Further to our site meeting on 10" December at Clifford Mesne, | can offer the following advice on the row of sycamore to the northeast of
the church land, which you asked me to look at pursuant to a complaint from a neighbour regarding shade and risk.

The 4 sycamore trees are around 20-22 m in height and are around 30 m from the houses northeast of the lane that runs north of the
church land, from which they are separated by a lane and a small paddock. The trees do not overhang the properties, and due to their
distance from the properties will not cast direct shade. The trees may obscure the view of the sun when it is low in the sky, but their
removal on these grounds would be wholly disproportionate. Many properties in both towns and the countryside will experience some
shading from adjacent trees, and this is simply a natural consequence of living with tree in the environment. Were each similar complaint
about shading from neighbouring properties actioned with their removal, the municipal tree population and all of its attendant benefits
would be greatly reduced, to the detriment of the natural and human environments.

As regards risk, the trees are in reasonable physiological condition. There appears to have been some vandalism in the past, with cut
marks at the bases of several stems. These cuts look to be quite old and have mostly healed over, except for those on the third tree from
the east, which now has significant decay in a structural root and at the base to the north due to this historic vandalism. There is an
elevated risk of failure of this tree as a consequence of the damage and decay. However, there is a relatively low risk of harm were it to fall
due to the low usage of the open land and the paddock. Nevertheless, it would be prudent to remove this tree within the next 2 years to
reduce the risk of failure.

| do not consider that it is necessary to carry out work to any of the other trees.






Kind regards,



