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Sum m ary:

The tree survey for Tinwell House contains the details of a single m ature Beech
tree located near thesouthern boundary of theplot .

Our brief has been to obtain details of the tree w ith a view to assessing its
suitability and safety in a residential environment .

The tree has recently lost a m ajor limb due to a bark included union failure.

Several other bark included unions are present on the tree,although a visual
assessm ent of these unions suggests that they are structurally stronger in form
than the failed union.

We recomm end a combination of pruning w orks to reduce theend w eight and
loading on the lower parts of thestem, and the installation of a dynamic cable
bracing system .
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1. S c o p e

1.1 W e w e re in st ru c te d in N o ve m b e r 20 23 to a sse ss t h e site a t Tin w e ll H o u se ,
Main Street , Tinwell, Stam ford, Rutland, PE9 3UD following instruction from
Renee Watters of Rockleight Ltd.

1.2 This survey is to be considered a time m ark for all future inspections. The
data w ithin the report w ill allow us to m onitor decline (or im provement) of
stem s.

1.3 To undertake thisassessm ent w e have used thevisual tree assessm ent
m ethodology developed by Claus Mattheck. This technique is w idely
recognised as thebenchmark and is the m ost w idely used approach.

It consists of the following stages:

• Visual inspection of the tree for defect sym ptoms and overall vitality.
If there are no signs of any problems theassessm ent is concluded.

• If a defect is suspected on the basis of the sym ptoms, the presence
or absence of that defect m ust be confi rm ed by thorough
exam ination.

• If the defect is confi rm ed, it m ust be quantified and the strength of
the remaining part of the tree evaluated.

1.4 It should be noted that a visual tree assessm ent is visual only (although it is
often undertaken w ith theaid of a probe, a sounding m allet and a pair of
binoculars). The quantification and evaluation (stage 3) m ay be beyond the
scope of a visual inspection and require theuse of diagnostic decay
equipment and/or a separate climbing assessm ent .

1.5 The trees w ithin the scope w ere inspected on the 30th Novem ber 2023 by
Peter Haine w ho holds a foundation degree in Arboriculture and Professional
m em bership of the Arboricultural Association. Peter has several decades of
experience in thearboriculture industry, focusing solely on consultancy w ork
since 2021.

1.6 The w eather w as clear, bright and dry allowing for a full and thorough
inspection to take place.

1.8 The site is residential, and the tree canopy oversails the parking area and a
busy public road. As such a risk based approach has been adopted, if a tree
w as to fall in this environment , the chances of it striking people or property
are high.



Photographic Plates.

Photographic plate showing the lower sect ion of the stem (ROAVR, 2023)

Photographic plate showing the extent of t he canopy. (ROAVR, 2023)



Photographic plate showing the damage from the recent ly lost limb. (ROAVR, 2023)

.

Photographic plate showing dark vert ical bark included union (red arrow indicat ing posit ion) .
(ROAVR, 2023)



Photographic plate showing vert ical bark included union (red arrow indicat ing posit ion) .
(ROAVR, 2023)

Photographic plate showing dark vert ical bark included union (red arrow indicat ing posit ion) .
(ROAVR, 2023)



Photographic plate proposed locat ions of dynamic cable braces (ROAVR, 2023)



2. Site Condit ions & Site Surroundings

2.1 Th e site is situ ated in Tin w ell in th e Ru tlan d Co u n cil co n tro l area.

2.2 The site is home to a detached residential dw elling w ith associated hard and
soft landscape.

2.3 The w ider locality is predominantly rural. The site is accessed via a private
entrance driveway.

2.4 A desktop assessm ent has highlighted that site is w ithin theTinwell
Conservation Area but it w as not possible to check for TPO protected trees
using thecouncil online m apping system .

2.5 All desktop assessm ent data w as cross checked and validated on the
08/12/2023 using the w eb portal provided by the local planning authority.

https://rutland.opus4.co.uk/planning/localplan/maps/dc#/center/52.64688,-0.50897
/zoom /19/baselayer/b:31/layers/rasters:0,annotations:0,o:8673,o:8675,o:8676

Im age plate showing thedesktop analysis results of thesurveyed plot . (Rutland,2023)

2.6 W o rk s to p ro tected trees req u ire co n sen t fro m th e lo cal p lan n in g au th o rity.
In thecase of TPO’s an application m ust be m ade. In thecase of
conservation areas a notification m ust be m ade. TPO applications take up to
eight w eeks, conservation area notifications take six w eeks.



2.7 Certain exem p tio n s ap p ly; fo r exam p le th e rem o val o f d ead w o o d . In th e case
of dangerous trees 5-days w ritten notice should be given to the local
authority (in the cases of im m ediate danger the w ork should proceed, but
the local authority contacted as soon as possible afterwards) w ith the w orks
evidenced by photographs and video w here possible. You should also
check to ensure the w orks are exem pt from the requirementsof a felling
licence.

https://ww w.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2012/605/regulation/14/made

2.8 It should be noted that planning consent overrides protected trees, w here
the w orks or removal are necessary for development to proceed and have
been highlighted in the tree survey documents.

2.9 Bats. Under current legislation it is an offence to ‘intentionally or recklessly
disturb a bat’ or ‘damage, destroy or block access to the resting place of any
bat’. For further details consultation m ust be m ade w ith theStatutory
Nature Conservancy Organisation. W here relevant any current ecological
surveys for thesite w ill take precedence in thism atter. Trees provide
numerous ‘potential roosting features’ for a w ide range of bat species. It is
therefore crucial that any trees proposed for removal are checked by an
appropriately competent person before any felling or ivy stripping w orks
comm ence.

https://ww w.bats.org.uk/advice/bats-and-the-law

2.10 Birds. It is an offence to kill, injure or take any w ild bird; or take, damage or
destroy the nest of any w ild bird w hile it is in use or being built . Therefore
w ork likely to disturb nesting birds m ust be avoided from late March to
August . All birds, their nest and eggs are protected by law.

https://ww w.rspb.org.uk/birds-and-wildlife/advice/wildlife-and-the-law/w ildlife-an
d-countryside-act/



3. The Tree

3.1 Th e sco p e o f su rvey w as limited to a sin g le larg e m atu re B eech tree in a
prom inentpositi on nearthe southern boundary ofthe property.The stem
di am eterisestim ated ataround 2m etres,although thisi sm easured at1
m etre ratherthan theusual1.5m etresduetotheverylargespreading stem s
from around 1.2m etres.Them ul tistem m ed habitsuggeststhatthetree
m ayhave been a low pollard orhigh coppice atsom epoint,howeveritnow
hasafullsized m aturecanopy,with aheightofaround 16m etresand a
crown spread ofaround 12m etrestoallfourcardinalpoints.

3.2 The tree isi n good physiologicalconditi on,with a dense canopyand good
coverageofbuds.Noassessm entofleafconditi on wasm adeduetothe
season.

3.3 The survey wasinstructed following the recentfailure ofa lim b,with a view
to assessing the conditi on ofthe rem aini ng partsofthe tree,and to m ake
recom m endationsforitsfuturem anagem ent.

3.4 Therecentlim b failureleavesawound on theadjacentstem ,with avery
clearbark inclusion and adventiti ousrootsvisibl e in the open wound.This
type offork ispronetofailureasthe fibresofthetreestem sareseparated by
the included bark,creating a weak point.W hen sufficientforceisexerted on
this fork by hi gh wi ndsorheavy snow loading the included union wi llfail,
causing thelossofthelim b orstem ,buttherem aini ng partsofthetree
survive.

3.5 Severalotherincluded unionsareidentified around thestem ,theseare
shown in thephotographicplatesabove.

3.6 W ide,cup shaped unions,orthosewith extensivenaturalgrafting above,are
generally a strong structure and atno greaterrisk offailure than anyother
lim b orstem .

3.7 Narrow unionsand thosewith fullyi ncluded barkareweakerand m ore
pronetofailure.

3.8 The otherforksand unionswere inspected,and were found to generallybe
in betterconditi on than the failed stem ,with m ul ti pl e naturalgraftfeatures
and wi dercup shapes.

3.9 Unionsto the south and south westofthe stem doappeartohaveadegree
ofbark inclusion,with a narrowerform ,and are therefore ata higherrisk of
failure.



4. Recom m endat ions

4 .1 Reco m m en d atio n s fo r th e m an ag em en t o f th e tree h ave b een m ad e w ith
the obligationsof“dutyofcare”incum benton the owner,balanced against
theundoubted valueand significanceofthetree,and theprotection
afforded bytheConservation Areastatus.

4.2 Theriskofinj urytopeopleand theriskofdam agetopropertym ustbe
reduced toan acceptablel evel,withoutrecom m ending rem edialworkssuch
asheavypruning orrem ovalwithoutproperjustification.

4.3 Itistherefore recom m ended thata com bi nation ofpruning work to reduce
the overallspread ofthe tree,and the installation ofdynam iccable bracing,
iscarried out.

4.4 Thepruning workshould consistof:

Crown reduction to the canopyspread allround byam axim um of2m etres,
toleavea natural flowing outline.Noheightreduction isrecom m ended.

Rem ovalofstubstothelowerpartofthecanopyovertheparking area.

4.5 Bracing:

Itisrecom m ended thatthreedynam iccablebracesareinstalled asshown in
thephotographicplateabove.Cobra4T,installed tothem anufacturer’s
specifications,orsim ilarproprietarysystem should beused.

4.6 Thepruning workwillrequireatreeworksnotification tobem adetothe
LocalPlanning Authority.Thebracing worksdonotrequireanotification,
howeveriti srecom m ended thatthe LPA ism adeawareoftheproposalsfor
bracing in conjunction wi th pruning work.

4.7 Dynam icbracesshould beinspected everythreeyears,in linewith the
norm altreesafetysurveylifecycle.

5. Cont ractors

5.1 Tree w o rk s sh o u ld b e carried o u t b y su itab le q u alified and insured
operators w ho are preferably m em bers of the Arboricultural Association
w hich demonstrates comm itment to best practise.
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