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1 Introduction

1.1.1.1 This report presents the results of an Arboricultural Survey undertaken on the site at land off
Hemingfield Road, S73 OPZ. The site area is approximately 6.78 ha and is centred on Grid Reference
SE392018.

1.1.1.2 The Arboricultural Survey has been undertaken to provide supporting information for proposed
development of the site.

1.1.1.3 The Arboricultural Survey included a Tree Constraints Survey which was conducted on 1%t November
2023 by Daniel Brown (FdSc, TechArborA) under supervision and approval of Andrew Westgarth
(CEnv).

Figure 1. Site location and approximate site boundary (Aerial imagery dated 2024)
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Methodology

This Arboricultural survey covers those trees or groups of trees which are considered relevant for the
brief. During the survey all relevant individual trees and groups of trees located within and close to
the boundary of the site were assessed.

The objective of the survey was to collect tree data relevant to the proposed works at the site and to
categorise individual trees or tree groups
design, demolition and construction i Recommendations 6based on their condition, quality and
future potential.

The purpose of the categories within BS 5837:2012 is not to determine whether retention of trees is

desirable, but 6 The purpose of the tree categorization

arboriculturist, is to identify the quality and value (in a non-fiscal sense) of the existing tree stock,
allowing informed decisions to be made concerning which trees should be removed or retained in
the event of the devel opment occurring. o6 (BS
be regarded as an initial appraisal with observations recorded for trees within and adjacent to the
site. Remedial tree works, foundation design and material specification are not covered within this
report.

The location of the trees is shown within the attached Tree Constraints Plan (TCP) (Appendix 3). A
detailed inspection of the trees with respect to decay, defects and hazard is not included. The tree
locations are as shown on the topographical drawing supplied.

The site survey was conducted on 15t November 2023 by Daniel Brown (FdSc) in accordance with
the BS 5837:2012 methodology!. This was under supervision of and then approved by Andrew
Westgarth (CEnv BS 5837:2012).

Information collected during the survey included species, height, stem diameter, branch spread,
height of crown clearance, age class, physiological condition, structural condition, estimated
remaining contribution and category grade. The survey was made at ground level using visual
assessment of the tree canopy and stem. No removal of vegetation, digging or drilling was
undertaken during the survey and parts of the stems of some trees remained partly obscured by
vegetation.

The TCP in Appendix 4 shows the positions, canopy spreads and Root Protection Areas (RPA) of
the trees included within the survey. The RPAs have been calculated in accordance with Section 4.6
of BS 5837:2012. Where significant ground constraints, such as roads, walls, buildings, water bodies
are likely to restrict and influence root development, the RPA circles have been adjusted to form a
polygon of equivalent area, in order to show the likely rooting area for trees subjected to significant
constraints, in accordance with paragraph 4.6.2 of BS5837:2012.

When considering the layout of the site and the retention of trees, proposals should generally be kept
outside of both the RPA and the canopy spreads. However, it may be possible to encroach into these
with access roads, footpaths and parking areas assuming the existing ground levels can be
maintained, and the appropriate construction methods are used. No liability can be accepted by
Quants Environmental in respect of the trees or for events which happen after the time of the survey.

1British Standards Institution (BSI) BS 5837:2012. Trees in relation to desigl, cemstiitiviorikecommendations. Published by

BSI Standards Limited 2012. ISBN 978 0 58069917 7.
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3 Results

3.1.1.1 The survey results are shown in Appendix 2 (Tree Survey Results i Table 1) and Appendix 3 (Tree
Constraints Plan). The trees included within this survey comprise of 12 individual trees, 10 groups of
trees and 5 hedgerows;

1 3tree groups were classified as Category B;

1 11 individual trees were classified as Category C;
1 7 tree groups were classified as Category C;

1 5 hedgerows were classified as Category C; and
1 1 individual tree was classified as Category U.

3.1.1.2 The species on site consisted of predominantly hawthorn Crataegus monogyna, blackthorn Prunus
spinosa ash Fraxinus excelsior, sycamore Acer pseudoplatanus and willow Salix ssp.

3.1.1.3 The majority of the site comprises of fields which are currently used as farmland. The field to the east
is grassland, with a section of the area used for horse paddocks. There is a footpath which runs
alongside the border of the grazing field which runs from south to north where there is an underpass
to cross underneath the 6195. To the south and west of the site are residential properties, with
Hemingfield Road running alongside the west and south border.

3.1.1.4 A Tree Preservation Order (TPO) check for the site was carried out via the interactive Barnsley
Council website. No trees were found to have TPOs or be located in conservation areas.

3.1.1.5 The trees with the highest value to the site were recorded to be outside of the site area boundary.

3.1.1.6 G2, G5 and G6 are all located along the site boundaries, outside of the site area. All three groups
have been plated as a visual screening for the A6195 and comprise of a wide range of species. G5
has a dense understorey comprising of predominantly blackthorn. The three groups provide a
collective visual quality to the area, with the groups able to be seen from the wider surrounding area.
Therefore, they have all been classified as Category B.

3.1.1.7 G1, G3 and G4 are all located to the northeast of the site area, along the north boundary. G1 is an
unmanaged hedgerow with self- sown trees along the site boundary fence. G3 are the larger of these
self-sown trees, which comprise of larger stem diameters. G4 is a group of three trees of similar stem
diameters to G3 but are situated to the north of the fence line.

3.1.1.8 G7is aline of young ash trees which are located along the west boundary of the site, outside of the
site area. All the trees are in generally good condition, but are of average quality, providing little
benefit to the surrounding area. This group has been classified as Category C because of this.

3.1.1.9 G8 and G9 are clusters of self-sown trees along the southern boundary wall. The majority of these
trees are multi stem, with no dominant trees within these groups. G10 is also along the southern
boundary further along east. This group is not self-sown, which has been planted along the wall side,
but has not been managed. All three groups have no significant impact to the site area, and have
therebefore been classed as Category C.

3.1.1.10 The remaining trees and hedgerows have been identified as low quality, and with no significant
impact to the site so have therefore been classified as Category C.
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4 Conclusions and Recommendations

4.1.1.1 During the survey individual trees, 10 groups of trees and 5 hedgerows were surveyed.

4.1.1.2 The majority of trees are along the site boundaries, and so any constraint for proposed development
is likely to be along these areas. The only trees not adjacent to the boundaries are T9 and T12.

4.1.1.3 All trees recorded within the site area were found to be of average value, providing little impact to
the site area.

4.1.1.4 Itis recommended that all Category B trees are retained where possible.

4.1.1.5 Where possible, all Category C trees should be retained to allow retention of existing canopy within
the site, however, where removal is required, suitable replacement planting with trees of improved
form will likely increase the longevity of the canopy of these trees.

4.1.1.6 With the majority of the site area not incurred on by RPAs, it is not envisaged that tree removal will
be needed to accommodate any proposed development. All trees within the site area are Category
C, and so if removal of trees is unavoidable, the loss of said trees would be easily mitigable.

4.1.1.7 All tree works are to be conducted by a qualified arborist and are to be in accordance with BS
3998:2010.

4.1.1.8 All retained trees will require protection of their RPAs and canopies during any development of the
site.

4.1.1.9 This arboricultural survey supports an application made for outline planning permission. The findings
have informed the indicative masterplan and site parameters plan. An Arboricultural Impact
Assessment should be produced to inform the detailed layout of the site which would be considered
at the reserved matters stage. Further survey work may be required in order to inform the
devel opment and to guide mitigation options. 6

4.1.1.10 An Arboricultural Tree Protection Plan and Working Method Statement should be produced prior to
works commencing on site. This should be informed by the Arboricultural Impact Assessment based
on the final site layout. The Arboricultural Tree Protection Plan and Working Method Statement
should cover detailed methods for construction and operation within any of the RPAs in order to
minimise the potential for adverse effects on these trees, e.g., digging using hand tools and
supervision by a suitably qualified arboriculturist, in accordance with BS5837:2012.

4.1.1.11 During supervised work within the RPAs and canopies, if trees are considered to become unsafe
e.g., due to unavoidable severance of significant roots, such trees may need to be felled by a qualified
tree surgeon. Any such loss of trees should be mitigated where practicable with replacement tree
planting on site, to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority. The Arboricultural Tree Protection
Plan and Working Method Statement should cover compensation planting as required.

4.1.1.12 Detailed methods for construction and operation should be developed in order to minimise the
potential for adverse effects on trees.

4.1.1.13 Where appropriate, all the trees to be retained should be protected with a tree protection fence in
line with BS5837:2012 current recommendations.

4.1.1.14 The loss of any trees should be mitigated where practicable with suitable replacement tree planting
on site, to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority. Any new landscaping should be maintained
to promote longevity.
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Appendix 1. Photographs

Photograph 1. Looking S along H1
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Photograph 2. Looking towards north boundary.
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Photograph 4. Looking E between G1 and G2
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Photograph 5. T5

Photograph 6. T6
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Photograph 8. G7 and G8
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Photograph 10. T7
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Photograph 11. T8

Photograph 12. T9
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Photograph 13. T10 and G8

Photograph 14. G9 and T11
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Photograph 15. T12

Photograph 16. G10
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