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1. I	attended	site	on	the	11th	of	September	2017.		The	purpose	of	the	visit	was	

twofold:	1.	To	carry	out	a	routine	inspection	of	the	tree	protection	measures	
around	 the	 site	 and	 to	 get	 an	 understanding	 of	 how	 the	 operations	 are	
progressing;	 2.	 To	 review	 and	 discuss	 the	 potential	 for	 routing	 the	 water	
supply	through	the	RPAs	of	trees	at	the	south	of	the	site	
	
	

2. The	primary	 tree	protection	 fencing	 is	 in	situ	and	has	not	changed	since	my	
last	 visit.	 One	 point	 that	 requires	 attention	 however	 is	 the	 provision	 of	
enhanced	fencing	at	east	of	the	east	unit.	I	have	provided	a	specification	and	
alignment	as	follows:	herras	panels	on	boots,	pinned	into	the	ground;	panels	
clipped	 together	 and	 braced	 horizontally;	 supported	 by	 individual	 back	
braces,	also	pinned	into	the	ground.	See	plan	extract	below	for	alignment	
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Figure	1	-	Marked-up	TPP	to	show	alignment	of	enhanced	tree	protection	
fencing	for	works	associated	with	either	retaining	wall	or	batter	construction	
	

	
3. The	above	specification	is	not	the	typical	fully	driven	scaffold	framework	but	I	

consider	it	to	be	suitably	robust	with	consideration	of	the	location,	close	scrub	
vegetation	 and	 the	 level	 of	 construction	 activity.	 NB	 please	would	 Knowles	
contact	 FLAC	 a	 week	 before	 the	 new	 fencing	 so	 that	 we	 may	 record	 the	
replacement	tree	protection	fencing	once	installed	

	



4. The	area	site-side	of	the	tree	protection	fencing	on	the	mark-up	is	free	of	RPA	
constraints,	assuming	no	incursion	beyond	the	fencing	alignment	mechanical	
excavations	may	take	place,	concrete	may	be	used	and	any	roots	encountered	
may	be	severed.	NB	trench	for	wall	footings	will	be	in	the	region	of	2	metres	
beyond	the	extremity	of	the	closest	RPA	
	
	

5. I	 would	 advise	 that	 the	 new	 fence	 alignment	 is	 pegged	 out,	 noting	 the	
maximum	offset	as	shown	on	the	mark-up	above,	to	determine	if	any	access	
facilitation	 pruning	 is	 required.	 If	 pruning	 of	 the	 scrub	 is	 necessary	 I	 advise	
that	 an	 arboricultural	 contractor	 is	 instructed	 to	 undertake	 this,	 per	 the	
arboricultural	method	 statement.	 They	 could	also	undertake	 the	 removal	of	
the	sycamore	(see	item	10	below)	and	the	outstanding	pruning	works	per	the	
specification	 provided	 on	 the	 tree	 protection	 plan	 31-1036.06-C	 dated	
26.01.17	
	
	

6. The	new	tree	protection	fencing	must	remain	in	situ	until	the	boundary	fence	
is	installed	because	without	the	scaffolding,	access	along	the	flank	of	the	unit	
is	 feasible,	consequently	access	 into	the	treed	area	beyond	the	site	must	be	
prevented		

	
	

7. The	 sycamore	 close	 to	 the	 south	 elevation	 of	 the	 2nd	 unit	 from	 east	 is	 still	
present.	 This	 has	 been	 shown	 for	 removal	 on	 documentation	 before	 the	
authority	 for	 quite	 a	while	 now	 so	 I	would	 advise	 that	 it	 is	 removed	 at	 the	
earliest	convenience,	if	nothing	else	it	will	provide	more	space	

	
	

8. There	 is	 a	 need	 to	 route	 the	 water	 supply	 from	 the	 south	 rather	 than	 the	
north	 as	 previously	 anticipated.	 This	 requires	 the	 water	 supply	 to	 pass	
through	the	RPAs	of	trees	bounding	the	southern	edge	of	the	site	

	
	

9. The	 water	 supply	 is	 anticipated	 to	 require	 the	 formation	 of	 a	 trench	 of	
dimensions	 300	 width	 x	 900	 depth.	 The	 supply	 will	 be	 a	 50mm	 diameter	
polypipe.	The	supply	will	be	picked	up	from	the	existing	water	main	just	to	the	
south,	of	the	south	edge	of	the	service	road	

	
	

10. The	location	for	the	connection	falls	within	the	RPAs	of	two	trees	beyond	the	
scope	of	the	tree	survey,	albeit	sufficiently	remote	from	the	tree	stems	at	8	
and	 10	 metres,	 nonetheless	 hand	 excavations	 for	 the	 connection	 will	 be	
necessary		
	
	
	



 
Figure	2	–	Aperture	through	trees	through	which	water	supply	will	be	routed	
	

11. The	 position	 where	 the	 route	 through	 the	 RPAs	 results	 in	 the	 minimum	
incursion	 is	 across	 the	 RPA	 extremities	 of	 3019	 and	 TG3012.	 The	 unmade	
ground	and	position	at	the	edge	of	the	RPAs	indicate	that	this	can	be	achieved	
by	hand	excavations	subject	to	the	typical	precautions	for	working	within	the	
RPA	
	
	

12. These	 works	 necessitate	 a	 departure	 from	 the	 approved	 scheme	 of	 tree	
protection.	Consequently	the	extant	tree	protection	plan	must	be	revised	to	
reflect	 the	 necessary	 changes	 and	 presented	 to	 the	 authority	 for	 their	
approval.	

	
	
This	concludes	my	site	visit	note.	Please	do	get	in	touch	with	any	questions	or	when	
further	activity	relevant	to	tree	protection	is	due	to	be	undertaken.	

	
	

	
Andrew	Colebrook	MICFor,	M.Arbor.A,	Dip.Arb(RFS)	
Chartered	Arboriculturist	
Associate	Director,	FLAC	




