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Category A tree

Tree Retention Categories
Stems & canopies shown

Category B tree

Category C tree

Category U tree

Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens
are not considered to be a material planning consideration.

Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition.

Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years.
Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention
of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees

Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years.
Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with
excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable.

Photo 1

= Measured North:MN

1 Canopy spreads are sometimes
measured to an approximate N
defined by site features.
Often more accurate, especially
where rows of trees are not
aligned N‐S or E‐W.

BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter)

T1 = Tree No 1 G2 H3= Group No 2 = Hedge No 3

Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site
conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building.

Root Protection Area having been amended to account
for for site conditions

Tree Constraints Plan

Tree Data Schedule

Status: Final

T1

T2

G3

Young Portugal Laurel
Height: 3m
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Radius (m) m² Square (m)

T1 Bay Laurel 8 4.1 52 7.2

T2 Black Locust 13 4.2 55 7.4

G3 Cotoneaster 5 1.8 10 3.2

Root Protection Area
Height (m)SpeciesTree Ref.27 Fitzroy Road

London, NW1 8TP
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Freq (yrs)

Structural  

Condition  

Retention 

Category

Semi‐Mature

1

3 3 Good 40+
3

n/a 3

Early‐Mature

6.5

5 6 Good 40+
6

n/a 3

Semi‐Mature

4

5 1 Good 40+
3

n/a 3

T1 8 4.5 34
Bay Laurel

Laurus nobilis.

Crown 
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Life

Expectancy (yrs)

Vigour

Physiological 

Condition

Scaled Tree

Diagram (m)

9                 0                 9

Notes

Recommendations 
(Independent of any 

development proposals)

Good C 

 25

 0

Position:

Form:

History:

Defects:

Other:

Situated on third party land.

Multi‐stemmed at ground level with a compact crown.

Maintained by pruning.

No significant defects observed.

Limited inspection. Recorded stem diameter is equivalent for 8 stems at 

12cm diameter.

No action required.

Moderate Low

T2 13 8 35

Moderate

Black Locust

Robinia 

pseudoacacia.
Good B 

 25

 0

Position:

Form:

History:

Defects:

Other:

Situated on third party land.

Twin‐stemmed at 6m with a balanced crown.

No evidence of significant pruning.

No significant defects.

Limited inspection, dimensions estimated.

No action required.

Moderate

G3
av

5

av

3.5
av

15

av
Low

Cotoneaster

Cotoneaster sp. Fair C each

 25

 0

Position:

Form:

History:

Defects:

Other:

Situated on third party land.

Single stemmed and leaning with a slightly unbalanced crown.

Occasional pruning wounds due to crown lifting.

No significant defects observed.

Limited inspection, dimensions estimated.

No action required.

Moderate

Statutory Protection

Photographs
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Tree to be removed to
facilitate the proposal

= Measured North:MN

Proposed pruning

Tree to be removed
due to its low quality

Canopy spreads are sometimes
measured to an approximate N
defined by site features.
Often more accurate, especially
where rows of trees are not
aligned N‐S or E‐W.

BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter)

T1 = Tree No 1 G2 H3= Group No 2 = Hedge No 3

Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site
conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building.

Root Protection Area having been amended to account
for for site conditions

Impact Assessment Plan
Arboricultural Consultants

CROWN

01422 316660

Category A tree

Tree Retention Categories
Stems & canopies shown

Category B tree

Category C tree

Category U tree

Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens
are not considered to be a material planning consideration.

Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition.

Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years.
Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention
of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees

Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years.
Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with
excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable.

Status: Final ‐ for submission

Impact Assessment Plan

Site:

Drawing No:

Title:

/ IAP Rev: 1

Scale: Paper Size: A1

Radius (m) m² Square (m)

T1 Bay Laurel 8 4.1 52 7.2

T2 Black Locust 13 4.2 55 7.4

G3 Cotoneaster 5 1.8 10 3.2

Root Protection Area
Height (m)SpeciesTree Ref.27 Fitzroy Road

London, NW1 8TP
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Approximately 6% of the theoretical RPA of T1

shall be affected by the proposed basement.

Such an incursion is considered to be minor.

Furthermore, due to the influence of the boundary

wall foundations, no significant rooting activity is

anticipated within the garden of No: 27.

However, to ensure impact is minimal, the basement

should be installed in a manner which doesn't disturb

the soils beyond the basement footprint.

Existing gravel and paved surfaces

are to be replaced with turf here, and

ground levels are to be retained as existing.

Little to no impact on T1 is anticipated.

There is considered to be sufficient clearance

beneath tree canopies such that no facilitative

pruning is deemed necessary.

Two 3m tall Portugal laurel require

removal to facilitate the proposal.

These small specimens are not considered

to be a material planning consideration.

Proposed Basement (Dashed Blue)
Proposed Extension & Garden Layout (Pink)

Existing Layout (Black)

See Section 7
for a more

detailed assessment

Excerpts from the
Arboricultural

Impact Assessment

RW
P

T1

T2

G3

Young Portugal Laurel
Height: 3m

Existing paving is to be replaced and

ground levels are to be retained as existing.

Little to no impact on T1 of G3 anticipated.


