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T1 Copper Beech A M 600 8.9 2 4.5 4

T2 Chinese Fir B Y 110 3.5 0.5 0.5 0.7

T3 Beech C SM 600 10.5 1.1 1.4 2

T4 Beech C SM 450 8.2 0 3.1 2.7

T5 Sycamore C SM 550 11 2 0.9 3.1

T6 Beech C SM 400 10.2 2.5 1.1 1.1

T7 Beech C SM 400 10.3 2.2 1 0.8

T8 Sycamore U Y 130 5 0.5 0.5 0.5

T9 Maple C SM 400 9.2 1 1.4 1.8

T10 Beech Monolith U LM 1100 4.7 n/a n/a n/a

NT1 Birch A SM 200 10.2 3 3 4.5

G1 Beech Group C SM <550 8 n/a n/a n/a
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Notes

4 7.2 G H A prominent tree of high amenity value. No works

0.6 1.3 G L Small ornamental garden tree. No works

1.6 7.2 M M Heavily topped. Impacted by development. To be removed

0 5.4 M M Heavily topped. Impacted by development. To be removed

1.5 6.6 M M Heavily topped. Heavily Impacted with Ivy. Impacted by 

development. To be removed

1 4.8 M M Heavily topped. Heavily impacted with Ivy. Impacted by 

development. To be removed

1 4.8 M M Heavily topped. No works

0.5 1.5 P n/a Very poor growth, possibly self seeded. Remove

1.2 4.8 M L Heavily topped. No works.

n/a n/a n/a n/a Reduced to 4.7m as a monolith. Some epicormic growth. 

RPA not included as not significant.

3 2.4 G H Neighbouring Tree of very good form.

n/a 6.6 M M Heavily topped group. Not impacted by proposed 

development. No works


