APPENDIX 2

LB

Notification/ Application Number: 11/0042/TCA
Address: Playing Field, Wray with Botton Primary School, Wray -

Proposal: Fell a x2 sycamore

Assessment.
The frees in question are sycamore trees established towards a corner of the playing fisld.

No arhoriculture reasons have been [dentified for the removal of the trees. However, a
“discussion with the agent acting on behalf of the applicant czted reasons of encroaching
branches affecting no.2 Qaklea, Main Street, Wray.

In addition to the sycamore there is a single oak tree. All trees are in a good overall candition
and free from significant structural defects or serious pest or disease that may otherwise
support their removal. The tree trees have been identified as a group - G1.

The trees are clearly visible from a number of private properties, from within the playing field
and a number of public vantage points. They make an important contribution to the greening
and amenity value of the site and locality. They are also an important resource for wildlife, all
of which will increase with continued growth and maturity of the trees.

Lancaster City Council does not support the removal of healthy, trees to reduce
encroachment, or eliminate leaf littering identified this policy can be viewed within Lancaster

City Coungii's Tree Policy 2010.

The amenity value of this free has been assessed using a Tree Evaluat:on Method for
Presarvation Orders (TEMPO). _

Decision:

Lancaster City Council objects to the removal of x2 sycamore identified with a single cak tree

~as G1 because they have important amenity value and make a significant contribution to the
character of the locality. As such it is our intention to serve a Tree Presarvation Order-no.

488 (2011).

TEMPO: A score of 15+ was accumulated supporting the action of serving a ftree
preservation order.

Maxine Knagg
Tree Protection Officer
Regeneration & Policy Services

27 April 2011
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TREER EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): -

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Owner (if khown): L;mcaé—(r“& [N o

Date: Z7H u=f(,.  Surveyor; iy
Tree details 2y Daceare
TPO Ref: Q@,?%L'L@\LB Tree/Group No: (5 | Species:” e oaky

Location: P\.a-:)t’\f}:\{‘i(saf LSz OM,/\ ol et L Ly

Part 1: Amestity asgessment
a) Condition & suiiability for TPO:
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions
5} Good Highly suitable - .
(3)Fair Suitable Seore & Notes (37
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable
0) Unsafe Unsuitable
) Dead Unsuitable
b) Remainiig longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:
Refer to ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note
5y 100+ Highly suitable ‘ ‘
@140-100 Very suitable Store & Notes @
2) 20-40 Suitable Rarainey Legpon oy xcleﬂ’w?‘wzf/
13 10-20 Just snitable ass Y i Wl P
0)<10°  Unsuitable Ve ot g enasperesf

¢) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO:

Consider realistic potential for futwe visibility with changed land use; refer to Gmdance Note

5) Very large trees, or large frees that are promineat landscape features Highly suitable

harge trees, or mmedinm frees clearly visibls to the public
3) Medium irees, or larger trees with Hmited view only
2) Srrall trees, or larger trees visible only with difficulty

Suitable Score & Notes
Just suitabls @ valle Fsu\
Untikely to be suitable | Sol o & Pidolic (aams

1) Young, v. small, or trees not visible fo the public, regardless of size  Probably unsuitable  |Lol\ Ve repsner dodkd

d) Otlrer factors

Nadoiy e S

Trees musf have accroed 7 or more points (with no zero sccue) to qualify

5) Principal components of arboriculiural features, or veteran frees

4y Members of groups of trees impottant for their cohesion

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance

2) Trees of particularly good form, especiafly if rare or vnusual
[YTrees with rone of the above additional redeeming features

 Score & Notes @

Part 2: Expedieney assessmtent

Trees must have accrued 9 or more poinis fo qualify; refer to Guidance Note

¢S Known threat to tree ‘ Score & Notes @

3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree : MO b mezwll Aot

1) Precavtionary oniy

0) Tree kuown to be an actionable nuisance 2 S e, - O ALY bede 3.

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Dccision:

1-6 TPO indefensible
7-10 Daes not merit TPG L1 e Tp@)
11-14 TPO defensibie

Definitely merits TPO



Map Print Layout

Page 1 of 1

Tree Preservation Order 488 (2011)

Playing Field, Wray with Botton Primary Schoeol
School Lane, Wray

Legend

& Unlform TPO Polnis
Unlform TPO Polygons
Tree Presarvallor Ordars
- Annotatlon

Acrfal Photos 2000

© Crown copyright and database rights 20 11. Ordnance Survey
100023403

Map Information

Scale:

111259

[Date:

28.4.2011

hitp://dmzarcims/website/Planning_ Constraints/templates/print A4Porirait htm

28/04/2011




