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Tree [ Building [ Driveway][ " i
reference Species RPAm® |Incursion|Incursion| TOTAL % | Significance Comments y
number | () )
The proposal will require a slight cutting back or
Hawtharn removal of stems from the hedge. The select
HO2 14 5 38 st Ref. HO1C2
(Crataggus sp.) removal of the stems will not alter the rest of the + _
hedge. |
Damson |
101 (Prunus 24 5 18 The roct incursion is moderate, however given |
domestica ssp. the condition, the tree will need to be removed. Al
Insititia) |
Common ash The root incursien is within the 20% allowance |
Ti7 (Fraxinus 327 ¥ 2 as set by BS5837:2012. There is also other |
excelsior) available space for the tree roots to grow into. |
- The root incursion is within the 20% allowance
Ti8 e 41 7 17 as set by BS5837:2012. There is also other
(Cupressus sp.) . .
available space for the tree roots to grow into.
Service tree The root incursien is within the 20% allowance
T20 (Sorbus 28 3 T as set by BS5837:2012. There is also other
domestica) available space for the tree roots to grow into.
21 Apple 58 20 34 — Theroot |QcyrS|on is over 20% allowance and
(Malus sp.) 358 will need tc be removed.
199 Apple 4 1 100 — The root |n.(:l_JrS|on s over 20% allowance and
(Malus sp.) B will need to be removed.
123 Apple 15 15 100 . - The root incyrsion is over 20% allowance and
(Malus sp.) T will need toc be removed.
To4 Apple a 8 100 <= The root |npl_1rsmn is over 20% allowance and
(Malus sp.) -5 will need toc be remaoved.
Common pear 2 S
DIoEER The root incursion is over 20% allowance and
125 (Pyrus 1 11 100 -
. will need to be removed.
communis)
Sycamore The root incursion is within the 20% allowance
126 (Acer 99 4 4 as set by BS5837:2012. Thers is also other .
pseudoplatanus) available space for the tree roots to grow into. I N Ol ICQ -t es ]- 8 O 0 mrm Qj
soakaway Sm from
Sycamore The root incursion is within the 20% allowance Ol f _t
129 (Acer 167 10 4 8 as set by BS5837:2012. There is also other any adjacen
pseudoplatanus) available space for the tree roots to grow into. IOL,H[O“HQS SUIOJ@C ‘t “to
percolation test or

Ar‘bor‘lqul‘tur‘al commen‘t:/

Move foul and services

by 2000mm south of
original route, outside

of RPAs

equivalently provide
soakaway in
accordaonce with BS
EN-752-4 or BRE
digest 363 soakaway
design.

Ref. T02 C1

Indicates 1200mm @
soakaway Om from
any adjacent
buildings sub ject to
percolation test or
equivalently provide
soakaway in
accordance with BS
EN-732-4 or BRE
digest 365 sookaway
design.
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Ref. T14 B1
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This drawing has been prepared in
accordance with BS 5837:2012.

This drawing is intended to be
printed and used in colour only,
and for no purpose other than the
consideration of trees in accordance
with BS 5837.

BS5837:2012 Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

on plan

years

that they cannot realistically | companion shefter cannot be mitigated by pruning)

be retained as living trees in |+ Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline
the context of the current
land use for longer than 10

Category & Definition Criteria (it ies where i |
Trees unsultable for retention
Category U

- — ~Trees that have a serious, imemediable, structural defect, such that their carly 105 1s expected due (© Collapse ncluaing Red on plan RGB
Those in such a condition | ;¢ that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g. where, for whatever reason, the loss 1 2’1

 Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health andor safety of other trees nearby, o very low qualiy trees

suppressing adjacent trees of better quality
NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to preserve

Trees to be considered for retention

. Maily landscape qualites _|3. Mainly cultural values, ncluding

- Mainly arboricultural qualities.
conservation

Category A

Trees of high quality with
?fn es"m;f:d reg;amllng  |enusust or those at ae essentai andior landscape features
ife expectancy of at least |components of groups or formal or

40 years [semi-formal arboricultural features (e.g.

[Trees that are particularly good examples| Trees, groups or woodlands of particular] Trees, groups or woodiands of significant

of their species, especially if rare or visual import istorical,
or other value (e.g. veteran trees or

wood-pasture)

the dominant andior principal trees within
an avenue)

Category B

remainif

Trees of moderate
quality with an estimated [ 2 0 Ciion (.. presence of | that they attract a higher eollective rating

expectancy of at least  [including unsympathetic past
20 years that they are uniikely to be suitable for | the wider locality

[Trees that might be included in calegory | Trees present in numbers, usually Trees with material conservation or other
A, but are downgraded because of growing as groups or woodlands, such  [cultural value

than they might as individuals; o trees
occurring as collectives but situated so
s to make lttle visual contribution to

ing life significant though remediable defects,
[management and storm damage), such
retention for beyond 40 years; or trees

lacking the special quality necessary to
[merit the category A designation

Category C

Trees of low quality with an_[Unremarkable trees of very fmited
estimated remaining life

expectancy of at least 10
years, or young trees with a
stem diameter below 150 mny

Trees present in groups or woodlands, | Trees with no material conservation or

[merit or such impaired condition that but without this conferring on them other cultural value

they do not qualify in higher categories  [significantly greater collective landscape
value; andor trees offering low or only
jent landscape benefits

s Tree Root Protection Area

Tree Categorisation

Category A

Category B

Category C

Category U
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