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1. Introduction

1.1  Purpose of the Report

1.1.1 A report is required aPhoenix Works, Thurlstone, Penistone, to provide detailed,
independent, arboricultural advice on the treesemk in the context of potential
development.

1.2 Terms of Reference

1.2.1 | am instructed byrDA Landscape to visit the site and prepare my findings in a
report.

1.2.2 For this purpose | have been supplied with a togalgical survey rawing No.
13183-114).

1.3 Scope of the Report

1.3.1 This report is compiled in accordance WS 5837:2012 Trees in relation to design,
demolition and construction - Recommendations.

1.3.2 Preliminary recommendations are given with a viewhie long-term management of a
sustainable tree cover.

1.3.3 Two trees were surveyed within the scope of thiere

1.3.4 The specific design of the proposed development esen considered within the
Arboricultural Implication Assessment iBection 6 and detailed on the plan at
Appendix 7.

1.4 Survey Details
1.4.1 The survey took place during the month of Octolisr42
1.4.2 The survey was conducted by Toby ThwaB&. (Hons), H.N.D. Arboriculture.

1.4.3 Inspection was made at ground level. Further ingason, such as climbed
inspections or decay detection surveys, may bemgwnded where appropriate.

1.4.4 Measurements were obtained using clinometers, alcitapes or electronic
distometers. Where this was not possible measurtsmeane estimated.
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2.  Site Description

2.1 Land Use

2.1.1 The site is a small plot of grassland to the réageveral derelict dwellings, within the
Phoenix Works complex.

2.2 Topography

2.2.1 The site slopes from the northern boundary dowratde the derelict dwellings to the
south.

2.3 Treescape

2.3.1 Surrounding the site is an industrial and resi@gmtrea containing occasional mature
garden trees.

2.3.2 The two surveyed trees on this site have a modamgiact on the local treescape.

2.4 Visual Amenity Value

2.4.1 The two surveyed trees collectively provide a reabte visual amenity to the
surrounding area.

2.5 Age Class Mix

2.5.1 The trees surveyed were both mature specimens.

2.6 Species Diversity

2.6.1 Both of the trees surveyed were Sycamore.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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3. Status of the Trees

3.1 A check was made in October 2014 withrnsley Metropolitan Borough Council.

3.2 We are informed that there is a Tree PreservatiaieiOn force on this site covering
bothT1 andT2

3.3 Before any work is organised, all the necessanysste get the permission of the Local
Planning Authority must be taken.

3.4 Nowork must be done to any trees until permission has been granted.

4. Recommendations

4.1 Full details of all individual trees surveyed aeearded in the tables Appendix 1, a
full explanation of the tables can be foundA@pendix 2. Please refer also to the Tree
Constraints Plan a&&ppendix 6 for tree locations.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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5. Discussion

5.1
5.1.1

5.1.2

5.1.3

5.1.4

5.1.5

5.1.6

Tree Condition & Recommended Works

Two trees were surveyed within the scope of thpore these have been identified as
T1andT2.

T1 tree was identified as retention category ‘B’ an2l was identified as retention
category ‘C’. Please refer fgppendix 2 for retention category and definition criteria.

The trees are growing close together and form anemy. They offer a higher amenity
when considered as a group rather than as individes; both trees are unbalanced
due to competition from their neighbour.

T2 was noted to have a sparse crown with small leamdsdieback evident, a possible
indication that this tree is in decline. As su¢hsirecommended thd2 be monitored
(re-inspected) on an annual basis to assess ithticom

Both trees are growing against a stone wall, beyohidh runs a public right of way.
The wall was noted to be bowing slightly at theeba$ the trees. The wall could
potentially collapse as the trees put on increnggoiwvth and therefore this situation
needs to be closely monitored to prevent risk grsusf the public right of way. | was
informed on site that the wall previously collapskee to a tree to the south™f. This
tree has now been removed (the stump is still ptes@d the wall has been repaired.

As the trees overhang the public right of way thely require future maintenance in
order to maintain clearance heights for vehiculapedestrian traffic. We recommend
a clearance height of 2.5 metres above the pujght of way.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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6.1
6.1.1

6.1.2

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

Arboricultural Implications Assessment (AlA)

Proposed Development

The proposed development will consist of the camsibn of seven residential
dwellings.

Drawing No. 1442 P0O2B has been supplied by the client; this plan cariobed at
Appendix 7 and is the basis for which this AIA has been pregar

Trees to be Removed

Based on the proposals provided, it will be neagssaremove bothlr'l and T2 to
facilitate development.

T1 will be affected greatest, due to the proximitytlué proposed dwellings (especially
Plot 1) and due to the level changes that are gexpwavithin the Root Protection Area.
T2, growing further from the proposed developmenaavéll also be affected but to a
lesser degree. However, as this is the pooreretwlo trees, and as individually the
trees are unbalanced due to them growing togethargroup, it is advised th@&R be
removed also.

The planting of new trees will go some way towardsgating the loss o 1 andT2.
There is scope along the northern boundary, whidhbe the bottom of be new
gardens, to plant new trees.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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7. Conclusions

7.1  The trees surveyed were generally found to beifrcéndition.

7.2 Tl1landT2 are protected by a Tree Preservation Order.

7.3  T2requires an annual inspection as it has a spapseaorith small leaves and dieback
present. This is discussedSection 5.1.4 and detailed aAppendix 1.

7.4  The condition of the stone wall adjacent to thegralso requires monitoring, as this is
at risk of collapse due to the presence of thestiBais is discussed ifection 5.1.5
and detailed ahppendix 1.

7.5  The arboricultural implications of the developmbatve been considered and discussed
in Section 6.

7.6  Both trees will require removal in order to facte the proposed development. This is
discussed irsection 6.2 and detailed on the plan&ppendix 7.

7.7 Itis advised that &ree Planting Scheme is prepared which will help to ensure that
the site retains a sustainable tree cover (follgwine removal ofT1 and T2). A
carefully designedliree Planting Scheme will incorporate tree species in harmony
with the development whilst seeking to improve theerall age range and species
diversity.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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Appendix 1 Tree Descriptions and Recommendations Ref:11916/TT
=
-% - Crown _5
Age = | = % Spread ]
€ |af 3
Tree : - 22 ~ . ) ) ) oy
Ref. Species _ -g’ ’5\ gl § N Observations Recommendations 3 = &8
. E|2|E8| % 2 |zs| 2 |E [54
Latin Name |1z |22 g w E S 5 .= = 3 =B
S 5 2 D B 5 o — |5 B
3|22k s 2 28| 2 |22(35
T |6 |zs|B T |80 < |52[xd
Mature 1 Single-stemmed with a slight lean and an
unbalanced crown (dueto T2). Overhanging
55 the public right of way and a neighbouring
garden. The two trees are growing as a group
T1 Sycamore | 47 | 55 61 45 | andform onecanopy. Multiplepruning |, v e wail. | coop| FaIR | mop | 2040 | B
wounds due to crown lifting (generally
occluding well). Epicormic growth at the
base and minor deadwood present. Growing
Acer w 45 very close to a stone wall which is bowing
pseudoplatanus out slightly due to the tree.
Mature Single-stemmed and vertical with an
9 unbalanced crown (dueto T1). Overhanging
the public right of way and a neighbouring
Sycamore garden. The two trees are growing as a group
N-25 and form one canopy. Multiple pruning
NE-5.5 wounds due to crown lifting (generally [ Monitor the tree due|
T2 171 9 49 E-35 occluding well). The canopy is sparse with |to the sparse foliage.| FAIR | FAIR | MOD | 10-20 | C
S-15 very small leaves noted and dieback present.| Monitor the wall
W-3 Previous lifting works have resulted in the
Acer tree having a very high crown. Growing
pseudoplatanus E against a stone wall .Whi chisbowing slightly
due to the tree. Minor bark wounds were
noted on the buttresses.
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Appendix 2: Explanation of Tree Descriptions

A2.1 Measurements

A2.1.1 HEIGHT of the tree is measured from the stem base inemeivhere the ground has a
significant slope the higher ground is selected.

A2.1.2 CROWN HEIGHTis an indication of the average height at whiahd¢lown begins.

A2.1.3STEM DIAMETERs measured at 1.5 metres above (higher) grourel. [&Vhere the
tree is multi-stemmed at this point; the diametemeasured close to ground level, just
above the root buttress.

A2.1.4CROWN SPREADs measured from the centre of the stem baseddipls of the
branches in all four cardinal points.

A2.2 Evaluations

A2.2.1 AGE CLASST the tree is described as young, semi-maturdy-esature, mature, or
over-mature.

A2.2.2 PHYSIOLOGICAL CONDITIONs classed as good, fair, poor, or dead. This is an
indication of the health of the tree and takes mtoount vigour, presence of disease
and dieback.

A2.2.3 STRUCTURAL CONDITION classed as good, fair or poor. This is an irtthoaof
the structural integrity of the tree and takes @mtoount significant wounds, decay and
quality of branch junctions.

A2.2.4LIFE EXPECTANCYs classed as; less than 10 yedi®20 years, 20-40 years, or
more than 40 year3his is an indication of the number of years befmoval of the
tree is likely to be required.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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A2.3 Retention Categories

A2.3.1 A (marked green on the plan) = retention most desirable.
These trees are of high quality and value with adglife expectancy. They may be
further sub-divided as follows:

Al) Particularly good examples; perhaps rare or unuspties, or forming an essential
part of arboricultural features e.g. avenues.

A2) Groups of trees having a significant landscappact or with excellent screening
properties, or those softening the effect of emgs8tructures.

A3) Those having significant conservation or hisi@l value e.g. veteran trees.

A2.3.2 B (marked in blue on the plan) = retention desirable.
These trees are of moderate quality and value avalgnificant life expectancy. They
may be further sub-divided as follows:

B1) Trees that might be included in the high categary ecause of their numbers or
slightly impaired condition, are downgraded in favof the better individuals.

B2) Groups of trees forming distinct landscapetuiess, thereby attracting a higher
collective rating than they might as individuals.

B3) Trees with clearly identifiable conservationotiner cultural benefits.

A2.3.3 C (marked in grey on the plan) = trees which could be retained.
These trees are of low quality and value, and rasdequate condition to remain until
new planting could be established. They may bééursub-divided as follows:
C1) Trees not qualifying in higher categories.
C2) Groups of trees which do not form a distinadiscape feature.
C3) Trees with very limited conservation or otheltaral benefits.

A2.3.4U (marked in red on the plan) = trees for removal.

These trees are in such a condition that any egistalue would be lost within 10
years. This may be due to any of the following:

1) Failure is likely due to serious, irredeemablejciral defects.

2) Removal of other category U trees will rendamh exposed and unstable.

3) They are in serious, overall decline or are dead

4) They are of low quality and suppressing adjateas of better quality.

5) Diseases are present which may affect the healidjacent trees.

These trees should be removed or treated in su@yas to make them safe where
they have high ecological value, such as in a waatiketting.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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Appendix 3. General Guidelines

A3.1
A3.2

A3.3

A3.4

A3.5

A3.6

All work must be to BS 3998: 201Bécommendations for tree waork’

Staff carrying out the work must be qualifieaperienced and ideally be Arboricultural
Association approved contractors. They should bherem by adequate public liability
insurance.

This report is based upon a visual inspecfidre consultant shall not be responsible for
events which happen after this time due to faotddreh were not apparent at the time,
and the acceptance of this report constitutes ageagent with the guidelines and the
terms listed in this report.

Any defects seen by a contractor or the enwlahat were not apparent to the
consultant must be brought to the consultant'sigdie immediately.

No liability can be accepted by JCA in respafcthe trees unless the recommendations
of this report are carried out under the supemisibJCA and within JCA’s timescale.

It is advisable to have trees inspected byioricultural consultant regularly. In this
instance it is recommended that these inspecti@made every year.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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Appendix 4. Glossary of Terms & Abbreviations

Arboriculture

Canker

Co-dominant Stem

Crown Lift

Crown reduce

Crown thin

Deadwood

Dieback

Epicormic shoots

Formative pruning

Included bark

Pollarding

Remedial pruning

RPA

Topping

The cultivation of trees in order to produce indival specimens of the
greatest ornament, for shelter or any primary psepother than the
production of timber.

Disease damaged area of a tree, usually causathbyd or bacteria.

A stem which has grown in direct competition to thain stem and which
has formed a substantial size influencing the agpea of the tree.

The removal of the lowest branches, usually to\emiheight. It allows
more residual light and greater clearance undenrfeatvehicles etc.

The reduction of a tree’s height or spread whiksprving its natural shape.

The removal of some of the density of a tree’s crowsually 5-25%
allowing more light through its canopy and reduaivigd resistance.

Either dead branches, or a procedure involvingrémeoval of dead, dying
and diseased branches.

Where branches are beginning to show signs of desathlly at the tips in
the crown.

Small branches that grow in uncharacteristic chsséeound the base or the
stem of a tree, usually as a result of bad pruamgpme other stress factor.

The trimming of a tree to remove weaknesses aedutarities which may
lead to problems. The formative pruning operat®@aimed at reducing the
potential for future weaknesses or problems withetree’s crown.

Where the bark on two adjoining branches or stemgrowing tight
together, forming a joint with limited physical estigth.

A method of tree management in which the main trahthe tree is cut at
about 4m, and the resulting branches are then etbpp a regular basis.

The removal of old stubs, deadwood, epicormic ghowibbing or crossing
branches and other unwanted items from the tremisvrc Sometimes
referred to as crown cleaning.

Root Protection Area — Theoretical rooting areaaofree as defined in
BS5837:201rees in relation to construction

Topping is a form of pruning that removes termigrawth leaving a ‘stub’
cut end. Topping causes serious health probleragree.

[7JCA Limited 2014
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Appendix 5: Author Qualifications
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Consulting Staff: Ecology
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| hope that this report provides all the necessd#gnrmation, but should any further advice be
needed please do not hesitate to contact the author

Signed

Toby Thwaites BSc. (Hons), H.N.D. Arboriculture.

10" October 2014

For and on behalf ofCA Ltd

Reqgistered Office:

Unit 80
Bowers Mill
Branch Road

Barkisland

Halifax

HX4 0AD

Tel. 01422 376335
Fax. 01422 376232
Email: jon@jcaac.com
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JCA Ltd. Arboricultural Consultants
Professional Tree Advice e Nationwide Service

Tree Advice for Architects and Developers

e British Standard 5837 Tree Surveys

e Arboricultural Implication Studies

e Arboricultural Method Statements

e TPO/Planning advice/project management

Tree Advice for Engineers, Loss Adjusters and Insurers

e Tree surveys for subsidence
e Heave assessment
e Tree root identification

Tree Advice for Landowners, Homeowners, and Homebuyers

e Tree Safety/health surveys

e Tree surveys for mortgage purposes

e Planting advice/scheme design

e (Garden tree and shrub maintenance plans

Tree Advice for Local Authorities and Estate Managers

e Tree Inventories and Risk Assessments
e TPO re-surveys
e Trees in Historic Parks and Gardens
Veteran trees
Woodland Management Plans
Ancient woodland
Tree planting schemes

Tree Advice for the Legal Profession

e Litigating subsidence claims
e Personal Injury cases
e Expert witness for planning inquiries and appeals

Registered Office:

Unit 80 Bowers Mill Branch Road Barkisland Halifax HX4 0AD
Tel: 01422 376335 Fax: 01422 376232 Mobile: 07778 391986
Email: jon@jcaac.com Website: www.jcaac.com

Company Reg No. 05005041 VAT No. 686 4674 78

Directors:

Jonathan Cocking

F. R. E. S, Tech. Cert. (Arbor A), P. Dip. Arb.

(R. F. S.), F. Arbor. A., CBiol, MIBiol

Catherine Cocking
RGN RM
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