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Tree Report - David Thornber Arboricultural Consultant.       
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Prepared for Kevin Newsham. Clark to Rufford Parish Council 
 
Location. Rufford Recreation Ground, Flash Lane, Rufford. And Scout field A59. 
Report date 13th June 2025.
Site Designation.

Tree Preservation Order No WLDC 20 2002 W1 Woodland
Details MAINLY TURKEY OAK WITH SOME SYCAMORE AND ASH.

Rufford Park Conservation Area.

Terms of reference.

A tree survey has been undertaken in June 2025  and carried out in the interests of health and safety and to meet the requirements of Occupiers Liability Acts 1957 and 1984 
The survey undertaken by visual assessment from ground level, with the use of a sounding hammer to undertake sounding tests where required.

The following data and recommendations should be read in conjunction with the 2016 survey data. The tree numbers in this survey correspond with the 2016 survey.  

Tree Councils information and guide to managing Ash die-back disease (Hymenoscyphus fraxineus)  Has been referenced and the degree of infection is recorded using their assessment and classification. 

Trees re-inspected are numbers as the previous 2016 survey with additional numbers T27 to T34. 

Trees numbered T27 to T34 have been spray (with an organic dye) marked with a blue number. 

T18. Oak. (behind the village Hall) .  No change in condition. Has minor dead wood over the A59.  
Remove dead wood. 

T20 Sycamore. has been reported on separately with a recent report. Consider work options for safety.

T5. Ash. T32. Ash a large mature tree.  infected with early signs of Ash die-back disease. 
CLASS 2 75%–51% of the crown remains.
 Monitor and reinspect annually. 

T6 Sycamore. Previously recommended for removal in the 2016 survey. The tree has deteriorated significantly with more than 50%  die-back.
Remove as a priority in the next few months.

T11. Turkey Oak. Twin stemmed , situated near neighbouring bungalow, 'Parkside' Health canopy, with good vitality and moderate vigour. 
Old wounds noted at approx. 8 metres. A resident of Parkside reports concerns about possible decay at the wound, which was previously reported by a tree contractor who worked on the tree.  
No structural concerns were visible from ground level. 
A climbing inspection of the wound area at 8 meters is recommended to determine if there is a prospect of failure.

T13. Oak. near(adj to pedestrian entrance gate to flash lane). Previous works recommended  are outstanding. Refer to 2016 survey data. 
Remove dead wood over the gate, entrance area, as soon as possible. 

T27. Turkey Oak. (adjacent to multi-stemmed Sycamore). Heavily suppressed. Some dysfunction due to localised areas of decay on the trunk and base. Several old pruning wounds. 
Consider weight reduction with pruning to reduce crown which extends over the garden of Ivy Cottage. Monitor with inspections bi-annually. 

T28. Beech. a mature tree with notable amounts of dead wood some of which overhangs an informal path which is used to gain access to land off site. 
Remove dead wood. 

T29. Oak (situated close to woodland path). 
Remove dead wood.

T30 Oak. situated close to the woodland path, remove dead wood. 

T31. (in the vicinity of a Cherry). A small collapsed tree, hung-up  over a secondary woodland path. 
Remove collapsed tree. 
 
 T32. Ash a large mature tree. (adjacent to the A59).  infected with early signs of Ash die-back disease See Tree Councils information and guide to managing Ash die-back disease 
CLASS 1.     100%–76% of the crown remains .
Monitor and reinspect annually. 

T33. Ash. as T32. 
Monitor and reinspect annually. 

T34. Turkey Oak. (situated adjacent to the recreation entrance at Flash lane) Tree substantially overhangs flash Lane and has sustained recent limb failure. 
A large, long extended bough extends over flash lane arising from the trunk at approx. 7 metres.  The upper part of the bough where it bows is showing signs of tension reaction on the upper side.


Another bough situated above the bough referred to previously, also extends to the park opposite Flash Lane.  
This appears to be a potential failure point.  


Recommended works.  To avoid further potential branch failure thinning secondary branches to reduce end weight and 'sail 'effect of the two boughs. Also. boughs in the upper crown should be check with a climbing inspection and a light, thinning of secondary branches may be prudent.    

Scout field
I have referred to my previous survey of the site and no notable changes were observed with the exception of T1 Ash. 
T1Ash has developed some dead wood due to Ash die-back disease. CLASS 2 75%–51% of the crown remains.


In places there is dense tree cover which could potentially benefit form thinning as previous discussed in the 2016 survey report 


Discussion, observations.
The following matters are highlighted.

No urgent works were identified but I would recommend the removal of a large dead branch that overhangs the informal path in T14 as a matter of priority.


The Ash trees referred to should be monitored for potential decline due to Ash die-back disease. 


The arisings from the recommended works can be stacked to create habit piles in the interests of biodiversity and wildlife.  

A common law duty of care and with regard to safety, which includes a common duty of care towards neighbouring properties.

Also the Occupiers Liability Acts 1957 and1984 require owners to maintain land to an acceptable level of safety.

Publications referenced.
The Body Language of Trees. A handbook for failure Analysis.
Claus Matthheck and Helge Breloer.

Limitations of the Survey/Report
All tree surveys are undertaken from ground level and trees are not climbed
as part of the inspection. No internal examination of the trees was undertaken.
At no time has the issue of subsidence been considered as part of this report.
Comments on the condition and safety of any tree relate to the condition of
the tree at the time of inspection. This appraisal is limited to a 2-year
inspection period, if more frequent tree specific inspection is required it will be
stated in the recommendations. Trees are living growing things that cannot be
guaranteed safe.
Unless otherwise specified, no checks have been conducted in respect of
statutory controls that may apply, e.g. Tree Preservation Orders, Conservation
Areas or planning conditions. In addition, prior to undertaking any tree works,
it is necessary to ensure due diligence is followed in respect of protected
species and habitats, and identifying any permissions required.
Third Party Disclaimer
Any disclosure of this report to a third party is subject to this disclaimer. The
report was prepared by David Thornber at the instruction of Kevin Newsham, and
for the use by, the clients named within the report. This report does not in any
way constitute advice to any third party who is able to access it by any means.
David Thornber Arboricultural Consultant, fully excludes lawfully permitted, all liability
whatsoever, for any loss or damage arising from reliance on the content of
this report.

David Thornber, Arboricultural Consultant, is insured for public liability and professional indemnity. 
 
David Thornber
Arboricultural Consultant. 
NDH. Tech Cert (Arbo.A). ILAM Cert. LCGI


image1.png




