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1. Introduction

1.1
1.11

1.2

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.3
1.3.1

1.3.2

1.3.3
1.34

1.3.5

1.4

141
1.4.2
1.4.3

1.4.4

Purpose of the Report

A report is required atloyle Mill Road (North Site), Barnsley, to provide detailed,
independent, arboricultural advice on the treesemt in the context of potential
development.

Terms of Reference

I am instructed by FDA Landscape Ltd., Huddersfi¢ddvisit the site and prepare my
findings in a report.

For this purpose | have been supplied with a togolgcal survey, Drawing Ref.
BAR_SHFD_034_ HoyleMill_RvC 01 02 08.dwg. Howevenly a few trees were
indicated on this supplied plan and where necegbarpther trees have been added to
the plans atAppendix 6 and Appendix 7 as accurately as possible by using
measurements taken on site.

Scope of the Report

This report is compiled in accordance wiBS 5837:2005 Trees in relation to
construction.

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

All trees within the site boundary with a stem deter above 75mm are included.

Where applicable trees outside the site boundary close enough to be affected by
the proposed development, are included.

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

Survey Details
The survey took place during the month of May 2011.
The survey was conducted by Robert Godwin.

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

Measurements were obtained using clinometers, alpscitapes or electronic
distometers. Where this was not possible measursmanre estimated.

[JJCA Limited 2011



Arboricultural Report at: Hoyle Mill RoadNorth Site), Barnsley, South Yorkshire.
JCA Ref: 10125/RG Page 4 of 21

2.  Site Description

2.1
2.1.1

2.2
2.2.1

2.3
2.3.1

2.3.2

2.4

241

2.5

2.5.1

2.6
2.6.1

Land Use

The site is currently comprised of new build housesl houses which are under
construction. Many roads and finished surfaces haesn completed.

Topography

The site is approximately level.

Treescape

Surrounding the site is a residential area comgiraccasional trees and occasional
mature street trees.

The trees on this site have a minor impact on adkalltreescape, with the majority of
more significant trees located on adjacent land.
Visual Amenity Value

The trees on site collectively provide a limitedual amenity to the surrounding area.

Age Class Mix

The trees surveyed ranged in age from semi-matueary-mature. However, the trees
were predominantly semi-mature.

Species Diversity

Species surveyed include Sycamore, Ash, HawthdderECypress and Goat Willow.
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3. Status of the Trees

3.1 A check was made or"8viay 2011 with:Barnsley Metropolitan Borough Council.

3.2 We are informed that there is no Tree Preservd@ioder in force and that the site is
not within a conservation area.

3.3  Due to the large potential penalties for illega@rrying out work to protected trees,
JCA recommend that a further check is carried aot po any works being
undertaken. We are able to arrange this and ton@gand supervise professional
contractors.

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

4.1  Full details of all individual trees surveyed aeearded in the tables Appendix 1. A
full explanation of the tables can be foundd@ipendix 2. Please refer also to the Tree
Constraints Plan appendix 6 for tree locations.
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5. Discussion

5.1

5.1.1

5.1.2

5.1.3

5.1.4

5.1.5

Tree Condition & Recommended Works

The tree survey revealed a total of 17 items ofetesigon (7 individual trees and 10
groups of trees). Of these, 7 trees/groups wenetifteel as retention category ‘B’, 9
trees/groups were identified as retention categGtyand 1 group was identified as
retention category ‘R’. Please referAppendix 2 for retention category and definition
criteria.

Onegroup G5) was identified as retention category ‘R’. Thi®gp contains several
dead trees and requires removal regardless of argite development. The group is
considered to be unsafe and should be removedasasat is reasonably practicable.

A full detailed inspection of off-site trees wasiioited by restricted access, as detailed
at Appendix 1 .However, sufficient information was able to behgsed to produce
this report.

General tree health and crown condition should beitored and trees re-inspected for
signs of a decline where recent ground level charngare taken place, as detailed at
Appendix 1.

Those trees which overhang the site from adja@emt, |detailed af\ppendix 1, shall
require future maintenance in order to maintairar@dace heights for vehicular or
pedestrian traffic. These heights should be 5.6mveba road and 2.5m above a
footpath.
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6.1
6.1.1

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

6.2.6

6.2.7

Arboricultural Implications Assessment (AlA)

Proposed Development

The proposed development will consist of the camsion of humerous residential
properties. Drawing No. SPL 42/01 Rev F has beeplgd by the client; this plan can
be found aAppendix 7 and is the basis for which this AIA has been pregar

Implications for Existing Trees

T1, T9, T10, G11 (one tree),G12 (one tree),G16 (part of) and T17 shall require
removal as they are situated within the footprirthe proposed development.

In this instance, the trees recommended for remiovatder to facilitate the proposed
development are retention category ‘B’ and retentiategory ‘C’ trees. The planting
of new semi-mature trees would go some way to atitig the loss of these trees.

It would also be prudent to prune back and croftrsbtme ofG13, G14 andG15 (off
site trees which overhang the boundary) to avoidflod with the development
proposals.

It is proposed to construct boundary fences inghelens of the properties, some of
which will be within the RPAs of retained treés2( T3, T4, G7, G8, G13, G14 and
G15). As these fences are to be timber frame andgtosttures, although some minor
root loss may occur by erecting these, it is notsatered that this will be detrimental
to the long term health of the trees. The holes witich the fence posts will be placed
must be excavated by hand and it would be benkfizeat the rooting zones of these
trees with Mycorrhizal fungi post construction @se refer tdection 6.4 for further
details).

It is proposed to construct hard surfaces (caripgr&gpaces and driveways) within the
RPAs ofG8, G11, G12, G13, G14 and G15. If these trees are to be retained, the
minimum dig and no-dig methods of construction mustconsidered when working
within the RPAs. The finished surface must be psiiowrder to allow air and water to
reach the tree roots, whilst at the same timelis bwithstand the load applied.

The proposed new dwellings (Plot 81 and Plot 4€y@ach into the RPAs of some of
G14 and G15. The rooting activity at the point where the foahdns are to be laid
must first be investigated by hand excavation ie firesence of an arboricultural
consultant. If significant roots are found then thew building will need to be
constructed upon pile and beam foundations, omaasi foundation type, instead of
the more traditional trench/strip foundation.

No trees are protected by a Tree Preservation Qumbkithe site is not located within a
Conservation Area.
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6.2.8

6.3
6.3.1

6.3.2

6.3.3

6.3.4

6.3.5

6.3.6

6.3.7

All the retained trees shall require protectionfégcing to BS 5837: 2005 during the
development phase.

Protection of Retained Trees

The erection of protective fencing, in accordanad \BS 5837: 2005, will be the very
first job on site following the tree removal anduping works. The fencing should
ideally be positioned to protect the entiteot Protection Area (RPA) of the retained
trees, in order to createCGonstruction Exclusion Zone (CEZ).

Where it is not possible to protect the entire RBpdencing, specialist measures must
be taken during the construction phase to avoidrgtaccompaction and minimise root
damage, where the RPAs remain unprotected. Suels are highlighted in blue on the
Development Proposals Planfgipendix 7.

Routes for pedestrian and site traffic should igebé located outside, and diverted
away from, the RPAs of the retained trees. Wherg i not possible temporary
protective surfaces should be laid over the expd®BéAs which will distribute the
weight of site vehicles, machinery or pedestriahdst/allowing moisture to reach the
tree rooting area beneath.

Where tree crowns overhang proposed structurespibssible that some pruning may
be required in order to allow sufficient clearance.

Where utilities need to be brought onto the sitesé should ideally be routed away
from the RPAs of the trees. Where this is not pmesimethodologies on the

installation of underground services without damegiee roots should be considered.
All service providers should be consulted priorcconmencement of works with the

aim of minimising the number of service runs onghe.

The site compound, which typically includes thee sifffice, mess facilities, toilets,

storage of materials and parking, must be locatesydrom the trees and outside the
RPAs. Care should also be taken to prevent sothooimation with chemical spillages,

including petrol, diesel and oils.

Any problems of shading caused by trees to the aagdtsouth of the site will be
minimised as the majority are deciduous, and ligbmetration will increase in the
winter when the sun is lowest. The remaining traes located to the north and,
therefore, interference with direct sunlight is aatissue. It is considered that the trees
are a sufficient distance from proposed dwellingsaliow sufficient light to reach
windows.
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6.4 Remedial Measures

6.4.1 Part of the proposed development will encroach theoRPAs of trees which are to be
retained. It would therefore be prudent to apmplycorrhizafungi to the soils around
these trees after the construction phase is comMigcorrhizais a fungus that forms a
symbiotic relationship with the tree roots. A treet associated witmycorrhizatakes
up nutrients more effectively and this will thenefdelp the trees to produce new roots
more effectively, so benefitting their recovery.

6.4.2 The site offers scope for landscaping and treetipignShould new planting be desired,
or required, then the areas identified for the mdawnting should also be protected by
fencing during the construction phase to preveattimpaction of the soil.

[JJCA Limited 2011
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7. Conclusions

7.1  The trees surveyed were generally found to be audo fair condition.

7.2  No trees are protected by a Tree Preservation Qndéy virtue of them being in a
Conservation Area.

7.3  One group of trees have been recommended for rdnfiovarboricultural reasons.
These are discussed$action 5 and detailed aAppendix 1.

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

7.5 Some trees have been recommended for removal &r eodfacilitate the proposed
development. These are discusse8action 6 and detailed on the planAppendix 7.

7.6 All development work carried out in close proximity trees should be done so in a
manner sympathetic to their needs. Otherwise thditon of the trees may deteriorate
in the months and years following the developmiaading to a loss of amenity and
potentially hazardous trees.

7.7  Care should be taken at the design stage to etisairéhe retained trees are protected.
The protection of retained trees can be achievedhbycreation of a Construction
Exclusion Zone based on the Root Protection Areatoée. The Root Protection Area
of each tree or group is marked on the Tree Cansér®lan aAppendix 6.

7.8  The proposed development should be accompanied Mgthod Statement detailing
the specific protection measures necessary for gaeh This should specify fencing
standard and positions (the creation of the Coostmu Exclusion Zone), acceptable
construction techniques and necessary tree works.

[JJCA Limited 2011
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref:10125/RG

Crown .5
Age _ Spread §
= S
Tree . 2| = ) ) (e} o 3
Ref Species = E N Observations Recommendations 3 = ol
o G ®les| 3 |E [sa
Latin Name = w E 8 5.8 2 S g
e|e 2] S g2 £ |_>|j «g S
28| & s 2 |38 & |ee2E
T|6| B £ |88 < [5=2|e28
Semi-mature 3 ) ]
Est. Twin-stemmed at ground level with a . .
27 balanced crown. The crown overhangs No action required.
T1 Ash 6 (1 3 3 : 95| Remove to facilitate | GOOD | FAIR | Low | 4o+ C
at the boundary. Dense understorey at
devel opment.
base base.
Fraxinus excelsior 3
Semi-mature 3 A poor specimen that has been
previously topped. Twin-stemmed at
T2 Sycamore 61| 15 2 2 | Imwith aslightly unbalanced crown. | No action required. | FAIR | FAIR | LOW | 20-40 | C
There has been an increase in ground
Acer pseudoplatanus 3 level adjacent to thistree.
Semi-mature 2 Single stemmed and vertical with a
balanced crown. Multiple pruning
T3 Sycamore 82| 24 3 3 wounds due to crown lifting (healing | No action required. | FAIR | FAIR | LOW [ 20-40 | C
well). There has been an increase in
Acer pseudoplatanus 3 ground level adjacent to thistree.
Semi-mature 3 Single stemmed and vertical with a
balanced crown. Multiple pruning
T4 Sycamore 83| 27 3 3 wounds due to crown lifting (healing | No action required. | FAIR | FAIR | LOW [ 20-40 | C
well). There has been an increase in
Acer pseudoplatanus 2 ground level adjacent to thistree.
Ave.
Early-mature .
2 Four dead trees. Single stemmed and
Bach vertical. There has also been an Remove (for
G5 Elder 713] to 2 2 . N . arboricultural DEAD | DEAD | DEAD | <10 R
increase in ground level adjacent to
25 reasons).
these trees.
Sambucus nigra 2
Seri-mature 3 Two previously topped trees - both
To 2 single stemmed and vertical with
G6 Sycamore and Ash 10 2| x 3 3 balanced crowns. Therehasbeenan | No action required. | FAIR [ POOR| LOW | 10-20 | C
20 increase in ground level adjacent to
Acer pseudoplatanus 3 these trees.
and Fraxinus excelsior
Semi-mature 2
Est. Two trees which are situated on
G7 Cypress 6 | 1| each 2 2 |adjacent land. Both single stemmed and| No action required. | GOOD | FAIR | LOW | 40+ C
25 vertical with balanced crowns.
Cupressus sp. 2
Semi-mature to Early; 4
mature Four trees which are situated on
d Goat | To Est. adjacent land. All are multi-stemmed at
G8 Sycamv?lr.zlelan 0 12 2 lave < 4 4 ground level with dlightly unbalanced | No action required. | FAIR | FAIR | MOD | 40+ B
How 30 crowns. Restricted access prevented a
Acer pseudoplatanus 4 full detailed inspection.
and Salix caprea
Semi-mature 6 Single stemmed and vertical with a
slightly unbalanced crown, which No action required.
T9 Sycamore 121 3| 29 4 4 overhangs the car park. Multiple Remove to facilitate | GOOD | FAIR | MOD | 40+ B
pruning wounds due to crown lifting development.
Acer pseudoplatanus 2 (healing well).
Semi-mature 3 Twin-stemmed a 1m with a sightl
2 unbg;cezzTown wﬁgr\:lovzrh;g si/he No action reqired.
T10 Sycamore 11 3| a 4 3 A ; g Removeto facilitate [ FAIR | FAIR [ MOD | 40+ B
car park. Multiple pruning wounds due
base o : development.
to crown lifting (healing well).
Acer pseudoplatanus 5
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref:10125/RG

Crown .5
Age _ Spread §
= S
Tree : = - ) ) O ) 2
Ref Species = E N Observations Recommendations 3 = ol
o G ®les| 3 |E [sa
Latin Name = w E 8 5.8 2 S <
e|e 2] S g2 £ |_>|j «g S
28| & s 2 |38 & |ee2E
T|6| B £ |68 < |52|28
Semi-mature
Ave. One Sycamore and one Ash. Both are | No action required.
To <17 twin-stemmed at ground level with | Remove onetreeto
-+
G11 | Sycamoreand Ash 9 2 at SeePan slightly unbalanced crowns, which facilitate FAIR | FAIR | LOW | 40 ¢
base overhang the car park. development.
Acer pseudoplatanus
and Fraxinus excelsior
Semi-mature to Early
mature Upto. Three trees - al multi-stemmed at No action required.
To 32 ground level with balanced crowns. | Remove onetreeto
G12 Sycamore 10 ! at SeePan Major bark damage to the dominant tree] facilitate FAIR | FAIR | LOW | 20-40 | C
base (healing well). development.
Acer pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature
Est. Four trees which are situated on No action required.
Ash, Elder and To <20 adjacent land. Both single stemmed and| Prune back/Crown
G13 Sycamore 8 1 at SeePlan multiple stemmed trees are present lift to facilitate GOOD| FAIR | LOW | 40+ ¢
) . base within the group. devel opment.
Fraxinus excelsior,
Sambucus nigra and
Acer pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature 5 Situated on adj acent land and tp the ) .
Avel Est. rear of new private houses. A linear | No action required.
Sycamore and Goat | To <30 group including Goat Willow, Prune back/Crown "
G Willow 7 2 at 5 5 Sycamore and Hawthorn. Limited lift to facilitate FAIR | FAIR | MOD | 40 B
Acer pseudoplatanus base 5 access prevented a full detailed development.
and Salix caprea inspection.
Semi-mature to Earl
Y Situated on adjacent land and to the . ;
mature B No action required.
To Ave Est. rear of new private houses. The group Prune back/Crown
G15 Mixed .| ave See Plan includes Ash, Sycamore and Elder. . . GOOD | FAIR | MOD 40+ B
12 - X lift to facilitate
2| 35 Limited access prevented a full detailed
X . development.
Mixed inspection.
Semi-mature to early
mature Est A dense group which includes No action required.
G16 Mixed Tol 1 |ave o seePlan |Ycamore, Hawthorn, Goal Willow and Partially removeto | sy | cajp | mop | 40+ | B
12 30 Ash. Limited access (fence) prevented a facilitate
full detailed inspection. development.
Mixed
Early-mature 4 ) ) )
Single stemmed and vertical with a . .
balanced crown. Multiple prunin No action required.
T17 Sycamore 12|3[ 3| 5 s - Mulltiple pruning | oo e to facilitate | GooD | FAIR | MoD | 40+ | B
wounds due to crown lifting (healing
wll). devel opment.
Acer pseudoplatanus 6
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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 ines\eéivhere the ground has a
significant slope the higher ground is selected.

A2.1.2 CROWN HEIGHTis an indication of the average height at whiaghd¢hown begins.

A2.1.3STEM DIAMETERSs measured at 1.5 metres above (higher) grourel. l&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 baseddaipis of the
branches in all four cardinal points.

A2.2 Evaluations

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

A2.2.2 PHYSIOLOGICAL CONDITIONSs 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.

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

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

[JJCA Limited 2011
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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 emgsstructures.

A3) Those having significant conservation or histl value e.g. veteran trees.

A2.3.2B (marked in blue on the plan) = retention desirable.

These trees are of moderate quality and value avifgnificant life expectancy. They
may be further sub-divided as follows:

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

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

B3) Trees with clearly identifiable conservationadher cultural benefits.
A2.3.3C (marked in grey on the plan) = trees which could be retained.
These trees are of low quality and value, and rmlequate 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.

A2.3.4R (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, irredeemableyctiral defects.

2) Removal of other category R trees will rendiemt exposed and unstable.

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

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

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

These trees should be removed or treated in sucyas to make them safe where
they have high ecological value, such as in a waatiketting.
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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: 2010Recommendations for tree wark’

Staff carrying out the work must be qualifieaperienced and ideally be Arboricultural
Association approved contractors. They should beereal 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 factdrEh were not apparent at the time,
and the acceptance of this report constitutes ageatent with the guidelines and the
terms listed in this report.

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

No liability can be accepted by JCA Limited iespect of the trees unless the
recommendations of this report are carried out utftee supervision of JCA and within
JCA'’s timescale.

It is advisable to have trees inspected bydoricultural consultant regularly. In this
instance it is recommended that these inspecti@made every year.
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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 indiv@l 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\ergiheight. It allows
more residual light and greater clearance unddnrfeatehicles etc.

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

The removal of some of the density of a tree’s erowsually 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 desaihblly at the tips in
the crown.

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

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

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

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

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

Root Protection Area — The theoretical rooting aska tree as defined in
BS5837: 2009 rees in relation to construction

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

[JJCA Limited 2011
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Appendix 5: Author Qualifications

Principal Consultant and Managing Director

Jonathan Cocking F.R.E.S., Tech. Cert. (Arbor.A), PDipArb (RFS) Féwh CBiol MSB.MICFor. Jonathan is a Registered
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business. She has recently obtained her founddégree in Arboriculture at the University of Lanize.

Andrew Bussey Andrew joined JCA having spent 12 years doing tsaegery for various private companies and a Local
Authority. He has various NPTC qualifications, iIRA qualified and is currently studying for his Amiicultural Technicians
Certificate.

Toby Parsons Cert. Arb. (RFS)Tech. Cert. (Arbor.A)Toby joined JCA after spending 6 years workingaagenior climber for
various Arboricultural contractors in the East Midtls and the South-West. He has gained the LevElerificate in
Arboriculture (RFS), an Arboricultural Technicia@srtificate and is QTRA qualified.

Raphael Skerratt BSc (Forestry) FArborARaphael covers the London area for JCA. He ramwis Arboricultural businesses
since 1972 and is experienced in tree surveysdeeldpment, safety and subsidence purposes, amdggpert Witness.

Consulting Staff: Ecology

Christopher Shaw BSc (Hons)Chris is our in-house Ecologist, and joined JCAR@10 after achieving a First Class degree in
Biology at the University of Leeds. Prior to joigiddCA, Chris has volunteered with a number of oggions including the
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Consultancy Course’ with Acorn Ecology. Chris ishaly involved in building JCA’s portfolio of ecogical services.

Adminigrative Staff

Sue Guest Administrative Team Leader. Catherine Cocking Accounts Manager.
Sally Whitwam Administrative Assistant. Yasmin Hussain Administrative Assistant.
Simeon Haigh BSc (Hons)IT Officer. Liz Bone Trainee Administrative Assistant

Alec Fielden Cert. Arb. (RFS)CAD Technician.

[JJCA Limited 2011



Root Protection Area: RPA

THE ROOT PROTECTION AREA (RPA) INDICATES THE LIKELY
ROOTING ZONE OF A TREE. THE RPA SHOULD IDEALLY
REMAIN UNDISTURBED IF A TREE IS TO BE RETAINED.

THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS SHOULD THEREFORE BE
DESIGNED TO AVOID THE RPA OF ANY TREE WHICH IS TO

BE RETAINED.

IF IT IS NECESSARY FOR THE DEVELOPMENT TO ENCROACH
INTO THE RPA OF A TREE WHICH IS TO BE RETAINED THEN
SPECIALIST CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES AND MATERIALS

MUST BE CONSIDERED.

N\~

GI5

Appendix 6:
Tree Constraints Plan

TITLE:

JCA Ref: 10125/RG

Site at Hoyle Mill Road (North Site), Barnsley.

SCALE : 1:500

PAPER SIZE : A2

SURVEYED BY: RG DRAWN BY: RG APPROVED BY: RG

BRITISH STANDARD 5837:2005: 4.3.1
RETENTION CATEGORIES

Detailed definitions of these catagories are at Appendix 2 of our
report. N.B. These categories do not necessairly represent or
correspond to recommendations for action made in this report.

CATEGORY A:

'RETENTION MOST DESIRABLE'

CATEGORY B:
'RETENTION DESIRABLE'

CATEGORY C:
'TREE WHICH COULD BE
RETAINED'

CATEGORY R:
'TREE FOR REMOVAL'

ROOT PROTECTION AREA

CENTRE OF TREE/SHRUB

CENTRE OF TREE/SHRUB
TO BE REMOVED

Arboricultural & Forestry Consultants
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I hope that this report provides all the necessdormation, but should any further advice be
needed please do not hesitate to contact the author

Signed

Robert Godwin MSc, BA (Hons), MArborA.
10" May 2011

For and on behalf ofCA Ltd

Registered Office:

Unit 80
Bowers Mill
Branch Road

Barkisland

Halifax

HX4 OAD

Tel. 01422 376335
Fax. 01422 376232
Email: jon@jcaac.com

WWW.| caac.com

Report printed on recycled paper
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