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1. INSTRUCTIONS

1.1 Instruction: |, Mr Alex Cannon of Cannon’s Arboriculture trading as Clear Tree, have
been instructed by Wingrave and Rowsham Parish Council by email to carry
out a survey of trees located at 5 sites and report on the following:

a) Actionable abnormalities in relation to the safe condition of trees situated within 5
sites under the Parish’s responsibility.

b) Make recommendations regarding any future management needs in relation to
safety.

c) Provide time frames for any recommended work to be completed.

d) Apply for any recommended work to the trees with the local planning authority.

1.2 Qualifications and experience: | (Alex Cannon) conducted the survey, and the report
and recommendations are informed by site observations, my professional experience, and
technical knowledge. A summary of my qualifications and experience can be found in
Section 7.

1.3 Documents and information provided: Maps/Tables/Videos/Photographs.

1.4 Scope of this report: This report focuses on trees that could pose a risk to users of the
public space shown on the survey maps, specifically those with a trunk girth greater than
150mm at a height of 1.5m above ground level.

2. Site Details

2.1 | attended and carried out the survey over the dates of 31/10/24 - 03/11/24 (inclusive).
The conditions were a mix of misty and overcast weather.

2.2 The sites where trees were assessed are under the direct responsibility of Wingrave and
Rowsham Parish Council. They are accessible to the public and are a mix of open spaces
and one pond.



3. REPORT LIMITATIONS/CAVEATS/DISCLAIMERS/EXCLUSION
CLAUSES

3.1 The visual tree assessments were carried out from ground level and not

aerially inspected fully. A drone was used to gather some aerial footage of the trees. A
monocular, nylon sounding hammer, a diameter tape and probe were used along with
visual observation methods. More specialist equipment/techniques may be recommended
to further investigate decay such as a micro drill. If more specialist investigation into a
trees safety is required this will be noted. No laboratory analysis has taken place of any
soil samples or plants.

3.2 The location of the trees assessed are shown by 'T’ markers on the maps provided
below.

3.2 Only defects that pose an obvious hazard will be noted but further amenity guidance may be given.
3.3 No tree can be completely safe as they are dynamic living structures.

3.4 The degree of accuracy with measurements and timescales for work to be completed
will be as accurate as possible with equipment used and access available.

3.5 Work must be carried out in the correct timescales recommended.
3.6 Constraints under ‘The Wildlife and Countryside Act’ 1981 must be adhered to.

3.7 The recent dry/drought conditions (2022 and 2023) have made the impact of some tree
diseases worse and caused some trees to pose more of a threat to people and property.

3.8 This report is for the sole use of the above named client and refers to only those trees
identified within; use by any other person(s) in attempting to apply its contents for any other
purpose renders the report invalid for that purpose.

4. THE TREE SURVEY

4.1 Trees identified as requiring works or other action have been surveyed and recorded on
the schedule (appendix 2) and have been given an approximate location marked on the
plans either as a single tree or a group of trees.

4.2 Any tree requiring action has been risk assessed. An explanation of this system is
shown at appendix 1. The risk assessment, in association with the surveyor’s judgment and
experience, has been used to create colour-coded recommended work priorities (expressed
as months or days). While not an exact science it provides an indication of the degree of
hazard and urgency of action.

4.3 The trees were assessed mainly with a focus on public safety. However, the report also
offers general management and cultural recommendations for trees that do not currently
pose a safety risk but may encounter issues in the future. These trees are noted as
"Advisory" in the Priority column of the Schedule.

4.4 The survey process can be described as a rapid but careful search for clear defects. In
some cases, more detailed inspection of the individual trees may have been recommended.

4.5 The survey was conducted from ground level with the aid of a monocular where
necessary and a drone was used for some inspections.

4.6 The trees were surveyed following the principles of Visual Tree Assessment.

4.7 In the case of certain trees, especially those in woodlands, it may not be possible to view
the crown from all directions. Additionally, trees growing in hedgerows may have their bases
partially hidden. In these instances, assessments were made based on the visible features at
the time of the survey. For trees with ivy cover, evaluations were conducted within the
constraints posed by the ivy.

4.8 No tissue or soil samples were taken, and no internal inspections of the trees were
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performed. All dimensions are approximate and are provided for guidance only.

4.9 It is understood that, particularly on larger sites, there may be a time gap between
conducting the survey and submitting the report. This delay has been factored into the
recommended timeframes for completing the work. As such, the time periods specified in the
priority column of the schedule are assumed to start from the date the report is received.

4.10 Trees are living organisms that can be influenced by changes in their environment, so the
observations made are only accurate at the time of the inspection. As such, the report is valid
for up to 18 months, assuming that environmental conditions and other relevant factors remain
unchanged.

4.11 The full Tree Survey in tabulated form is attached in Appendix 2 as a Tree Schedule.
Maps of the 5 sites are below.

4.12 Filming was carried out with a 360 degree camera and a drone to capture more detail.

5. APPRAISAL

5.1 Trees which are identified for action have full details provided in the schedule.

5.2 lvy: vy played a significant role in the survey. Generally, it is challenging to fully assess a
tree's health when it is covered in ivy, as it can obscure potential issues with branch unions,
the base, and the main trunk. Moreover, ivy adds to the tree's wind resistance, increasing its
susceptibility to damage in storms.

5.3 It is recommended that in locations adjacent to the highway or where there is regular
activity within falling distance, ivy is severed at the base as soon as possible. vy can take over
a year to wilt fully. Cutting should therefore be done at the earliest opportunity to allow the ivy
sufficient time to wither before the next recommended inspection (usually 18 months).

5.4 In some cases where the surveyor has advised they have been unable to make a
reasonable assessment of the trees condition, they may have advised that the ivy is cleared
from the base of the tree and the tree re-surveyed.

6. RECOMMENDATIONS (General)

6.1 Recommendations for remedial work are generally the minimum considered necessary to
reduce the risk of failure. Where significant defects have been identified in trees of little
amenity value felling may have been recommended as the more pragmatic approach.

6.2 Where recommendations have been made to fell, particularly in the case of Ash Dieback,
it may be more economically efficient to reduce the tree to a height that removes the hazard.
Similarly, recommendations to selectively reduce limbs are generally the minimum necessary
to reduce risk but it may, in some cases, be more practical to remove entire limbs or fell the
tree.

6.3 Except where a shorter interval is specified, it is recommended that unless otherwise
stated, all trees are re-inspected after 18 months or after extreme weather conditions such as
high winds. Ideally consecutive inspections should alternate between winter and summer as
each season allows different aspects of the tree’s health and physiology to be examined
more fully.

6.4 A full list of individual recommendations is set out in the schedule.

7. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS


https://treecouncil.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/Suffolk-Canopy-Description.pdf

7.1 Trees subject to statutory controls. Trees may be subject to constraints such as Tree
Preservation Orders and Conservation Area status. Checks should be made with the Local
Authority before undertaking all but emergency work. Failure to comply with any such
restrictions could result in prosecution.

7.2 Protected Species: It is advised to check for protected species (most notably bats and
nesting birds) before carrying out work on trees with likely habitats such as cavities and
loose bark.

7.3 Any pruning works will be required to be in accordance with British Standard 3998:2010
Tree Work — Recommendations.

8. SURVEYOR

- Alexander Cannon

| have been working in the arboriculture industry since 2012. | owned and operated a tree
surgery business serving mostly domestic customers for 8 years. I've extensive practical
qualifications and experience including:

‘aerial tree rigging”, ‘aerial tree pruning’, ‘utility arboriculture’, ‘street works-signing, lighting
and guarding’, ‘mobile elevated work platforms’.

| subcontracted frequently to Arboriculture Association Approved companies and managed
teams of up to 12 staff.

| am academically qualified as a tree consultant. Clear Tree has £2m professional indemnity
insurance (please request a copy if required)

Academic Qualifications:

LANTRA Basic Tree Survey and Inspection (2020)
LANTRA Professional Tree Inspection (2022)
Tree Life Aboricultural Training Ltd (2023):

- Tree Report Writing
- Mortgage Report Writing
- (Commenced) Level 4 Diploma in Arboriculture

9. APPENDIX 1 — Tree Risk Assessment Methodology

9.1 In order for risk to exist, there needs to be a hazard. A hazard is defined as something
that has the potential to cause harm. In relation to trees, any part of a tree that could fail has
the potential to be a hazard. Therefore, all trees are potentially hazardous.

9.2 Definitions as given in the Management of Health and Safety at Work Regulations
(1999) and Approved Code of Practice (1992) are used throughout this document.

» A Hazard is something with the potential to cause harm.

* Risk is the likelihood of potential harm from that hazard being realised. The

extent of the risk will depend on:

(i) the likelihood of that harm occurring;

(ii) the potential severity of that harm, i.e. of any resultant injury or adverse
health effect; and



(iii) the target (person, property or infrastructure) which might be affected by
the hazard.

9.3 Hazards are identified, in relation to trees, within the limitations of my own practical and
academic experience spanning more than a 10 year period working within arboriculture. A
Professional Tree Inspection course was undertaken and passed to satisfy professional
indemnity insurance when identifying hazards and making recommendations.

9.4 Every person or organisation will have a different attitude to risk and therefore the risk
threshold will differ. The Risk Assessment does not seek to set a threshold but instead to
provide a reference point for the risk manager to base any decision upon.

10. APPENDIX 2 — Tree Schedule and Maps

Tree Schedule and Map explanatory notes

* Measurements/estimates: All dimensions are estimates unless otherwise indicated.

» Species: Common names are given for species identified on site.
* Height: Height is an estimated height in meters as an aid to identification only.

» Stem Diameter: The diameters at 1.5m above ground level are estimated and
recorded in centimeters.

» Estimated Age: The age is estimated from visual indicators and is shown in classes.

Age estimates often need to be modified based on further information such as
historical records. The age classes used are:

Young - a tree less than 15 years old

Semi Mature - A tree normally 15-30 years old

Early Mature - A tree approaching maturity

Mature — A tree which has reached the full growth potential of its species

Late Mature — A tree which is beginning to decline

Veteran - tree of significant amenity, landscape or habitat value by virtue of its
size or age

O O O O O O

These age classes will vary according to species.

* Physiological Condition: An assessment of the health and vitality of the tree

compared to what would normally be considered typical of a healthy tree of the
species.

» Condition & Observations: An assessment of the physical state of the trees
highlighting any decay, weakness or damage.

* Target: The feature likely to be impacted should the tree fail.

» Hazard Assessment: The risk rating | have decided through qualifications, industry

experience and study of adequate professional literature/guidance as outlined below:
Low (Green): There is a small chance that the failed tree or part of the tree will
impact the target/s. Work is to be completed within 12 months of the survey.
Moderate (Blue): The failed tree or part of the tree isn’'t expected to impact the
target/s but could. Work is to be completed within 6 months of the survey.

Semi Urgent (Orange): The likelihood is the tree or part of the tree will impact the
target/s. Work is to be completed within 3 months of the survey.

Urgent (Red): The failed tree or part of the tree is expected to impact the

target/s. Work is to be completed within 7 weeks of the survey.

Dead (Black): The tree is no longer alive and should be removed within 7



weeks.

Tree

Schedule

Client:

Site/s:

WWRPC

Wingrave Park/|NE G

-/Wingrave Recreation
Ground/Wingrave Pond

| Hazard Assessment No. trees
Low (Green) 8
Moderate (Blue) 1
Semi Urgent 10
Urgent (Red) 6
Dead (Black) 2
Total 27
Re inspection
Map | Tag X Height | Diameter at . X . Priority Period
Species | Age Class Condition/observations Recommendations
No. No. (m) | 1.5m (mm) (weeks/months) | (months)
T Sil Earl Hanging branch at around 4m Remove hanging branch at around 4m
1854 |'ver ity 12 390 resting on damaged branch. Dead | and remove damaged branch. Remove 18 months
PARK Birch Mature

wood in crown.

deadwood >50mm.




Pholiota squarrosa present at the
base showing possible dysfunction

T2 Earl
S 1855 Cherry . te 8 450 of buttress roots. Peeling bark from Dismantle to ground level.
u
suspected bacterial infection. Poor
structural state.
T3 Eae Overhanging car park. Dead wood Crown raise over parking spaces to
ar
PARK 1856 Ash o i 9 420 in crown. give 3m clearance. Remove deadwood
ature
>50mm.
Early signs of Ash
Die Back disease
in upper crown. Reduce crown by up to 5m to lessen
T4 Scaffold likelihood of branch failure and
No Tag Ash Mature 15 1100 branches L
PARK R manage as a lapsed pollard. Strip ivy
overhanging
neighboring from ground level to 1.5m.
property. Ivy clad
from base into
crown.
15 Silver
S No Tag Birch Young 4 90 Dead Dismantle to ground level.
X2
Ivy at base. Scaffold branch growing | Strip ivy from ground level to 1.5m.
T6 Horse Early i
1857 12 390 over neighbors property at around Reduce lateral scaffold branch to
PARK chestnut | Mature . .
3m. nearest smaller vertical side branch.
T7 Early Dead wood in crown. Branches Remove deadwood >50mm. Crown
1858 Ash 10 670 . )
PARK Mature touching shed roof. raise to clear roof by up to 1.5m.

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months




Remove deadwood >50mm

T8 Earl
No Tag Oak V 11 900 Deadwood in crown. Ivy clad. overhanging playing field only. Strip ivy 18 months
PARK Mature
from ground level to 1.5m.
L ) - )
PARK 1859 Ash Young 5 300 >75% Ash Die Back within crown. Dismantle to ground level. /
i . Dismantle to ground level.
G10 >50% Ash Die Back within crown.
No Tag | Ashx 13 Young 11 200 ) . /
PARK Dot marked with orange paint.
T11 Early .
1860 Ash 12 300 Deadwood in crown. Remove deadwood >50mm. 3 months 18 months
PARK Mature
T12 . .
A No Tag Ash Mature 11 350 Dead standing tree. Dismantle to ground level. /
T13 Dismantle to ground level. VAVEELS
No Tag Ash Mature 12 350 Dead standing tree. /
PARK
Dead standing ash tree. .
1x Ash . Dismantle to ground level. 3 months
T14 Black thorn laying across path.
PARK No Tag | 1 x Black | Mature 12 330 Cut back by up to 4m to clear path. /
Thorn
Twin stem with inclusion at Remove deadwood >50mm. Remove
T15 Semi compression fork from 1m above secondary lateral branches growing
1861 Ash 12 400 o o ] 3 months 18 months
PARK Mature ground level. Deadwood within towards playing field, reducing

crown.

likelihood of failure.




Reduce crown by up to 6m, ensuring

T16 Ivy clad from ground level into .
K lateral branches overhanging
TWL | No Tag Ash Mature 16 900 upper crown. >50% Ash Die Back i R
o neighbouring property cut back to
LEYS within crown. .
boundary line.
T17
Wound at around 2m above ground .
TWL | No Tag Ash Young 6 150 level Dismantle to ground level.
evel.
LEYS
T18
TWL Lapsed pollard. Cavity within main X X
No Tag | Poplar Mature 6 300 Re pollard to previous points.
LEYS stem. lvy clad.
Remove deadwood >50mm.
T19 X X Deadwood in crown. Lower Crown raise branches overhanging car
1862 Lime Semi 11 590 ) .
GREEN - branches impeding car park. park to 2.5m above ground level.
ature
Prune stubs previously left.
20 Deadwood in crown. Cavity at
around 3m from historic wound Reduce crown by up to 1.5m. Crown
REC Walnut Mature 15 950 R
that seems well occluded. Wound at raise to around 2.5m.
around 3.5m.
Deadwood in crown. At around 6m
. . Reduce scaffold limb (as identified) by
on the northerly side, scaffold limb
. i . up to 6m. Reduce westerly lateral
T21 Horse sunken at main union, excreting K
Mature 20 1200 . | branches, growing towards structure,
REC chestnut fluid, suspected bleeding canker but .
Rk i X by up to 2.5m. Crown raise westerly
possible secondary infection of
. branches from ground level to 3m.
Kretzschmaria deusta.
Strip ivy from ground level to 1.5m.
— Ivy clad at base. Over-extended Remove deadwood >50mm. Reduce
e Lime Mature 22 1100 branches toward residential westerly lateral branches by up to
property. Deadwood within crown. 1.5m and crown raise from ground
level to 2.5m.
X Lateral branch growing northerly
T23 . Semi . . .
- 1863 Lime e 7 450 cracking at union, growing from Reduce lateral branch by up to 2m.
ature
height of around 1.5m.
Dead wood throughout crown.
| Remove deadwood >50mm. Reduce
Included compression fork located . .
i R easterly vertical main stem lateral
T24 Early at major union at around 4m above
1864 Cedar 22 830 R secondary branches by up to 2m and
REC Mature ground level. Easterly vertical . . L
i thin by up to 10%. Thin remaining
codominant stem crack from upper b to 15%
cano up to .
branch elbow down to around 4m. Py by up °
X . i . Crown raise over the road to give 5.2m
T25 Semi Growing alongside road edge with . .
No Tag Oak 9 300 . height clearance for traffic and prune
REC Mature low hanging branches.

laterals to boundary.

11

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months

18 months




Lapsed pollard last pruned around 4

Remove basal epicormic growth

G26 . Early | sympathetically to main stem once a
No Tag | 7 x Limes 600 years ago. lvy clad. Thick basal . .
REC Mature . . year. Canopy reduction needed in
epicormic growth.
around 2 years based on growth rate.
T26 >75% Ash Die Back within crown. .
No Tag Ash Young 200 Dismantle to ground level.

POND

18 months
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