
Radius (m) m² Square (m)

T1 Sycamore 11 8.4 222 14.9

T2 Horse Chestnut 12 6.6 137 11.7

T3 Hawthorn 5.5 3.4 35 6.0

T4 Pear 5.5 4.3 59 7.7

T5 Hawthorn 7.5 3.5 38 6.2

T6 Plum 7 6.1 118 10.8

T7 Plum 8 2.4 18 4.3

T8 Sycamore 15 7.2 163 12.8

G9 Sycamore 16 4.0 49 7.0

T10 Copper Beech 16 7.2 163 12.8

T11 Oak 11 9.4 275 16.6

T12 Yew 12 4.6 65 8.1

T13 Dead Tree 6 2.4 18 4.3
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Photo 1
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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 N0S or E0W.

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
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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.
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Mixed hedge

Portugal Laurel
Ht: 5m
Dia: 12cm

Mixed shrubs
Ht: 3m

Young Buddleia

Young Amalanchier
Ht: 2m

Portugal Laurel
Ht: 2m    Dia: 18cm

Variagated Holly
Ht: 1.5m

Bamboo

Yew
Ht: 5m
Dia: 12cm

Young Leyland Cypress
Ht: 4.5m
Dia: 6cm

Young Elder
(poor condition)
Ht: 4m
Dia: 8cm

Buddleia
Ht: 3m

Young Plum
suppressed
Ht: 5m
Dia: 8cm

Mexican Orange
Blossom
Ht: 1m

RPA of T1 based upon stem diameter.

RPA of T1 amended to account for building

foundations, retaining wall foundations,

adjacent road and canopy reduction.

RPA of T2 based upon estimated stem diameter.

RPA of T2 amended to account for adjacent

building foundations and canopy reduction.

G9

T12

G9 and T12 have been removed

since the time of our survey.
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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 N0S or E0W.

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
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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.
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The canopy of T11 which significantly overhangs the rear
garden is to be pruned back towards the boundary to ensure no
accidental damage to branches during construction and provide
clearance from the proposal. Oak trees are tolerant of pruning and
such works shall have little impact upon its health or amenity value.
Furthermore the overhanging canopy is generally confined to one
significant branch so the amount of pruning required is fairly minimal.

T11 branch to
be pruned back

In this area an ancillary building is proposed over the RPA
of T8, and small portions of the outer RPAs of T10 and T11.

A trial excavation was undertaken in January 2023 along
the rear boundary wall adjacent to T8. The excavated pit
measured circa 1m x 0.4m (see red annotation).
The excavation revealed the top of the wall foundation at
1m below the existing ground level and we understand that
only a few small roots were encountered.
It is considered that the wall foundation is deep enough
to influence the root proliferation from the neighbouring
trees such that significant tree roots are unlikely to be in
abundance within the subject garden. Furthermore, the
underground air0raid shelter shall also influence rooting
activity within the garden adjacent to T8.

The canopy of T8 begins at 4.5m above ground level.
The proposed ancillary building is 3.1m tall.
Consequently, no canopy pruning is required to T8 to
facilitate the proposal.

No canopy pruning required to T10.

In order to ensure impact upon trees will be minimal,
the following mitigation and foundation type is proposed:
0 Deep strip foundations shall be avoided.
0 Instead, a shallow raft/beam foundation is to be installed.
0 Excavation for the raft/beam shall be limited to a depth of

200mm.
0 Narrow piles may be installed to support the structure.
0 Piles shall be positioned to avoid tree roots in excess of

50mm.
0 Trial pits should be excavated using hand tools only to

determine pile locations under supervision of the project arborist.

It is recommended to crown lift T7 to a height of 3.5m
to ensure adequate clearance for construction activity.
Such pruning shall have little impact on the trees health
or amenity value.


