraints Plan' at Appendix 3 for site specific detail. 
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4.3 Crown proportions. p-< ^ ^ | W ^ ^ 
' QtT^ppcnSix 1. 
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The crown proportions are stated in the ' Tree Survey ScheduU ' at Appcn< 
Also see Tree Woiic Recommendations at Section 5.1. 

4 4 Construction Exclusion Zone' (CEZ). 
It will be necessary to establish a 'Construction Exclusion Zone' to prevent physical 
damage to the retained tree or disturbance/compaction within the rooting enviroimient. 
Measures for tree protection will be required prior to during and post construction phase. 

The proposed 'Construction Exclusion Zone' for this site is indicated on the 'Tree 
C Constraints Plan' at Appendix 3. It is an area which encompasses the Root Protection Area 
(Table 1) and the crown proportions (Appendix 1) of tree Tl . 

The proposed boundary fence to North should be erected on site prior to commencement 
of any development to prevent construction access into the RPA 
No construction activities are permitted within the 'Construction Exclusion Zone'. 

Construction Site Access . 
All construction site activities, including delivery vehicles entering or leaving the site 
must do so using an altemative access point 'outside the Construction Exclusion Zone' 
(CEZ). 

All associated construction vehicles should enter and exit the site using the 'altemative 
access point'. In addition all vehicles should approach and leave the site via St 
Christopher Road to avoid any inadvertent contact with the tree Tl which stands 
adjacent Emest Road. 

The site supervisor should take responsibility for supervising the approach, exit and on 
site activities of delivery, muck-away vehicles and site machinery to ensure that the CEZ 
is not breached. 

4.5 Construction of the new Vehicular Access (to South of the existing access). 
The proposed new access is located outside the Root Protection Area and crown spread 
(South) of tree T l . Therefore no damage is envisaged to this tree providing that the 
Constmction Exclusion Zone is adhered to throughout the development process. 

4.6 Har^ surfacing within the RPA. 
On Highwav land. 

The existing tarmac surface on highway land is to remain undisturbed within the RPA. 

For existing: imit parking. 

The existing concrete surface for the purposes of the existing unit parking, is to remain 
imdistiuted within the RPA. 

.y 
Tree Suivey & AIA forTfeesirt-2, St CliristopfaerRoad. Havant C 
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If an extension ofthe existing hard siuface is required i.e to North of existing, upon the 
currently undisturbed area of soil on site; this would need to incorporate a 'bed' of soil or 
permeable surface within the RPA as shown on the Tree Constraints Plan. This will allow 
for the filtration of water and gaseous diffusion within the RPA to sustain the tree, as 
existing. 
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be undertaken wlLliiii die 

4.7 General Protection Measures. 
Utilitv Services. 

No services are to be routed through the RPA. 

Soil Level Changes. 

No machine excavation, soil stripping or site grading should 
RPA to avoid root severance/disturbance. 
Topography of the Site. 
Care should be taken to avoid 'mn ofT from toxic fluids during constmction, which may 
be harmful to trees i.e concrete mixings, diesel, oil. 

Storage of constmction materials 
No constmction materials or any material likely to be injurious to a tree i.e Oil, Bitumen, 
Cement (concrete mixing), should not be stacked or discharged within the Tree Root 
Protection Area or within 10m from a tree stem. Allowance should be made for any slope 
of the ground, so that damaging materials cannot mn towards the trees. 

At no time should the Root Protection Area be breached for storage purposes. 

Machinery/Equipment near tree canopy. 

Great care should be exercised when using piling rigs, mobile cranes or similar equipment 
near the spread of the canopy of trees so as not to damage them in any way. The site 
supervisor should take responsibility for supervising the approach, exit and on site 
activities of delivery, muck-away vehicles and site machinery. 

Fires 
Fires should not be lit in a position where their flames can extend to within 5m of foliage, 
branches or tmnk. Size of fire and wind direction should be taken into account. 

5 RECOMMENDATIONS. 

5.1 Tree Work Recommendations : 
T l : Lift tree crown to South to allow 3.5m ground clearance. 

Reason : To allow clear passage of vehicles beneath, to enter and exit the 'existing' site. 

Consent for tree work should be sought from the tree owner prior to commencement. 

Tree Surv ey & AL\ for Tree* al 2. St Christopher Road. Hav ant € 
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5.2 Implementation of tree works : The contractor should carry out all tree works to BS 
3998 Tree Work Recommendations (2010). 

5.3 Future Considerations : 
All trees should be inspected on a regular basis by a qualified arboriculturist. 

5.4 BuUding near trees : 
Foundations in proximity to trees should be specified by a stmctural engineer taking into 
account the current guidance set out in National House Buildiqg Counci]_Chapter 4.2 
(Foundations) Building near trees. 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

COUNCIL 
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6.1 Trees subject to statutory controls : 

Consultation with the local planning authority will be required prior to any pmning 
works (other than certain exemptions) to trees covered by a tree preservation order or 
located in a conservation area. 

62 Risk 
The Occupiers Liability Act 1957 & 1984 places a "common duty of care" upon the 
owner occupier of a site to take reasonable steps to minimise the risk of personal injury 
or damage to property arising from any tree on that site. 

63 WUdlife. 
Your attention is drawn to the wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and related legislation 
which provides statutory protection for nesting birds and bats including roosting sites, 
some mammals, invertebrate species and plants. 

It would be pmdent to undertake a Bat survey prior to carrying out any works to trees 
with significant cavities and to avoid works at times when birds are likely to be nesting. 

6.4 Trees outside the property. 
Trees located in adjacent properties are effectively out of the control of the owners of 
this site. By common law, branches from trees on adjacent properties extending over 
boundaries can be pmned back to the boundary line without the permission of the 
owners. However, the material belongs to the tree owner and the same guidance on 
statutory controls apply. 

7 BIBLIOGRAPHV / REFERENCES 
British Standard 5837 'Trees in relation to construction - Recommendations': 2005. 
British Staaiard 3998 'Recommendationsfor Tree Work' ^010) 
Conservalton of Habitats and Species Regulations (2010). 
Occupiers Liability Act 1957 & 1984. 
Town & Country Planmng ^ 1990. 
Wildlife & Courtiyside Act'^jll 1 (As amealed) 
CRoW Act 2000 T 
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APPENDIX I 
Tree Survey Schedule 

To be read in conjiincrion with Tree Survey Notes 
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Reference 
No 

Spedes Height 

(m) 

Stem 
Diameter 

(mm) 

Cmwn 
Spread 

(m) 

Height of 
crown 

clearance 
(ra) 

Age Class Physiological 
Condition 

Structural 
:/Condition 

Estimated 
remaining 

contribution 
(years) 

Category 
Grading 

T 1 Pissards Plum 
Pninus cerasifara 

7 350 N 4.5 

S 3.5 

E 4 

W 3.5 

2 M Good Good 10 C 

Observations : 
• Single stem with slight lean to North. 
• Mechanical damage evident around circumference of base. 
• Some basal growth to South. 
• Crown break at 2m, multi-branching at this point with dominant branch to South East. 
• Minor deadwood in crown. 

Tree Survey & AIA for Trees al 2. St Cliristoplier Road Havant « 
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AFPENDI.X 2 
Tree Survey Plan 

To be read in conjunction with Tree Survey Notes 
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No 2. 
St Clirisioplier Road 

Tree Surv ey & AIA for Tree at 2. St Cluistoplier Road Hav ant r 
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APPENDIX 3 
Tree Constraints Plan 

to be read in conjunction with 'Tree Siir\'ey Notes 
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N 
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Tree Survey Notes 
RECEIVI 

GENERAL TREE SURVEY NOTES. 
• The pre-devek)pment site survey is based on guidelines set out in British Standard 5837 : 

2005 and good arboricultural practice. 
• Tree species has been detennined (common name and scientific) 
• All tree dimensions are estimated, height and spread being measured in metres and trunk 

diameter measured at 1.5m above ground level. 
• The tree age classification is made in terms of the trees site specific maturity within the 

landscape. 

Age groups are indicated as J - Juvenile tree 
SM - Semi-mature tree 
M - Mature tree 
OM - Overmature 

ASSESSMENT AND C A T E G O R Y CLASSIFICATION. 
The condition of trees included in the survey has been assessed by a person being qualified and 
experienced in arboriculture. In making the assessment particular consideration has been given to : 

• Tree species. 
• Tree dimensiOTs. 
• Health, Age and Vigour of tree. 
• Tree conformation including any stmctural defects. 
• The location of the tree, relative to the existing site and surroundings. 
• The landscape and environmental/habitat value. 

On the basis of this individual assessment, the trees are classified into one of the following categories, 
or intermediate categories (A, B & C indicated in colour on the Tree (̂ Constraints Plan as a continuous 
line and R indicated in colour as a broken line). 

.\ (GREEN) Trees of high quahtv and value making/to make a sustainable 
contribution. 

B (BLUE) Trees of moderate qualit> and value making/to make a significant 
contribution. 

C (GRF\") Trees of lovv qualitv in adequate condition until nevv planting 
established. 

R (RED) In current context could be removed. 

In addition, the above categories may be attributed one or more of the following criteria: 
1 Arboricultural values. 
2 Landscape values. 
3 Cultiual values including Conservation. 

A Tree Survey is primarily a data collectton exercise and assessment of general tree conditton at the time of 
surveying. It consists ofa visual tree ass<ffsnynt fipm ground level It should highlight any obvtously visible 
signs of ill health or major defects. It is not aii indj^idual tree inspectton or schedule of works, but should act as 
a guide for worî  which might be undertaken 
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APPENDIX 5 

QUALI Fl CATI ONS and EXPERI EN 
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Arboricultural Consultant: Mr JR Hayes. Tedi.Cert.( Arbor A). 
Technicians (jertificate in Arboriculture 1998. 
Qty & Gui Ids Tree Surgery for Qaftsmer 1990. 

Arboricultural Surveyor : Mrs JA Hayes. 
LantraRofessional Tree I nspection Award 2. 
Natural England Bat Worker 
Saence, Education & (jonservation Ucence. Ucence No: 20111630 

Arboricultural Cbnsultant t o : 
Bedales School 
Chichester Cathedral. 
Chichester Qty (i)undl 
CJiichester District Oxjndl 
D o u g l a s B r i g g s P a r t n e r s h i p Arctiltects, urban Desgiers,Ranner& 

Hal burn Ecologcal Consultants. 
Mansell (jonstruction. 
John Mowlem & Company PLC 

Members of : 
The Arboricultural Association. 
Bat (jOnservation Trust 

Continuing Professional Development: 

We are informed of up-dated techniques in Arboriculture and regularly attend training 

cx)urses to further our professional development. 

Insurance cover: 
Employers liability 10,000,000 
Publicliability 5,000.000 
Professional indemnity 1,000,000 
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TERIVIS OF ENG.AGEMENT 

1. A n y report i s p rov ided for t h e solo uso of the named Q lent and Is conf ident ial t o t h f t O i e n t and h ispro fosaona l adv isors TheConsu l tan t accepts responsibi l i ty t o t h e 

Cl ient alone for the stated purposes of therepor t . No responsibilrty whatsoever Is accepted to any person ottier than the Client himself. A n y other sucti person r d i e s u p o n 

the report ent irely h i s c w n r j * . Nei ther the who le nor any part a l t he repo r t or any reference thereto may bereproduced or t ransmi t ted , in any fo rm or by any means, 

nor sold, hired or d i vu l ged t o a n y t h i r d party w i t hou t theConsut tants pr ior w r i t t en approval 

Z The content of any i n fo rma t ion supp l ied t o the consultant by t h e d i e n t , inc lud ing such i tems as reports, plans d iagrams letters, data etc w i l l be deemed to be t r u e and 

accurate and such i tems w i i l not tMi rwesb gated or chedced for t h a r va l id i ty . A n y in format ion suppl ied subsequently f ound t o be inaccurate; mis leading or false may 

render the contents of the report i n v i l i d . 

3. The repo r f r e m a i n s t h e p r o p e r t y cr f theConsul fant unt i l payment hasbeen recaved in fu l l TheCl len t * a l l pay theConsu l tan t h is feeregard lesso f any ou t come in 

add i t i on tt)« Cl ient w i l l r a m b u r s e t h e Consul tant the oost of all reosonableout of pocKet s p e n s e s w h i c h he may incur. F o m e n t in fu l l of t h e total amount d u e must be 

m a r i e w i t h i n 14 d a y s and tt>e Consul tant shall beerrt i t led to charge interest both beforeand after any judgement on t h e a m o u n t unpa id , at t h e ratesl isted be low (delayed 

payment surcharge* per mon th (30 days} f r o m t i m e t o t imei unt i l payment in fu l l i s m a d e ( a p a r t of a m o n t h being treated as a fu l l month for the purpose of calculat ing 

interest). N o discount nor retent ion or set off against the same due isa l la ived unless agreed previously by theConsul tant in w r i t i n g 

D B . A Y H ) P A Y M e ^ T S U R C H A R G E 

Accoun ts not settled w i t h i n the 14 day per iod w i l l besurcharged a s f o l l o w s : 

Z 5 % for payment w i t h i n 1 m o n t h . 

5% for payment w i t h i n 2 m o n t h s 

lOTbfor payment w i t h i n 3 m o n t h s ( n w i m u m t i m e l im i t ) 

Surcharges a re not an offer of extended a e d i l . 

4. TheConsultant reserves the r ig f i t t o d i a r g e the client for a propor t ion of the services undertaken, should t h e d i e n t fur ther to i ns t rud ions , cancel t h e agreed 

commissioned services. 

5. A n y in fo rmat ion in re lat ion toth«tree<s) survey/ insped ion must be prov ided at t h e t i m e o f t h e s u r v ^ / inspod ion process, pr io r t o the compi la t ion of t h e r e p o r t 

document- A n y in fo rmat ion recaved by t h e consultant after th is h m e w i l l not havebeen oonadered and an addi t ional reassessnent cf t he t reesmay b e necessary at the 

d len tso tpense . 

6. In mak ing t h e report , t h e f d l c w i n g assumpt ions w i l l bemade by the Consultant ( a n d these are therefore m a t t e s for w h i d i no responab i l i t y can be accepted b y t h e 

Consul tant ) : 

f l ) that there are not unde rg round pipes, w i res , cables, or other services or instal lat ions wh ich might bedamaged asa result of w o r k recommended or necessary. 

(i i) that no tree(s^ i s t h e s u b j e d of or p r c t o d e d by a Tree Preservation Order or t h e t e r m s of a p lanning oonseit (unless ! t * e d ) , in r da t i on t o w h i c h t twCJ ien t must make 

h i s c w n enqui r ies of t h e R a n n i n g Department responsib le 

7. I t i sposBib le ths t t h e r e p o r t w i l l suggest fur ther invest igat ion w o r k s t o be carried out by a s p e d a l i s t f i r m or p e s o n eg. a r u d u r a l Engineer, Surveyor, d ra in or 

electrical engineer or other. On n o a o m u n t w i l l l iabi l i ty be accepted by theConsul tant in resped of m a t t e s on wh i ch t t w d i e n t is recommended t o o b t a i n such ottier 

spedal is t adv ice or if t h e Cl ient proceeds or a : ts w i t hou t o b t a n ing and a d i n g upon there levant fur ther adv ice 

8. The report w i l l not p u r p o r t t o CKpressan op in ion about or to advise upon the condit ion of un- inspeded par ts of the land or tree(s) and should not be taken as mak ing 

any imp l i ed representation or ststefT>aitsabout such par ts 

9. Pre l iminary s u r v ^ s a r e v isua l inspections wh i ch do net i r idude any in fo rmat ion on engineer ing, no root or s a l samples are taken for analysis and trees are not 

d i m b e d (unless stated) 

I d TheConsu l tan t w i l l i n s p e d a s m u d i of t h e land and tree(s) a s i s p r a d i c a b l e g i v e n the scope of his i ns t rud ions and t h e level of fee agreed H e w i l I be u n d o no 

ob l iga t ion t o i n s p e d tt iose areas that a reune tposed or not readily accessible 

11. The t res survey a r d inspect ion process requi res good, dear access t o the t rees being inspeded. Any o b s t r u d i o n s w i l l l imi t t h e insped ion process and w i l l b e noted 

w i t h i n t h e s u r v ^ / i nsped ion assesEment. Theremovad any obs t rud ionssuch ais dense u n d e g r o w t h . d i m b i n g p lants etc w i l l not b e u n d e t a k e n aepart of t h e process, 

unless t h i s a d d i t o n a l operat ion hasbeen prev ious ly agreed w i t h thed ien t . 

12 The statements m a d e in t h i s report d o not take acax jn t of the effects of a d r e m e d i m a t e vandal ism or acadent w h d h a physical, d iemica l or f i r e Wecannot 

therefore accept any l iab i l i t y in oonriecbon w i t h t hese fado rs nor w h e e prescribed w o r k i sno t carried out in a c w r e d or professional m a n n e i nacco rdancew i t h current 

good praKSioa The author i ty of t h i s report oeeees at any stated t ime l im i t w i t h i n i t , or i f nonestated atter 1 year f r o m t h e date of the survey or when any a t e c o n d i h o n s 

change or p r u n i n g or other w o r k s unspeaf ied in therepor t are carried out to, or a f fed ing t hesub ied tree(s). whichever i s t h e sooner 

13 A n y trees referred t o in th i s report s txx j id b e r e i n ^ e d e d f u r t h e to storms or a r t r e m e w e a t h w cond i t ions d u e to the potential for de tw io ra l i on in tree 

cond i t i on / s i tuat ion. 

14 A l l trees r e f e r e d to in th i s report are assessed in t h e s i t u a t o n and site usage asseen on t heday of inspection. 

T h e d i e n t should In fo rm t h e consul tant of any foreseeable changes/var iat ions pr ior to t h e s t e v i s i t . 

15 A n y v e b a l i n fo rmat ion g i v e n by t f w Consul tant pr ior to the Cl ients receipt of t h e w r i t t e n report shall not beoonstrued as a representation or warranty and should 

not b e rel ied or aded upon. 

16. A n y d a i m t)y the Q l e n t w t i i ch isttased on any de fed In t hena tu reo r qual i ty of the Consul tantsserv ices shall benot i f ied to the Consul tant w i t h i n 7 d a y s f r o m t h e 

da tec * supp ly 

17. Except in resped of death or p e s o n a l in ju ry caused by the Consultants negl igence theConsu l tan t tfiall not be l iable t o the Client by reason of any representation, or 

imp l i ed war ran ty , cond i t ion or o t h e t e r m , or any du ty at common law, or u n d e t h e a c p r e s s t e m s c f any contract, for any consequential lessor d a m a g e ( w h e t h e for loss 

c< p ro f i t or o t h e r w i s e , costs, a tpenaesor other d a i m s f o r consequential compensation w h a t s o o / e ( and whether caused by the negligence ot theConsu l tan t h is 

employees or agents o r c«herwi»e) w h i c h • r i se out of or in c o n t v c t n n w i t h the CorBul tant 's services, except as expressly p rov ided in these cond i t ions 

i a TheCcnsu l tan t shal l not be l i a b l e t o the Cl ient or be deemed to be in breadi of the contract by reason of any delay in per lo rming , or any fa i lu re to per fo rm any of the 

Consu l tan ts ob l igat ions in rel A o n t o t f te serv ices he renders 

19. The ident i f icat ion of f u n g i , insects or t reed iso rdes ip rebsoed on f i d d observat ions and do not i n d u d e a (af joratory anaTysis (unfess requested) 

2 a T h e c o n t r a d between t h e C l f e i t and the Consu l tan t sh4|ll b e g o v e n e d by t h e l a w s o f B i g l and . 

Tree Survey* AIA for Trees at 2, St Christopher Road. Havant C 
Prepared by ARBORTECHipnsuitaiicy). March 2012. 
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