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COPYRIGHT © 
The copyright of this document remains with SP Tree Consultancy Limited.  Its contents must not be 

copied or reproduced in whole or in part for any purpose without the written consent of SP Tree 

Consultancy Limited. 

 

 

 

DISCLAIMER 
While all reasonable efforts have been made to identify defects in the subject trees, the statements 

made in this report do not take into account the effects of extreme weather events, vandalism or 

accidents, or changes to the site that may affect trees that have taken place since the date of the 

survey.  SP Tree Consultancy Limited does not accept any responsibility in connection with these 

factors.  The comments and observations made within this report will cease to be valid either within 

two years of the date of the survey (unless specifically stated elsewhere within the report), or when 

site conditions change or any works to trees take place that have not been specified within this report, 

whichever is the sooner.    
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Purpose of Document 
 

 

This report provides an assessment of the trees at Little Lane, Desford in accordance with the 

guidelines provided by BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction 

– Recommendations.   

 

It consists of: 

 

• A Tree Survey that records all relevant information about the trees on or adjacent 

to the site that may be impacted by development of the site.  This includes a Tree 

Constraints Plan (TCP) that shows the location of the trees on the site 

irrespective of any development considerations. 

• An Arboricultural Impact Assessment to clarify the impact that the proposed  

development on the trees and includes an Arboricultural Impact Plan (AIP).  

This shows the location of the trees in relation to the proposed development and 

the above and below ground constraints posed by retained trees and tree 

removals.  

• An Arboricultural Method Statement to identify draft tree protection measures 

required.    It will also show an illustration of the recommended tree protection 

measures on a Tree Protection Plan (TPP).   

 

The purpose is to demonstrate how the tree constraints have been considered in the design 

and layout of the site and the impact of the proposal.  It also provides the local authority with 

the necessary information to assess the tree issues associated with the planning application. 

 

It aims is to provide information in a manner that can easily be understood without specific 

knowledge of tree related matters. 
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Executive Summary  
 

SP Tree Consultancy Limited was commissioned to provide an assessment of the potential 

impact on the existing tree stock, from a development proposal at Little Lane, Desford. 

 

This proposal is for the construction of a new dwelling.  

 

A tree survey was undertaken at the site in accordance with the guidelines provided in 

BS5837 (2012) Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction – Recommendations. 

This survey identified a total of 6 trees, 2 hedges and 6 groups These have been 

categorised as follows: 

 

 Category 

A 

Category 

B 

Category 

C 

Category 

U 

Total 

Trees 0 2 1 3 6 

Groups 0 3 2 1 6 

Hedge 0 0 2 0 2 

Total 0 5 5 4 14 

 

The proposal will require the removal of four trees, one group and two part groups. 

One tree T003 and Group G003 are recommended for removal regardless of the 

development.  

Two other trees are recommended regardless of the development T005 and T006.  

One tree is of moderate quality T002 and is required to facilitate the proposal. The other 

Tree T004 is of low quality due to poor unions and is recommended due t the proximity to 

the proposed dwelling, and to allow creation of open garden space.  

The removal of these trees will have minimal impact to the site with the extensive canopy 

cover and being internal to the site.  

The trees required to be removed from two groups G002 and G006 are of low quality and 

form having been heavily reduced of coppiced previously.  

 

There is some encroachment into the root protection area (RPA) of trees T001 and groups 

G001, G004, G005, for construction of the dwelling,  provision of services and to provide 

parking. 

 

The encroachment int the RPA is minimal and can be offset to mean minimal detrimental 

impact to the trees, or no dig construction will be used to create parking areas.  

The levels of the site allow the installation of no dig construction with it dropping from the 

existing gated access.  

 

The site levels drop towards the location of the proposed dwelling in the south west corner. 

The design of the dwelling has taken into account the site levels to minimise level changes 

that impact adjacent trees.  
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The retained areas of woodland requires the implementation of management to maintain 

good structure and condition and provide a valuable habitat. The area has received minimal 

maintenance and contain self-set and poor quality trees. This report does not cover specific 

management of these areas, but removal of suppressed and poor quality trees would be 

recommended, whilst paying attention to ecological habitat and creation of woodland garden.  

 

The retained features will be successfully protected during construction by tree protective 

fencing, and construction exclusion zones (CEZ). Along with the use of no dig surfacing over 

areas of RPA.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Instruction 

 Instruction was received from Mr G Warren of  Invicta Universal to undertake a tree 

survey and to prepare an Arboricultural Impact Assessment to supplement a planning 

application for a proposed development at Little Lane, Desford. (The site). 

 This proposal is for construction of a new dwelling.  

 The proposal will use an existing access.   

Scope 

 The survey has been carried out in accordance with the recommendations laid down 

by BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction.   

 The information collected during the survey has been used to assist in the preparation 

of a report to accompany a planning application. This report includes: 

• A schedule of the relevant trees to include basis data and condition assessment 

• An appraisal of the impact that the proposed development may have on the trees 

and the resulting impact this may have on the local amenity. 

Limitations 

 The following limitations apply to this report: 

• Ecology and Archaeology: Although trees can be a valuable ecological habitat 

and can grow in archeologically sensitive areas, I have no specialist expertise in 

these disciplines and this report does not consider those aspects. Separate 

reports have been undertaken to assess the ecological impacts of the proposal.  

 

• Tree Safety:  Whilst every effort has been made to ensure that comments relating 

to the tree surveyed are accurate, it must be noted that no tree have been 

climbed, no internal inspections carried out and no excavation of root areas has 

taken place.  As such this report should not be taken to mean or imply that any of 

the inspected trees should be considered safe.  No tree can be guaranteed to be 

100% safe as some defects are not detectable by visual non-climbed, non-

invasive inspection.  Failure of an apparently healthy tree, either in part or totally 

may occur as a result of physical or physiological stress. 

 

Statutory Considerations  

 The site is subject to a woodland TPO and sits on the edge of the Desford 

Conservation Area.   



 

     LITTLE LANE DESFORD AIA-25-01-001 

       Page 8 of 35

  

 
Plate  1 Tree preservation order - online map | Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council 
 

 
Plate  2 Desford Conservation Area | Hinckley & Bosworth Borough Council 
  

https://www.hinckley-bosworth.gov.uk/tpomap#?layer=
https://www.hinckley-bosworth.gov.uk/downloads/file/1199/appraisal_map_pdf
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 TREE SURVEY AND CONSTRAINTS 

Tree Survey 

 A tree survey was undertaken on 16th January 2025 and a copy of the recorded data 

can be seen in the tree schedule in this report (appendix 2). 

 The tree survey considered all trees that have the potential to be impacted by any 

development proposals.  This included trees that are outside the application boundary, 

but within influencing distance.  

Tree Constraints 

 The results of the tree survey are graphically presented on the TCP. 

 The above ground constraints posed by canopy spread are plotted as a continuous 

line around the tree, shown in the corresponding BS5837 retention category colour. 

 The below ground constraints posed by the root protection area (RPA) have been 

plotted as a magenta line. 

 A summary of my assessment of the quality of trees, hedges and woodlands that have 

been identified on the site is summarised in Table 1 

Table 1 – An overview of tree quality in the surveyed area 

  

 Category 

A 

Category 

B 

Category 

C 

Category 

U 

Total 

Trees 0 2 1 3 6 

Groups 0 3 2 1 6 

Hedge 0 0 2 0 2 

Total 0 5 5 4 14 

  

 Full details of the assessment criteria for the tree survey can be found in Appendix 1. 
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 ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

Impact Assessment 

 The impact assessment has been graphically presented by the Arboricultural Impact 

Plan (AIP) that is attached to this report (Appendix 4). 

 The purpose of the AIP is to identify: 

• Tree that are to be removed. 

• Trees that require facilitation pruning. 

Arboricultural Impacts 

 Tree Removals.  

 The proposal will require the removal of four trees, one group and two part groups to 

facilitate the proposal. 

 One tree T003 Birch and Group G003 Apple (below) are recommended for removal 

regardless of the development.  
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 Two other trees mature Scots Pines are recommended regardless of the development 

T005 and T006 (below).  

             

 One tree an early mature Ash (Below) is of moderate quality T002 and is required to 

facilitate the proposal.  
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 The other tree T004 Lime (Below) is of low quality due to poor unions and is 

recommended due t the proximity to the proposed dwelling, and to allow creation of 

open garden space.  

   

   

 The removal of these trees will have minimal impact to the site with the extensive 

canopy cover and being internal to the site.  
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 The trees required to be removed from two groups G002 and G006 are of low quality 

and form having been heavily reduced of coppiced previously.  

 Trees to be removed in G002 are coppiced young ash (below)  

  

 Trees in G004 to be removed are self-set sycamore and ash, as well as coppice hazel 

and hawthorn (below).  
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Impacts on RPA’s. 

 There is some encroachment into the root protection area (RPA) of trees T001 and 

groups G001, G004, G005, for construction of the dwelling,  provision of services and 

to provide parking. 

 No dig construction is required for the proposed parking.  

  

 The levels of the site allow the installation of no dig construction with it dropping from 

the existing gated access.  
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 There is minor encroachment into the RPA of G001.  

 

 

 The encroachment into the RPA is minimal and can be offset to mean minimal 

detrimental impact to the trees, or no dig construction will be used to create parking 

areas.  

 The route for services would impact the RPA for T001 and G004 but is considered to 

be minimal and acceptable to be offset.   
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Tree Pruning  

 Crown lifting to approximately 4-5m above ground level is required to trees adjacent th 

proposed dwelling, parking and construction works to provide clearance and to prevent 

accidental damage.  

 These works would have minimal and would be in accordance with acceptable 

arboricultural practice.   

 All works must be in accordance to BS3998 Tree Work recommendation 2010.   
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 DRAFT ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT 

Overview 

 The following explanations relate specifically to this site and they should be read in 

conjunction with the Tree Protection Plan (TPP) attached in this report (Appendix 5). 

 A copy of this report must be kept on site and be permanently available for the 

duration of the development.  It can be: 

• Included in the tender documents to identify and quantify the tree protection and 

management requirements; 

• Used to plan the timing of site operations to minimise the impact of trees, and; 

• Referenced on site for practical guidance on how to protect trees. 
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 ARBORICULTURAL SUPERVISION 

 An Arboricultural Clerk of Works (ACoW) will be appointed by the developer to advise 

on the tree management for the site and to attend: 

• The pre-commencement meeting before any works start 

• Regular supervision visits; and 

• As needed to oversee specific works that could affect trees 

 

 Additionally the consultant will have a supervisor input into the following operations: 

 

• Site preparation, including tree works 

• Installation, maintenance and removal of barriers 

• Installation, maintenance and removal of temporary ground protection 

• Installation of permanent ground protection 

• Installation of new structures 

• Replacement planting 

 If amendments to the proposal or working methods in this AMS are required 

Arboricultural advice must be sort, and any amended practices agreed with the LPA.  

 It is the project managers responsibility to ensure that details of this AMS and any 

agreed amendments are known and understood by all site contractors. 
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 BARRIERS AND GROUND PROTECTION 

The Construction Exclusion Zone 

 The primary means of protecting the RPA of trees is through the use of barriers formed 

by protective fencing.  The enclosed area is the Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ).  

The CEZ has been marked on the TPP by orange shading. 

 The CEZs are to be afforded protection at all times and will be protected by fencing.  

The type of fencing is detailed below. 

 No works will be undertaken within any CEZ that causes compaction to the soil, 

changes in levels, or severance of tree roots. 

Tree Protection Fencing 

 A protective fence will be erected around the trees, prior to the commencement of any 

site works. This includes any materials or machinery brought onto site, development or 

the stripping of soil. 

 The fence is to be sited in accordance with the TPP enclosed with this method 

statement. This is shown as a black line with orange shading indicating the enclosed 

CEZ.  

 Measurements for the position of fencing must be taken on site. 

 The precise form of fencing can vary provided it is fit for purpose and prevents 

damaging activities within the CEZ.  For a proposal of this nature, the Heras 151 

system of fencing will provide the necessary protection to the CEZ.  Details of this 

fencing can be seen in Appendix 6. 

 All Heras fence panels will be joined using a coupling system such as the Heraslock 

Anti-tamper coupler, using a minimum of two clamps per panel side.  Each panel will 

be fitted securely to a rubberised foot that will in turn be pinned to the ground using 

metal stakes driven a minimum of 500mm into the ground. 

 The fence will have signs attached to it stating that it defines a CEZ and that no works 

are permitted within the fence. No notice boards, cables or other services will be 

attached to any tree.  An example of a fencing sign is provided in Appendix 7. 

 After the protective fencing has been erected, the retained ACoW will visit the site.  

The purpose of the visit will be to check that the fencing has been correctly installed so 

as to provide protection to the trees.  The LPA tree officer may also be invited to 

inspect the tree protection measures prior to any works commencing. 

 The retained ACoW will provide a written report confirming satisfactory completion of 

this task.  A copy of this report will be sent to the LPA. 

 The protective fencing may only be removed following completion of all construction 

works. 
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 SPECIFIC TREE PROTECTION MEASURES 

 No specific tree protection measures are required for any tree on this site other than 

those detailed in this AMS and defined on the DTPP. 

 It is not anticipated that any excavations will be required for the installation of services 

within the RPA of retained trees. 

 If excavations are required they must be completed as detailed below: 

 Any machinery used to conduct the excavations must be sited outside of the RPA and 

reach into the area. The machine is to work slowly under the guidance of the ACoW. A 

mini 360 excavator would be suitable for conducting such excavations. 

 Appropriate tools for manually removing debris may include a pneumatic breaker, crow 

bar, sledgehammer, pick, mattock, shovel, spade, trowel, fork and wheelbarrow.  

Secateurs and a handsaw must all be available to deal with any roots that are 

exposed. 

 Debris may be removed from the RPA manually, but it may be lifted out by machines 

provided this does not disturb the RPA. 

 Great care must be taken throughout these operations to ensure that there is limited 

damage to the root system. 

 Severance of roots over 25mm should be avoided unless advised by an 

Arboriclturalist. Where roots will remain exposed for any period of time wrapping of 

roots using hessian should be implemented. 
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 DEMOLITION 

 No demolition works will take place within or close to the RPA of retained trees on this 

site. 

 Any machinery used to conduct the surface removal must be sited outside of the RPA 

and reach into the area. The machine is to work slowly under the guidance of a trained 

banksman. A mini 360 excavator would be suitable for conducting such works. 

 Appropriate tools for manually removing debris may include a pneumatic breaker, crow 

bar, sledgehammer, pick, mattock, shovel, spade, trowel, fork and wheelbarrow.  

Secateurs and a handsaw must all be available to deal with any roots that are 

exposed. 

 Debris may be removed from the RPA manually, but it also may be lifted out by 

machines provided this does not disturb the RPA. 
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 NO-DIG HARD SURFACES WITHIN THE RPA 

 Where no-dig hard surfaces are required within the RPA, there must be no excavation 

into the soil, either through the lowering of levels and/or scraping, other than the 

removal of turf or other surface vegetation.  All such works shall be carried out using 

hand tools only. 

 In order to protect the RPA of tree T001, and trees in G005, G004  a three-dimensional 

cellular confinement system will be installed. This is a load bearing system which 

protects roots from the effects of compaction from regular vehicular movement.  The 

recommended product for this solution is CellWeb but whatever system is used, the 

end result must be that the underlying soil (rooting environment) remains undisturbed 

and retains the capacity to support existing and new roots. 

 The dimensions for the area protected by the Cellweb have been marked on the TPP, 

which can be identified by the green honey comb hatch on the plan. 

 The CellWeb will be pinned in place and backfilled with Type 1 MOT and finished with 

a wearing surface of blinded crushed stone and gravel or pea shingle. The edgings of 

the drive are to be installed on top of the CellWeb and will comprise of timber boards 

staked in place and backfilled with the wearing layer as previously described. 

 Once the system has been installed and backfilled correctly machinery can work from 

on top of the system. 

 Details of Cellweb are included in Appendix 8, and a methodology for installation can 

be provided by the manufacturer and it will be the responsibility of the contractor to 

ensure that whatever system is used, it is installed in accordance with the latest 

guidelines provided by the manufacturer. 
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 DEVELOPMENT 

Once all tree works and protective fencing have been completed, the developer can 

commence the on-site preparation works and construction can begin. 

Site Storage, Cement Mixing and Washing Points 

 No storage of materials will take place within a CEZ. 

 No mixing or storage of materials will take place up a slope where they may leak into a 

CEZ.  Where contours of the site create a risk of polluted water running into RPAs, 

precautionary measures of using heavy duty plastic sheeting and sandbags with the 

ability to contain accidental spillage will be put in place to prevent contamination. 

Contractors Parking 

 Contractors parking will not be within or in close proximity to a CEZ except where on 

existing hard standing. 

Utility Services 

 There is no requirement for any service to be installed within a CEZ or RPA of any 

retained tree on this site. 

Fires 

 No fires will be lit on this site. 

Site Gradient 

 There will be no changes to any levels on this site within or in close proximity to the 

RPA of any retained tree on this site. 

Use of Herbicides 

 There is no requirement of any herbicide to be used on this site. 

Contingency planning 

 No mixing or storage of materials will take place up a slope where they may leak into a 

CEZ.   Where contours of the site create a risk of polluted water running into RPAs, 

precautionary measures of using heavy duty plastic sheeting and sandbags with the 

ability to contain accidental spillage will be put in place to prevent contamination. 

 Water will be kept readily available on site and will be used to flush split materials 

through the soil and avoid contamination of tree roots. 

 At the time of any spillage the main contractor will contact an Arboriculturalist for 

advice. 
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 RESPONSIBILITIES 

 It is the responsibility of the main contractor to ensure that the planning conditions 

attached to planning consent area adhered to at all times and that a monitoring regime 

in regards to tree protection is adopted on site. 

 The main contractor will be responsible for contacting the LPA at any time issues are 

raised related to the trees on site. 

 If at any time pruning works are required permission must be sought from the LPA first 

and then carried out in accordance with BS3998:2010 Tree Works – 

Recommendations and industry best practice. 

 The main contractor will ensure the build sequence is appropriate to ensure that no 

damage occurs to the trees during the construction processes.  Protective fences will 

remain in position until completion of ALL construction works on the site. 

 The fencing and signs must be maintained in position at all times and checked on a 

regular basis by an on-site person designed that responsibility. 

 The main contractor will be responsible for ensuring sub-contractors do not carry out 

any process or operation that is likely to adversely impact upon any tree on site. 
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 APPENDICES 

Appendix 1: Tree Survey Criteria (BS5837:2012) 

 The assessment of the trees has been carried out in accordance with the guidance 

provided in Annexe C of BS5837.  In summary this requires that any tree on the site 

with a stem diameter of over 75mm at 1.5m above ground level is recorded. 

 All observations were made from ground level, without detailed investigation with 

regard to the general condition of the tree. 

 Trees that are located outside of the site have been considered as part of this survey, 

and have been annotated on the accompanying plan as such.  

 Stem diameter measurements were taken using a girthing tape and in accordance with 

Annexe D of BS5837.  Where access to the base of the tree was not possible for any 

reason, the diameter has been estimated. 

 Height, crown spread and canopy clearance measurements are recorded in 

accordance with the measurement convention detailed in paragraph 4.4.2.6 of 

BS5837.   

 The trees are categorised in an order defined in Table 1 of BS5837, a copy of which 

can be seen below in Figure 1, but which can be summarised as: 

• A Category Trees of high quality and value in such a condition as to be         able 

to make a substantial contribution for a minimum of 40 years. 

• B Category Trees of moderate quality and value in such a condition as to make a 

significant contribution for a minimum 20 years. 

• C Category Trees of low quality and value currently in adequate condition able to 

remain until new planting can be established.  These trees are expected to remain 

for a minimum of 10 years.  It also includes young trees with a stem diameter less 

than 150mm measured at 1.5 metres above ground level. 

• U Category Trees in such a condition that any existing value would be lost within 

10 years and which should, in the current context, be removed for reasons of 

sound arboricultural or forestry management. 

 Additionally, BS5837:2012 provides subcategories 1-3 within the category system 

outlined above which indicate the area(s) in which a tree or group retention value lies.   

• Mainly arboricultural. 

• Mainly landscape. 

• Mainly cultural, including conservation. 
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Figure 1 – BS5837 Cascade Chart 
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Appendix  2: Tree Survey  

 

Client:

Site: Shaun Phillips Date of survey:

Key to Notations

Category Grading
Y Trees that have not yet reached 1/3 of their expected mature height ER C

EM A High Quality & Value 40+ 1

M B M oderate Quality & Value 20+ 2

OM Close to  full height and crown size while main-stem diameter increases more slowlyC Low Quality & Value 10+ 3

E.R .C V U Unsuitable for retention <10

Go o d P o o r Significant ill health

Go o d P o o r Significant defects with no remedy

N E S W

G001 Group

Lime

Wild cherry

Ash

Oak

Scots  pine

Tilia sp.

Prunus avium

Fraxinus sp.

Quercus sp.

Pinus sylvestris

18 400 1 4 4 4 4 2 2 Mature Fair Fa ir
Average measurements  used. Ivy 

preventing ful l  inspection.
Protect during development. 20+ Years B2 72 5

G002 Group

Wild cherry

Ash

Hol ly

Laurel

Prunus avium

Fraxinus sp.

Ilex sp.

Laurus sp.

9 250 1 2 2 2 2 - - Early Mature Fair Fa ir
Average measurements  used. Ivy 

preventing ful l  inspection.
Protect during development. 10+ Years C2 28 3

G003 Group Mixed species Mixed species 4 120 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 Early Mature Poor Poor Average measurements  used. Remove regardles  of proposal <10 years U 7 2

G004 Group

Lime

Oak

Ash

Tilia sp.

Quercus sp.

Fraxinus sp.

18 320 1 4 4 4 4 2 2 Early Mature Fair Fa ir
Average measurements  used. Ivy 

preventing ful l  inspection.
Remove 20+ Years B2 48 4

G005 Group

Ash

Lime

Scots  pine

Oak

Fraxinus sp.

Tilia sp.

Pinus sylvestris

Quercus sp.

18 400 1 5 5 5 5 2 2 Mature Fair Fa ir
Average measurements  used. Ivy 

preventing ful l  inspection.
Protect during development. 20+ Years B2 72 5

G006 Group

Sycamore

Poplar

Wi ld cherry

Goat wi l low

Hawthorn

Ash

Acer 

pseudoplatanus

Populus sp.

Prunus avium

Salix caprea

Crataegus sp.

Fraxinus sp.

14 250 1 3 3 3 3 1 1 Early Mature Fair Fa ir

Dense group of trees  adjacent  

to northern boundary of s i te.  

Some specimens  exhibi t minor  

deadwood and branch dieback  

in crowns.  

Some are multi -s temmed.  

Ivy clad trees  in group.  

Mixed age.  

Some old coppice and pol lard.  

Young understorey.  

Average measurements .

Protect during development. 10+ Years C2 28 3

T001 Tree Ash Fraxinus sp. 20 850 1 9 7 9 8 5 5 Over Mature Fair Fa ir

Ivy preventing ful l  inspection.  

Poss ibly cavi ty at 3m.  

Minor deadwood and branch  

dieback in crown.   

Smal l  quanti ty of major  

deadwood in crown.  

Stem wound from ground level   

to 2.0 m.  

Previous  branch fa i lure wounds   

in crown.

Sever Ivy and reinspect i f reta ined. 

Protect during development.
20+ Years B2 327 10

T002 Tree Ash Fraxinus sp. 14 330 1 4 3 3 4 5 5 Early Mature Fair Fa ir None none. 20+ Years B2 48 4

T003 Tree Birch Betula sp. 16 480 1 7 6 4 6 2 2 Over Mature Poor Poor

Minor deadwood and branch  

dieback in crown.  

Reduced crown dens i ty.  

Restricted inspection due to  

dense vegetation.

Fungus :

Fomitops is  betul ina  (Piptoporus  

betul inus)

Remove regardles  of proposal <10 years U 102 6

T004 Tree Lime Tilia sp. 15 400 1 3 3 4 4 2 2 Mature Fair Poor
Weak unions  and poor s tructure of 

multis tems.
none. 10+ Years C2 72 5

T005 Tree Scots  pine Pinus sylvestris 18 360 1 3 3 3 3 2 2 Dead Poor Poor Decl ining condition 80% dead Remove regardles  of proposal <10 years U 55 4

T006 Tree Scots  pine Pinus sylvestris 18 370 1 3 3 3 3 2 2 Dead Poor Poor Decl ining condition 80% dead Remove regardles  of proposal <10 years U 64 5

Structural co ndit io n

Stem D ia:

C .C .

L.B .

D .L.B .

Stem diameter (mm) at 1.5m above ground level

Height o f crown clearance above ground level

Lowest branch height in meters

Direction of Lowest Branch

No significant defects

No significant health problems

Tree No. Species H (m)

Reference:

Age Class Definition

Surveyor:

Invicta Universal

Little Lane, Desford

TS-25-01-001

Over M ature

Early M ature

M ature

C atego ryYoung

Close to  full height and crown size

The stage in the life cycle of a tree between youth and maturity M ainly arboricultural value

M ainly landscape value

16/01/2025

Sub catego ry

M ainly cultural value

Stem 

Dia.
Botanical NameRef No RPA (m2)

RPA Radial 

distance (m)
Comments ERC Cat.Recommendations

No of 

Stems

Significant defects that can be remediated

CC (m) LB (m) Age PC SC

F air

Branch Spread (m)

Estimated Remaining Contribution (in years)

P hysio lo gical co ndit io n

Veteran

Symptoms of health that can be remediatedF air

A tree that has survived the rigours of life and shows signs of ancientness
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Appendix 3: Tree Constraints Plan (illustration only scale from originals) 
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Appendix 4: Arboricultural Impacts Plan (illustration only scale from originals) 
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Appendix 5: Tree Protection Plan (illustration only scale from originals) 
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Appendix 6: Tree Protection Fencing 

 
 

Appendix 7: Example of Protective Fencing Signage 
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Appendix 8: Permanent Ground Protection 
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Appendix 9: Authors Qualifications and Experience.  

 

 This report has been prepared by Shaun Phillips. 

 I have 30 years’ arboricultural experience working in both the private and public sector.  I have 

undertaken work on a variety of projects on behalf of local authorities, private and 

commercial clients. 

 I have a Post Graduate Certificate in Management Studies, a HND in Arboriculture and Urban 

Woodland Management and a ND in Countryside and Environmental Studies. I am also 

qualified as a tree risk assessor for the International Society of Arboriculture’s Tree Risk 

Assessment Qualification (TRAQ). 

 I am a Professional member of the Arboricultural Association, and the Institute of Chartered 

Foresters. In accordance with the professional standards of both associations, I undertake 

regular Continuing Professional Development (CPD) in all areas of arboriculture as well as in 

wider business administration and other related disciplines. 

 

 

Signed                                                           Date 13/02/2025 

Shaun Phillips CMS, HNDArb, MArborA MICFor 
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