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Client: 		Mrs Jen Wilkie

Site: 			St. Marys Church yard

Tree Inspectors:	Mark Merrit



Date:			04/12/2021













1.0 Instructions
1.1 Instructions were received from Mrs Jen Wilkie, to undertake a visual tree assessment of two large mature Beech trees at St Marys Church Bishopstoke, Hampshire.
1.2	A tree report has been commissioned to provide an account on the following
a) Overall Condition and safety of the main branch unions and crown condition.
b) Make recommendations regarding any management needs.

2.0 Report Limitations
2.1	The Inspections were undertaken using rope and harness within the crown in order to inspect the trees from an aerial perspective using the visual tree assessment (VTA) method. This report contains details of a routine visual inspection and does not constitute a detailed assessment.  The tree survey schedule is provided in Appendix 1 (as typed field notes).  The assessment has been instructed in line with duty of care Acts, the précis of which is in Appendix 3.
2.2 	Some defects, especially certain forms of decay do not give rise to external signs and therefore, tend to escape detection in a purely visual assessment.  Basal cavities sometimes escape attention for this reason and also because of materials that may be piled around the base of the tree.  Basal/stem cavities and decay can sometimes be detected by using a nylon mallet for making a sounding test which may be undertaken if considered appropriate.
2.3	Trees are living organisms whose health and condition can change rapidly.  The health, condition and safety of trees should be checked on a regular basis as informed by risk rating and also after any event such as a storm which may have caused a sudden change.  The period of validity may be reduced in the case of any change in conditions to or in proximity to the trees.

3.0 Assessment
3.1 For the observations of the trees surveyed please refer to the tree survey schedule provided in Appendix 1.

4.0 Recommendations
4.1	For recommendations of the tree please refer to the tree survey schedule in Appendix 1.
4.2	All tree work should be undertaken in accordance with British Standard “Recommendations for Tree Work “3998- 2010 “.
4.3	In the months and years following an assessment, the condition of the trees inevitably changes and this is detailed before in the report limitations.  It is therefore essential that trees should be inspected regularly as informed by risk rating, Appendix 2.


Signed  ......Mark Merritt.................................................................	Date  ..04/12/2021.......................
M Merritt ND (Arb). 
Director



Tree Survey Explanatory Notes (Appendix 2)

General Survey: The tree survey has been carried out to Arboricultural best practice guidelines and current British Standards where relevant.

Reference Number: Tree surveyed has been given their own unique number in order to ease re-identification.  Where requested the trees have been tagged using a numbered metal or plastic tag.

Species: Species identification is based on visual observations.  In the case of a non-positive identification, SPP is noted after the genus name to indicate that the species is not known.  The English name and where first used the Botanical name is recorded.

Height: If required, Tree heights are estimated in meters

Stem Diameter: If required, Stem diameter is measured at 1.5m above ground level and is recorded in centimetres, these measurements are estimated.

Branch Spread: If required, the branch spread is estimated in meters and is the distance from the centre of the trunk to the furthest reach of the canopy using the four cardinal points of the compass.

Age class: Age class is given as a classification in accordance with BS 5837: 2005 
Y	Young (within first third life expectancy
S/M	Middle-aged (within second third life expectancy)
M	Mature (within final third life expectancy)
O/M	Over-mature (transition to veteran ore senescent stage)
V	Veteran (a tree that is of interest biologically, culturally or aesthetically because of its age, size or condition)
S		Senescent (the terminal decline of the tree, leading to death)

Abbreviations:
ABC	Aerial Bundle Cable (power cables)
AGL	Above Ground Level
BT	British Telecommunications
GL	Ground Level
NWR	No Works Required at this present point in time
O/S	Outside
<	Less Than
>	Greater Than




Condition:
Good	Good growth and condition found as expected for the species in relation to age/location
Fair	Fair growth and condition neither good nor poor
Poor	Poor growth and condition notably below what could ordinarily be expected
Dead	Dead, showing no signs or symptoms of life
The structural condition of trees has been made from ground level using the visual tree assessment method

Recommendations: Management recommendations have been provided based on an inspection of preliminary nature.

Risk Rating: The work urgency rating below provides a broad category of the risk posed in phrase form for the trees surveyed which takes into account the following 5 factors:

1 Hazard	Tree with a defect
2	 Risk	Likelihood of actual harm being caused
3	Severity of the damage
4 Target	People or property
5	Frequency of use

Work Urgency:
Urgent	Either a or b
a) Imminently dangerous trees requiring removal or action to make a tree safe.  The surveyor shall inform the client (Duty Holder) as soon as its practicable who shall take reasonable measures to organise the work immediately i.e. in an emergency response.

b) If specified by the surveyor, the works fall within the exemption category of Tree Preservation Order Regulation (TPO) i.e. section 198 (6) (a) dead or dying or have been become dangerous.

Very High 	Works required within 14days (2 weeks)
High		Works required within 90 days (3 months)
Moderate	Works required as part of scheduled maintenance within 12 months (or as specified)
Low		Works required which are of the lowest priority and maybe done if the budget allows
None		No works required at the present point in time or no target exists or is excluded

Where “high” or” very high” has been specified, interim inspections are recommended after periods of inclement weather e.g. storms, gales, snow, freezing rain etc.










Inspection Frequency:
Inspection frequency is part of a policy of risk management and zoning of areas has been adopted.  Therefore, it is entirely expedient to consider the target as the priority when setting the zone parameters.

Urgent	Carry out a detailed inspection of the aerial parts and/or with the use of decay detection equipment as soon as can be arranged
Very High	6 months inspection
High		12 months inspection
Moderate	18 months inspection
Low		3 Year inspection
Very Low	5 year inspection
None		No target exists or is excluded, where felling is specified and implemented the need for future inspections is none
TBA		To be advised



























Appendix 3

Duty of Care
A “Duty of Care” in relation to tree inspection is owed to persons who may reasonably be contemplated by tree owners, those responsible for managing tree and the tree inspector to be affected by their action (or inaction).  This duty means that the actions of the above persons need to meet a standard of care and if it doesn’t then negligence in Common Law (which arises as a result of a court case and a precedent is set) may be proved and may result in a claim for damages. 

Tree Owner/Managers Responsible for Trees
For ease of simplicity the owner or occupier of the land or those responsible for trees will be referred to as “the owner” in the remaining text.
A number of tragic tree related accidents in recent years have highlighted the need for regular tree inspection and “The Duty of care” that those responsible for trees owe to their neighbours, that is, those who should have been reasonably contemplated could be affected by a dangerous tree.
Under the duty of care, the person or organisation responsible for the tree (e.g. Local Authority. Large Estate) must take reasonable care to avoid acts or omissions, that could reasonably be foreseen, would be likely to cause harm to persons or property.
Negligence in tree inspection processes is likely to be found when there is an omission by the tree owner to take sufficient care of a tree, where it leads to foreseeable harm, thus the tree owner will be liable in negligence where:
a) a tree falls or sheds a branch,
b) damage or injury is caused as a result,
c) the injury or harm was foreseeable,
d) the person who was injured is someone to whom the tree owner owed a duty of care to, and,
e) the injury was caused by a neglect or breach of that duty.
Organisations such as Local Authority (LA and landowners must take reasonable steps to ensure that persons are not at risk from the trees in their care.
Under the Occupiers Liability Act 1957 and 1984 there is a duty upon the occupier to take such care as is reasonable to ensure that visitors to their land shall be safe from harm.  The duty extends also to unlawful trespassers, but only in so far as risks of which the occupier is aware.


[image: ]
image1.png
Tree Specialists Ltd

ity DA
Merritt i}x//:?




image2.png
173 Stanmore Lane, Winchester, Hampshire, SO22 4BL Tel: 01962 861597 Mobile: 07770 863883
www.merritt-treespecialists.co.uk email: info@merritt-treespecialists.co.uk

VAT Reg. No. 755 144 530 Company No. 4988758
Registered in England at: Unit 1, Freemantle Business Centre, 152 Millbrook Road East, Southampton SO15 1JR




