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3.0 Survey Format 

 

3.1 Trees included in the survey were those with the potential to be affected by the 

development proposal and with a stem diameter, at 1.5m high, greater than 

75mm. The trees were inspected from the ground only and no specialist decay 

detection was undertaken. Trees were assessed from within the site or from 

public areas. 

 

3.2 The tree identification numbers used are for the purpose of this report and may 

not reflect numbering used in previous surveys or inspections. 

 

3.3 Data was recorded digitally, the individual trees plotted via GPS and their 

positions marked on the 1:250 @ A3 tree constraints plan (Appendix 4). 

 

3.4 A detailed tree survey sheet is shown as Appendix 1 with an explanation of the 

terms and categories covered as Appendix 2.  

 

3.5 The extent of the survey was limited to collecting sufficient data to inform upon 

the feasibility of the proposed development, it was not a detailed tree hazard or 

risk assessment and, unless specified, no guarantee, expressed or implied, can 

be given regarding the safety of the trees or their suitability for safe long-term 

retention.  

  

4.0 Grading Categories 

 

4.1 The quality of the surveyed trees was assessed and they were categorised to 

reflect the criteria recommended in Table 1 of BS 5837:2012 as detailed at 

Appendix 3. 

 

4.2 The following is a breakdown of the number of trees in each BS category. 

 

Category U 0 trees 

Category A 0 trees 

Category B 11 trees  

Category C 6 trees & 2 groups of trees 

 

5.0 Legislation 

 

5.1 Tree Preservation Orders & Conservation Areas - Local Planning Authority (LPA) 

online mapping showed that the application site is not within a designated 

conservation area but the off-site poplar (T3) is subject to tree preservation order 

TPO/P/2/15, while the English oaks (T4 & T8) and the limes (T6 & T7) are covered 

by  TPO/P/2/20. 
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5.2 Wildlife legislation – under Part 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981), with 

only a few exceptions, it is an offence to intentionally take, damage or destroy 

the nest of any wild bird while the nest is in use or being built. Bat species are 

protected under Section 39 of the 1994 Conservation (Natural Habitats etc.) 

Regulations (as amended), the 1981 Wildlife and Countryside Act (as amended) 

and the 2000 Countryside and Rights of Way Act. It is illegal to damage or 

destroy any bat roost, whether occupied or not, or disturb or harm a bat.  

 

6.0    Development Proposal 

 

6.1 The proposal is for construction of six semi-detached dwellings in place of the 

existing static caravans. 

 

7.0 Site Description 

 

7.1 The area for proposed development - attached to the Inglenook Hotel - is to the 

east of Platinum Gardens and north of Spinnaker View; it is a broadly-level open 

space of around 2400m² with static caravans & timber outbuildings arranged 

around clipped hedges and mixed species borders.  

 

7.2 The application site is in a suburban location of medium density housing but 

with open farmland to the north & west. The wider landscape includes 

individual trees or small groups as roadside trees, in domestic settings and in 

hedgerows bordering lanes and along field boundaries. 
 

 

7.3 The British Geological Survey records the site geology as London Clay Formation 

sedimentary bedrock while the superficial geology is described by the UK Soil 

Observatory (www.ukso.org) as a loamy soil with naturally high groundwater. No 

detailed analysis of the soil structure, composition or pH was undertaken and 

these details should not be relied on for design purposes. 

 

8.0  Tree Survey 

 

8.1  With the exception of the poplar (T3) in the garden of 20 Spinnaker View, all the 

recorded trees were within the application site. Trees and shrubs that were too 

small to be recorded or beyond influence of the development proposal 

included cabbage palms, laurel borders & clipped hornbeam hedges bordering 

paths; a wide border of Choisya, hydrangea, bamboo, elders, buddleia, 

Aucuba, Cotoneaster, barberry, Mahonia, Viburnum, Chusan palm, plums & 

myrtle in a belt on the northern boundary and another group of cypress behind 

outbuildings to the north-east of the site. 
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9.0  Tree Appraisal  

 

9.1 Details and comments of individual trees and groups are listed in the appended 

BS 5837 survey schedule detailed at Appendix 1.   
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ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 

10.0  Below Ground Constraints – Root Protection Area (RPA) 

 

10.1 Section 3.7 of BS 5837: 2012 states that – “The Root Protection Area (RPA) is a 

layout design tool indicating the minimum area around a tree deemed to 

contain sufficient roots and rooting volume to maintain the tree’s viability, and 

where the protection of the roots and soil structure is treated as a priority. “ 

 

10.2 The RPA calculations have been produced using the information gathered from 

the tree survey and section 4.6.1 of BS 5837:2012. This indicates the RPA in m² and 

the minimum required all round radial distances for rooting zone protection and 

allows a view to be taken as to whether the trees can be retained safely without 

undue damage to their root systems. The RPA calculations are detailed in the 

appended tree survey and the initial dimensions marked on the 1:250@ A3 tree 

constraints plan (Appendix 4). 

 

10.3 Tree root morphology can be affected by numerous factors; availability of 

water, aeration, soil type, temperature and structure, compacted or impervious 

surfaces and proximity to buildings and other structures all affect the way roots 

develop and although the RPAs are marked on the plan as uniform polygons the 

actual root systems will be far more irregular. Root mapping or hand excavation 

under arboricultural supervision could determine whether structural roots or root 

masses & likely mycorrhizal associations extend beyond the RPAs and require 

greater protection in relation to construction or whether it may be possible to 

develop within the RPA without a negative impact on the rooting environment. 

 

10.4 The recorded trees are all growing in unsurfaced ground. It is possible that 

proximity to the heavily compacted and long-established access track along 

the southern boundary of the plot will have had some impact on the root 

development & function of the poplar (T3) and row of Leyland cypress (G1) – 

particularly with the extent of unsurfaced ground to the south prior to the 

development of Spinnaker View between 2016 & 2019 - and that their rooting 

area may be more extensive to the south, but as a design layout tool the 

nominal RPAs are a reasonable representation. 

 

11.0  Above Ground Constraints 

 

11.1 Consideration should be given to the effects that the current tree size, future 

growth potential, shade levels and leaf and fruit nuisance may have on the 

proposed development. Tree height and crown spread measurements are 

detailed in the appended tree survey; the crown spread of the trees and the 
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shadow pattern through the main part of the day is indicated on the 1:250 @ A3 

tree constraints plan (Appendix 4).  

 

12.0  Comment  

 

12.1 The 1:250 @A3 development proposal plan (Appendix 5) shows that construction 

of the new access road will require the removal of the Category C mountain ash 

(T1) while a second Category C mountain ash (T5) has a suppressed form, leans 

to the east and cannot realistically be retained. The sycamore (T15) is showing 

signs of decline and while it is largely beyond influence it may be sensible to 

remove it before the properties are occupied.  

 

12.2 Construction of the conservatories impacts on the nominal RPA of the cabbage 

palm (T10) and the robinia (T17) by around 1% respectively. Excavation for 

foundations here must be undertaken by hand under arboricultural supervision 

to ensure no loss or damage to roots occurs. 

 

12.3 Construction of the western dwelling will impact on branch tips of the English 

oak (T4) & lime (T6) in the eastern sectors of the crown. Minor pruning to shorten 

small-diameter branch tips to suitable growth points will allow room for 

construction and have no significant overall impact on the trees. The trees on 

the western boundary have had branches shortened where they extend over 

the garden of 1 Platinum Gardens so shortening branch tips on T4 & T6 will result 

in a more balanced form.  

 

12.4 The new road connecting to Platinum Gardens will follow the route of the 

existing, well-compacted, and long-established track. While the track does pass 

through the designated Root Protection Area (RPA) of the poplar (T3), its long-

term use does not seem to have harmed the tree. However, any new 

surfacing—along with driveways, parking areas, and paths for the two western 

plots—must employ a no-dig construction method that preserves the existing 

surface and maintains the integrity of the deeper rooting environment. 

The current track is frequently used by vehicles, resulting in significant 

compaction and limited water permeability. Although the new surfacing will 

implement no-dig techniques to avoid damaging tree roots, it can incorporate 

an impermeable liner to enhance surface water drainage and 

minimize the risk of blockages - given that the current track is frequently used by 

vehicles, resulting in significant compaction and limited water permeability. 

Additionally, the construction of patios and paths behind the dwellings will 

partially extend into the RPAs of trees T10, T13, T15 (if they are retained), and T17, 

necessitating the same no-dig construction methods for those areas as well. 
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• Construction exclusion zone Phase 3 – landscaping  – formed of nine weld mesh 

panels forming a construction exclusion zone around trees on the western 

boundary as per appendix 8. 

 

16.6 Temporary ground protection sheets, shown as pale blue shading on the tree 

protection plan, will need to be positioned to provide access points over the 

vulnerable RPA and a working area between the protective barrier and the 

construction site. 2.4m by 1.2m heavy duty access mats – with a maximum 

weight loading of 50+ tonnes – bearing directly on the ground and pegged in 

place to prevent slipping will provide appropriate protection for the anticipated 

level of access needed and prevent any compaction of the soil. 

 

17.0  Permanent Hard Surfacing Within RPA 

 

17.1 Construction of the new access road, driveways and parking areas that impact 

on the RPA will use a no-dig specification with an impermeable liner. Appendix 

12 provides a detailed installation guide for the Geoweb® tree root protection 

no-dig Three-Dimensional Cellular Confinement System as summarised below: 

 

• Existing surface vegetation to be removed by hand or treated with 

herbicide as agreed with Local Planning Authority (LPA). 

• Create a level subgrade by filling any hollows with permeable material, 

i.e., clean stone or sharp sand rather than removing or grading humps 

that may contain roots. 

• To help prevent pollution contamination of the RPA a non-woven 

geotextile should be laid on the level subgrade. 

• The new terrace will be formed from Geoweb panels placed on the 

geotextile and joined side to side. 

• The Geoweb panels will be filled with porous, no-fines 4-20mm clean 

angular stone above the impermeable liner and using the already filled 

panels as the working platform. 

• Pinned sleepers, gabions or non-invasive haunch kerbing may provide 

suitable edging. 

• The finished surface must be agreed with the LPA.  

 

18.0  Foundation Construction 

 

18.1 Foundation depth will be determined by the architect or a structural engineer 

and with reference to NHBC Chapter 4.2 – Building near trees. 

 

18.2 Excavation and construction of foundations for the dwellings takes place largely 

beyond the RPA of recorded trees but if roots are encountered during 

construction work: 
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• Careful use of hand tools will avoid bark damage of retained roots at the 

edge of the foundation if present; 

• exposed roots or fibrous root masses that are to be retained should be 

immediately covered – with hessian or similar - to prevent drying; 

• individual roots less than 25mm diameter that need to be removed should 

be cleanly severed, with secateurs or a pruning saw, far enough back 

from the edge of the foundation (>100mm) that the effects of uncured 

cement do not impact tree health; 

• the project arboriculturalist will determine whether it is possible to sever 

roots greater than 25mm diameter, whether bridging with a lintel may be 

possible or if an alternative foundation type is necessary;  

• use of impermeable membranes to line the excavations before the 

concrete is poured will help prevent damage by the alkaline properties of 

cement. 

 

19.0  Infrastructure Requirements 

 

19.1 Service trenches, drainage runs & soakaways must be located outside the RPA 

with connections to existing drains and services also made beyond the RPA. 

 

19.2 Undisclosed siting of service runs, above ground services, CCTV cameras, 

electrical sub-stations, refuse stores, lighting and other infrastructure 

requirements can lead to unnecessary tree pruning or root loss during or post 

development. Should any infrastructure requirements become necessary post 

planning their design should be discussed with the project arboriculturalist and, if 

necessary, the permission of the local planning authority obtained.  

 

20.0   Additional Precautions 

 

20.1 No storage or mixing of materials to take place within the construction exclusion 

zone or in the ground protected RPA. 

 

20.2  No storage or mixing of materials will take place in any location where they may 

leak into the construction exclusion zone or RPA. 

 

20.3 Materials which may contaminate the soil will not be discharged within 10m of 

the tree stems or mixed in any location where gradients allow contaminants to 

run towards RPAs. 
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21.0 Landscaping Operations 

 

21.1 On completion of the dwellings, driveway construction, hard landscaping and 

other associated works - and with no further requirement for machinery or plant 

on site - the protective barriers and ground protection can be removed to allow 

the soft landscaping and planting scheme to proceed. 

 

21.2 A landscape specification should provide detail on subsoil grading and 

preparation along with topsoil cultivation and final grading. A planting schedule  

and landscape plan will show grass seed mixes and locations for proposed tree 

& shrub planting along with a detailed specification for planting, staking, 

mulching and aftercare.   

 

21.3 Soil cultivation and preparation beneath the retained trees must be undertaken 

carefully by hand to avoid any damage to the roots and rooting environment.  

  

22.0  Supervision and Monitoring  

 

22.1 It will be the responsibility of the main contactor to ensure that any conditions 

attached to the planning consent are adhered to at all times and that a 

monitoring regime with regard to tree protection on site is adopted. 

 

22.2 An arboriculturalist should be appointed to monitor tree protection measures 

and address any arboricultural issues that may arise. 

 

22.3 The project arboriculturalist should mark the positions of the protective barriers 

and inspect them once erected and prior to site work commencing. 

 

22.4  In addition to any scheduled supervision, regular site visits to inspect the 

protective barriers may be required. Frequency of the visits is dependent on the 

progress of the development but should take place every two to four weeks of 

continuous site activity. 

 

22.5 A copy of a site visit and arboricultural supervision record is shown at Appendix 

10. 

 

22.6 A copy of an arboricultural monitoring record is shown at Appendix 11. 

 

22.7 The main contractor will be responsible for ensuring subcontractors comply with 

the arboricultural method statement and do not undertake any operation that is 

likely to impact adversely upon any tree on site. 

 

22.8  The main contractor will ensure that the build sequence is appropriate to ensure 

that no damage occurs to the trees during the development process. 



Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd

Club Cottage, Top Road

Slindon

Arundel

BN18 0RP

West Sussex

BS5837:2012 Assessment

14 142

Survey Comment : Leyland cypress hedge on southern boundary consisting of around 30 individual trees; cut timber stacked at base of trees; low branches removed so fairly ineffective low level screening. 

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

  A Hedgerow

- Spp.

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity H (m)

12

Ø (mm)No 

0 31.5 1.531.5

Cat

C.1.2

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Fair

 N  E  S  W

G1

A (m )  R (m)

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area :

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch:

6 64

Survey Comment : Lawson cypress hedge on northern boundary; combination of single and multi-stemmed live trees and ivy-covered dead stumps - forms effective screening.  

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

  A Hedgerow

- Spp.

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity H (m)

9

Ø (mm)No 

0 32 242

Cat

C.1.2

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Phy Con

Fair

 N  E  S  W

G2

A (m )  R (m)

Bats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area :

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch:
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BS5837:2012 Assessment

2 1.52.5

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Mountain Ash

Sorbus aucuparia

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

7

Ø (mm)

150

No 

1 1.53 333

Cat

C.1

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T1

A (m )  R (m)

1.810.2

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2m; south-east

2 1.51

Survey Comment : Historic stem failure from co-dominant union.

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Crown 

Good

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

8.5

Ø (mm)

140

No 

1 20.5 0.50.50.5

Cat

C.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T2

Hawthorn 
Crataegus monogyna

A (m )  R (m)

1.688.9

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 1m; south-east

7 74.5

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Lombardy Poplar

Populus nigra 'Italica'

Crown 

Good

Stem Basal Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

29

Eq Ø (mm)

1118

No 

3 96 576

Cat

B.1.2

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T3

A (m )  R (m)

13.41565.6

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

Estimated Measurements 1st Branch: 2m; south
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BS5837:2012 Assessment

7.5 34

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

English Oak

Quercus robur

Crown 

Good

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

15.5

Ø (mm)

420

No 

1 52 252.5

Cat

B.1

 ERC

>40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T4

A (m )  R (m)

5.0379.8

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2.5m; north-west

3 12

Survey Comment : Suppressed growth habit.

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Mountain Ash

Sorbus aucuparia

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

8.5

Ø (mm)

165

No 

1 1.53 422.5

Cat

C.1

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T5

A (m )  R (m)

1.9712.3

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2m; south

7 33

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Small-Leafed Lime

Tilia cordata

Crown 

Good

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

16

Ø (mm)

450

No 

1 32 1.522

Cat

B.1

 ERC

>40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T6

A (m )  R (m)

5.3991.6

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 3m; south-west
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BS5837:2012 Assessment

6 33

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Small-Leafed Lime

Tilia cordata

Crown 

Good

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

15.5

Ø (mm)

510

No 

1 21.5 221.5

Cat

B.1

 ERC

>40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T7

A (m )  R (m)

6.12117.7

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 3m; south-west

6 34

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

English Oak

Quercus robur

Crown 

Good

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

15.5

Ø (mm)

570

No 

1 32 254

Cat

B.1

 ERC

>40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T8

A (m )  R (m)

6.84147

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 1.5m; south-west

2 34

Survey Comment : Suppressed form.

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Scots Pine

Pinus sylvestris

Crown 

Good

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

6.5

Ø (mm)

230

No 

1 12.5 2.552

Cat

C.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T9

A (m )  R (m)

2.7523.9

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2.5m; west
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BS5837:2012 Assessment

1 22

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Crown 

Good

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

8

Ø (mm)

310

No 

1 15 345

Cat

B.1

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T10

Cabbage palm
Cordyline australis

A (m )  R (m)

3.7243.5

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2.5m; south-west

1.5 43

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Crown 

Good

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

8

Ø (mm)

180

No 

1 2.53 333

Cat

B.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T11

 Hawthorn 
Crataegus monogyna

A (m )  R (m)

2.1614.7

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2.5m; north

3 52

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Monterey Cypress

Cupressus macrocarpa

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

17

Ø (mm)

610

No 

1 67 435

Cat

B.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T12

A (m )  R (m)

7.32168.4

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 3m; west
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4 52

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Monterey Cypress

Cupressus macrocarpa

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Good

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

16

Ø (mm)

710

No 

1 85 434

Cat

B.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T13

A (m )  R (m)

8.52228.1

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2m; south

2 33

Survey Comment : Bark loss consistent with squirrel damage.

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Sycamore

Acer pseudoplatanus

Crown 

Good

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Good

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

15.5

Ø (mm)

250

No 

1 42.5 345

Cat

B.1

 ERC

>40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T14

A (m )  R (m)

328.3

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2.5m; north

5 45

Survey Comment : Bark loss and apical dieback consistent with squirrel damage; no constraint to development proposal but consider felling and replacing tree while access is still good. 

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Sycamore

Acer pseudoplatanus

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

14.5

Eq Ø (mm)

569

No 

2 37 766

Cat

C.1

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Decline

 N  E  S  W

T15

A (m )  R (m)

6.82146.3

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 2m; east
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2 21

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Mountain Ash

Sorbus aucuparia

Crown 

Fair

Stem

Fair

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Semi-mature

 H (m)

6

Ø (mm)

100

No 

1 22 31.52

Cat

C.1

 ERC

10 to 20 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Fair

 N  E  S  W

T16

A (m )  R (m)

1.194.5

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 1.5m; north

5 64

Survey Comment :

27 February 2025

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Arb L4(ABC); TechArb

Robinia

Robinia pseudoacacia

Crown 

Good

Stem

Ivy

Basal 

Fair

Maturity

Mature

 H (m)

13.5

Ø (mm)

440

No 

1 58 667

Cat

B.1

 ERC

20 to 40 yrs

Site Status

Pre Construction

Phy Con

Good

 N  E  S  W

T17

A (m )  R (m)

5.2887.6

NoBats :

Not Required

Priority2  N  E  S  W

Cons Area : No

Tree ID :

Species :

Clearance (m) Spread (m)RPStems Health

Tag :

TPO :

Assessor :

Inspected :

Next Insp :

Tree Comment :

1st Branch: 5m; north-east



















Appendix 9 – Protective Barrier 
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Default specification for protective barrier as per Figure 2 of BS 5837:2012 Trees in 
relation to demolition and construction – Recommendations, Fourth (Present) 
Edition. BSI 



Appendix 9 – Protective Barrier 
 

 
Beechdown ref: B/0559/25 
Inglenook – BS 5837 tree survey/report – February 2025 Page 2 of 2 
 

 

Examples of above-ground stabilising systems as per Figure 3 of BS 5837:2012 Trees 
in relation to demolition and construction – Recommendations, Fourth 
(Present) Edition. BSI 
 
















