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1.1.1 Urban Tree Experts are instructed by to visit and assess the trees 
situated within influencing distance of South Lodge, Wellington Court, Spencers 
Wood, RG7 1BN.  

 

 

1.2.1 We are in possession of the following documents: 

 a site investigation dated October 1994 

 a tree related subsidence investigation at South Lodge (The Engineers 
Report) dated January 2006 and  

 a letter from OCA UK Ltd, dated March 2006.  
 

Copies of these documents are included at Appendix 2.  
 
1.2.2 The principle reason for this investigation is to provide arboricultural advice when 

establishing the likelihood of direct structural damage to the property from tree root 
action and to formulate management recommendations in accordance with our 
findings. 

 

1.3.1 To aid in the location of the trees and site features we have included an extract of 
the Ordnance Survey (OS) map, provided under licence from GoView. We have 
plotted the approximate position of the trees onto it and a copy of the plan ref: 
AS/BL-01/30.06 is included at Appendix 1.  

 
1.3.2 We have no connections with any of the parties involved in this site that could 

influence the opinions expressed in this report. 

 

 

2.1.1 Ben Lightfoot, Tech Cert (Arbor A) inspected the site on Tuesday 30th June 2015; 
weather conditions were sunny with good visibility and we had unrestricted access 
to the site. 

 
2.1.2 The information contained in this report covers the trees that were inspected and 

reflects the site and condition of the trees at the time of inspection. 
 
2.1.3 The trees were inspected from ground level only, no climbing inspections were 

undertaken. 
 
2.1.4 Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources, and all data has 

been verified where possible. However no guarantee can be given of the accuracy 
of information provided by others.
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2.2.1 The detached property is situated on the south side of Wellington Court at the 
junction with the Basingstoke Road. The gardens are laid mostly to lawn with a 
gravel drive and parking area surrounded by sections of brick walling with post and 
rail fencing. The topography gently slopes upwards to the west and the lawn area is 
retained by a 1 metre high brick wall. 

 
2.2.2 We received anecdotal information that the dwelling has a history of alleged tree 

related subsidence and that a root barrier had been installed. During our site visit 
we were unable to establish the presence or location of a root barrier. 

 
2.2.3 Of particular interest are two trees, a mature horse chestnut situated within the front 

parking area and a mature Wellingtonia situated outside of the property boundary. 
Their details are set out in section 3. 

 

2.3.1 As part of our background study we examined the British Geological Survey (BGS) 
data base, this revealed the site is centre over a bedrock of London Clay Formation 
of clay silt and sand with superficial River Terrace Deposits of sand and gravel. 
 

:  

 

Image courtesy of BGS Website accessed 02/07/2015. British Geological Survey materials © NERC [2015]. 
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3.1 The trees were assessed on site and the dimensions recorded with the aid of a 
laser hypsometer and a rounded down diameter tape. The technical 

details were entered into Table 1 below. The technical dimensions have been used 
in the preparation of our conclusions in section 5 and recommendations in section 6. 

Table 1: Tree Data recorded at South Lodge, Spencers Wood, RG7 1BN, on 30.06.15. 
 

T1 Horse 
chestnut 

11 5 average Mature Reduce 
canopy and 
sever ivy 

3-5 years 

T2 Wellingtonia 34 7 average Mature Remove 
deadwood 

3-5 years 

 
 

 

4.1  Tree T1 is a mature horse chestnut (Aesculus hippocastanum) situated 4.5 metres 
from the front of the property and 2.5 metres from the highway. The stem leans 
towards the north and then self corrects at 1.5 metres, where the crown sub-divides 
into two stems. The union between the stems is included and there is evidence of a 
previous stem failure at this location. The main stem is partially ivy clad from ground 
level extending into the upper canopy and this constrained the thorough visual 
assessment. The canopy is symmetrical with an average canopy height of 1.5 
metres and extending to within 1 metre of the dwelling. We observed horse chestnut 
leaf miner (Cameraria ohridella) on the foliage. The foliage size and distribution is 
typical of the species. 

 
4.2 Tree T2 is a mature Wellingtonia (Sequoiadendron giganteum) situated 8.5 metres 

from the western flank wall of the dwelling and 8 metres from the garden retaining 
wall. The main trunk is unremarkable and partially clad in ivy. The canopy is 
symmetrical with an over-extended limb at 7 metres above ground level (AGL) on 
the south east side approximately 600 millimetres in diameter and extending 9 
metres in length. The canopy height is an average of 2 metres AGL and minor 
deadwood was observed throughout. The foliage condition and density is normal for 
the age and species. 

 
4.3 The retaining wall adjacent to 

Tree 2 is distressed and cracking 
was observed close to ground 
level and in a vertical axis.  

 
See photographs 1 to the right 
and 2 on the next page. 

 
 
 
 

Photograph 1:  
Cracking at base of wall,  
South Lodge. 30.6.2015. 
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Photograph 2: Vertical crack, north west side, South Lodge, 30.6.2015. 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

5.1 The site investigations of 1994 revealed that the trees are located over London clay 
and this was reconfirmed in the January 2006 site investigation. Where shrinkable 
clay exists in proximity to vegetation, the risk of soil volume change due to 
desiccation increases. When clay soils become desiccated they shrink and this may 
result in distress to buildings situated over it. 

 
5.2 Both trees are in good physiological condition.  
 
5.3 Tree T1: the included stem union (codominant fork) is a frequently documented 

structural weakness responsible for over 80% of above ground tree failures however 
predicting this failure is very difficult. The horse chestnut leaf miner (Cameraria 
ohridella) is responsible for declining vitality and reduced fertility in the seed 
(conkers), it may be chemically treated and various formulations are available. 

 
5.4 Trees T1 and T2 are within influencing distance of the property but no physical 

damage was observed to the dwelling. 
 
5.5 

terms. The distress and cracking in the retaining wall is, in our opinion, likely to be a 
combination of events, including direct root action (pressure from roots swelling and 
influencing the soil). This may be alleviated by the use of root barriers however, we 
have anecdotal advice that suggests a root barrier has been installed and may have 
failed. 
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6.1 Tree T1 should be reduced to a height of 8 metres with an average crown spread 5 
metres (+/- 0.5m). The ivy should be severed at ground level and allowed to die off. 

 
6.2 Tree T2 should have the deadwood greater than 50mm in diameter removed and 

the ivy severed at the base. As the tree may be subject to a Tree Preservation 
Order (TPO) consent will be required from the Local Planning Authority. The 

prior to carrying out the works.  
 

6.3 All tree works recommended should be done in accordance with British Standard 
BS 3998:2010. Tree work-Recommendations, and should be undertaken by a 
properly qualified and experienced tree contracting company. It is advised that they 
should carry public and products liability insurance of £5 million cover. 

 
6.4 Climbing irons (spikes) should only be used on trees that are being removed. They 

should only be used on living trees in the event of an emergency and if no other 
means of access are available. 

 
6.5 Trees are dynamic structures and therefore subject to many changes. Wind loading, 

if sufficiently high enough, can blow over the healthiest of trees. Where decay or 
root structure is compromised there is an increased risk of failure and therefore 
regular inspection is recommended. 

 
6.6 The trees should be re-inspected in December 2018. 

 
Should you require any further information or should you have any queries in relation to the 
technical advice relating to this report please do not hesitate to contact us. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 Andrew Small OND 

Consulting Arboriculturist 
Urban Tree Experts 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 





 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 














































































