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1.0 Introduction 
1.1  Brief 
This tree survey has been prepared by Tree Parts Ltd on behalf of The Lantern Community and in co-
ordination with CaSA Architects. It has been written in conjunction with the guidelines within the British 
Standards BS 5837:2005 ‘trees in relation to construction.’ It surveys the trees selected by CaSA Architects 
as per our quotation submitted to CaSA on the 12 October 2011 and subsequently approved and 
commissioned in writing by Simon Figg, of the Lantern Community on the 31 October 2011. It evaluates the 
selected trees as either individuals or groups, to assess their current quality and status, in relation to the area 
being considered for development. 
 
This survey was carried out on Thursday 3 November 2011where Tree Parts formally assessed the landscape, 
arboricultural and conservation value of the trees within the site and made preliminary management 
recommendations based on their condition, location and juxtaposition with buildings already present. This 
has been evaluated within our main body of text and the survey data that is documented within our Lantern 
Community Tree Schedule (Appendix A)  
 
 
1.2  Documents provided to Tree Parts 
Tree Parts was provided with a previous tree survey site plan (Appendix B) that included a previous tree 
schedule. From our site inspection, we identified a lack of continuity within its numbering and as such, have 
now referenced the trees with a combination of numbers and text. This mostly includes numbers marked in 
green and/or black, but includes descriptive text where appropriate. For example; ‘Oak Tarmac Parking’ is a 
tree lacking any kind of numerical reference, but has the words ‘Tarmac Parking’ situated next to it, which 
singles it out as the only tree on site with this reference. 
 
We have also listed the trees in a linear fashion, to further facilitate clearer identification whilst reviewing 
the trees on site. 
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1.3  Assessment Methodology 
1.3.1  
Our tree inspection was undertaken from ground level aided by the Visual Tree Assessment method (‘The 
Body Language of Trees: A Handbook for Failure Analysis’ - Mattheck and Breloer, 1994)  
 
1.3.2   
No commission to date has been made regarding any ecological issues that may relate to the site, although 
the site has the habitat potential to harbour European Protected Species such as bats within buildings or 
within the mature trees on site. 
 
1.3.3 
As commissioned, this survey only considers in detail the scheduled trees that are individually, or group 
listed within the Tree Schedule (See Appendix A) It does not include any specimens or grouped trees 
adjacent to, or outside the site boundary.  
 
1.3.4 
Whilst the report is not a tree risk assessment, it nonetheless takes into account observed structural defects of 
the inspected trees in order to inform conclusions with regard to their retentive worth. We note that any tree 
with significant, irreparable defects that poses an immediate threat to health and safety has been noted. 
 
1.3.5 
All comments and recommendations in relation to preliminary arboricultural management works are stated 
in full. They are provided to address immediate tree hazards and give consideration to the suitability of the 
trees, within the context of the site becoming an area of construction and development. Our report is written 
in a non-bias manner, as such it treats all trees as a material consideration. 
 
1.3.6 
The Root Protection Area (RPA) for the trees identified in our Tree Schedule (Appendix A) documents the 
constraint any tree poses above and below ground. It represents the minimum area in square meters that 
must be left undisturbed around each tree for the entire duration of the construction works, in order to 
protect the trees vitality and welfare. 
 
1.3.7 
The survey table also identifies a representation of each trees crown spread, measured in four cardinal 
directions, this constraint is to inform the planning process as to the trees physical impact above ground 
level and assists with the evaluation of any remedial tree surgery works, that maybe considered appropriate.  
 
1.3.8 
The RPA is calculated in accordance with Table 2 in Section 5.2.2 of BS 5837: 2005 ‘Trees in relation to 
Construction’ recommendations. Our RPA provided in Appendix A as provided as a radial distance from the 
centre of the stem of the tree to the outer edge of the RPA, to facilitate installation of the Construction 
Exclusion Zone. 
 
1.4  Categorisation of trees in a BS 5837 Tree Survey 
Trees within a BS5837 survey are categorised into four main categories: 
 
Trees documented as Category A 
These are trees of significantly high quality and value in terms of arboriculture, landscape, culture and 
ecology (conservation), and are a particularly good example of their species. Trees of this Category pose a 
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significant constraint to any development and should be retained and protected within any current or future 
design where possible.  
  
If a Category A tree is incompatible with a site layout, a case may be presented for removal. However it is 
highly probable that such a proposal may be rejected by the Local Planning Authority (LPA) and this may 
well lead to a delay in the Planning Application process.  
  
If removal is allowed, significant mitigation in the form of a replacement tree (or trees) of equal value is 
likely to be required. 

 
Category A trees are highlighted in light green on the Tree Constraints Plan. 

 
 

Trees documented as Category B   
Trees identified as category B trees are those of good quality and value in terms of arboriculture, landscape, 
culture and ecology. Trees of this category pose a constraint to any development and should be retained and 
protected within the design where possible.  
  
If a category B tree is incompatible with a site layout design, a case can be presented for removal. However 
if a considerable number of Category B trees are to be removed with insufficient mitigation, such a proposal 
may be rejected by the LPA and this may lead to a delay in the Planning Application process. If removal is 
allowed, mitigation in the form of a replacement tree (or trees) of equal value is likely to be required. 

 
Category B trees are highlighted in mid blue on the Tree Constraints Plan. 

 
 
Trees documented as Category C 
Trees identified as category C trees are those of low quality and value in terms of arboriculture, landscape, 
culture and ecology. Trees of this Category should not be considered as posing a significant constraint to a 
development but should be retained and protected within the design where possible.  
  
If a C category tree is incompatible with a site layout design, a case may be presented for removal. However 
it should not be assumed that all category C trees can be removed. Removal of a category C tree is still 
likely to require mitigation in the form of a suitable replacement, to an equal value, or the relocation of the 
tree within the site where the tree in question is young and suitable, with a stem diameter of less than 
150mm. Sufficient reasons for the removal of Category C trees can also be mitigated by the careful retention 
of higher quality trees. 

 
Category C trees are highlighted in grey on the Tree Constraints Plan. 

 
 
Trees documented as Category R 
Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to collapse, 
including those that will become unviable after removal of other R category trees (i.e. where, for whatever 
reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning) Also includes trees that are dead or 
are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline. Lastly, trees infected with 
pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby (e.g. Dutch elm disease), or very 
low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality. 
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Category R trees are highlighted in dark red on the Tree Constraints Plan, although no trees within the 
Lantern Community site have been documented as category R. 
 
Each categorised tree is subsequently paired with an option of three subcategories, and appear as an 
alphanumeric value, Such as A1, A2 or A3 
 
1 – Represents a tree with primarily arboricultural values 
The tree is a good example of its own species, and stands well on its own as a specimen tree. 
 
2 – Represents a tree with primarily landscape values 
The tree stands well within a group, a formal or semi-formal feature such as an avenue, and it contributes to 
the wider landscape. 
 
3 – Represents a tree with primarily cultural values, including Conservation 
Trees, groups or woodlands of significant conservation, historical, commemorative or other value (e.g. 
veteran trees or wood-pasture) 
 
These subcategories are evenly weighted in terms of quality assessment and as such an ‘A1’ tree has the 
same retentive worth and value as an ‘A3’ tree. 
 
1.4.1 
Explanation of Appendix A – Abbreviations within the Tree Schedule 
The following table sets out how the information in Appendix A has been presented to record a total of 108 
tree entries. Within each column we have provided a key to the abbreviations used and an indication to what 
data has been included. 
 
Ref no. Tree reference number, used to cross-reference with the site map and for highlighting 

individuals within the report. 
 
Species      Identified as both common names and scientific binomial name 
 
Height         Approximate height, in metres, the tree stands from its adjacent ground level. 
Stem Dia’   Diameter in millimetres, of the stem measured at 1.5m from the adjacent ground level.  
 
Crown spread  Measured from the centre of the stem, in metres, from four cardinal points 
 
Age class   Where Y = Young, S = semi-mature, M = Mature, O = Over mature 
 
Comments  Visual findings of the trees physiological and structural condition 
 
Recommendations Recommendations made in reference to our findings 
 
Category    The Categorisation provided for an individual tree or group of trees, with   
   its appropriate subcategory 
 
RPA     We have provided this as a radial measurement in metres, from the centre of the stem, 
   to the outer edge of the RPA. The area of ground that must be protected from any  
   construction activity by means of specified fencing and/or ground protection as per 
   BS 5837:2005 Figs. 2 and 3. 
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2.0  Site Description 
2.1 
The Lantern Community is situated approximately one mile southwest of Ringwood, north of the A31 in 
Hampshire. The Lantern is a part of the Sheiling Trust and shares a 40-acre estate with the Sheiling School 
and neighbouring Ringwood Waldorf School. 
 
2.2 
Our survey covers approximately 130 trees that surround the Lantern Community, of which around 20 are 
grouped, forming 108 entries in Appendix A. 
 
2.3 
As of 7 November 2011, we can confirm that having consulted with the Tree Officer Ms Ridley of East 
Dorset Council, there are no Tree Preservation Orders on the site and The Lantern Community does not lie 
within a Designated Conservation Area. 
 
2.4 
We note that a number of the more mature trees have been subject to previous remedial tree surgery. At the 
time of inspection, no specimens were documented for urgent removal. (Category R)  
 
2.5 
The collective site trees create a strong natural appeal with a rich seed bank of evident natural regeneration. 
Elements of the grounds hold strong characteristics of Semi-Natural ancient woodland. This is due to 
presence of indicator species and the apparent age and size of the over mature Oak stools from which some 
specimens have grown. As required, Tree Parts can provide a quotation to commission a Biological Records 
Search through East Dorset Council, in order to obtain a historic record of all European Protected Species 
documented within a 2 mile radius of the site, as an aid to the planning process.  
 
3.0  Results – Arboricultural Record and Constraints 
In relation to BS5837, we can confirm that of a number of key trees RPAs may pose a constraint upon any 
proposed development for the surveyed area of the site. Where we have made reference to any specific 
implications we aim to provide potential mitigation, highlighted through our recommendations.  
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3.1  ‘Oak 1600#’ (66 Black) – Entrance Oak 
The large Oak tree situated outside Dell Cottage and the bakery is a mature, Category A specimen tree with 
a ‘T’ junction tarmac road infrastructure including concrete set kerb stones, set directly beneath its canopy. 
(See Fig. 1.) However, the tree is showing signs of normal vitality despite probable root and soil compaction 
and exists within a growing environment with much restricted soil permeability. 
 

                        
  Fig. 1                            Fig. 2 
 Root plate surrounded by a roadway junction                    Dominant canopy providing excellent amenity 

 
 

The main implication associated with this tree is its proximity to the primary access driveway. It is likely to 
receive on going damage from delivery traffic entering and leaving the site, as noted at the time of 
inspection. (See Fig. 3.) This in turn will create an entry point for basal decay pathogens, accelerating the 
premature decline of what is a key specimen feature for The Lantern Community 
 
 

 
Fig. 3 – Recent basal damage (light stained section) 
 
We therefore recommend that trees base be physically protected, perhaps through the informal installation of 
a low-level barrier made up of natural curved oak boughs secured between the kerb stones and the tree stem, 
to protect the tree from further basal damage. 
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3.2  T. 33-34 – Two-stemmed Oak near the Pillbox 
There is a mature oak adjacent to the road, between the concrete pillbox and Bay Tree Cottage, mapped as 
two specimen trees. It is actually a single veteran stool with two regenerative stems emerging from it base 
where a previous, much larger main stem once existed (Fig. 5.) This Category A tree is located on an 
unmanaged bank harbouring ecological interest from its diversity of understory and provides a true visual 
asset for the site. 
 

   
Fig. 4 – Spreading habit (Near centre)  Fig. 5 – Veteran stool with two main stems  
 

As pictured in Fig. 4, beneath its canopy is natural regeneration of Hazel, Holly and Yew with an associated 
bio-diversity of woodland flora. In addition, the sloped grassed bank to its north side provides a structurally 
supportive area for its vulnerable root plate. It is a strong landscape feature tree with no immediate issues. Its 
respective RPA documented on our TCP may pose an extensive constraint to the proposed development, 
dependant on the proposed footing design within this area. 
 
 
3.3  Group of Trees directly north of Folly Farm Cottage 
This group consists of three Lime trees (‘Maple 450#’, T20A and T22), a Eucalyptus (‘Unknown 500#’) 
Sweetgum (‘Apple 300#’), and an understory of Malus, Forsythia and Prunus. An attractive group of 
amenity trees (See Fig. 6,) this group consists of mostly Category B trees. 
 

   
Fig. 6 Varied canopies of form and colour  Fig. 7 Autumn colour 
 

This group may provide a constraint from the proposed development on its eastern edge. Since the area 
consists of mainly category B trees. If these trees can be practically retained as well-placed specimens in 
harmony with the proposed plans for development, a potential increase of landscape presentation would be 
achieved. 
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3.4  Tree 78 (16 Black) Large Oak on the Northern Side of the Site 
This tree is on the northern side of the site, due west of the hexagonal gardeners workshop. It is a Category 
A tree with a characteristic spreading English Oak form (Fig. 8.) The tree is multi-stemmed, with four stems 
rising from a veteran stump, where the original stem has long since been removed (Fig. 9.) It is likely that 
original tree was of similar proportions to the large single-stemmed Oak in the south-western corner of the 
site, outside Folly Farm Cottage, (Identified as T50. Oak 1600)  
 

    
Fig. 8 – Characteristic canopy   Fig. 9 – Four stems, from a veteran stool 

 
This tree also posses a constraint to any proposed development, due to its extensive RPA radius of 14.5m. 
The tree is a Category A because of its quality and key location within the landscape. It is surrounded by a 
number of Category C trees, that are however suited for removal as required. At which point this specimen 
will function with increased landscape significance within the Lantern Community landscape. 
 
 
3.5  The Garden Shed area 
This group consists mainly of T56 to T82 mostly moderate quality trees; Category C Lawsons and 
understorey shrubs, with the exception of one Category B Tulip tree (Tree 59) which is of considerable 
amenity value (See fig. 10 & 11 below) 
 

    
Fig. 10 – Tulip canopy above the Garden Shed Fig. 11 – Considerable amenity 

 
This corner is more suited to accommodate a larger portion of the proposed development due to the large 
amount of lesser value Category C trees. Although the Category B Tulip pictured above does provide 
considerable amenity value not only at this time of year, but throughout the year with its pale green, 
irregular foliage and interesting flowers in warm summers. Where possible we recommend that this asset be 
retained within the context the proposed development as a specimen feature tree, which could become 
complementary to any building design if given appropriate and relevant consideration. 
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This Category B Tulip tree due to its vigour and established form, has the potential to become a next-
generation large feature tree, along with the large Aspen in the playground area to the east, the adjacent Pin 
Oak and the Liquidambar on the western side of the site. All of these trees have the potential to reach 
Category A status provided they are considerately retained and integrated positively into the new 
development process. 
 
 
4.0 Summary and Recommendations 
Of the 93 trees on site to be allocated a specific Category, 7% are Category A, 15% are Category B and the 
remaining 78% are Category C.  
 
Through the process of quality assessing the sites tree stock, the existing levels of current and future amenity 
potential, can now be evaluated and reflected upon more clearly. Whilst we appreciate that two buildings 
have already been drafted up for consideration within drawing 080. SK2010 01 Rev B, the opportunity does 
now arise to review these plans, in the context of new knowledge in order to inform the design process. 
 
Rather than reviewing the site key trees, solely as potential constraints to the sites future, we would suggest 
that adaptations to the development could be considered, to form a complementary balance between the 
amenity currently created by the trees and that of the design brief, to construct a new crafts centre. 
 
Efforts made now to work alongside appropriately selected and retained sites trees as positive resources, will 
significantly reduce the need for providing costly re-landscaping schemes, once the construction has been 
completed.  In turn, the finished building design will have gained the complimentary advantage of having 
created a structure that interacts with environmental maturity. 
 
Misplaced tree retention of poor quality trees can prove costly and hinders any construction process with 
limited or no long-term amenity benefit and in subsequent years, are often removed. This is a scenario that 
should always be avoided. In the context of the proposed construction, many of the sites Category C trees 
are potential candidates for removal, mostly due to poor form, vitality, heavy suppression by a better quality 
trees, and/or by simply being misplaced within the landscape. Therefore in summary, the potential loss of 
these trees can be sufficiently mitigated by the selected retention of all Category A specimens and as many 
Category B trees as appropriate. 
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