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1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose of the Report

1.1.1 A report is required atCarrs Lane, Cudworth, Barnsey, to provide detailed,
independent, arboricultural advice on the treesemk in the context of potential
development.

1.2 Terms of Reference

1.2.1 We are instructed byarratt Homes and David Wilson Homes to prepare an
Arboricultural Impacts Assessment (AlA) for the posed development, based on our
arboricultural report dated®®November 2014 (JCA Ref1819/AJB).

1.2.2 The arboricultural survey and report conformed he imost recent specifications
outlined in BS 5837: 2012rees in relation to design, demolition and constin.

1.2.3 The original report was based upon a topograpkiaaley,Drawing No. S8155.
1.3 Scope of the Report
1.3.1

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

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

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

1.3.5 The specific design of the proposed development been 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 Octob@t4 and was conducted by
Andrew Bussey.

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

1.4.3 Measurements were obtained using clinometers, atcitapes and electronic
distometers. Where this was not possible measurtsnagre estimated.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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2.  Site Description

2.1
211

2.2
221

2.3
23.1

2.3.2

2.3.3

2.4
241

2.5
2.5.1

2.6
2.6.1

2.6.2

Land Use

The site is currently occupied by arable farm land.

Topography

The site slopes gently from the northwest down towahe south-eastern boundary.

Treescape

A residential area containing occasional gardesstie located to the north and east of
the site.

Open fields with boundary hedgerows and occasiscaitered trees are located to the
south and west of the site.

The trees on this site have a minor impact ondballtreescape.

Visual Amenity Value

The trees on site collectively provide a reasonaidaal amenity to the surrounding
area. Individually, the much of the surveyed vet@taoffers only a low amenity
value.

Age Class Mix

The trees surveyed ranged in age from young ty-@aakure.

Species Diversity

Species surveyed include Hawthorn, EIm sp., Sycajm@ommon Ash, Cherry, Silver
Birch, Holly, Pine sp., Elder, English Oak, Blackth, Field Maple Apple, Leylandii,
Stag's Horn Sumach and Weeping Willow.

The predominant species was Hawthorn, mainly inféh@ of hedgerows or groups of
trees which comprise former hedgerows.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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3. Status of the Trees

3.1 A check was made during October 2014 wiBarnsley Metropolitan Borough
Council.

3.2 We are informed that there is no Tree Preservdater in force and that the site is not
within a Conservation Area.

3.3 Due to the large potential penalties for illegatlgrrying out work to protected trees,
JCA recommend that a further check is carried oot po any works being undertaken.

3.4 Please note that one off site treE34 in this report) is protected by a Tree Preservatio
Order.

3.5 Before any work is organised fd134, all the necessary steps to get the permission of
the Local Planning Authority must be taken.

3.6 Nowork must be done to T34 until permission has been granted.

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 foundA@pendix 2. Please refer also to the Tree
Constraints Plan a&&ppendix 6 for tree locations.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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5.1
5.1.1

5.1.2

5.1.3

Discussion Relating to the Existing Treescape

Tree Condition & Recommended Works

The tree survey revealed a total 3f items of vegetation16 individual trees,14
groups of trees andlhedges). Of thes@,trees and. group were identified as retention
category ‘B’,11 trees,15 groups and! hedges were identified as retention category ‘C’
and 1 tree was identified as retention category ‘U’. Beaefer toAppendix 2 for
retention category and definition criteria.

T1 was identified as retention category ‘U’. This tiselead and requires removal for
arboricultural reasons regardless of any on siteeldpment. Its removal is dbw
priority.

Where a full detailed inspection of trees was intbib by restricted access or by the
presence of understorey vegetation, as detaildgppeéndix 1, it is advised that these
trees be re-inspected for any possible defects wennderstorey vegetation has been
removed or when access has been made available.

Arboricultural Implications Assessment (AlIA)

6.1
6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

Proposed Development

The proposed development will consist of the camsibn of a residential housing
estate.

Other ancillary features, including roads, drivesjayarages, hard and soft landscaping
and areas of public open space also form parteoptbposals.

Drawing No.YW-04-04 Rev D has been supplied by the client; this plan cafobad
atAppendix 7 and is the basis for which this AIA has been pregar

Trees to be Removed

G2, T3, G4, T5 T6, T7, G8, G9, G14, G16, sections 0iG17, T18, T24, G25, G26,
H27, sections 0fG30, a section 0fG31 and a section afl32 shall require removal as
they are situated within the footprint of the preed development.

All the trees listed are retention category ‘C'ese The removal of these trees can, in
time, be part mitigated by the planting of new $reas shown as indicative on the
landscaping scheme proposed for the site.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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6.3 Implications for the Retained Trees

6.3.1 All the retained trees will be protected during tenstruction phase by a temporary
protective barrier (protective fencing), in accarda with BS 5837: 2012. The
installation of the temporary protective barrierllvbe the very first job on site
following the tree removal and pruning works.

6.3.2 Wherever possible the temporary protective bamidlr be positioned to enclose the
entire Root Protection Area (RPA) and canopies of the retained trees, in order to
create aConstruction Exclusion Zone (CEZ).

6.3.3 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 must be laid over the exposBédsRwhich will distribute the
weight of site vehicles, machinery or pedestriahfisivallowing moisture to reach the
tree rooting area beneath.

6.3.4 Where utilities need to be brought onto the sitesé should ideally be routed away
from the RPAs of the trees. Where this is not pgmesimethodologies on the
installation of underground services without damegeee roots should be considered.
All service providers should be consulted priorctonmencement of works with the
aim of minimising the number of service runs onghe.

6.3.5 The site compound, which typically includes thee siffice, mess facilities, toilets,
storage of materials and parking, must be locavemydrom the trees and outside the
RPAs. Care should also be taken to prevent sotaooination with chemical spillages,
including petrol, diesel and oils.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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7. Conclusions

7.1
7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

The trees surveyed were generally found to be adgomndition.

One tree has been recommended for removal for arbdarrali reasons, as discussed in
Section 5.1.2 and detailed aAppendix 1.

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

A number of trees require removal in order to ftatd the proposed development, as
discussed irsection 6.2 and detailed on the plan&ppendix 7.

All development work carried out in close proximity trees must be executed in a
manner sympathetic to their needs. Otherwise, dneliton of the trees may deteriorate
in the months and years following development, ilegdo a loss of amenity and
resulting in potentially hazardous trees. Care niustefore be taken to ensure that the
retained are suitably protected.

In accordance witlsection 6.1 of BS 5837: 2012, the next stage on this site should be
the preparation of aArboricultural Method Statement (AMS), to ensure that all the
retained trees survive the development processAKMIE details which trees are to be
removed, which trees are to be retained and argr dtbe works which are required to
facilitate development. Th&AMS will also advise on temporary protective barriers,
temporary ground protection, site supervision, tiocaof services and it will detalil
specialist construction techniques.

[7JCA Limited 2015
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Appendix 1 Tree Descriptions and Recommendations Ref:11819/AJB
5] =
B = Crown £
2 e Spread 2
Age (58 P 5
Tree |22 = O o §
Ref Species S g al § N Observations Recommendatiofs § 2 <
' : E|I2|EE|& g les| 2|8 sz
LatinName | T Pl (R W E = 52| 2 g (S
55|52 ¢ 2 |83 § |45
3| 8|la=| g s 2 |25 E 22|55
T |o TS| O o [2K®) < J2 X o
Semi-mature 4
0 )
T1 Elm 7|0 22| 25 g |Adeadtree Mulistemmedatgroy o0 | pEap | DEAD | DEAD| <10 | U
level with a balanced crown.
Ulmus sp. n/a 2
Semi to early-
mature i i
To 0 To A dense group of trees of upright g ;232?2 f:i:?llijt';fg
G2 Hawthorn 0 See plan multiple-stemmed form. No major GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
3.8 18 g the proposed
visible defects.
Crataegus development.
n/a
monogyna
Early-mature A# Single-stemmed and vertical with ey . .
. o action required
18 balanced crown. A co-dominant stg move to facilitate
T3 Sycamore 12| 18 33 3.9 a# was noted at 0.5m. Occasional the pronosed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
pruning wounds. No major visiblg prop
Acer development.
n/a 4 defects.
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature . .
0 Self-seeded trees; reasonable form No action required
To of low value. A dead Elder of little|] Remove to facilitate
G4 Cherry, Elder [To9] 0 16 See plan significance was noted within the _ the praposed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 10-20| C
Sambucus nigra, group. No major visible defects. devel opment.
Prunus sp. n/a
Semi-mature 4.5# Situated on adjacent land. Singlg- . .
) . No action required
25 stemmed and vertical with a balan ﬁje?m ve to facilitate
T5 Cherry 8 | 25 20#| 4.5# 4.5#| crown. Occasional pruning wounds the pronosed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
due to crown lifting. No major visible prop
development.
Prunus sp. n/a 4.5# defects.
Semi-mature 22 Overhanging an adjacent building. . .
) . No action required
0 Twin-stemmed at 0.5m with a Remove to facilitate
T6 Sycamore 111 0 28 34 3# balanced crown. No evidence of] the pronosed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
significant pruning. No major visible prop
Acer devel opment.
n/a 3.8 defects.
pseudoplatanus
Semi-mature A# Overhanging an adjacent building. . .
. ...]"No action required
0 Multi-stemmed at ground level with emove to facilitate
T7 Sycamore 11 0 30 4.3 a# balanced crown. No evidence of the pronosed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
significant pruning. No major visible prop
Acer devel opment.
n/a 3 defects.
pseudoplatanus
Young to early-| Ad  self ded
mature Ense group o sel-seede No action required
0 To Blackthorn, Common Ash, Sycamo Remove to facilitate
G8 To7| O 24 See plan English Oak and Hawthorn with thie the proposed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
Mixed occasional Holly and Field Maple prop
L development.
n/a amongst. No major visible defects.
Early-mature Two multiple-stemmed trees of
2 reasonable form. Not fully inspectgdNo action required
To To due to dense vegetation. Not shoyRemove to facilitate
Common Ash -
G9 11 2 45# See plan on the topographical survey provided the proposed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| €
) ) but within influencing distance of the development.
Fraxinus excelsior n/a development area.
Young to early-| . . L
mature Situated on adjacent land in privaje
To 0 To gardens. Common Ash, Sycamorg,
G 10 0 See plan English Oak, Holly, Silver Birch anfl No action requiredf GOOD| GOOD| LOW  40+| B
. 14 40# ’
Mixed Pine. All of good form. Not fully
n/a inspected due to restricted access.

JCA Limited 2015
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Appendix 1

Tree Descriptions and Recommendations

Ref:11819/AJB
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LatinName | T -2 £ W E = 52 2 | £ |26
55|52 ¢ 2 |83 § |45
o8 |zZ| & s 2 28| E |22|e®
I |Oo TS| A o [2K®) < J2|x o
Early-mature 6.5# Situated on adjacent land in private
2 garden. Single-stemmed and vertigal
T11| Sycamore | 11| 2 ags 65# 654 Withabalanced crown. Noevidentg,, . iy required| Goob| Goop| Mob | 2040 B
of significant pruning. No major
Acer visible defects. Not fully inspecteq
pseudoplatanus n/a 6.5# due to restricted access.
Semi-mature 3.5# Situated on adjacent land in privaje
15 garden. Single-stemmed and verti¢al
T12| Sycamore | 11| 15 304 35#  3.5y| Wihabalanced crown. Noevidentq, , ion required] GoOp GoopLow | 20-40| C
of significant pruning. No major
Acer visible defects. Not fully inspected
pseudoplatanus n/a 3.5# due to restricted access.
Semi to early- .
mature A former hedgerow comprised off
0 To sporadic lines of trees of reasonalple
G13 Hawthorn To8 O 22 See plan form. Occasional self-seeded | No action requiredf GOODPGOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
Sycamores noted within. No majqgr
Crataegus n/a visible defects.
monogyna
Semi to early-
mature :
0 A former hedgerow comprised off . .
Hawthorn To sporadic lines of trees of reasonal lge?’rzf/g?g f:i:?llijt';fg
G14 To7] O See plan form. Occasional self-seeded GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40( C
25 o . the proposed
Sycamores noted within. No majqgr development
Crataegus n/a visible defects. pment.
monogyna
Semi-mature 2.2 ) .
0 Twin-stemmed at 0.5m with a
T15 | EnglishOak | 55| 0 28| 3 3y | Palancedcrown Noevidence off \, ..o, required| Goopcoop| Low | 2040 c
significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Quercus robur n/a 25
Semi-mature N . ired
0 To A former hedgerow comprised off Re?"rzsel(t)g fﬁ:?ltijtlztee
G 16 Hawthorn To4] O See plan sporadic lines of trees of reasonalple GOOD| GOOD| LOW| 20-40 C
15 o the proposed
form. No major visible defects.
Crataegus development.
n/a
monogyna
Semi to early- . .
No action required
mature .
0 Remove the sections
Hawthorn To A former hedgerow comprised of| shown in red on the
G17 To6| O 20 See plan sporadic lines of trees of reasonalpleattached planto | GOOD| GOOD| LOW/| 20-40| C
form. No major visible defects. facilitate the
g;t:egu; n/a proposed
on development.
Early-mature 4 . . . . .
0 Single-stemmed and vertical with jaNo action required
T18 | CommonAsh| 8 | © 26| a  a4g| Dalanced crown. Noevidence o Removetofadlitate| o Goop| Low | 20-40|
significant pruning. No major visible  the proposed
defects. development.
Fraxinus excelsior n/a 4
Semi-mature
0
. To To A well maintained garden boundatfy, . .
H 19 Leylandii 55 0 124 See plan hedge. No action requiredf GOODP GOOp LO 20-40
X Cupressocyparis
leylandii nfa
Semi-mature A# Single-stemmed and vertical with [a
0 balanced crown. No evidence of
T20 | CommonAsh| 8 0 25# a# 44# | significant pruning. No major visibleNo action requiredf GOODGOOD| LOW | 20-40f C
defects. Not fully inspected due t
Fraxinus excelsior n/a 4# dense vegetation.

JCA Limited 2015
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Appendix 1 Tree Descriptions and Recommendations Ref:11819/AJB
o =
B85 Crown £
=g = =
Age A Spread = -
Tree = |2 E = 2 E =
Ref Species = g N Observations Recommendations & 2 <
' : E|R|EE| s gles| 2|8 |[s2
LatinName | T Pl (R W E = 52| 2 g (S
55|52 ¢ 2 |83 § |45
3|8 |a2| g s 2 |25 E 22|55
I |Oo TS| A o [2K®) < 32 | O
Semi-mature 2 . .
1 Multi-stemmed at ground level with
To1 | StagsHom |, 4 18| 3 3 |0 unbalanced crown. No evidencs Q) . ion required] Goobcoop| Low | 20-40| ¢
Sumach significant pruning. No major visible
defects.
Rhus typhia n/a 3
Semi-mature 2.8 Situated on adjacent land in a private
1 garden. Single-stemmed and verti¢al
T22 Cherry 35| 1 20| 28 28 | withabalanced crown. Occasiongly . ion required] Goobcoob| Low | 20-40| ¢
pruning wounds. No major visiblg
defects. Not fully inspected due t
Prunus p. n/a 28 restricted access.
Semi-mature 2.2 Situated on _adjacent land in a priv hte
0.8 garden. Multi-stemmed at 0.5m wit|
T23 Apple 3| os 12| 22 2 | balanced crown. Occasional pruning, ,cion required) GOOPGOOD| LOw | 2040 ¢
wounds. No major visible defects. N
fully inspected due to restricted
Malus sp. n/a 2.2 access.
Early-mature 3.3 No acti ired
0 Multi-stemmed at 1m with a balang Re?"rzsel(t)g fﬁ:?ltijtlztee
T24 Hawthorn 6.5 O 30 3.3 3.3 crown. No evidence of significant the pronosed GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 2040 C
pruning. No major visible defects prop
Crataegus development.
n/a 3.3
monogyna
Early-mature N . ired
0 To A former hedgerow comprised of] R;zsé?g fraei:cilllijtl:tee
G25 Hawthorn To8 O See plan sporadic lines of trees of reasonalple GOOD| GOOD| LOW| 20-40f C
2894 S the proposed
form. No major visible defects.
Crataegus development.
n/a
monogyna
Early-mature . .
0 No action required
To To A dense line of trees of reasonabldremove to facilitate
G26 Holly 10 0 25# See plan form. No major visible defects. the proposed GOOD)| GOOD| LOW | 20-40)  C
development.
llex aquifolium n/a
Semi-mature . .
0 No action required
To To An unmaintained hedgerow. No mg Remove to facilitate
H 27 Hawthorn 55 0 20# See plan visible defects. the proposed GOOD| GOOD| LOW| 20-40( C
Crataegus development.
n/a
monogyna
Semi-mature
0 . .
H 28 Hawthorn To 0 To See plan Partially n.”laln.ta.lned hedgerow. Np No action required| GOOD| GOOD| LOW| 20-40, C
1.8 10 major visible defects.
Crataegus n/a
monogyna
Early-mature 4 Single-stemmed and vertical with ja
0 balanced crown. No evidence of
T29 Holly 6 0 25# 4 4 significant pruning. No major visible No action requiredf GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40| C
defects. Not fully inspected due t
Ilex aquifolium n/a 4 understory vegetation.
Semi to early-
mature No action required
0 Dense groups of self-seeded treeg ve the sections
Hawthorn To reasongablepform No ma'orvisiblg own in red on the
G 30 To8l O See plan " ! attached planto | GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40( C
30# defects. Not fully inspected due t -
understory vegetation facilitate the
Crataeds nia ' proposed
wn development.
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Appendix 1 Tree Descriptions and Recommendations Ref:11819/AJB

S S
B £ Crown S
e g Spread S
Age ela¢g P 5
Tree |22 = O o §
Ref Species S g al § N Observations Recommendatiofs § 2 <
| SENH gles| 2|8 sz
LatinName | T -2 £ W E = 52 2 | £ |26
5| 5|52|¢ g |85 § |2 |588
o8 |zZ| & s 2 28| E |22|e®
I |Oo TS| A o n O < 32 | O
Semi to early-
Y No action required
mature .
0 Remove the section
Hawthorn To A former hedgerow comprised of| shown in red on the
G31 To8l O 26 See plan sporadic lines of trees of reasonalpleattached planto | GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40
form. No major visible defects. facilitate the
Crataeds nia proposed
n development.
Semi-mature No action required
0 Remove the section
Hawthorn To To shown in red on the
H 32 18 0 10 See plan A maintained boundary hedgerow. attached planto | GOOD| GOOD| LOW | 20-40
' facilitate the
crataeds nia proposed
n development.
Semi-mature )
0 Two trees of upright form located|
Field Maple, To within G33. No major visible defects . .
G33 Common Ash To7/ O 13 See plan Not fully inspected due to understd r)T/\Io action requiredf GOOD GOOPpPLOW | 20-40
Acer campestre, vegetation.
. ) n/a
Fraxinus excelsior
Early-mature 6# Situated on adjacent land.
3 Overhanging the footpath and the
T 34 |Weeping Willow 13| 3 agyf 6# o | road Twinstemmedatdmwith g \, oion required] Goopcoop| Mop | 4o+
balanced crown. Occasional prunipg
) ) wounds. No major visible defects. N
Salix babylonica n/a 6# fully inspected due to limited accegs.
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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 HEIGHTIis an indication of the average height at whicé ¢tihown begins.
Also recorded is the height of the first significlinanch and the direction of growth.

A2.1.3STEM DIAMETERs measured at 1.5 metres above (higher) grourel. lg&Vhere the
tree is multi-stemmed below a height of 1.5 metthes, diameter is measured at the
narrowest point below the fork.

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 CLASSf the tree is described as young, semi-maturdy-ezature, 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.

A2.2.3STRUCTURAL CONDITION classed as good, fair or poor. This is an irtchoaof
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 2015
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A2.3 Retention Categories

A2.3.1 A (marked green on the plan) = trees of high quality; 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 his@ value e.g. veteran trees.

A2.3.2 B (marked in blue on the plan) = trees of moderate quality; 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 landscapetuess, 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 of low quality but which could be retained.

These trees are of low quality and value, and rasedequate 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) = unsuitable for retention: treesfor removal.

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

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

2) The trees are considered to be hazardous.

3). Diseases are present which may affect taéthef adjacent trees.

4) They are in serious, overall decline or areaalyedead.

5) They are of low quality and suppressing adjatemts of better quality.

6) Removal of other category U trees will rendemthexposed and unstable.

These trees should be removed or treated in su@yas to make them safe where
they have high ecological value, such as in a waatisetting.
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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: 2010Récommendations for tree wark’

Staff carrying out the work must be qualifieaperienced and ideally be Arboricultural
Association approved contractors. They should herem 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 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 Limited respect of the trees unless the
recommendations of this report are carried out utitee supervision of JCA and within

JCA’s timescale.

It is advisable to have trees inspected bwroricultural consultant regularly. In this
instance it is recommended that these inspectiemade 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 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 undenrfeatehicles, 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 tremsvrc Sometimes
referred to as crown cleaning.

Root Protection Area — The theoretical rooting avea tree as defined in
BS5837: 201 rees in relation to construction

Topping is a form of pruning that removes termigrawth leaving a ‘stub’
cut end. Topping causes serious health probleragree.
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Appendix 6:
Tree Constraints Plan

ADDRESS: Land at Carrs Lane, Cudworth,
Barnsley, South Yorkshire, S72 8EJ.
JCA REF: 11819-A/AJB.

SCALE : 1:1000 PAPER SIZE : A1

SURVEYED BY: AUB| DRAWNBY: AJB | APPROVED BY: SR

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.

BRITISH STANDARD 5837:2012: 4.5
RETENTION CATEGORIES

Detailed definitions of these catagories are at Appendix 2 of our
report. N.B. These categories do not necessarily 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 U:
'TREE FOR REMOVAL'
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Appendix 7:
Development Proposals

ADDRESS: Land at Carrs Lane, Cudworth,
Barnsley, South Yorkshire, S72 8EJ.
JCA REF: 11819-A/AJB.

SCALE : 1:1000 PAPER SIZE : A1

TREE TO BE RETAINED

TREE TO BE REMOVED

STEM OF TREE TO

BE RETAINED

Root Protection Area: RPA

ROOT PROTECTION AREA
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.

STEM OF TREE TO
BE REMOVED

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.
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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

Andrew Bussey.

30" September 2015

For and on behalf ofCA Ltd

Reqgistered Office:

Unit 80
Bowers Mill
Branch Road

Barkisand

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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