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Tree Survey and Methodology 
 
An inspection of the site under consideration was undertaken on 19th January 2024 to 
establish the condition of the trees present all in accordance with BS5837:2012 Trees in 
Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction - Recommendations. 
 
A detailed survey had also been prepared on to which relevant tree & hedgerow survey 
information has been imported for identification and assessment purposes. 
  
The survey was undertaken from ground level. No excavations were carried out or soil or 
root samples taken. No aerial inspections or invasive probing or drilling had been 
undertaken. 

Retention values were evaluated following guidance within Table 1 of BS5837 – ‘Cascade 

Chart for Tree Quality Assessment.’ This specifies four main categories. 

1. CAT A – Trees of high quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 

40 years whereby they could make a substantial long term contribution to the area. 

2. CAT B – Trees of moderate quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at 

least 20 years that are still of sufficient quality to make a substantial contribution to 

the area. 

3. CAT C – Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 

10 years or young trees with a stem diameter below 150mm. All items within this 

category could be retained but would not be expected to impose a significant 

constraint on development. 

4. CAT U – Trees in such a condition that they cannot be realistically retained as living 

trees in the context of the current land use for longer than 10 years. They may 

however have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to 

preserve. 
 
Management recommendations have been indicated where considered appropriate and 
necessary to promote tree health and viability and maintain an acceptable level of safety in 
respect of existing site conditions and the knowledge that some development is proposed. 
 
It should be noted that the BS5837 is the only nationally recognised document which 
provides guidance and recommendations on the relationship between trees and design, 
demolition and construction processes.  
 
The Standard advises that it takes the form of guidance and recommendations and should 
not be quoted as if it were a specification. 
 
It expects that appropriately qualified and experienced persons will be entrusted with the 
execution of its provisions. 
 
The British Standard does not provide specific distances for any trees in relation to 
structures (other than for new plantings and potential damage from incremental growth) 
and whilst it may recommend that no construction should occur within the expected root 



High Bank Farm, Stoney Bank Road, Earby, Barnoldswick, Lancashire, BB18 6LD 
Mobile: 07836 246062 
Email: iain@iaintavendale.co.uk 

protection areas of retained trees (the default position), the Standards provide detailed 
guidance on how construction could occur if all appropriate factors and methodologies can 
be addressed.  
 
They clearly expect that an informed, qualified and experienced person applies due 
consideration to all issues to achieve a satisfactory design appropriate for any particular site 
and the identified constraints. 
 
General Description of Site and Surroundings 
 
The site and surroundings have been described in detail within other submissions. 
 
In respect of arboricultural issues, all trees identified exist outwith the site where, due to 
existing conditions, root morphology is unlikely to have extended into the site. 
 
Two hedges were also identified, one remnant possibly being outwith the site to the western 
boundary, the other within the site and to the frontage – Edenfield Road, boundary. 
 
Management of the trees and hedges, appears to have been minimal in recent times but 
some random pruning has occurred, possibly to clear overhead Telecom cables. 
 
Soils within the site have not been analysed however, the general tree population of the 
area has reasonable vitality which indicates soils are probably within the neutral to acid 
range and not waterlogged. The size and growth rates of the general tree population also 
suggest that soils are relatively fertile and the local micro climate reasonably sheltered. 
 
Description of Proposed Construction 
 
All such issues have been fully addressed in other submissions. 
 
The Proposed Site Plan with Tree details including Root Protection Areas is appended as the 
Tree Protection Plan. 
 
Designation Relating to Trees / Hedgerows. 
 
It is not known at this time whether any of the trees identified are covered by a Tree 
Preservation Order. We would however always advise checking with the Local Authority 
before proceeding with any works. 
  
The potential effect of construction / development on trees whether statutorily protected or 
not is however a material consideration that is taken into account in dealing with planning 
applications.  
 
Even should items be afforded statutory protection, such orders impose no duty on the 
owners of the trees and woodlands affected to carry out pruning or other maintenance, 
either to any particular standard or at all. 
 
This must be a matter for the owners’ decision, subject to the duties laid upon him or her by 
the common law. If a local authority wishes to encourage such works to be carried out, it 
must do so by permission, through the offer of grants or possibly by the imposition of 
conditions on consents. 
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It is not normally considered appropriate to cover hedgerows within a Tree Preservation 
Order. They may warrant protection under the Hedgerow Regulations but normal 
management is usually accepted. 
 
Current Situation 
 
At present, as a result of existing surfacing, access requirements etc., plus site features, the 
probability of any tree roots accessing the site are considered minimal.  
 
Hedge root material may have spread across certain areas but previous site management 
may have had an impact upon such morphologies. 
 
The remaining site is covered in rank grasses plus ruderals with the remains of an existing 
structure evident.  
 
As previously noted, management of the trees appear very limited although proximity to the 
adjacent existing dwellings and access road is likely to necessitate some minor cyclical 
pruning to maintain acceptable clearances.  
 
Implications of Development 
 

1. Direct Loss of Trees  
 
To physically undertake the proposed construction and associated works, no trees will 
require removal: 
 
 

BS5837 CAT TREE No’s TOTAL 

Cat – A 
High Quality 

None 0 

Cat – B 
Moderate Quality 

None 0 

Cat – C 
Low Quality 

None 0 

Cat – U 
Poor Quality 

None 0 

 
 
There will therefore be no impacts upon views from public areas outside the site. 
 
 

2. Indirect Loss of Trees. 
 
As a result of the proposed construction there will no indirect losses of trees: 
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BS5837 CAT TREE No’s TOTAL 

Cat – A 
High Quality 

None 0 

Cat – B 
Moderate Quality 

None 0 

Cat – C 
Low Quality 

None 0. 

Cat – U 
Poor Quality 

None 0 

 
There will therefore be no impacts upon views from public areas outside the site. 
 
 

3. Major Pruning of Trees. 
 
There is no requirement to undertake pruning to facilitate the provision of access for 
construction vehicles: 
 

BS5837 CAT TREE No’s TOTAL 

Cat – A 
High Quality 

None 0 

Cat – B 
Moderate Quality 

None 0 

Cat – C 
Low Quality 

None 0 

Cat – U 
Poor Quality 

None 0 

 
There will therefore be no impacts upon the local environment. 
 
Should any additional works become necessary, removal of trees for arboricultural purposes 
would be to fell poor quality material of limited potential and promote quality of retained 
stock. Replanting would usually be recommended unless existing stock would effectively 
prevent establishment. Any such proposals would be considered as positive pro-active 
recommendations but, if for whatever reason retention was sought by other parties (e.g. 
Ecologists), consideration would always be given to alternative options.  
 
Any recommendations for basic remedial pruning to improve form and balance, permit 
grounds maintenance, remove dead wood and generally promote health and viability, may 
be incorporated within the management of the site should development proceed. 
 
If necessary, any such proposed works will require the submission of a Tree Works 
Application. 
 
Note. Formative pruning may be required in the future to maintain clearances to adjacent 
structures, but all such actions can be readily implemented without harm and would not be 
materially different to normal management requirements. 
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Indirect Impacts on Trees. 
 
As a result of the proposed development there are – as would be reasonably expected in 
respect of any development or remediation of the site, potential impacts on any retained 
items in proximity; 
 

BS5837 CAT TREE No’s TOTAL 

Cat – A 
High Quality 

None 0 

Cat – B 
Moderate Quality 

None 0 

Cat – C 
Low Quality 

H1 & H2 2 hedges. 

Cat – U 
Poor Quality 

None 0 

 
Any potential harmful impacts can however be readily mitigated by utilising appropriate 
methodologies all of which, if considered necessary, can be readily conditioned and enforced 
by the Local Authority and implemented by the contractors. 
 
Discussion. 
 
Any submitted Statement to identify the methodologies for the necessary site works would 
be expected to follow guidance within BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition 
and construction – Recommendations Section 7.4.2. et al. 
 

 Consideration of the retained hedges and their probable expected root protection 
area when considering existing hard surfacing and constraints to root morphology. 

 

 The provision of basic tree protection to the retained hedgerows during 
construction. 
 

 Manual excavations of the proposed surfacing in proximity of the retained hedges 
upon completion of the main build all to establish the existence or otherwise of root 
material and if necessary, amendments to layouts so as to avoid any unnecessary 
damage or losses. 
 

 All services, drainage routes etc. can be readily installed outwith any root protection 
area. 

 
A Tree Protection Plan has been included to indicate location of root protection area and 
other issues. 
 
Effectively therefore, any potential harmful impacts upon the retained tree and the visual 
amenity currently afforded to the local environment can be effectively avoided. 
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Indirect Construction Impacts in General. 
 
As indicated previously, some future tree management works may be desirable to maximise 
health and safety and promote the long term integrity of the retained features, retention 
simply being expected at present so as to continue to provide visual amenity and screening. 
 
Possible future pruning works may be considered necessary regardless of construction to 
maximise integrity and safety / permit maintenance of access and boundaries. They may 
however require the submission of a Tree Works Application and consent from the LPA. 
 
Such works may have some minor impact on the visual amenity of the area, but providing 
they are implemented in accordance with good arboricultural and silvicultural practices trees 
and hedgerows would continue to promote the long term viability of the landscape. 
 
The implementation of such management should it become necessary will therefore have a 
moderate beneficial impact. 
 
Construction Methodology / Arboricultural Method Statement. 
 
The requirement for an Arboricultural Method Statement may be conditioned to any 
approval for development within the site. However due to the lack of trees on site and 
hedges to site boundaries, an Arboricultural Method Statement is not considered necessary 
in this instance. 
 
If required for whatever reason, such a document as detailed in BS5837:2012 Trees in 
relation to design, demolition and construction - Recommendations would be appropriate to 
the proposals and would be expected to typically address the following issues: 
 

 Consideration of / protection to any retained trees / hedges before any removal of 
surfacing or excavation commences. 

 

 Provision of protective fencing throughout the proposed construction. 
 

 Discussions / agreement for tree / tree root protection where construction / 
surfacing may encroach within theoretical root protection areas. 
 

 Provision of construction methodology to indicate locations for site cabins, welfare 
units and storage areas. 
 

 Auditable / audited system of arboricultural site monitoring, including a schedule of 
any specific site events requiring input or supervision. 
 

 A nominated Project Arboriculturalist. 
 

 Contact details for all relevant parties. 
 
In respect of the provision of the Method Statement, in accordance with BS5837 Figure 1, 
once the feasibility and planning/design section is complete and Scheme Design Approvals 
are obtained from Clients and Regulatory bodies, the detailed/technical design stage should 
be implemented. 
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In arboricultural terms, if an Arboricultural Method Statement is deemed necessary, this will 
basically involve the preparation and submission of a detailed and comprehensive document 
to discharge the relevant conditions. 
 
The provision of such a Method Statement can ensure that there are neutral / negligible 
impacts on the retained treescape. 
 
Proximity of Trees to Construction. 
 
The proposals for the dwelling has been designed to adhere to guidance within BS5837:2012 
in that it is located outside the root protection areas of trees to be retained. 
 
Space has also been permitted to allow future growth of any retained trees although they 
are all of a size and species or, located where substantial increases in size / spread would not 
be expected. 
 
In respect of the retained hedges, being in locations where acceptable clearances have been 
provided between structures and the hedgerow, no conflicts would be expected. The 
proposed building works have been designed to take account of the existing hedges, their 
managed form and the effect that they may have on light availability. Gardens and sitting 
areas would also be expected to achieve direct sunlight for major parts of the day.  
 
The design creates acceptably spacious, open garden environments that can be 
appropriately landscaped to the householder’s personal requirements and would be 
expected to support a range of plant material. 
 
It is not expected that any shade would be cast across garden areas during the day as the 
sun rotates around it’s natural arc.  
 
From the foregoing assessments it is considered that there will be neutral / negligible 
impacts caused to retained hedges or trees within proximity of the proposed development. 
 
Services 
 
No services are currently indicated as being required within the expected root protection 
area of the retained hedgerows. 
 
Should new services be required for whatever reason in the proximity of the hedgerows, 
these will be fully assessed and if necessary any excavations will be undertaken manually or 
alternative techniques such as drilling or thrust boring utilised all as per guidance in 
BS5837:2012 or the NJUG publication Volume 4 – Guidelines for the Planning, Installation 
and Maintenance of utility Apparatus in Proximity to Trees – 2007. 
 
There will therefore be no impact upon retained material to the detriment of the local 
environment. 
 
Post Construction 
 
Should the proposed works proceed, the retained hedgerows would be expected to be 
managed to create acceptable levels of safety and accessibility. As indicated, any such 



High Bank Farm, Stoney Bank Road, Earby, Barnoldswick, Lancashire, BB18 6LD 
Mobile: 07836 246062 
Email: iain@iaintavendale.co.uk 

actions will also promote health and viability and will maximise the potential of the 
landscape. 
 
By the site becoming changed, it may be expected that a more detailed management regime 
will be established than that which currently exists which again, would be of overall benefit 
to the treescape / local visual amenity. 
 
Any items may be lost in the future due for example to age, infection, suppression or 
proposed management as would be expected in any environment but, it would be expected 
that all such operations would be supported by or consented to by the Local Planning 
Authority and replanting encouraged or conditioned. 
 
It is reasonable to conclude therefore that as a result of the proposals there would be no 
appreciable post development pressure to undertake either inappropriate or undesirable 
tree works to the detriment of the visual amenity currently afforded. It is therefore 
considered that any post development pressures would have a negligible impact. 
 
Conclusions 
 
From the foregoing information it is evident that no tree losses will be required. 
 
As would be expected, the retained hedgerows have been correctly identified as being at 
possible risk from indirect impacts but, it has been comprehensively indicated that with 
appropriate methodologies and site management all such risks can be avoided and no harm 
will be caused. 
 
If considered necessary, all operations can be appropriately controlled by the 
implementation of a detailed Arboricultural Method Statement conditioned to an approval. 
 
The proposals have considered all arboricultural issues and will permit the construction to 
proceed without conflict with any retained material on, or off the site. The juxtaposition of 
the dwelling to the retained material will also ensure that the need for regular pruning 
regimes will be avoided, attractive environments can be maintained and nuisances avoided. 
 
No services are required to be connected and / or installed that would impact upon the 
retained material. Should it be necessary for any reason, services could be installed using 
accepted techniques that avoid damage or disturbance to rooting environments. 
 
It is evident from the submissions that the development seeks to create safe, attractive and 
useable environments, thereby ensuring that retained material is positively / pro-actively 
managed thereby providing a positive contribution to the environment and assisting in 
controlling air pollution. The new garden environments will also be managed to provide a 
wide range of plants and habitat to improve biodiversity including habitat for wildlife. 
 
It is reasonable to conclude therefore that in respect of arboricultural issues should the 
proposed works proceed there is likely to be a minor beneficial impact to the retained 
treescape and its future viability.  
 
Iain Tavendale F.Arbor.A 
 
January 2024. 
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 Note:  
 
All tree surgery and felling works detailed should be carried out to a standard, the minimum of which is specified in BS3998:2010 Tree Work - Recommendations.  
 
Contractors should be suitably qualified and experienced to an acceptable standard. They should also be aware that if during operations any defects become apparent 
that would not have been immediately obvious to the Consultant, that such defects should be notified immediately and confirmed in writing within a reasonable period.  
 
All observations and recommendations only relate to the site and the trees as they were at the time of inspection. Should severe climatic or environmental events or 
changes take place, it may be necessary to reassess the situation so as to ensure an acceptable and continuing level of safety. 
 
The report does not provide a full health and safety inspection of the trees surveyed. It is not a Tree Hazard Assessment that is specific to minimising the risks and 
liabilities associated with trees.  
 
Should the inspection have taken place during the dormant season, this will have simplified the inspection of the high crowns and canopies. It will not have been 
possible however to ascertain either leaf size, colour or density which, can be classic indicators of stress or root associated disorders.  
 
The survey has also been prepared in the knowledge that some form of development may occur on the site. As such, some of the recommendations put forward could 
be considered unnecessary were the site simply left as it presently exists.  
 
Furthermore, should development be approved, it may be necessary to reassess and amend this document upon completion of all construction operations to ensure 
that trees, properties and people can all safely co-exist.  
 
All tree numbers refer to those indicated on the attached site drawing. Dimensions of any trees off site may have been estimated if access was not possible.  
 
The report unless stated otherwise, is of a preliminary nature in that the trees were not climbed but inspected from ground level, and no soil or timber samples have 
been taken for analysis.  
 

A copy of the Consultant's General Conditions of Contract are attached. These form the basis upon which all services and information are provided. 



KEY: 
 
Tree No. - Tree Number – to be recorded on tree survey plan where necessary. 
 
Species – common and scientific names, where possible. 
 
Height – overall height of the tree in metres 
 
Stem Dia - Stem diameter – in millimetres at 1.5m above adjacent ground level (on sloping ground to be taken on the upslope side of the tree base) or 
immediately above the root flare for multi stemmed trees. 
 
Branch spread – in metres taken at the four cardinal points to derive an accurate representation of the crown (to be recorded on the tree survey plan where 
necessary). 
 
Height of cc - Height of crown clearance – in metres above adjacent ground level to inform on ground clearance, crown stem ratio and shading). Where 
considered desirable, first significant branch and direction of growth e.g. 2.4-N 
 
Age class – young (Y), Middle aged (MA), mature (M), over mature (OM) & veteran (V). 
 
Physiological condition – e.g. good (g), fair (f), poor (p) & dead (d). 
 
Structural condition – e.g. collapsing, the presence of decay and any physical defect. 
 
Preliminary management recommendations – including further investigations of suspected defects that require more detailed assessment and potential for 
wildlife habitat. 
 
ERC - Estimated remaining contribution – in years, <10, 10+, 20+, 40+. 
 
Cat grade - Category grade – U or A to C (see Table 1) to be recorded in plan on the tree survey plan where appropriate. 
 
RPA – Root protection area calculated from BS5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction – Recommendations in sq/m’s. Where 
indicated, dimensions of radius of circle or sides of square based around centre point of trunk calculated for design purposes. 
 
RP – Remedially prune: remove significant dead wood, basal & epicormic shoots, broken, crossing and rubbing branches etc and undertake light reshaping if 
necessary to improve form and balance/ abate actual or potential nuisance. Ensure adequate clearances over highway (5.2m) and footpath (2.4m) 
 
# - estimated dimensions (e.g. for off-site or otherwise inaccessible trees where accurate data cannot be recovered). 





Inspector: Iain Tavendale Site; Land at Edenfield Road, Norden. Date of Inspection: 19th January 2024.

Tree 

No.
Species H'gt.

Stem 

Dia.

H'gt of 

C.C.

1st 

Branch 

@

Age 

Class
PC Structural Condition

Preliminary Management 

Recommendations
ERC

Cat 

Grade

RPA 

Sq.m's

RPA 

Circle of 

Radii / 

m's

T1 Ash 14 590

N         

E         

S          

W 

9.1

8.5

8.8

9.1

9 M F

Off site to far side of compacted access 

drive. Stem trifurcates at ground level. 

Reasonable vitality Minor dead wood, old 

branch stumps and crossing / rubbing 

branches all typical of species. No 

evidence of Ash dieback 

(Hymenoscyphus fraxineus) at this time.

No action at present.. 

Monitor.
20 B2 157.50 7.08

T2 Ash 6.5 300

N         

E         

S          

W 

2

1.8

4.2

3

2.5 EM P

Off site. Poor stunted specimen heavily 

and badly topped to avoid conflict with 

Telecom cables. Has been toped in past 

generating tight forks with included bark 

unions and decay. Very close to 

boundary retaining wall and early 

displacement evident. Tree situated on 

retained land approx. 1m higher than 

site. Minimal value and potential.

Lightly crown lift over site to 

facilitate access and 

grounds maintenance.

0-10 U 40.72 3.6

T3 Hawthorn 6 175

N         

E         

S          

W 

2.8

3

3.2

3.1

1.8 1S M F

Reasonable vitality Minor dead wood, old 

branch stumps and crossing / rubbing 

branches all typical of species. Tangled 

canopy as normal with species. Situated 

off site on retained ground above site 

level as per T2.

Lightly crown lift over site to 

facilitate access and 

grounds maintenance.

10+ C2 13.86 2.1

T4 Goat Willow 3.5 350

N         

E         

S          

W 

0

0

0

0

M F

Off site to rear of brick boundary wall. 

3.5m high stump with no branch work. 

Relatively recently cut, presumably to 

avoid conflict with Telecom cable and 

adjacent driveway.

No action at present.. 

Monitor.
0-10 U 55.42 4.2

Branch 

Spread

Iain Tavendale F.Arbor.A.
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Inspector: Iain Tavendale Site; Land at Edenfield Road, Norden. Date of Inspection: 19th January 2024.

H1
Hawthorn + small 

Holly
7 350

N         

E         

S          

W 

4.2 

over 

site.

1.5 M F

Remnant hedgerow feature. Reasonable 

vitality Minor dead wood, old branch 

stumps and crossing / rubbing branches 

all typical of species. Unmanaged, 

readily reclaimable and would be 

expected to be managed on boundary of 

any property to permit access, secure 

boundary and enable regular 

management.

Reduce back to 

manageable dimensions to 

create formal boundary 

feature and permit 

construction of new fencing. 

Maintain in clipped form.

10+ C2 55.42 4.2

H2 Hawthorn 4.5 200

N         

E         

S          

W 

3 0 M F

Unmanaged boundary feature. 

Reasonable vitality Minor dead wood, old 

branch stumps and crossing / rubbing 

branches all typical of species. Readily 

reclaimable to create secure and 

attractive feature.

Reduce back to 

manageable dimensions to 

create formal boundary 

feature. Replant where 

necessary to create 

continuous feature for 

amenity.

10+ C2 18.10 2.4

G1
Amelanchier(?) + 

Cypress
3.5 100

N         

E         

S          

W 

1.5 1.5 Y F
Off site. Small shrub group to side of 

access road.

No action at present.. 

Monitor.
10 C2 4.52 1.2

Iain Tavendale F.Arbor.A.

Arboricultural Consultants Page 2/2 C J Partnership.
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Arboricultural Impact Assessment.
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	Tree No. - Tree Number – to be recorded on tree survey plan where necessary.
	Species – common and scientific names, where possible.
	Height – overall height of the tree in metres
	Stem Dia - Stem diameter – in millimetres at 1.5m above adjacent ground level (on sloping ground to be taken on the upslope side of the tree base) or immediately above the root flare for multi stemmed trees.
	Branch spread – in metres taken at the four cardinal points to derive an accurate representation of the crown (to be recorded on the tree survey plan where necessary).
	Height of cc - Height of crown clearance – in metres above adjacent ground level to inform on ground clearance, crown stem ratio and shading).
	Age class – young (Y), Middle aged (MA), mature (M), over mature (OM) & veteran (V).
	Physiological condition – e.g. good (g), fair (f), poor (p) & dead (d).
	Structural condition – e.g. collapsing, the presence of decay and any physical defect.
	Preliminary management recommendations – including further investigations of suspected defects that require more detailed assessment and potential for wildlife habitat.
	ERC - Estimated remaining contribution – in years, e.g. less than 10, 10-20, 20-40, more than 40.
	Cat grade - Category grade – R or A to C (see Table 1) to be recorded in plan on the tree survey plan where appropriate.
	RPA – Root protection area calculated from BS5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction – Recommendations in sq/m’s. Where indicated, dimensions of radius of circle or sides of square based around centre point of trunk calculated for design purposes.
	RP – Remedially prune: remove significant dead wood, basal & epicormic shoots, broken, crossing and rubbing branches etc and undertake light reshaping if necessary to improve form and balance/ abate actual or potential nuisance. Ensure adequate clearances over highway (5.2m) and footpath (2.4m)
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	KEY:
	Tree No. - Tree Number – to be recorded on tree survey plan where necessary.
	Species – common and scientific names, where possible.
	Height – overall height of the tree in metres
	Stem Dia - Stem diameter – in millimetres at 1.5m above adjacent ground level (on sloping ground to be taken on the upslope side of the tree base) or immediately above the root flare for multi stemmed trees.
	Branch spread – in metres taken at the four cardinal points to derive an accurate representation of the crown (to be recorded on the tree survey plan where necessary).
	Height of cc - Height of crown clearance – in metres above adjacent ground level to inform on ground clearance, crown stem ratio and shading).
	Age class – young (Y), Middle aged (MA), mature (M), over mature (OM) & veteran (V).
	Physiological condition – e.g. good (g), fair (f), poor (p) & dead (d).
	Structural condition – e.g. collapsing, the presence of decay and any physical defect.
	Preliminary management recommendations – including further investigations of suspected defects that require more detailed assessment and potential for wildlife habitat.
	ERC - Estimated remaining contribution – in years, e.g. less than 10, 10-20, 20-40, more than 40.
	Cat grade - Category grade – U or A to C (see Table 1) to be recorded in plan on the tree survey plan where appropriate.
	RPA – Root protection area calculated from BS5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction – Recommendations in sq/m’s. Where indicated, dimensions of radius of circle or sides of square based around centre point of trunk calculated for design purposes.
	RP – Remedially prune: remove significant dead wood, basal & epicormic shoots, broken, crossing and rubbing branches etc and undertake light reshaping if necessary to improve form and balance/ abate actual or potential nuisance. Ensure adequate clearances over highway (5.2m) and footpath (2.4m)

	ADPB2.tmp
	KEY:
	Tree No. - Tree Number – to be recorded on tree survey plan where necessary.
	Species – common and scientific names, where possible.
	Height – overall height of the tree in metres
	Stem Dia - Stem diameter – in millimetres at 1.5m above adjacent ground level (on sloping ground to be taken on the upslope side of the tree base) or immediately above the root flare for multi stemmed trees.
	Branch spread – in metres taken at the four cardinal points to derive an accurate representation of the crown (to be recorded on the tree survey plan where necessary).
	Height of cc - Height of crown clearance – in metres above adjacent ground level to inform on ground clearance, crown stem ratio and shading).
	Age class – young (Y), Middle aged (MA), mature (M), over mature (OM) & veteran (V).
	Physiological condition – e.g. good (g), fair (f), poor (p) & dead (d).
	Structural condition – e.g. collapsing, the presence of decay and any physical defect.
	Preliminary management recommendations – including further investigations of suspected defects that require more detailed assessment and potential for wildlife habitat.
	ERC - Estimated remaining contribution – in years, e.g. less than 10, 10-20, 20-40, more than 40.
	Cat grade - Category grade – U or A to C (see Table 1) to be recorded in plan on the tree survey plan where appropriate.
	RPA – Root protection area calculated from BS5837:2012 Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction – Recommendations in sq/m’s. Where indicated, dimensions of radius of circle or sides of square based around centre point of trunk calculated for design purposes.
	RP – Remedially prune: remove significant dead wood, basal & epicormic shoots, broken, crossing and rubbing branches etc and undertake light reshaping if necessary to improve form and balance/ abate actual or potential nuisance. Ensure adequate clearances over highway (5.2m) and footpath (2.4m)
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