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I. PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

1.1

This report has been prepared 1o consider the arboriculural implications of a proposed
residential development at land at High Street and Back Lane west Royston, Barnsley. It is
understood that the initial planning application is 10 be subnutted as an outline application.
This report will make specific recommendations for arboricultural work in relation to the
proposed development. The repont should be read in conjunction with the tree constraints
plan at appendix | and tree protection plan at appendin 2. Only trees considered relevant
have been included in the report.

2. SITE

2.1

Refer to the Design and Access Statement prepared by White Agus Partnership.

22

The sites most visually prominent trees comprise of 2No. Sycamore’s T2 and T3 that are
visually prominent as viewed from Back Lane West and though less open 1o prominent a lime
of 7No. Crack Willow dominate the rear boundary to the site. Elsewhere the sites tree cover
comprises of an occasional Sycamore. Hawthorn, Goat Wiltow, Holly, Birch and Cypress
tree(s). The sites tree cover is weighted towards an early mature to over mature age range.

23
Tree cover within the immediate neighbourhood is poor in terms of numbers, age and species mix, being
defined by the prevailing land use.

24

Due to previous site management it would be considered the majority of open soils are free
draining and fertite.

3. NAME OF INSPECTOR.

3.1

Stephen Waterson,

4. STATUS OF TREES.

4.1

In the case of trees that are subject of Tree Preservation Order controls or planning
application procedures it 1s essential the Local Authority’s advice is sought and where
necessary consent obtained before undertaking any tree removal or pruning operations. In
this regard no checks have been made to ascertain the status of the sites tree cover.
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5.0. SURVEY CONDITIONS, METHODS AND BASIS OF RECOMMENDATIONS.

5.1

The survey details were prepared in accordance with BS3837 — 2005 Guide for Trees in Relation
to Construction providing an assessment as 1o the condition of each tree and desirability for
retention within the development context. The details of ihe tree report should be sell-
explanatory, however it may help 1o explain the following;

Unless otherwise stated all measurements are taken in metres (m).

Stem diameter - is measured at 1.5m above ground level or above the root Nare in the case of
multi-stemmed trees.

Age of tree - is expressed as young (y). sermi mature (sm), early mature (em), mature (m), and
over mature {(um) and veteran (v).

Estimated remaining contribution — relates to a trees usetul life expectancy i its current
context.

BS 5837 category grading — 1s a methodology for evaluating existing tree stock and is
summarized as follows:

R = Removal necessary for arboricultural management reasons and/or having a value that

would be lost within 10 years in the current context {red on plan at appendix 1)

A = Trees of high quality (green on plan at appendix 1)

B3 = Trees of moderate quality (blue on plan at appendix 1)

C = Trees of low quality ( grey plan at appendis 1)

| = Trees with arboricultural values

2 = Trees with mainly landscape values

3 = Trees with mainly cultural values

RPA (radii) -. Is the normal minimum distance specified in BS5837 wble 2 in which to
position protective fencing. This in turn defines the “Construction Exclusion Zone™.

Preliminary management recommendations — Where tree removal is recommended
solely to tacilitate the proposed development 4 statement is made o this efflect.
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6.0 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION IN SUPPORT OF RECOMMENDATIONS.

0.1

Atotal of |iNo. individual trees and 1No. tree group have been included in the tree survey.

6.2

The findings of the tree survey schedule at section S indicates that no trees merit a high quality
(A) or moderate quality (B) category. A total of SNo.individual trees make up the low quality
(C1) category with the remaining 6No. individual irces and tNo. tree group Talling into the
removal (R) category.

6.3

In terms ot the proposed development it is appropriate 1 retain trees 111 und T12.

TZ e be ReralRcD

6.4

With regard to the Sycamore trees T2, T3 and the group of 7No Crack Willow in G¥ the survey
findings at section 5, show these tree contain major detects, such that they will become
increasingly liable 1o tail in extremes of weather. Accordingly it is now appropriate to remove
these trees to ensure acceptable levels of public satety and in the case of G to make provision for
replacement tree planting and boundary treatment that. [Uis intended that such matters can be
dealt with as part of a reserved matters planning applicotion. T 2. RETAINEE  CGNTI
OCWNLESITIP {D9HUESS BriKe  KEOSLLVEK.

6.5

The possibility of root damage upon foundations will need 10 be addressed. In this regard
structures will need to be appropriately designed to have foundations that take account of

roots, either past, present or future that could mpact upon soil moisture levels and possibly
contribute 1o subsidence if the structure of the soil was of a suitable nature.

7.0 TREE PROTECTION DURING CONSTRUCTION PROCESSES

7.1

In order to ensure retained trees are protected from unnecessary damage or disturbance,
protective fencing should be erected prior o commencement of any construction
operations. The final column of the tree survey schedule at Section 5 indicates the Root
Protection Area (RPA radii) for all trees, though in the light of my recommendations this
need unly apply to trees T4 apd T12; 4 re

7.2

The RPA should be created using a robust barrier that should tully meets the requirements of
BS: 5837, Section 9.2.2, namely a framework of vertical and horizomal tubular scattold poles
which should be braced sutTicientdy to receive weld mesh which should itselt be securely
fixed with wire or scattold clamps. The tencing should be sutticiently strong to withstand
impacts likely 1o be caused during building operations. Extracts from BS3837 can be
supplied for reterence purposes if required. All weather signs should also be affixed to the
fencing at regular intervals stating: "CONSTRUCTION EXCLUSION ZONE KEEP OUT.”
Provided satistactory tree protection is provided development need not compromise the health
of retained trees. In the event that TH1 and T12 are retasned it s recommended the protective
fencing should Tollow the line demonytrated atappendis 2.

11
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8.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

8.1

From the foregoing tree survey findings, comments and observations. it will be seen that the
current proposal requires only the removal of trees in the low (C 1) and remove (R) categories.
Therefore should development of the site proceed. removal of those specimens identified., as
being in an undesirable condition, poorly sited or of low amenity value would be in
accordance with all accepted practices and relevant standards.

8.2

The protection of trees and their subsequent health and future potential is totally dependent
upon all persons operating within the site. Communications are vitally important 1o ensure
that all parties understand the reason for wee protection and its continued existence.
Providing all necessary tree protection works are undertaken, then retained trees and
development alike will satistactorily coexist.

8.3
[t 1s hoped that this report and recommendations provides all necessary information.

However should there be any queries or should clarification of any points be required, please
contact myseit.

Stephen Waterson
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Section 5 continued
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Tl Sycamore | 0.15 7 n-2 m Growing up against boundary fence. Topped at Sm & providing Remove tree for 0-10 I3 1.8
e-4 negligible amenity vatue. arboriculiural
-2 management
w-1 reasons I
T2 Sycamaore 075 & [n5 (m Co dominant stems from ground level with very tight included union. Remove tree far ) | 010 R 5
e-8 Major historic wound now extensively decayed from ground level arboricultural Z i F—,j'érlff 't’v
5-8 upwards. The 1win leaders subdivide a1 4m with further tight included | management Cf.h) WK Sl ¥
o w-3 unions present. Minor snags & dead wood, reasons =
T3 Sycamore 0.63 I8 | n-5 m | Heawvily suppressed by T2. Co dominant stems from 0.3m, with tight Remove tree for 0-10 R 7.8
e+ included union present. Major historic wound on south easterly facing | arboriculinral
5-6 stem now eviensively decayed. Minor snags & dead wood. Loss of managenment
w-6 companion shelier from T2 will further compromise structural imegrity | reasons
- N L 1 | ofthis tree. o B o b N R
T4 Hawthorn (.25 ) n-3 m rer'll" :l:r11r11“LdI;)|—ﬁ_tc)rbu;d level. Minor unug__’s_& dead wood. Remove tree 1o 10-20 Cl 3 4‘
m/s e-3 Inconsequential tree readity replaceable within development context. accommuodate
-3 Development loss, propased
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TS Hawthorn 0.30 6 n-5 m Poor suppressed form due 10 T4, Minor snags & dead wood. Remove treg to 10-20 1l 36
e-0 Development loss. accommodate
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T6 Sycamore 030 4 n-0.5 [sm | Pollarded at 4m & providing very negligible amenity value. Within Remove tree for 0-10 R 36
e-0.5 2m of an off site attached brick built garuye. arboricultural
5-0.5 management
N w-0.5 o B o o reasons L ]
T7 Goat 0.45 8 n-3 m Dual stemmed & of poor form. Major bark wounds 1o root collar & Remove tree for 0-10 R 4.5
Willow m/s e-2 northern stem. arboricultural
s-5 managenient
L I S 1 w-6 - o o L reasons D R R D
G8 9 Crack <050 | <10 | <n-8 |om | Very poor irees having been repeatedly lopped at varying heights. Remove tree for 0-10 R 5
Willow m/s <e-6 Now comaining major defects including dead wood. snags. pockets of | arboricultural
<5-6 decay & weak branch umons. Replaceable within development management
1 ] <w-6 context regsons L
9 1 Hawthorn 020 |7 n-2 em Major bark stripping to tree from ground level 1o 1.7m Remove tree for 0-10 R 2.4
e-4 arboriculwral
s-4 management
w-4 reasons




Section 5 continued

z Structural, physiological condition & comments Preliminary
= - - management z =
[ T £ = W b H -g g& = o 2
] @ z = = = 4 recommendations 2835 £ =
& & x (= |S% | < =g mo L
w ‘o g E 50 c & “ E=Lc| &% & o«
@ ] = = X o = o - E © e
- =R “ 2 g - O =1} » o 5 w =R o
- J |7 4] = = &0 -« AL W < o = O o
Ti0 Holly .20 6 -1 em Triple stemmed from ground level & of poor suppressed form. Remove iree for 10-20 i 2
m/s e-2 Remuoval of GR will reveal one-sided habit. Replaceable within arboricultural
5-2 development context management
ﬁ N qw-2 o o o reasons - ﬂ

Cr Birch 0.20 9 n-4 em ‘t Reasonable tree. Minor snags & dead wood, Retain, crown 10-20 Cl 24

e-4 clean & crown lifl

s-3

— w-4 -

Tiz Cypress 0.40 i1 [ nd em Reasonable tree with no defects. Competing with more auractive Retain tree, no 10-20 Cl 4.8

e-) neighbouring Birch T11, Retention possible in short o medium term. work required

5-1 though removil & replacement with more appropriate tree Species is an

. bWt f [option. . N (N N SRR S
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