
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

TREE SURVEY, 
ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT, 

TREE PROTECTION PLAN & HEADS OF 
TERMS FOR THE ARBORICULTURAL METHOD 

STATEMENT Rev:3, 
 

with regard to proposed development at: 
 

9 Clarendon Road, Haringey, N8 0DJ, 
 

for: 
 

Paul Simon Magic Group. 
 

Job no. MJC-20-0119 
 
 
 
 
 
 

26
th
 November 2020. 

Mark Carter 
FICFor.   MRICS   M.Arbor.A   Dip. Arb. (RFS), 

Managing Director, 
MJC Tree Services Limited, 

39 School Road, 
West Wellow, 

ROMSEY, 
Hampshire, 
SO51 6AR. 

 
(01794) 322 712. 

mjc@mjctreeservices.co.uk 

MJC Tree Services Limited - Rep BS5837 TS AIA TPP HOT MJC-20-0119 rev3 9 Clarendon Road  26 11 20 1 of 26



 

Contents 
 
Instruction            1.0 
 
Qualifications & Caveats          2.0 
 
Introduction            3.0 
 
Summary            4.0 
 
Tree Constraints Plan          5.0 
 
Tree Survey Schedule          6.0 
 
Arboricultural Impact Assessment Plan        7.0 
 
Tree Protection Plan & Heads of Terms for the       8.0 
Arboricultural Method Statement 
 
References            9.0 
 

MJC Tree Services Limited - Rep BS5837 TS AIA TPP HOT MJC-20-0119 rev3 9 Clarendon Road  26 11 20 2 of 26



 

1.0 Instruction 
 
1.1 MJC Tree Services Limited have been instructed by Simon Oliver, acting on 

behalf of Paul Simon Magic Group, as follows: 
 "Re: Development Site Tree Survey & Reports in Accordance With 

BS5837:2012 at 9 Clarendon Road, Haringey, N8 0DJ. 
 To visit the above site and carry out the following works: 

� To carry out a ground level and visual survey of trees on and adjacent to 
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 an existing site 
layout plan showing all tree stems on and immediately adjacent to the 
site, existing site features and spot levels, that will need to be supplied, 
via email, as a .dwg (AutoCAD) file to the above office before the survey 
can be undertaken: 

� To provide an explanation of the tree constraints to the design team: 
� To combine these elements into a single report and to supply the 

completed report in an electronic format as a .pdf file, with the plans 
available as .dwg (AutoCAD) files." 

 And: 
 "In response to specific additional instruction from yourself, to carry out the 

following works: 
� To discuss 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 an Arboricultural Impact Assessment for the proposed 
development of the above site, using the tree constraints information for 
reference and a proposed site layout plan (including all access and 
service plan details) that will need to be supplied, via email, as a .dwg 
(AutoCAD) file to the above office before the report can be completed: 

� To draw up a Tree Protection Plan and, if required, the heads of terms for 
an Arboricultural Method Statement for the proposed development that 
will provide adequate protection to the trees identified for retention: 

� To combine these elements into a single report and to supply the 
completed report in an electronic format as a .pdf file, with the plans 
available as .dwg (AutoCAD) files." 
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2.0 Qualifications and Caveats 
 
2.1 The author of this report is a: 

• Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Foresters: 

• Chartered Arboriculturist: 

• Chartered Surveyor: 

• Registered Consultant of the Institute of Chartered Foresters. 

• Professional Member of the Arboricultural Association: 
He also holds the Royal Forestry Society’s Professional Diploma in 
Arboriculture and has over 26 years experience in UK arboriculture.  A full 
CV and CPD record are 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. 

 
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. 
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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 report 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 and 
the identification of where specific arboricultural methodologies are 
required (Tree Protection Plan and Heads of Term for the 
Arboricultural Method Statement). 

 
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 "Hthe 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. 

 
3.3 An Arboricultural Method Statement has not been drawn up and submitted 

with this report.  This method statement should not be drawn up at this stage 
of the development process in order to comply with the recommended flow 
chart provided in Figure 1 of BS5837:2012, which makes it clear that the 
arboricultural methodologies, i.e. the method statement, should be drawn up 
AFTER statutory planning permission has been granted, and not before. 
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4.0 Summary 
 
4.1 It is proposed to redevelop the site as illustrated in the Arboricultural Impact 

Assessment plan. 
 
4.2 The proposed development requires the removal of 14 individual trees, the 

crown reduction of a further 6 trees, and special methods of construction in 
order to protect the root protect areas of retained trees, all as set out in the 
Arboricultural Impact Assessment plan.  Sufficient room has been designed 
into the proposed development layout to accommodate new tree and shrub 
planting to mitigate for the tree losses, and the special methods of 
construction are achievable in practical terms and their requirements in 
terms of levels have been accommodated in the proposed development.  
Therefore, there are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local 
Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development, providing 
the tree protection measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree 
Protection Plan are undertaken, along with adequate mitigation planting of 
new trees as suggested above.  In order to ensure that these measures take 
place, it is likely that, if the LPA grant planning permission for the proposed 
development, they will make that permission conditional of the following: 

• Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan: 

• The pre-commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive 
Arboricultural Method Statement that must be followed throughout the 
development works: 

• The pre-commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive 
soft landscaping scheme for the proposed development that includes 
adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for 
the identified tree losses: 

• The pre-commencement drawing up and approval of an underground 
service plan. 

 
4.2.1 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace.  

Therefore, the required use of these conditions should not form a legitimate 
reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development. 

 
 
 

Mark Carter 
FICFor.  MRICS  M.Arbor.A  Dip.Arb(RFS) 
 

© 2020 MJC Tree Services Limited 
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5.0 Tree Constraints 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 cmb = combined stem diameter value for multi stem trees. 

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 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 n/a = not available. 
 

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 Himalayan 
Birch 

8# 120# 1 4# 4# 1# 4# 1.7# NE# 1.3# SM# • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was an attractive feature 
with some potential for future growth. 

• The tree was offsite and inaccessible 
therefore all assessments and 
measurements used were estimates 
made from a distance. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 1.4 
metre; area = 7 square 
metres. 

20-40# B2# 
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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 Flowering 
Cherry 

8 230 1 4 4 3 5 2 ESE 2 SM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• The crown had been lifted in the past 
over the pavement and highway. 

• The tree had some potential for 
future growth. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 2.8 
metre; area = 24 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T3 Almond 5# 100# 
+ 

75# 
= 

125 
combi
ned 

2 4 3 3 3 2 SSW 2 SM • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was inaccessible behind a 
locked gate and fence, therefore all 
assessments and measurements 
used were estimates made from a 
distance. 

• The tree was suffering from severe 
Peach Leaf Curl disease. 

• The tree was growing abutting the 
nearby walls and fence, and this was 
likely to result in direct damage being 
caused to both the walls and fence, 
and the tree, therefore the long-term 
retention of this tree was not 
anticipated. 

• Consider felling and 
replacing with a better 
formed specimen 
Almond tree, located 
slightly further away 
from the walls and 
fence. 

• RPA: radius = 1.5 
metre; area = 7 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 

T4 Flowering 
Cherry 

7# 250# 
+ 

200# 
= 

320 
combi
ned 

2 4# 4# 3# 4# 2# NE# 2# EM# • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was inaccessible behind a 
locked gate and fence, therefore all 
assessments and measurements 
used were estimates made from a 
distance. 

• The tree was two stemmed from just 
above ground level with a swollen 
and potentially weak fork between 
the stems. 

• The presence of this structural defect 
makes the long-term retention of this 
tree unlikely. 

• The crown had been reduced in the 
past on the southern side, most likely 
to clear the nearby building. 

• The crown was in contact with the 
wall to the north and this introduces a 
potential risk of causing direct 
damage to both the wall and the tree. 

• Consider felling and 
replacing with a better 
formed specimen tree. 

• RPA: radius = 3.8 
metre; area = 46 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 

T5 Flowering 
Cherry 

7 150# 1 4 3 4 4 1.6 NE 2 SM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature with some potential for future 
growth. 

• The original support stakes and 
protective mesh was still present 
around the trunk and this prevented 
close access to the trunk hence 
estimated stem diameter 
measurement used to calculate the 
root protection area. 

• The surrounding tarmac surface was 
becoming disrupted most likely as a 
result of direct root damage, a 
symptom common with this genus of 
tree. 

• However, this root growth could be 
accommodated by removing the 
immediately surrounding hard 
surface and replacing it with soft 
landscaping. 

• Remove supporting 
stakes and protective 
mesh. 

• Consider removing the 
immediately surrounding 
asphalt surface and 
replacing with soft 
landscaping. 

• RPA: radius = 1.8 
metre; area = 10 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T6 Swedish 
Whitebeam 

8 470 
@ 
1m 
agl 

1 4 5 4 4# 1.5 NW 1.5 EM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature with some potential for future 
growth. 

• The tree was heavily covered in Ivy 
which restricted the extent of visual 
survey possible. 

• A low branch bole was present 
hence stem diameter measurement 
at 1 metre above ground level used 
to calculate the root protection area. 

• Sever at ground level 
Ivy stems growing up 
this tree and re-survey 
in 12 months-time, when 
the Ivy has died back. 

• RPA: radius = 5.6 
metre; area = 100 
square metres. 

20-40 B2 
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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 

T7 Swedish 
Whitebeam 

9# 450# 1 4# 3# 2# 2# 2# E# 2# EM# • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was inaccessible behind a 
locked gate and fence, therefore all 
assessments and measurements 
used were estimates made from a 
distance. 

• The tree was an attractive feature 
visible from the public highway, but 
unfortunately it was growing so close 
to the existing buildings that it was 
likely to come into repeated conflict 
with these structures in the future, 
therefore the long-term retention of 
this tree was considered unlikely. 

• Consider replacing with 
a new tree more 
appropriately located. 

• RPA: radius = 5.4 
metre; area = 92 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 

T8 Rowan 8# 450# 1 5# 4# 5# 5# 2# S# 2# EM# • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was inaccessible behind a 
locked gate and fence, therefore all 
assessments and measurements 
used were estimates made from a 
distance. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature but the crown was in contact 
with the nearby building, introducing 
a risk of causing direct damage to 
both the building and the tree. 

• Numerous bark cankers were 
present on the first and second order 
branches. 

• The branch bole was congested with 
multiple potentially weak forks 
forming. 

• The poor structural condition of the 
tree and its proximity to the building 
and its poor health makes the long-
term retention of this tree unlikely. 

• Consider replacing with 
a healthier and more 
appropriately formed 
tree. 

• RPA: radius = 5.4 
metre; area = 92 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 

T9 Swedish 
Whitebeam 

8# 150# 
typical 
x 10 

= 
474 

combi
ned 

10 5# 5# 5# 4# 0.7# E# 1.8# EM# • The tree was not plotted in the 
supplied topographical survey plan 
and its position was estimated by eye 
whilst on site.  If the position of this 
tree becomes critical to any 
proposed development on the site 
the position of this tree must be 
confirmed by a competent land 
surveyor and this survey and report 
updated accordingly. 

• The tree was inaccessible behind a 
locked gate and fence, therefore all 
assessments and measurements 
used were estimates made from a 
distance. 

• The tree was multi stemmed from 
just above ground level with 
potentially weak forks forming 
between these stems and some 
basal sucker growth that appeared to 
be from the root stock of Rowan was 
also present. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature but given the poor structural 
condition of the tree its retention was 
not considered appropriate. 

• Fell and replace with a 
better formed specimen 
tree. 

• RPA: radius = 5.7 
metre; area = 102 
square metres. 

0-10# U# 

T10 London Plane 16 590 1 9 9 4 8# 2.3 S 4 EM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature and may also have been a 
lapsed pollard originally cut at 
approximately 2.5 metres above 
ground level. 

• This species of tree is becoming 
prone to bark damage by the 
Massaria fungus so close monitoring 
at 18-monthly intervals should be 
carried out as a minimum safety 
requirement. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 7.1 
metre; area = 158 
square metres. 

40+ A2 
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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 

T11 London Plane 16 640 1 7 8 8 8# 3 NW 4 EM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature and it may also have been a 
lapsed pollard originally cut at 
approximately 3 metres above 
ground level. 

• One significant branch had been 
removed from the eastern side at 
approximately 3 metres above 
ground level creating a large branch 
removal wound. 

• Callous growth was present around 
the periphery of this wound and the 
exposed surface of the wood did not 
seem to be significantly decayed. 

• This species of tree is becoming 
prone to bark damage by the 
Massaria fungus so close monitoring 
at 18-monthly intervals should be 
carried out as a minimum safety 
requirement. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 7.7 
metre; area = 185 
square metres. 

40+ A2 

T12 Raywood Ash 13 430 1 3 7 9 8 3 S 3.5 EM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• The crown was asymmetric and the 
trunk leant to the south, most likely 
as a result of competition for light 
and space with the nearby London 
Plane tree. 

• This species is noted for developing 
weak branch attachments (Lonsdale 
1999) and this may ultimately curtail 
the life expectancy of this tree in this 
location. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 5.2 
metre; area = 84 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T13 Single-Leafed 
Ash 

8 180 1 1 5 4 4 1.7 NE 1.2 SM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The crown was heavily asymmetric 
and suppressed by the nearby and 
larger Ash trees, and this tree had 
very little room left into which to 
grow. 

• Consider felling as a 
thinning operation in 
order to benefit the 
neighbouring trees. 

• RPA: radius = 2.2 
metre; area = 15 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 

T14 Ash 13 410 1 5 6 6 4 1.8 N 4 EM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• Crown branch form was slightly poor 
with competing leaders and 
potentially weak forks developing 
between those leaders. 

• The surrounding hard surface was 
somewhat deflected by direct root 
action. 

• The tree may succumb to Chalara 

Ash Dieback. 

• However, no symptoms of Ash 
Dieback were visible at the time of 
survey and it is possible, given the 
tree’s urban location and the lack of 
local inoculum from other Ash trees 
that this may be able to avoid 
Chalara Ash Dieback for several 
years. 

• Monitor and assess 
condition on a 6-monthly 
basis, specifically for 
symptoms of Chalara 

Ash Dieback. 

• RPA: radius = 4.9 
metre; area = 76 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T15 Raywood Ash 13 520 1 6 5 7 6 1.7 NE 5 EM • The tree was off site but accessible 
as it was a street tree. 

• The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• Crown branch form was slightly poor 
with competing leaders and 
potentially weak forks developing 
between those leaders. 

• The surrounding hard surface was 
somewhat deflected by direct root 
action. 

• The tree may succumb to Chalara 

Ash Dieback. 

• However, no symptoms of Ash 
Dieback were visible at the time of 
survey and it is possible, given the 
tree’s urban location and the lack of 
local inoculum from other Ash trees 
that this may be able to avoid 
Chalara Ash Dieback for several 
years. 

• Monitor and assess 
condition on a 6-monthly 
basis, specifically for 
symptoms of Chalara 

Ash Dieback. 

• RPA: radius = 6.2 
metre; area = 122 
square metres. 

20-40 B2 
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T16 Sycamore 12 280 1 3 5 6 7 1.1 SE 2 SM • This self-set tree contributed to the 
verdant street scene but the crown 
was heavily asymmetric as a result of 
competition for light and space with 
nearby trees. 

• The crown branch form was poor 
with competing leaders and 
potentially weak forks developing 
between the leaders. 

• The tree was also growing so close 
to the adjacent boundary wall that it 
was considered likely that it would 
cause direct damage to this structure 
in the future. 

• For these reasons, the long-term 
retention of this tree was considered 
unlikely. 

• The crown was very close to the 
nearby building and touching the roof 
of the nearby outbuilding. 

• Lift crown to create a 
minimum 2 metres clear 
space over the 
outbuilding. 

• Reduce crown as 
necessary in order to 
create a 2 metres clear 
space against the brick 
building. 

• RPA: radius = 3.4 
metre; area = 36 square 
metres. 

10-20 C1 

T17 Rowan 7 240 1 3 4 5 5 2 W 2 SM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature but somewhat diminutive 
compared to other roadside trees. 

• The tree had clearly been grafted 
onto the rootstock of Swedish 
Whitebeam and there was clear 
disparity of growth between the trunk 
and the rootstock, with the rootstock 
enlarged compared to the trunk. 

• Basal suckers of Swedish 
Whitebeam were arising from this 
swollen base. 

• Remove basal sucker 
stems. 

• RPA: radius = 2.9 
metre; area = 26 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 
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T18  Single-Leafed 
Ash 

13 470 1 7 7 7 9 2.2 E 2.3 EM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• Significant quantities of small 
diameter deadwood were present 
throughout the crown.  However, 
these were not considered large 
enough to pose a significant risk of 
harm through falling. 

• Crown branch form was slightly poor 
with competing leaders and 
potentially weak forks developing 
between those leaders and lower 
limbs that were beginning to become 
overextended. 

• Minor disruption of the surrounding 
hard surfaces was present, most 
likely as a result of direct root 
damage. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 5.6 
metre; area = 100 
square metres. 

20-40 B2 

T19 Swedish 
Whitebeam 

9 370 1 5 4 5 3 1.8 W 1.8 EM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• The crown had been lifted on several 
occasions in the past, creating a 
number of branch removal wounds, 
none of which seemed to be 
significantly decayed at the time of 
survey. 

• A degree of disruption of the 
surrounding hard surface was 
present, most likely as a result of 
direct root action. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 4.4 
metre; area = 62 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T20 Swedish 
Whitebeam 

9 340 1 1 4 5 3 1.6 W 1.8 EM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• The crown had been lifted on several 
occasions in the past, creating a 
number of branch removal wounds, 
none of which seemed to be 
significantly decayed at the time of 
survey. 

• A degree of disruption of the 
surrounding hard surface was 
present, most likely as a result of 
direct root action. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 4.1 
metre; area = 52 square 
metres. 
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T21 Purple Norway 
Maple 

11 380 1 4 4 4 4 2 NW 2 EM • The tree was an attractive roadside 
feature. 

• The crown had been lifted and 
reduced in the past, most likely in 
order to maintain clearance over the 
nearby car park and against the 
nearby building. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 4.6 
metre; area = 65 square 
metres. 

20-40 B2 

T22 Rowan 7 240 1 2 2 5 5 1.7 SW 2 SM • The crown was heavily asymmetric 
as a result of suppression by the 
nearby and larger trees. 

• Several bacterial bark cankers were 
present on the first and second order 
branches and these are likely to be 
weakening these branches. 

• Basal graft disparity was present that 
was very similar to that observed on 
tree no. T17, Rowan. 

• Given the tree’s overall suppression 
and poor crown health, its long-term 
retention was not anticipated. 

• No works currently 
identified. 

• RPA: radius = 2.9 
metre; area = 26 square 
metres. 

10-20 C1 
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7.0 Arboricultural Impact Assessment Plan 
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8.0 Tree Protection Plan & Heads of Terms for the Arboricultural Method 
Statement 
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