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l. PURPOSE OF THE REPORT

1.1
This repon has been prepared 10 consider the arborienllural ;mpliemions or a proposed
residential development al land at High Street and [Jack Lane "est Royston. l3arnsley. It is
understood that the initial planning application is to be submitted as all outline application.
This repon will make specilic recommendations ror arboricnltural "ark in relation to the
proposed dl:vclopment. Tile report should be read in conjunction \\lith the tree constraints
plan a\ appendix I and tree prolection plan al appendi.\ 2. Only trees considered relevant
have been included in the report.

2. SITE

2.1
Refer to the Design and Access Statement prepared by \\illite J\gus I'artlh:rship.

2.2
The sites most visually prominent trees comprise or2No. Sycamore's '1'2 and '1'3 that are
visually prominellt as viewed from Uack Lal1l.' \Vcst and though less open to prolllillt:Jlt a lime
uf7No. Crack \Villaw dominate Ihe n:ar boulldary to Ihe site. Elsewhere the sites Irt:e cover
comprises or an occasional Sycamore. Hawlllllrn. Goal Willo". Holly. Birch and Cypress
lrcc(s). The sites tree COV!:fis weighted to\varJs all early mature to over ma(ure agt: range.

2.3
Tree cover \vithin the immediate neighbourllOod is poor in terms of numbers, age and species mi:\., being
defincd by Ihe prcvailing land use.

2.4
Due to previous site management it would be considered the majority ofopell soils are free
draining and fertile.

3. NAME OF INSI'ECTOR.

3.1
SlCphen Waterson.

4. STATUS OF TREES.

4.1
In the case oftn:es that are subject of Tree Pn:sl.:rvatioll Ordt.:r cOlltrols or planning
application procedures i\ is essential the Local Authority'S advice is sought and where
necessary const.:nt obtained before undertaking any tret.: removal or pruning operations. In
this regard no checks have been made to ascertain thc status ofthc sites tree cuvcr.
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5.U. SUIW[Y CONDITIONS, METHODS AND BASIS OF RECOMMENDATIONS.

5.1
The survey delails were prepared in accordancc wilh [355837 - 2005 Guide for Trees in Relalion
to Construction providing an assessment as to the condition of each tree and desirability lor
retelllion within the development conte,!. The details llflhe tree report should be sell~
e'planatory. however ;tmay help 10 e,plain the I'llllllwing:

Unless otherwise stated all measurements afC lakcll in 1l11:tn:s (Ill).

Stem diameter - is J1ll:asufcd at .5m above groLind level ur above the rout t1an.~ in the \.:asc of
lllulli-stCllllllCd trees.

Age of t reI.' - is expressed as young ()'). 5Clll j 111:11un..' t Sill). early mature (ern). mature (Ill). ami
over mawn: (om) and veteran (\').

EstimatcLl remaining contribution - rt~lalcs 10 a trees llst.:fullife expectancy in ilS current
context.

US 5M37 calcgo,.)' grmJing - is a Illctlwdulog) (or c"alualing l::xistillg in:c slU\.:k and is
summarized as rullows~

R = Removal necessary for arboriculturalmanagclllcllt reasons and/or having a value thm
would be lost within 10 years in the current Cllnte't(red lln plan at appendix I)
A: Trees llfhigh 4ualily (green on plan at appendi, I)
[3 : Trees of moderate quality (blue on plan at append i., I)
C : Trees of low 4uality (grey plan al appendix I)
I : Trees with arboricultural values
2: Trees with mainly landscape values
3 = Trees with mainly cultural values

RPA (radii) -. Is ttle llormalll1inilllum distance specilicd in 855837 table 2 in which 10

position protective fencing. This in turn delines thc ··Construction Exclusion Zone".

Preliminary management recommendations - \Vhere Irel: rel1luval is n:col1ll1lclldcd
solely 10 h,cililale lhe prnposed development" statement is made to this effec!.
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6.0 ADDITIONAL INFORMATION IN SUPPORT OF RECOMMENDATIONS.

6.1
A total of II No. individual trees and I No. tree gruup have been ilH.~ludcdin the tree survey.

6.2
The findings ofIlle tree survey schedule at section 5 illdicat~s that no lrt:cs merit a high 4ua1ity
(1\) or 111llderale quality (13) calegory. 1\ total of 5No.illdividuallrees make up the low qualily
(C I) category v.-jth the remaining 6No. il1diviouallfcl..'S and 1No. tree group 1~t1lillg into the
removal (R> c"'egory.

6.3
Inlenll~ of the proposed developmenl it is appropriate to retainlrees TII and T12.·r:: n;; i7~ iZ~O~IHC::O
6.4
With regard to the Sycamore trees '1'2, T3 alllllhc group ur7~o.Crack \Villl)\".. in GS the survey
finding~ at section 5. sho\\' tllest.: tree: cuntain major tickets. such that they will become
increasingly liable to fail in extremes of \veather. Accordingly it is now appropriate to n:l1luVc

these tr~~s to ensure acc~ptable levels of public safely and in the CaSe ofGX to mak~ provision for
replm,:clllclH tree planting and boundary treatlll~lltthat. It is intended that such matters can be
dealt wilh as part ofa reserved IlWllers plallllillg appli,·atioll. 'I?- ~IAJ NI:.::l? l-'''i'!l---
O'r\JIJ(.K.',')i-tll'" "Yji.,.tU".::::> *K.z::.. ~vLV;CI/.
6.5
The possibility of roOl damage upon foundatiolls wililleed to be addressed. In this regard
structures wililleed tu be appropriately designed 10 have foundatiOIlS that take accoulli of
roOIS. either past. presell! or futlJr~ Ihat could impaclupon soil moisture levels and possibly
contribute to subsidence if the structure ortlle ':;oil was ora suilablc nature.

7.0TREE PROTECTION DURING CONSTRUCTION !'IWCESSES

7.1
In order (0 ellsure retained trees arc protected from ullnecl..:'ssary damage or disturbance.
protective fencing should be erccted prior tu COlllllll...rH,:t:Illt:Jltufall)' construl:tiun
operations. The linal column of the tree survt:) schedule at Section 5 indicatcs the Root
Protection Area (RPA radii) for all trees. though in tht: light of Illy recolllmcndations this
Ile~d only apply to trees TII :1I'd T 12, i -r'1-

7.2
The RPA should bc cn:ated using a robust barrier that should fully meets the rcquirernents uf
BS: 5837. Section 9.2.2. namcly a framework of vcrtiGli ~lIHJ hurizolltallubular scat'fold poles
which shuuld be braced sufliciently to reccivc WL'ld rllt:sh which should itself be secun ...I)
tixcd with \virt: or scaffold clamps. The lCllcing shuuld be sunicielltly strong to \..·ithstand
impacts likely to be caused during building operatiuns. E.\lracts l'rom l3SSK37 can bt:
supplied lor reference purposes if required. 1\11weather signs should also be ani.\ed to Ih"
fencing at regular inl~rvals slaling~ "CONSTRUCTION EXCLUSION ZONE KEEP OUT."
Provided satishlctory tree protection is provided dt.:\'l:loprncllt nl.:cd not compromise tile health
of retain cd trees. In tile event that Tll and -1'12 an: retained it is recolTllllended tile protective
f~ncing should I(lilow the linc d"lll~l{ra("d al aPl'e",I;., 2.

~ -(z.
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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 rcmoval of Irccs ill Ihe low (C I) and remove (R) categories.
Therefore should dcvelopment oflhe site procccd. rcmoval of those specimens identilied. as
being ill an undesirable condition. poorly sited or or low arnc.:nily value would be in
accordance with all accepted pral.:tices and n:kv<lnt stand,uds.

8.2
The protection oflrees and their subsc4uen1 health and future potential is IOlally dependent
upon all persons operating withinlhe sileo COIllIllLJllicat'lolls arc vitally important to l:IlSlIn:

that all panics understand the reason for tree protl'cliull and its continued existence.
Providing allnccessary In::e prutl:ctioll \vorks an: LJlldenakcn. then n:taincd trees and
development alike will satisfactorily coe~isl.

8.3
It is hoped that this report and recommelldations provides all necessary informatioll.
However should there be any queries or should clarilic"tion of any poillls be requircd, please
contact mysel r.

Stephen Waterson
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Section 5 continued

e Structural, physiological conditio-...: ~ e e ~
" ~ ~ ~

e:: -= ~ ".: " E '-'e " '-'" '-' E .~ " "" " " " " ~ "~ "- i:5 " "- eo. 0<
I- '" <;; J: '" '" «
TJO Holly 0.20 6

~~---.- ---_.- ---

n- J em Triple sh:J1lrn~d from ground iL"vcl
m/s e-2 Rellluval 0(,8 will revl:'al onL'-~idc

5-2 development ClHl1cxl
w-2

- -------- . ------ -

TII Airch 020 9 0-4 em Reasonahk tree. Minor snags & de
e-4
5-3
w-4-- --- ------ ----~------ -_. _.-

TI2 Cypress 040 " n-I em Reasonahle tree with no dt."fecis. C<
e-I neighh~)uring. Rin.::h T 1 \ . Rl'tl:ntitH'
s- I though fCIllO\',11 &: n:p I aCl.:IllI..' n ( \\'ilh

--- '------- w-l _(~e~m.____-- ---"--- ------ -~-- .-

& of
d hab

n& l"Ornml'nts Preliminary
management ~ oL .£ .-
recommendations ~ " - ;., ~.• ~ .... ~ "" " -= ..., 0 ~

E "
.~ '" 0<- or. " «

;; E " '" " c.
" 0

'" ~ '-' '" U 0:
--

poor suppressed form. Remove tree for 10-20 CI 2
it. RL'plaCl.:able within arboricuhural

management
reasons ------ ---- ----

oDd. Retain. Cflwm 10-20 CI 2.4
clean & crov.'n Iili

-----_. -- -------- ~- - --
ling with mort' attractive R~tain Iree. no 10-20 CI 4.8
ible in ,hon to medium terrTl. work required
e appropri<lll.' trcl.' species IS an

--_.- .- -------- ---- -- - - ---~---- --------- ------

ad w

Hllpe
poss.
mor



----------_._-------- ----_.

'.
!
I

I
I

I
I
i

I
i

J

I

I';;,~

't~'?
"

~i-~l--;-- ---
.! - CT-

o llEl-101"~Sll.~TAn,"tt:> ...,-~S

;~) D~()""'e::.s. -rea::<; "T<;J al;; I"€-""u~
D€I-lO -rE S ...,.....G; ~ r\lO 1"€C.,.-r V t ~~ <.£ .,.-0 ~ ... Pt..y w ,--p·1 l?,!; 5 g:;-r

. An>E~}>')L'l_:_-~:_r(2E-~~r.'?-crr""c:.:TIOl-l ~AN f{)12- f.t;TNtJl::t>'E% 'iC~_: '.J}::: !,;



· cA-r R..E""OVE:.(f2.) -n; _,-n, ,'0,""-" G-C6t 1"'\
""W~t>I'7' - ~ c..OI-.g.T"ItAltJT$ ~L-AN

SCALE 1: :,CO @ A3


