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DISCLAIMER

While all reasonable efforts have been made to identify defects in the subject trees, the statements
made in this report do not take into account the effects of extreme weather events, vandalism or
accidents, or changes to the site that may affect trees that have taken place since the date of the
survey. SP Tree Consultancy Limited does not accept any responsibility in connection with these
factors. The comments and observations made within this report will cease to be valid either within
two years of the date of the survey (unless specifically stated elsewhere within the report), or when
site conditions change or any works to trees take place that have not been specified within this report,
whichever is the sooner.
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This report provides an assessment of the trees at 39 Station Road Desford in accordance
with the guidelines provided by BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and
construction — Recommendations.

It consists of:

e A Tree Survey that records all relevant information about the trees on or adjacent
to the site that may be impacted by development of the site. This includes a Tree
Constraints Plan (TCP) that shows the location of the trees on the site
irrespective of any development considerations.

e An Arboricultural Impact Assessment to clarify the impact that the proposed
development on the trees and includes an Arboricultural Impact Plan (AIP).
This shows the location of the trees in relation to the proposed development and
the above and below ground constraints posed by retained trees and tree
removals.

e An Arboricultural Method Statement to identify draft tree protection measures
required. It will also show an illustration of the recommended tree protection
measures on a Tree Protection Plan (TPP).

The purpose is to demonstrate how the tree constraints have been considered in the design
and layout of the site and the impact of the proposal. It also provides the local authority with

the necessary information to assess the tree issues associated with the planning application.

It aims is to provide information in a manner that can easily be understood without specific
knowledge of tree related matters.
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SP Tree Consultancy Limited was commissioned to provide an assessment of the potential
impact on the existing tree stock, from a development proposal at 39 Station Road Desford.

The survey covered a wider site that has been split into two applications.

The proposal will use an existing access, that will provide access to both proposals.

This proposal is for the demolition of existing out buildings, removal of modular office and
construction of a new dwelling.

A tree survey was undertaken at the site in accordance with the guidelines provided in
BS5837 (2012) Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction — Recommendations.
This survey identified a total of 18 trees, 5 hedges and 5 groups These have been
categorised as follows:

Category Category Total
:
Trees 2 9 | 18
Groups 0 5
Hedge 0 5
Total 2 28

The proposal will require the removal of three of these features. Tree T017, and Groups
G003, G004. All of these have been categorised as a retention Category C and U, and as
low quality trees.

Tree TO17 is recommended for removal regardless of the development.

Following comments from highways an amendment has been made to widen the existing
assess and provide a pedestrian path through the site. These amendments do impact
features not originally surveyed.

The proposal will require the removal of none of the surveyed features. However a short
section of hedge is required to be removed to widen the access.

The new footpath will pass through the RPA of both surveyed and unsurvey trees. However
the path will be installed using a no dig construction to protect the rooting environment of
these trees so is assessed to not have any long term detrimental impact.

The retained features will be successfully protected during construction by tree protective
fencing, and construction exclusion zones (CEZ). Along with the use of no dig surfacing over
areas of RPA.

Proposed landscaping will be carried out as mitigation, this is not covered specifically in this

report. An additional area adjacent to the access has been included to provide new planting
and Biodiversity Net Gain.

Page 4 of 30



SP TREE CONSULTANCY

Table of contents

INTRODUCTION .....iiuiiiiiiiiitiiiieiiieiiieiiieeiiriseereseeteasistsesestsssstessistseseressssresssstsssesesssssenns 6
2. TREE SURVEY AND CONSTRAINTS.....ccciittiiitiiiriniiiieiniiiitiiiieeinenenesesneasesesesenennnns 7
3. ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT ....cccoirtmnirimnnirinnnirinnininnininniiieaninieenireeninennens 8
4. ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT ...cc.itmuiiiimiiiiiiiiniiiieinieineeinneeineseenennans 12
5. ARBORICULTURAL SUPERVISION ....ccccciittunirimnirinniiiennirieniinenniniesineseinessisteasesessenenns 13
6. BARRIERS AND GROUND PROTECTION ...cc.citeuiirimiiienniiieniieniiieeineniineeisiseenennsnenes 14
7. SPECIFIC TREE PROTECTION MEASURES ......ccccottmuiiimnnirinniininiiinniiieniiieeinieeeens 15
8. DEMOLITION ..cuuiieiiiiiiiiiiiiitieiiieeiiieiirei e reaesteasesesasssesssstessesesesssensssrensssensssnenns 16
O. DEVELOPMENT ...ceuiiiiiiiitmiitieintiaiitiiiiieeiiieneiitensisteasistesstessistsssstessstesssstsaseseassssense 18
10. RESPONSIBILITIES ..ccuuieuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiiriinenesseessstsasissassssssssensssssssssesnsesennsnes 19
11. APPENDICES ....ceuuiiitiiiiniiriiiiiiniitieiiieiitenintteireeeiteasistsssirtssistssseressseressssrsssesensssnes 20

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
Page 5 of 30



1.1. Instruction was received from Mr G Warren of Invicta Universal to undertake a tree
survey and to prepare an Arboricultural Impact Assessment to supplement a planning
application for a proposed development at 39 Station Road Desford. (The site).

1.2. This proposal is for the demolition of existing out buildings, removal of modular office
and construction of a new dwelling..

1.3. The proposal will use an existing access.

1.4. The survey covered a wider site that has been split into two applications.

1.5. The survey has been carried out in accordance with the recommendations laid down by
BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction.

1.6. The information collected during the survey has been used to assist in the preparation
of a report to accompany a planning application. This report includes:

e A schedule of the relevant trees to include basis data and condition assessment
e An appraisal of the impact that the proposed development may have on the trees
and the resulting impact this may have on the local amenity.

1.7. The following limitations apply to this report:

e Ecology and Archaeology: Although trees can be a valuable ecological habitat
and can grow in archeologically sensitive areas, | have no specialist expertise in
these disciplines and this report does not consider those aspects. Separate
reports have been undertaken to assess the ecological impacts of the proposal.

e Tree Safety: Whilst every effort has been made to ensure that comments relating
to the tree surveyed are accurate, it must be noted that no tree have been
climbed, no internal inspections carried out and no excavation of root areas has
taken place. As such this report should not be taken to mean or imply that any of
the inspected trees should be considered safe. No tree can be guaranteed to be
100% safe as some defects are not detectable by visual non-climbed, non-
invasive inspection. Failure of an apparently healthy tree, either in part or totally
may occur as a result of physical or physiological stress.

1.8. The site has not been checked for protection by either a TPO or Conservation Area
cover on the site. It is recommended that checks are undertaken before any works are
tree works are carried out.
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2.1.

2.2.

2.3.

2.4.
2.5.

2.6.

2.7.

SP TREE CONSULTANCY

A tree survey was undertaken on 30" August 2024 and a copy of the recorded data can
be seen in the tree schedule in this report (appendix 2).

The tree survey considered all trees that have the potential to be impacted by any
development proposals. This included trees that are outside the application boundary,
but within influencing distance.

The survey covered the wider site that has been split into two applications.

The results of the tree survey are graphically presented on the TCP.

The above ground constraints posed by canopy spread are plotted as a continuous line
around the tree, shown in the corresponding BS5837 retention category colour.

The below ground constraints posed by the root protection area (RPA) have been
plotted as a magenta line.

A summary of my assessment of the quality of trees, hedges and woodlands that have
been identified on the site is summarised in Table 1

Table 1 — An overview of tree quality in the surveyed area

Category Category Total
:
Trees 0 11
Groups 0 (6 ] 8
Hedge 0 0o | 0
Total 0 19
2.8. Full details of the assessment criteria for the tree survey can be found in Appendix 1.
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3.1. The impact assessment has been graphically presented by the Arboricultural Impact
Plan (AIP) that is attached to this report (Appendix 4).

3.2. The purpose of the AIP is to identify:

e Tree that are to be removed.
o Trees that require facilitation pruning.

3.3. The proposal will require the removal of three of these features.

3.4. Tree TO17 is recommended for removal regardless of the proposal.

Plate 1T017 Is the right hand silver birch and is 75% dead.
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3.5. Groups G003, and G004, are categorised as a retention Category C, and are of low
quality.

3.6. G003 is a group of mixed species with early mature trees and mature shrubs. They form
a landscaped bed closely planted and suppressing each other.

Plate 2 and 4 G003 Low quality trees and shrubs.

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
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3.7. Two better quality tree T012, and T013 at the end of the group are to be retained

Plate 4 T0012 to be retained.

3.8. G004 is a group of low quality mature apple trees.

Plate 5 GO0O04 Line of mature apple trees.

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
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3.9. There is some encroachment into the root protection area of tree TO11 and some un-
surveyed trees. The path will be installed using a no dig construction to protect the

rooting environment of these trees so is assessed to not have any long term detrimental
impact.

3.11. No tree pruning has been identified to facilitate the development.

3.12. All works must be in accordance to BS3998 Tree Work recommendation 2010.

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
Page 11 of 30



SP TREE CONSULTANCY

4.1. The following explanations relate specifically to this site and they should be read in
conjunction with the Tree Protection Plan (TPP) attached in this report (Appendix 5).

4.2. A copy of this report must be kept on site and be permanently available for the duration
of the development. It can be:

¢ Included in the tender documents to identify and quantify the tree protection and
management requirements;

e Used to plan the timing of site operations to minimise the impact of trees, and;

o Referenced on site for practical guidance on how to protect trees.
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5.1. An Arboricultural Clerk of Works (ACoW) will be appointed by the developer to advise
on the tree management for the site and to attend:

e The pre-commencement meeting before any works start
e Regular supervision visits; and

o As needed to oversee specific works that could affect trees

5.2. Additionally the consultant will have a supervisor input into the following operations:

e Site preparation, including tree works

¢ |Installation, maintenance and removal of barriers

¢ Installation, maintenance and removal of temporary ground protection
¢ Installation of permanent ground protection

e Installation of new structures

e Replacement planting

5.3. If amendments to the proposal or working methods in this AMS are required
Arboricultural advice must be sort, and any amended practices agreed with the LPA.

5.4. 1t is the project managers responsibility to ensure that details of this AMS and any
agreed amendments are known and understood by all site contractors.
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6.1. The primary means of protecting the RPA of trees is through the use of barriers formed
by protective fencing. The enclosed area is the Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ).
The CEZ has been marked on the TPP by orange shading.

6.2. The CEZs are to be afforded protection at all times and will be protected by fencing.
The type of fencing is detailed below.

6.3. No works will be undertaken within any CEZ that causes compaction to the soil,
changes in levels, or severance of tree roots.

6.4. A protective fence will be erected around the trees, prior to the commencement of any
site works. This includes any materials or machinery brought onto site, development or
the stripping of soil.

6.5. The fence is to be sited in accordance with the TPP enclosed with this method
statement. This is shown as a black line with orange shading indicating the enclosed
CEZ.

6.6. Measurements for the position of fencing must be taken on site.

6.7. The precise form of fencing can vary provided it is fit for purpose and prevents
damaging activities within the CEZ. For a proposal of this nature, the Heras 151 system
of fencing will provide the necessary protection to the CEZ. Details of this fencing can
be seen in Appendix 6.

6.8. All Heras fence panels will be joined using a coupling system such as the Heraslock
Anti-tamper coupler, using a minimum of two clamps per panel side. Each panel will be
fitted securely to a rubberised foot that will in turn be pinned to the ground using metal
stakes driven a minimum of 500mm into the ground.

6.9. The fence will have signs attached to it stating that it defines a CEZ and that no works
are permitted within the fence. No notice boards, cables or other services will be
attached to any tree. An example of a fencing sign is provided in Appendix 7.

6.10. After the protective fencing has been erected, the retained ACoW will visit the site.
The purpose of the visit will be to check that the fencing has been correctly installed so
as to provide protection to the trees. The LPA tree officer may also be invited to inspect
the tree protection measures prior to any works commencing.

6.11. The retained ACoW will provide a written report confirming satisfactory completion of
this task. A copy of this report will be sent to the LPA.

6.12. The protective fencing may only be removed following completion of all construction
works.
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7.1.

7.2.

7.3.

7.4.

7.5.

7.6.

7.7.

7.8.
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No specific tree protection measures are required for any tree on this site other than
those detailed in this AMS and defined on the DTPP.

It is not anticipated that any excavations will be required for the installation of services
within the RPA of retained trees.

If excavations are required they must be completed as detailed below:

Any machinery used to conduct the excavations must be sited outside of the RPA and
reach into the area. The machine is to work slowly under the guidance of the ACoW. A
mini 360 excavator would be suitable for conducting such excavations.

Appropriate tools for manually removing debris may include a pneumatic breaker, crow
bar, sledgehammer, pick, mattock, shovel, spade, trowel, fork and wheelbarrow.
Secateurs and a handsaw must all be available to deal with any roots that are exposed.

Debris may be removed from the RPA manually, but it may be lifted out by machines
provided this does not disturb the RPA.

Great care must be taken throughout these operations to ensure that there is limited
damage to the root system.

Severance of roots over 25mm should be avoided unless advised by an Arboriclturalist.
Where roots will remain exposed for any period of time wrapping of roots using hessian
should be implemented.
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8.1.
8.2.

8.3.

8.4.

SP TREE CONSULTANCY

Demolition works will take place within or close to the RPA of retained trees on this site.

Any machinery used to conduct the surface removal must be sited outside of the RPA
and reach into the area. The machine is to work slowly under the guidance of a trained
banksman. A mini 360 excavator would be suitable for conducting such works.

Appropriate tools for manually removing debris may include a pneumatic breaker, crow
bar, sledgehammer, pick, mattock, shovel, spade, trowel, fork and wheelbarrow.
Secateurs and a handsaw must all be available to deal with any roots that are exposed.

Debris may be removed from the RPA manually, but it also may be lifted out by
machines provided this does not disturb the RPA.
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9.1.

9.2.

9.3.

9.4.

9.5.

9.6.

SP TREE CONSULTANCY

Where no-dig hard surfaces are required within the RPA, there must be no
excavation into the soil, either through the lowering of levels and/or scraping, other
than the removal of turf or other surface vegetation. All such works shall be carried
out using hand tools only.

In order to protect the RPA of trees in G006 a three-dimensional cellular confinement
system will be installed. This is a load bearing system which protects roots from the
effects of compaction from regular vehicular movement. The recommended product
for this solution is CellWeb but whatever system is used, the end result must be that
the underlying soil (rooting environment) remains undisturbed and retains the
capacity to support existing and new roots.

The dimensions for the area protected by the Cellweb have been marked on the TPP,
which can be identified by the green honey comb hatch on the plan.

The CellWeb will be pinned in place and backfilled with Type 1 MOT and finished with
a wearing surface of blinded crushed stone and gravel or pea shingle. The edgings of
the drive are to be installed on top of the CellWeb and will comprise of timber boards
staked in place and backfilled with the wearing layer as previously described.

Once the system has been installed and backfilled correctly machinery can work from
on top of the system.

Details of Cellweb are included in Appendix 8, and a methodology for installation can
be provided by the manufacturer and it will be the responsibility of the contractor to
ensure that whatever system is used, it is installed in accordance with the latest
guidelines provided by the manufacturer.
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Once all tree works and protective fencing have been completed, the developer can
commence the on-site preparation works and construction can begin.

10.1. No storage of materials will take place within a CEZ.

10.2. No mixing or storage of materials will take place up a slope where they may leak into
a CEZ. Where contours of the site create a risk of polluted water running into RPAs,
precautionary measures of using heavy duty plastic sheeting and sandbags with the
ability to contain accidental spillage will be put in place to prevent contamination.

10.3. Contractors parking will not be within or in close proximity to a CEZ except where on
existing hard standing.

10.4. There is no requirement for any service to be installed within a CEZ or RPA of any
retained tree on this site.

10.5. No fires will be lit on this site.

10.6. There will be no changes to any levels on this site within or in close proximity to the
RPA of any retained tree on this site.

10.7. There is no requirement of any herbicide to be used on this site.

10.8. No mixing or storage of materials will take place up a slope where they may leak into
a CEZ. Where contours of the site create a risk of polluted water running into RPAs,
precautionary measures of using heavy duty plastic sheeting and sandbags with the
ability to contain accidental spillage will be put in place to prevent contamination.

10.9. Water will be kept readily available on site and will be used to flush split materials
through the soil and avoid contamination of tree roots.

10.10. At the time of any spillage the main contractor will contact an Arboriculturalist for
advice.
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11.1. Itis the responsibility of the main contractor to ensure that the planning conditions
attached to planning consent area adhered to at all times and that a monitoring regime
in regards to tree protection is adopted on site.

11.2. The main contractor will be responsible for contacting the LPA at any time issues are
raised related to the trees on site.

11.3. If at any time pruning works are required permission must be sought from the LPA
first and then carried out in accordance with BS3998:2010 Tree Works —
Recommendations and industry best practice.

11.4. The main contractor will ensure the build sequence is appropriate to ensure that no
damage occurs to the trees during the construction processes. Protective fences will
remain in position until completion of ALL construction works on the site.

11.5. The fencing and signs must be maintained in position at all times and checked on a
regular basis by an on-site person designed that responsibility.

11.6. The main contractor will be responsible for ensuring sub-contractors do not carry out
any process or operation that is likely to adversely impact upon any tree on site.
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12.1. The assessment of the trees has been carried out in accordance with the guidance
provided in Annexe C of BS5837. In summary this requires that any tree on the site
with a stem diameter of over 75mm at 1.5m above ground level is recorded.

12.2. All observations were made from ground level, without detailed investigation with
regard to the general condition of the tree.

12.3. Trees that are located outside of the site have been considered as part of this survey,
and have been annotated on the accompanying plan as such.

12.4. Stem diameter measurements were taken using a girthing tape and in accordance
with Annexe D of BS5837. Where access to the base of the tree was not possible for
any reason, the diameter has been estimated.

12.5. Height, crown spread and canopy clearance measurements are recorded in
accordance with the measurement convention detailed in paragraph 4.4.2.6 of BS5837.

12.6. The trees are categorised in an order defined in Table 1 of BS5837, a copy of which
can be seen below in Figure 1, but which can be summarised as:

o A Category Trees of high quality and value in such a condition as to be able
to make a substantial contribution for a minimum of 40 years.

° B Category Trees of moderate quality and value in such a condition as to make a
significant contribution for a minimum 20 years.

° C Category Trees of low quality and value currently in adequate condition able to

remain until new planting can be established. These trees are expected to remain
for a minimum of 10 years. It also includes young trees with a stem diameter less
than 150mm measured at 1.5 metres above ground level.

. U Category Trees in such a condition that any existing value would be lost within
10 years and which should, in the current context, be removed for reasons of
sound arboricultural or forestry management.

12.7. Additionally, BS5837:2012 provides subcategories 1-3 within the category system
outlined above which indicate the area(s) in which a tree or group retention value lies.

° Mainly arboricultural.
o Mainly landscape.
° Mainly cultural, including conservation.
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BS 5837:2012

BRITISH STANDARD
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Client: [Invicta Universal [Reference: [ TS-24-08-001
Site: |39 Station Road, Desford |  Surveyor: [Shaun Phillips |Date of survey: | 30/08/2024
Key to Notations
Age Class Definition Category Grading |
Stem Dia: Stem diameter (mm) at 15m above ground level Y Young Trees that have not yet reached 3 of their expected mature height Category ERC Sub category
c.C. Height of crown clearance above ground level E Early M ature The stage in the life cycle of a tree between yo uth and maturity A [High Quality & Value | 40+ 1 M ainly arboricultural value
LolEe Lowest branch height in meters M M ature Close to full height and crown size | | 20+ 2 M ainly landscape value
D.L.B. Direction of Lowest Branch oM Over M ature Close to full height and crown size while main-stem diameter increases 1} C Low Quality & Value 10+ 3 M ainly cultural value
E.R.C Estimated Remaining Contribution (in years) \ Veteran A tree that has survived the rigours of life and shows signs of ancientne: U Unsuitable for retention <10
P hysiological condition Good [No significant health problems Fair ISmEtoms of health that can be remediated Significant ill health
Structural condition |Good |No significant defects Fair |Significant defects that can be remediated [Poor |Significanl defects with no remedy |
q . Stem No of Branch Spread (m P RPA Radial
Tree N Ref N¢ Species Botanical Nar~| H (m» N l p (o) l cc(m | LB (@ Age PC SC Comments Recommendations ERC Ca* | RPA (Mm™> )
- - - - Dia ~ | Sterr ~ N El~ Si v W, - - - - - i - - | distance (n —

Betula pendula

Silver birch x3
x3

Cupressus sp. x10

Cypress x10 Mixed species

Mixed species Acer

Sycamore x4 pseudoplatanus
Ash x3 x4
Fraxinus sp. x3

Early Mature

Mature

Fair

Fair

None Noted

Mixed age and species group.

Protect during development.

Protect during development.

40+ Years

40+ Years

B2

Mixed species
2 Mixed species
Cherry plum )
. - Prunus cerasifera
'Pissardii’ s .
Pissardi
Japanese Acer palmatum
G003 Group maple Buxuspsp 7 250 1 2 2 2 2 - Early Mature Fair Fair Mixed age Remove - c2 28 3
B 3
©oX Cupressus sp. x7
Cypress x7
Taxus sp.
Yew Juniperus sp.
Juniper )
G004 Group Apple x6 Malus sp. x6 4 250 1 3 3 3 3 2 Mature Fair Fair None Noted Remove 10+ Years c2 28 3
Prunus cerasifera
Cherry plum 'Pissardi’
'Pissardii' Rhododendron
Rhododendron |ponticum
G005 Group (] 15 350 1 3 3 3 3 - Mature Fair Fair None Noted Protect during development. - c2 55 4
Cherry Prunus sp.
Laurel ‘Cherry’
Cypress Laurus sp.
Cupressus sp.
. Ligustrum . . . ) .
HOO1 Hedge Privet o — 2 80 1 1 1 1 1 - Early Mature Fair Fair Maintained hedge Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 3 1
. Ligustrum . . . ) .
HO02 Hedge Privet o —— 2 80 1 1 1 1 1 - Early Mature Fair Fair Maintained hedge Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 3 1
I Hed. b
HOO03 Hedge W S S 2 80 1 1 1 1 1 - Early Mature Fair Fair Maintained hedge Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 3 1
Hawthorn Crataegus sp.
HO04 Hedge [Hawthorn Crataegus sp. 4 80 1 2 2 2 2 - Young Fair Fair none Noted Protect during development. - c2 3 1
Not plotted on Topographical,
HOO5 Hedge Cypress Cupressus sp. 25 80 1 1 1 1 1 - - Fair Fair indicative position. Planting on top Protect during development. - c2 3 1
of bankin
Acer
Sycamore At bottom of ban Protect during developmen 40+ Year:
pseudoplatanus
At bottom of bank. Declining
dition. S ibl
TOO02 Tree Ash Fraxinus sp. 15 420 1 5 5 5 5 2 Early Mature Fair Fair con |.|on PRISE ERIMERY POSEIIE Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 82 5
ash dieback. Not on topo 12m from
sycamore.

Fraxinus sp.

Fraxinus sp.

Fraxinus sp.

Fraxinus sp.

430

440

300370

460

Early Mature

Early Mature

Early Mature

Early Mature

Part of group.
Part of group.

Part of group.

Part of group. Suppressed by
adjacent conifer
Part of group. Suppressed by

Protect during development.

Protect during development.

Protect during development.

Protect during development.

20+ Years

20+ Years

20+ Years

20+ Years

92

40816892

92

TOO7 Tree Ash Fraxinus sp. 16 410 1 5 5 5 5 2 Early Mature Fair Fair ) ) Protect during development. 20+ Years c2 72 5
adjacent coniferand Ash
TOO8 Tree Cypress Cupressus sp. 16 496 6 3 3 3 3 - Mature Fair Fair Part of group. Protect during development. 20+ Years c2 113 6
TO09 Tree Crab apple Malus sylvestris 8 400 1 4 2 Mature Fair Fair Sparse canopy. Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 72 5
Cherry plum Prunus cerasifera . . .
TO10 Tree 6 460 1 4 4 4 4 2 Mature Fair Fair Sparse canopy. Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 92 5

'Pissardii' 'Pissardi’

Silver birch

Betula pendula

Cherry plum Prunus cerasifera

Mature

Protect during developme

20+ Years

TO12 Tree ‘pissardii' ‘Pissardi’ 5 360 1 3 3 3 3 1 Early Mature Fair Fair Sparse canopy. Protect during development. 10+ Years c2 55 4

TO13 Tree Silver birch Betula pendula 13 230 1 3 3 3 3 3 Young Fair Fair None Noted Protect during development. 40+ Years c2 23

TOo14 Tree Pin oak Quercus palustris 18 700 1 8 8 8 8 3 Mature Fair Fair Some deadwood throughout canopy. |Protect during development. 40+ Years A2 222 8

TO15 Tree Pin oak Quercus palustris 18 772 3 8 8 8 8 3 Mature Fair Fair Some deadwood throughout canopy. |Protect during development. 40+ Years A2 272 9

TOl6 Tree Silver birch Betula pendula 16 390 1 4 2 4 4 3 Mature Poor Fair Suppressed by declining birch Protect during development. 20+ Years c2 72 5
Silver birch Betula pendula Over Mature Declining condition <10 vyears 4

TO18 Tree y:leop:’:lng Salix babylonica 3 200 1 2 2 2 2 1 Young Fair Fair None Noted Protect during development. 20+ Years c2 18 2
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Appendix 3: Tree Constraints Plan (illustration only scale from originals)
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SP TREE CONSULTANCY

Appendix 4: Arboricultural Impacts Plan (illustration only scale from originals)
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Appendix 5: Tree Protection Plan (illustration only scale from originals)
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Appendix 6: Tree Protection Fencing

heras®°151 and
151steadfast system

round top panel with anti-climb mesh
high visibility orange blocks
steadfast strut

anti-tamper coupler
fully tested and certificated

|

151 system
Having invented the original concept oftemporary fencng backinthe [ TSNS PR VNP LY PP
805, Heras s eputation 2 3 true innovator.
Round Top Panel with Anti-Climb Mesh
Our latest st g st perimeters and proteding the publc
has bsen phenox ccassll 80 s launch, 3 offers the

utirnte market leading temporary fendrg system.

Our sfet, mos dable and most secure sysem ever oflers youtotal
peace of mind, and ureivalied perdormance High Visibility Orange Block
You can be are that by ingalingthe Herad® |51 Steadfas Sytem 5
(patent pending), you are conformming fully to the latest HSE Guidelines.
on*Pretecting the Publc” rom the dingers of corstruction stes.
.

Heras has campaighed widely over recert yexrs agun fling product

5 .

Heraslock® Anti-Tamper Coupler

u Valsefor mone
u Quiity

u Pecformance

» Design

n Ease of instalation

. eatabie o
network - deal drect weh Heras - your saley first fercing supplier.

Fully Tosted and Cortificated

® Extensive ndependent testing by Shefield Halam Uiversty has
proved the perormance o the system.ressting wiod peeds wel in
excess of gile orce.

u The Hs that the in
the HSG 151 Puslcation “Protecting the Public - Your next mow™

efore, we can offer customers a certiicae of compiance
whenthey purchase this system fom Heras,

s your responsbity 1o ensusre the system is corredly ingaled and
fixed. For help and advice, contadt your new est brandh

inutesto highiiht ste dangers.

ground condtions and it quiddy and easly nto the high vistity

BIRE 2 Horas | The Orgral Name for Temperary Fenceg
wwherasreadylonce.co.uk

Optional Extras
 Heras® Steadfat Safty Siris wah refiecive coing Gan be Rted in

™ Front sppont bradkets slow vastly improved pedomance on sofer

health and safety compliant (HSG 151)

Our latest solution for securing site perimeters and protecting the
public has been phenomenally successful since its launch, and
offers the ultimate market leading temporary fencing system.

Horas | The Origral Name for Tmperary Fencrg 3 BRI
Teleghons: 084 472 0011

Appendix 7: Example of Protective Fencing Sighage

FENCING MUST BE

PROTECTIVE FENCING. THIS

MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE

WITH THE APPROVED PLANS
AND DRAWINGS FOR THIS
DEVELOPMENT.

TREE PROTECTION AREA

KEEP OUT!

(TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990)

TREES ENCLOSED BY THIS FENCE ARE PROTECTED BY
PLANNING CONDITIONS AND/OR ARE THE SUBJECTS OF A
TREE PRESERVATION ORDER.
CONTRAVENTION OF A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER MAY
LEAD TO CRIMINAL PROSECUTION

ANY INCURSION INTO THE PROTECTED AREA MUST BE
WITH THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THE LOCAL
PLANNING AUTHORITY

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
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Appendix 8: Permanent Ground Protection

CellWeb™

Tree Root Protection System

Celweb™ offers an dtermative W the taditonal metrods
of construcung roadways and buildng lourdatizns that
nvolve excavation, which can result 1 tree root
severance and sol compaction from the passage of
vehicles. Such damage can severely infuence tree haalth
and in extreme cases l2ads 1o death. Cellweb™ can be
senstively astalled cose te and under the cancpies of
rees without negative effecs.

Trees ae valuable lardscape features and a vitd
environmercal resource. Increas ngly. contractors arc
coeng requred to ensure the health and suviva of troes
curing and beyond the construction penied. Athough this
s enshnned in BS 5837 Trees in Relation to

Construction: Recommendatons (2005) and Tree
Freservation Order legslator, it presents several ssues
whOn MPleMenting CONSTUCHION DrOJECES 1037 10 ros

* Root severance caused by excavation, lesving
trees open to decay, less stable and with a
dimirished capacity Lo utilise sol water and
nutrients.

* Destruction of soil structure and compaction due

to the passage of heavy vehicles, restricting the
flow of water and air to tree roots.

* Need for construction access, new roadways and
load-bearing foundations that meet buliding

* Need for high-performance, cost-effective
drivewarys and roadvays in the vicinity of tree roots.

Potental Iass of existing tree due 9 peoe
OGN on tchncLes

Tre CellWeb™ sysiem overcomes these issues anc helcs
contrators Lo cemply with tree health guceines by
creatwg a load-bearing base 1hat is water-penmeable,
stabie and durable.

With ro reed for excavation, the system is gaick and easy
10 install, reducing constructon time and saving costs and
makng it suitable for temporasy and permanent soluticns

Chyreboame ‘Weod.

Pedestnan path 10 recreational wand and bull udng a ColfVieh™
foundation which was covered with DuoBlodk and then flled mith
weecchip to Create 3 porows surface.

39 STATION ROAD NEW DWELLING AIA-25-01-001ND V2
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Product iezilres

CellWeb™ comprises an expendabie cellular mattiess
that is then filed with & dear stone sub-base sand
above 2 Treetex 1200 Geotextle.

The honeycomb-Fa structure is made of robust high-
densty polyetbylens (HDPE: hatis smply stretched
out and fillod wth clean angular materal Just hke
trastional roadways, the strength of the structure
comas from the binding togetzer of the infill, but with
Callwob™ this 's achieved without comaaction ans
withaut reduction in permeabilty.

Perfarated cell wal's allow the angular infll to tind with
the contents of the adjazent cell, but with sufficient
space [oe the movement of water and 3ic to nearby
tree roots. As the inf il contans no Fnes and the
peotextie ayers prevent cogging, from particles
washing into the system, the structure remains
permeatle to water over time and protects the roots
for the lifetime of the tree.

As well as being quick ard easy 10 instal, Cellweb ™
also dramatcally cuts down the depeh of sub-base
reQuired, in most cases by as much as 50X, further
reducing costs. CellWeb™ significantly reduces
suface rutting, increasing tha lkeng-term performance
of the firished surface and ensuring that tree roots
remain protected from vestical loscs.

Cellweb can be used as a permarent solution or
alternatvely the system can be used In a temporary
situation. In a temporary application the system can be
usas for the raqurcd perod of tima, then removed for

us2 on ancther ste or recycled, thereby addieg to
CellWeb’s green credentia’s.

* Porous infill - Allows tree roots to conduct moisture
and gas exchange.

* Lateral stability ~ Structure remains rigid to vertical loads.

etes Gamathe Tarmo: Surface 1>
sm' mrm Ergrwers Dusis
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12.8. This report has been prepared by Shaun Phillips.

12.9. | have 30 years’ arboricultural experience working in both the private and public sector. | have
undertaken work on a variety of projects on behalf of local authorities, private and
commercial clients.

12.10.1 have a Post Graduate Certificate in Management Studies, a HND in Arboriculture and Urban
Woodland Management and a ND in Countryside and Environmental Studies. | am also
qualified as a tree risk assessor for the International Society of Arboriculture’s Tree Risk
Assessment Qualification (TRAQ).

12.11.1 am a Professional member of the Arboricultural Association, and the Institute of Chartered
Foresters. In accordance with the professional standards of both associations, | undertake
regular Continuing Professional Development (CPD) in all areas of arboriculture as well as in
wider business administration and other related disciplines.

Shaun Phillips cms, HNDArb, MArborA MICFor

Signed Date 20/02/2025
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