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BS 5837:2012 TREE RETENTION CATEGORIES

BS5837 Root Protection Areas
Precautionary areas within which tree roots
and soil structure must be protected. All works
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BS5837 Tree Schedule

Greetwell Wood, Greetwell, Lincoln

Condition Notes  / Recommendations
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PrioritySpecies

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

11 13. 45 7.0 7.0 7.0 5.0 0.0 FairFairMature U0-10Deadwood - Major. Woodpecker holes. Stem diameter
is average of stems.
One stem is dead, diameter 200mm, 7m tall with
woodpecker excavation.

5T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

12 12. 25 2.0 3.0 2.0 3.0 1.0 PoorFairMiddle
aged

U0-10Bark wound - Major. Fused stems. Decay / structural
defect - Principal stems. 500mm tall hole in main stem
at 3m, occluding.

2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

13 13. 55 2.0 3.0 8.0 6.0 0.0 FairFairMature U0-10Bark wound - Major. Decay / structural defect - Principal
stems. Woodpecker holes. All stems but one have large
(1m or taller) bark wounds with exposed dead wood and
woodpecker holes.

4T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

14 11. 64 3.0 3.0 6.0 6.0 6.0 FairFairMature U0-10Decay / structural defect - Base. Deadwood - Major.
Die-back - Upper crown. Previously twin stemmed but
one has failed, leaving stump at base.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

15 11. 46 4.0 2.0 2.0 5.0 0.0 FairFairMiddle
aged

C210-20Epicormic growth - Base.1T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

16 14. 69 4.0 4.0 5.0 8.0 3.0 FairFairMature U0-10Fungal fruiting body - structural decay suspected.
Blackened fungal fruiting bodies on stems. Presumed to be inonotus.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

17 12. 59 3.9 7.8 4.6 7.0 0.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Epicormic growth - Base. Branch - Broken.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

18 15. 92 3.7 6.0 8.0 9.0 0.0 GoodFairMature C210-20Unbalanced crown - Minor. Epicormic growth - Base.1T
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PrioritySpecies

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

19 10. 84 6.0 6.0 10.0 8.0 2.0 FairFairMature C210-20Branch - Broken. Deadwood - Major.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

110 14. 78 7.0 3.0 7.0 6.0 2.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Branch - Broken.2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

111 14. 66 5.0 5.0 8.0 6.0 1.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark.  Bifurcates at 4m.
Birds nest in top of crown, no birds sighted.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

112 13. 60 5.0 3.0 5.0 9.0 0.0 GoodFairMature C210-20Epicormic growth - Base.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

113 13. 39 2.0 4.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Bark wound - Minor.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

114 13. 37 5.0 4.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 GoodFairMature C210-20Decay / structural defect - Open cavity / cavities.  Small
cavity on south side at 2m height.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

115 14. 54 3.0 2.0 9.0 5.0 1.0 FairFairMature C210-20Unbalanced crown - Major. Decay / structural defect -
Open cavity / cavities. Fork - Weak with included bark.
Minor cavity between stems at 1.5m, mostly occluded.

2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

116 12. 32 1.0 3.0 7.0 3.0 2.0 FairFairMature U0-10Hollow trunk - Suspected. Bark wound - Mammal. Small
holes in main stem appear caused by wildlife. Tree
sounds hollow in places when knocked.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

117 13. 32 3.0 3.0 5.0 5.0 1.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Epicormic growth -2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

118 12. 58 5.0 6.0 4.0 6.0 0.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Rubbing limbs.1T
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PrioritySpecies

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

119 14. 48 5.0 6.0 7.0 6.0 3.0 FairFairMature C210-20 Stem diameter is average of stems.4T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

120 12. 27 3.0 5.0 6.0 3.0 3.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Fused stems.2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

121 13. 41 2.0 6.0 6.0 4.0 2.0 GoodFairMature C210-20Branch - Broken. Suppressed crown - Minor.1T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

122 10. 64 4.0 5.0 7.0 3.0 4.0 PoorPoorMature U0-10Storm damage. Epicormic growth - Bole / principal
stems. Main stem and main limb (to south) both
snapped off historically at 6m and 8m respectively.

1T

Quercus robur
English oak

123 6.0 45 2.0 5.0 8.0 4.0 2.0 FairFairMiddle
aged

C210-20Leaning trunk - Major. Suppressed crown - Major.
Deadwood - Minor.

2T

Sambucus nigra
Elder

25

Salix caprea
Goat willow

1

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

7

24 13. 45 1.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Deadwood - Minor.
Stem diameter is average for group.
Unable to inspect closely as fenced off.

G

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

125 14. 47 5.0 3.0 5.0 7.0 1.0 FairFairMature B220-40Branch - Broken. Suppressed crown - Minor.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

126 13. 50 6.0 5.0 6.0 3.0 2.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Leaning trunk - Minor.1T

Aesculus hippocastanum
Horse chestnut

127 14. 70 5.0 7.0 6.0 7.0 6.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Deadwood - Minor.2T
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PrioritySpecies

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

128 13. 43 4.0 2.0 6.0 5.0 3.0 PoorFairMature C210-201T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

129 14. 59 6.0 6.0 1.0 6.0 3.0 GoodFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Unbalanced crown -1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

130 13. 52 5.0 6.0 8.0 4.0 3.0 FairFairMature U0-10Fork - Weak with included bark. Decay / structural
defect - Open cavity / cavities. Cavities at base.

2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

131 14. 53 5.0 5.0 6.0 5.0 7.0 GoodFairMature B220-40 Bird nest in top of crown, no birds sighted using.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

132 14. 55 5.0 6.0 7.0 2.0 3.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark.  Stem bifurcates at 2m.
Northern stem has lost leader at approx. 8m

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

133 15. 47 7.0 2.0 5.0 6.0 3.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark. Unbalanced crown -
Minor. Branch - Broken. Adjacent dead, standing
sycamore stem, 5m tall.

1T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

134 15. 56 8.0 5.0 5.0 7.0 10.0 FairFairMature U0-10Hollow trunk - Open cavity. Fork - Weak with included
bark. Leaning trunk - Minor.

2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

135 14. 58 3.0 5.0 6.0 5.0 4.0 FairFairMature C210-20Bark wound - Minor. Fork - Weak with included bark.
Many small, occluded bark wounds at base.

1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

136 12. 27 3.0 4.0 4.0 3.0 2.0 FairFairMiddle
aged

C220-40Fork - Weak with included bark. Fused stems.2T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

137 12. 43 1.0 3.0 7.0 6.0 2.0 FairFairMature C220-40Leaning trunk - Minor.1T
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PrioritySpecies

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

138 15. 55 6.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 3.0 FairFairMature B220-402T

Quercus robur
English oak

139 10. 45 4.0 6.0 8.0 6.0 1.0 GoodFairMiddle
aged

B240+Leaning trunk - Major. Ivy or climbing plant. Growing on
bank of ditch.

3T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

140 10. 15 2.0 4.0 5.0 3.0 2.0 PoorFairYoung U0-10Branch - Broken. Decay / structural defect - Principal
stems. Suppressed crown - Major.

1T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

141 13. 61 4.0 8.0 8.0 5.0 7.0 FairFairMature C210-20Unbalanced crown - Major. Fork - Weak with included1T

Quercus robur
English oak

142 11. 40 3.0 8.0 8.0 5.0 0.0 FairFairMature U0-10Bark wound - Major. Epicormic growth - Bole / principal
stems. Suppressed crown - Major. One stem hollow
with open wound all the way to the top.

3T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

143 9.0 31 4.0 4.0 6.0 5.0 2.0 FairFairMiddle
aged

C210-20Leaning trunk - Major.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

2544 14. 40 2.0 FairFairMature C210-20Fork - Weak with included bark.  Stem diameter is
average for group, including diameters of stems of
multi-stemmed trees.

G

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

145 17. 85 8.0 5.0 6.0 7.0 3.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Fork - Weak with included bark. Deadwood - Major.
Unbalanced crown - Minor.

1T

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

146 15. 73 10.0 8.0 10.0 7.0 6.0 GoodFairMature B220-40Leaning trunk - Minor.1T

Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

1547 13. 50 5.0 FairFairMature C210-20Ivy or climbing plant. Fork - Weak with included bark.
DBH1 is average for group. DBH2 and DBH3 are
largest in group.
Ivy obscures stems of most trees in group.

G
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