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TREE SURVEY
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1. INSTRUCTION AND TERMS OF REFERENCE

Following dialogue with Mr Richard Cutler of Cutler Architecture, Consulting with Trees (CwT) received instruction from Mr Rupert Towers to produce
an Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA) to support a current planning application ref 230979/FUL and a Tree Protection Plan (TPP) to address
an extant planning condition ref. 230982/APC, both of which are relative to development proposals at 11 Saint Peter's Avenue, Caversham, Reading,
RG4 7DD. The AlA relates to the proposed construction of a new garage to the front of the property (yet to be approved) and the TPP relates to an
extension to the existing dwelling as approved in Reading Borough Council’s decision notice ref. 220635. As the AIA also informs the detail of the
TPP, it should be referenced when implementing the tree protection measures prescribed in the TPP. The TPP is therefore attached as appendix
4 of the AIA.

NB. Following feedback from the council tree officer, we have also produced a separate draft TPP specifically for the garage development. Whilst
this would normally be produced once the design and construction detail has been finalised, it has been included in the AlA in draft form to address
the tree officer’s concerns and aid comprehensive assessment of the planning proposals. Both the tree constraints plan (TCP) and the draft tree
protection plan (TPP-D) relevant to the garage application ref. 230979/FUL are attached at appendix 2.

Tree Condition Survey: The survey is restricted to trees and hedges located on and immediately adjacent to the development areas of the site
(associated with both the house extension and the garage development) as indicated on the Cutler Architecture drawings provided with our brief;
o visit the site and undertake a detailed inspection of the subject tree’s health, vigour and structural integrity so as to determine their safe
useful life expectancy (SULE) and to categorise the trees in accordance with BS 5837/2012 ‘Trees in relation to design, demolition and
construction - Recommendations’
e assess the impact of the trees on the site and surrounding structures and consider future compatibility between the trees and any existing
and/or proposed structures where such details have been provided with the brief.

Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA): The AIA is also limited to trees standing on or immediately adjacent to the development areas of the
site and will accord with BS 5837/2012.
NB. Whilst the tree survey will collate data for both phases of development, the AlA report will relate only to the proposed garage development.
collate tree survey data as part of the initial site visit detailed above, as necessary to inform the AIA
e produce AlA report comprising tree schedule (including tree condition findings), tree constraints plan (TCP) drawing ref. CwT-TCP-23-06-
01, draft tree protection plan (TPP-D) drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-09-02, impact assessment and any potential, envisaged mitigation measures
relative to the development proposals where such details have been provided with the brief
e the proposal assumes that a topographical survey of the site is available and includes tree and hedge location detail and that this can be
provided in dwg format in advance of our site survey. This will be used as the source of baseline data to inform the TCP
e our desktop appraisal suggests the survey will include <20no. trees and/or groups of trees and/or hedges.
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Tree Protection Plan (TPP): The TPP drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-06-02 will address the requirements of pre-commencement condition no.4 of
Reading Borough Council decision notice ref. BC 220635 and is attached at appendix 4.

NB. A TPP will normally form part of an arboricultural method statement (AMS). As an AMS is not a requirement of the planning condition, the TPP
document, which includes some supporting tree protection specification detail, is attached as appendix 4 of the AIA. The TPP will be informed by
tree survey data and impact assessment information produced for the above items.

Compilation of the TPP will comprise;

o the TPP will be based on the site layout detail provided with our brief. Any further amendments to the layout plans and/or additional detail
associated with the development such as drainage and service runs may influence the TPP

e overlay tree protection plan (TPP) detail onto the tree constraints plan (TCP), produced as part of the AIA referenced above, detailing
proposed fencing and ground protection measures necessary to protect all retained trees and hedges whilst enabling implementation of the
approved development

o the TPP will specify where there is a need to employ specific construction specifications to mitigate impact of development on retained trees
and/or hedges and/or identify where trees and/or hedging cannot be appropriately protected in line with best practice and may need to be
removed

o the TPP will also be annotated to identify any aspects of the development where specific construction specifications, operational detail and/or
methodology, including site management and arboricultural supervision may be necessary to successfully protect existing trees from the
development operations and ensure compliance with best practice guidance.

Updated Tree schedule — May 2025:

Following feedback from the LPA as part of planning application ref. PL/25/0120 comprising ‘two storey side extension with detached garage to
front garden (amended)’, CwT received a request from the client’s agent to resurvey the treescape included in the original 2023 survey and
update the schedule as necessary to reflect any changes in tree survey data and/or tree condition. In order to avoid any unnecessary work and/or
associated costs, the resurvey focused on the trees and hedges in close proximity to the development proposals, primarily located to the front of
the property. The findings concluded that there has been no significant change to the majority of the treescape since the original survey. Changes
that were identified and considered to be potentially significant to the development project were associated with the beech (T4) and the Lime (T5).
Both trees are located off site. The tree schedule at appendix 1 has been updated to record these changes. No other amendments were required
to the AIA report or the other appendices.
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2. SCOPE AND METHOD OF SURVEY
The report is concerned with the arboricultural aspects of the site only and restricted to trees and hedges on or immediately adjacent to the site
where such trees and hedges are considered to be within the zone of influence of the development proposals. Having assessed the site and extent
of proposed development, a total of 6 individual trees, 4 groups of trees, 5 hedges and 1 group of shrubs have been included in the report.
The survey has been carried out in accordance with BS5837:2012 “Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction — Recommendations’.

All survey data has been collated in the tree schedule which is attached at appendix 1.

The trees are categorised into individual trees, groups and woodlands and additional data was recorded for hedges, shrubs and woody scrub where
present.

The reference numbers of surveyed trees and groups of trees are shown on the Tree Constraints Plan (TCP) which is attached at appendix 2 and
the annotated tree detail is based on data collated during our site survey. The Richard Cutler Architects drawings provided with our brief have been
used a source of baseline data for the TCP.

The tree survey was carried out from ground level only with the aid of binoculars where appropriate.

No tissue samples were taken nor was any internal investigation of the subject trees undertaken.

Tree heights were measured using a Haga altimeter or, where inaccessible or where this level of accuracy was unnecessary, tree heights were
estimated to the nearest 1m.

Trunk diameters are measured or, where inaccessible, estimated to the nearest 50mm. Diameters have been measured at 1.5m from ground level
or as otherwise stated and in accordance with BS5837 recommendations.

Tree canopies have been measured or estimated where access has not been possible or where this level of accuracy was unnecessary.

This report in no way constitutes a health and safety survey. Where concerns for tree health and safety exist the necessary and appropriate tree
inspections should be carried out.

Any estimated figures are followed by (e) in the schedule.

SUMMARY OF GRADING CATEGORIES BS5837:2012
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Trees for removal
U Those in such a condition that they cannot realistically be retained as living trees in the context of the current land use for longer than 10 years
and should be removed for reasons of sound arboricultural management. (Identified by dark red colouration on the TCP.)

These trees should not be a considered a constraint in terms of the development and planning process.

Trees to be considered for retention
A Those of high quality in such a condition as to be able to make a substantial contribution (a minimum of 40 years is suggested) (Identified by
colouration on the TCP).

B Those of moderate quality and in such a condition as to make a significant contribution (a minimum of 20 years is suggested) (Identified by
mid blue colouration on the TCP).

C Those of low quality and value: currently in adequate condition to remain until new planting could be established (a minimum of 10 years is
suggested), or young trees with a stem diameter below 150mm. (ldentified by grey colouration on the TCP).

Category C trees will usually not be retained where they would impose a significant constraint on development. Category A and B trees will normally
be retained.

The following subcategories are applied. Trees may be allocated more than one subcategory, but this will not increase their overall value.
1: Mainly arboricultural values.

A1 Trees that are particularly good examples of their species, especially if rare or unusual, or essential components of groups, or formal or semi-
formal arboricultural features (e.g. the dominant and/or principal trees within an avenue).

B1 Trees that might be included in the high category, but are downgraded because of impaired condition (e.g. presence of remediable defects
including unsympathetic past management and minor storm damage).

C1 Unremarkable trees of very limited merit or such impaired condition that they do not qualify for higher categories.
2: Mainly landscape values

A2 Trees, groups or woodlands of particular visual importance as arboricultural and/or landscape features.
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B2 Trees present in numbers, usually as groups or woodlands, such that they attract a higher collective rating than they might as individuals; or
trees occurring as collectives but situated so as to make little visual contribution to the wider locality.

C2 Trees present in groups or woodlands, but without this conferring on them significantly greater landscape value, and/or trees offering low or
only temporary transient landscape benefit.

3: Mainly cultural values, including conservation.
A3 Trees, groups or woodlands of significant conservation, historical, commemorative or other value (e.g. veteran trees or wood-pasture).
B3 Trees with material conservation or other cultural value.

C3 Trees with no material conservation or other cultural value.
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ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT
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3. INTRODUCTION

The Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA) considers both the potential for development to impact on the treescape and the extent to
which the value of the treescape, including the environmental and amenity benefits it provides in the wider landscape, may be considered
a constraint to development proposals.

In this instance CwT have not been involved with the design stage of development project and have been instructed to produce the AlA to
support planning application ref. 230979/FUL. The Tree Constraints Plan (TCP) drawing ref. CwT-TCP-23-06-01 at appendix 2 indicates
the protection zones (as specified in BS5837/2012) that the trees will normally require if they are to be successfully retained as part of the
development proposals. All development related activity should therefore avoid encroachment of the protection areas where feasible to do
SO.

Where encroachment is found to be unavoidable, the feasibility for adequate impact mitigation through the adoption of appropriate
protection measures, construction specifications and methodology is considered in sections 5 to 8 below. Where considered feasible, the
details of envisaged protection measures have been provided in a draft Tree Protection Plan (TPP-D) drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-09-02,
which is also attached at appendix 2 along with the TCP. It is important that the TPP-D be reviewed, giving consideration to the final
approved development detail, prior to its adoption as appropriate tree protection for the garage development.

NB. A second TPP drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-06-02 has been produced to address planning condition no.4 of Reading Borough Council
decision notice ref. 220635 relative to the approved extension of the dwelling. A copy of the decision notice is attached at appendix 3. This
TPP supports the discharge of condition application ref. 230982/APC

The appraisal will also take account of the categorisation of the subject trees (as prescribed in BS 5837/2012 and detailed in section 2
above) and the feasibility and expedience of their long term retention so as to determine the merits of retaining them as opposed to their
removal and replacement with better quality trees in a more suitable location. Categorisation of surveyed trees is recorded in the tree
schedule at appendix 1 and annotated on the TCP at appendix 2.

The prescribed tree protection measures must be strictly complied with throughout the development process to ensure that where
considered desirable to retain trees and where trees have been specified for retention, adequate provision will be made for their protection
and successful retention.
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4. THE PROPOSAL

Th AIA report deals solely with proposals for a new garage to be located in the front garden area of the property known as 11 Saint Peter's
Avenue, Caversham, Reading, RG4 7DD, further details of which are provided in the Cutler Architecture suite of drawings and additional
supporting documents to be submitted with the planning application.

The AIA survey data has also been used to inform production of a second Tree Protection Plan (TPP) drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-06-02 which
has been produced to address planning condition no. 4 of Reading Borough Council decision notice ref. 220635 relative to the approved
extension of the existing dwelling on this site. A copy of the decision notice is attached at appendix 3 and the TPP is attached at appendix
4. This TPP supports the discharge of condition application ref. 230982/APC.

5. APPRAISAL

Information obtained from Reading Borough Council as part of our desktop assessment advises that the site itself is not within a
conservation area. However, the online information we were able to obtain suggests that some of the trees on and adjacent to the site are
the subject of tree preservation orders (TPO). The council’s records show;

e TPO 106/07 relates to trees located at 13 St. Peters Avenue

e TPO 33/003 relates to trees located in the roadside verge of St Peters Avenue

NB. TPO and mapping details have not been purchased to determine tree type, numbers and locations relative to the TPOs listed above.
Further enquiries should therefore be made to confirm such detail, prior to undertaking any work to trees, or within the vicinity of trees, on
or adjacent to the site. CwT can pursue confirmation of this detail if required.

No other tree related legislative constraints were identified.

The application site comprises a two storey detached property located in a spacious plot on the southerly aspect of St. Peters Avenue.
The existing main access drive is located in the NE corner of the site and the existing garage is set within the footprint of the existing
dwelling adjacent to the eastern site boundary. The proposed garage will be located in the N/W corner of the front garden area and access
to it will require some minor amendments to the layout of the existing driveway. Our brief has advised that any such amendments will be
located outside the RPA of retained trees. It should be noted however, that a large proportion of the existing drive is located within the
RPA of retained trees and appropriate protection measures are therefore considered in section 7 below.

Whilst there are a limited number of significant trees within the site, there are several boundary hedges providing important screening
between the site and neighbouring properties and these have therefore been a consideration of the AlIA. The majority of the better quality
trees are located in the front gardens of the site and neighbouring properties and in the highway verge immediately north of the site. From
the information provided with our brief and the data collated as part of the tree survey (see tree schedule at appendix 1 and TCP at
appendix 2), it would appear that all significant trees and hedges can be retained and appropriately protected from the development
proposals.

10
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Section 6 and 7 below consider the generic and site specific constraints that will need to be addressed as part of the development proposals
and outline details of the mitigation measures considered appropriate to do so.

11
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6. MAIN GENERIC TREE CONSTRAINTS

Whilst the British Standard advises restraint in attempts to retain too many trees or unsuitable trees on a

Higher BS5837/ 2012 | development site, the premise would normally be to avoid removal of any A and B category trees i.e.
category healthy trees of good form and significant safe useful life expectancy (SULE) that are likely to continue to

trees contribute to the aesthetics and amenity value of the site for >20years. The survey identified 4 individual
category ‘A’ trees and 1 category ‘A’ group. There was also 1 individual category ‘B’ tree and 1 category
‘B’ group. All of the existing higher category trees can be retained and adequately protected with
protection measures as prescribed in BS 5837/2012. See section 7 below for bespoke protection
measures required for those trees where development activity encroaches within the RPA.

Two Tree Preservation Orders, relative to trees on and adjacent to the site, were identified as part of our

All Legislative desktop appraisal. It was not possible to confirm from the council’s online information, which of the
surveyed constraints surveyed trees were the subject of the TPOs. It will be necessary to purchase additional information from
trees the council in order to confirm this detail. The relevant TPO references are;

o TPO 106/07 relates to trees located at 13 St. Peters Avenue
o TPO 33/003 relates to trees located in the roadside verge of St Peters Avenue

These trees stand either on the highway verge and/or within neighbouring property. We understand that
T1, T4 Ownership St Peters Avenue is a private road and responsibility for the highway trees had not been confirmed at time
and T5 of writing. Whilst ingress of branches and roots to the site may be considered a legal nuisance and can be
removed under common law, any resulting damage or death of the trees may be considered criminal
damage. Where trees are identified for retention provision should be made to mitigate any potential risk of
damage to these trees. Where works are proposed to neighbouring trees advanced dialogue with the
owners is recommended even if the works do not require their consent. Any proposed tree works should
be prescribed and/or approved by a suitably qualified arboriculturist.

All construction activity including demolition, site clearance, foundation construction, surface treatments

All Development | and any drainage or service runs must ensure compliance with prescribed site management and tree
surveyed operations protection measures.
trees

12
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7. SITE SPECIFIC CONSTRAINTS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IMPACT

T1 to T6,
G1, H1, H2
and S1

Construction
activity
associated
with the
proposed
garage

T6 and G1 comprise relatively young trees and it is therefore recommended they be transplanted to
alternative locations within the site to facilitate the development, rather than removed. The shrubs
comprising S1 will be cut back as necessary to facilitate the development. All other trees and hedges can
be protected using standard protection measures prescribed in BS 5837/2012 as suggested on the TPP-
D at appendix 2.
Potential impact:
e Ground compaction and/or disturbance associated with mechanical and pedestrian movement and
general construction activity
Excavation, ground level and surface type changes within the RPA of retained trees/hedges
e Ground pollution such as cement contamination
Wounding or physical damage to the trees/hedges above or below ground as a result of
construction traffic and/or activity
¢ Permanent changes to the below ground growing environment.
Recommendations:
e Young trees will be appropriately prepared and transplanted by suitably experienced arborists,
during the dormant season preceding the development project
¢ That the project planning and contract specification for the development take account of the site
constraints, particularly the extent of the root protection areas, resulting in limited space for
construction activity, parking and/or material and/or machinery storage and therefore must
stipulate the need for advanced site logistics planning and the specification of an appropriate scale
of equipment and to designate specific areas for parking, cement mixing, material storage, site
cabins, etc, avoiding the RPA of retained trees
o The close proximity of the garage footprint to the RPA of retained trees limits the extent of
excavation that will be permitted around the garage footprint and suggests the need for sheet piles
to be installed around the perimeter of the footprint, prior to excavation
o Excavation will be limited to the area contained within the sheet piles on the northern, southern
and western aspects of the garage
o The garage foundations will then be laid within the excavated area enabling the garage to be
constructed prior to removal of the sheet piles
e The garage walls will then act as retaining walls to accommodate the variable ground levels
around the building thereby avoiding excavation and/or grading within the RPA of retained trees
o All associated activity will be the subject of an arboricultural method statement (AMS) which will
prescribe an appropriate programme of arboricultural supervision and monitoring

13
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The AMS should be secured by appropriate conditions as part of any planning permission
Retained trees/hedges will be protected from activity associated with the development project by
adopting generic protection measures comprising a combination of barriers and ground protection
as prescribed in BS 5837/2012 and detailed in the TPP-D at appendix 2

Any prescription for ground protection will take account of both the current ground
conditions/surfacing and the loading to which the area will be subject during the course of the
development

All prescribed tree protection measures will be installed prior to commencement of any site activity
including any site clearance and/or demolition

The potential for some minor incursion to the RPA of the laurel hedge (H2) (see TPP-D at
appendix 2) is considered acceptable given the robust and vigorous qualities of this species and
the restrictions to canopy growth resulting from its management as a hedge.

14
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T1 to T4,
H1 and S1

Amendments
and/or
upgrading of
the existing
access.

The location of the proposed garage will require amendments to the layout of the existing driveway details
of which were not available at time of writing. Whilst a large proportion of the existing drive is located
within the RPA of retained trees, our brief has confirmed that any such amendments will be limited to
areas beyond the RPA of retained trees

Potential impact:

Significant encroachment of RPA

Excavation, level changes and/or ground compaction associated with amendments and/or
upgrading of the existing access drive and parking area

Wounding or physical damage to trees above or below ground as a result of hard standing
construction activity

Permanent changes to the below ground growing environment.

Recommendations:

No amendments, excavation and/or surface type changes will be permitted within the RPA of
retained trees

Should the need for such works within the RPA of retained trees be identified, the retained
arboriculturist will be consulted and a bespoke AMS produced and submitted to the LPA for
approval, prior to implementation

The generic protection measures detailed in TPP-D at appendix 2 should be adopted for any
works associated with driveway modifications outside the RPA of retained trees, subject to a
review of the TPP-D by the retained arboriculturist once final design and layout drawings have
been approved.

15
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No details of additional drainage and/or services requirements had been confirmed at time of writing. Any
All Drainage and | works associated with new services and/or amendments to existing services should seek to avoid any
surveyed service runs | encroachment within the RPA of retained trees.
trees and Potential impact:
hedges e Excavation associated with drainage and service trenches, soakaways, harvesting tanks and/or heat
source pumps within the RPA of retained trees may result in the severing or wounding of live roots

¢ Ground compaction and/or disturbance associated with mechanical and pedestrian movement and

general activity required to install services and/or drainage facilities.
Recommendations:

o No excavation and/or construction activity that is associated with the installation of new and/or
amendments to existing drainage and service trenches, soakaways, harvesting tanks and/or heat
source pumps, will be permitted within the RPA of retained trees

e Temporary barriers and ground protection will be installed in accordance with BS 5837/2012 as
necessary to protect the treescape

o where such works are required within the RPA of trees, the retained arboriculturist will be consulted
and a bespoke AMS produced and approval sought from the LPA, prior to implementation

No details of any proposed hard and/or soft landscaping were available at time of writing.
All Hard and soft | Potential impact:
surveyed landscaping e Landscape works, usually implemented in the latter stages of a construction project can involve
trees/ excavation, cultivation and changes to levels and surfacing that have the potential to negatively
hedges impact retained trees.
Recommendations:

¢ Allretained trees will be protected for the duration of the project using a combination of standard
protection in accordance with BS 5837/2012 and with specifications and methodology prescribed in
the AMS

e Where landscape works are required within the RPA of retained trees, the retained arboriculturist
will be consulted and the scheduling, construction specifications and methodology for such works
will be prescribed in a bespoke AMS.

16
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8. CONCLUSIONS

e Thefindings of the AIA suggest that all significant trees and hedges can be retained and appropriately protected from the development
proposals.

o Whilst a large proportion of the existing drive is located within the RPA of retained trees our brief has advised that any proposed
amendments to the driveway will be limited to areas beyond the RPA of retained trees

e Following feedback from the council tree officer, a draft tree protection plan (TPP-D) drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-09-02 has been
produced specifically for the garage development. Whilst this would normally be produced once the design and construction detail has
been finalised, it has been included in the AlA in draft form to address the tree officer's concerns

¢ ltisimportant that the TPP-D be reviewed by the retained arboriculturist, giving consideration to the final approved development detail,
prior to its adoption for the garage development

¢ All retained trees will require appropriate protection, adopting a combination of generic tree protection measures as prescribed in BS
5837/2012 and bespoke specifications and methodology which should be provided in an arboricultural method statement (AMS) which
will incorporate the final version of the TPP-D

e It is recommended that production of and compliance with the AMS be secured by condition attached to any planning permission
associated with this development.

¢ In addition to the compilation of this AlA, our brief requested production of a separate tree protection plan (TPP) to address planning
condition no. 4 of Reading Borough Council decision notice ref. 220635 relative to the approved extension of the existing dwelling and
to support the application for discharge of that condition ref. 230982/APC. As the AIA survey data has informed the compilation of this
TPP drawing ref. CwT-TPP-23-06-02 it is attached at appendix 4 for ease of reference.

17



Appendix 1

Tree Schedule

NB. The original tree survey which collated the data in this schedule was implemented in June 2023. A resurvey of the trees was
implemented in May 2025 to ensure that all survey data was accurate and up to date. The resurvey identified some minor changes to the
stem diameter of T4 and the condition of T5 and the tree schedule has been updated accordingly.
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TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE KEY

1. TREE No: Allocated individual tree or group number, this may or may not be tagged on site.
2. TREE SPECIES: Common name followed by botanical name in brackets.

3. AGE CLASS: Y : Young
SM: Semi-mature
EM : Early Mature
M : Mature
LM : Late Mature
OM : Over mature
V : Veteran (of biological, cultural or aesthetic value, usually beyond typical age range)

4. DBH: Diameter of the tree stem in millimetres measured at 1.5m from ground level.
5. CROWN SPREAD (CS): Shown as cardinal points N, S, E, W. Dimensions in metres taken from centre of stem.

6. HEIGHT (H, CH, FB) Height of tree in metres to the highest point (H). Height of canopy/foliage at lowest point (CH). May also record height and orientation of first branch (FB) union
on tree stem. Measured in metres from ground level.

7. PHYSIOLOGY + STRUCTURE: General categorisation i.e. Good, Fair, Poor

8. CONDITION + SITE DETAIL: Description of general form, including presence of physical defects, disease or decay and other appropriate details based on health, vitality and
overall structural integrity that may influence SULE and BS categorisation (see 10 and 12 below). May include reference to other site structures and features.

9. PRESCRIPTION: May prescribe appropriate remedial works and/or works required to facilitate development proposals. NB. ** in col. 9 = Works that are not essential to
implementation of approved development and may require a separate application/notice where trees are the subject of a TPO and/or within a conservation area.

10. ROOT PROTECTION AREA (RPA): Area of rooting volume that must be retained and protected from all development activity as prescribed in BS 5837/2012. The top figure = the
radial distance of a standard circular RPA from the tree stem. The lower figure = the total area of the RPA and can be used where it is necessary to calculate an irregular polygon RPA.
NB. All young trees with dbh <100mm have been allocated a minimum RPA of 1.0m radius

11. SAFE USEFUL LIFE EXPECTANCY (SULE): Estimated number of years the tree will continue to make a safe and useful contribution to its surroundings, taking into account its
current age and physiological and structural condition i.e. <10, >10, <20, >20, >40. (NB. This assumes that there will be no physical changes to its immediate environment.)

12. BS CATEGORY: (please refer to section 2 of this report or BS5837:2012 section 4.5 and Table 1 for detailed descriptions)
U: trees for removal — in such a condition that they cannot be realistically retained for longer than 10 years.
A: trees of high quality — with estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 40 years.
B: trees of moderate quality — with estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 20 years.
C: trees of low quality — with estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 10 years or young trees with a stem diameter < 150mm.
NB. ‘C’ category is applied to young trees <150 dbh as their age/size means they can be easily transplanted or replaced. Shown as ‘C1a’ in column 12 of the schedule

Abbreviations: AGL = above ground level. N/A = not applicable or not available. ‘e’ = estimated measurement. N,S,E,W = cardinal orientation. dw = deadwood. Av = average. Max
= maximum. o/s = outside. adj. = adjacent. DDT = Decay detection test. AD = Ash Dieback disease. SD = Stem damage. PP = poor planting and/or aftercare. W+M = create weed
free area and muich.
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1 2 4 5 6 7 8 10 11 12
Highway verge tree — private
Tl Lime 520 Av. 20 Good | road. Dw throughout canopy. **Dw. 6.3 >40 Al
(Tilia x europaea) 6.0 1.8 Restricted rooting area —
4.5 Good | surrounded by hard surfacing. 124
S
T2 Scots Pine 510 0.0 20 Fair | Malformed canopy — suppressed 6.0 >40 B2/
(Pinus sylvestris.) 4.0 e by T3, weighted to S. Shared Cl
3.5 3.0 Fair | canopy space with T3, making it 113
2.5 6.0 reliant on presence of T3.
S
T3 Lime 650 7.5 | 22.0 | Good | Immediately adj. existing drive 7.8 >40 Al
(Tilia x europaea) e 4.5 e (E). Minor root damage to drive.
7.5 2.0 Good 191
6.0 2.5
N
18
T4 | Beech 430 4.5 e Good | Highway verge tree — private 5.1 >40 Al
(Fagus sylvatica) 4.5 1.0 road. Telephone cable through
4.5 2.0 Fair | canopy. Root damage to 81
7.0 SW footpath. Minor girdling roots
around base of stem. Restricted
rooting area — surrounded by
hard surfacing.




Consulting with Trees

AJA + TPP — 11 St. Peters Avenue

1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
S1 Yew (Taxus baccata), N/A Av. | Av. Fair | Boundary planting creating N/A >20 N/A
Christmas Berry 1.0 2.0 good screen from road.
(Photinia x fraseri 'Red GL Fair | ‘Containment pruning’ to avoid
Robin'), Bamboo N/A overhang of footpath.
(Arundinaria nitida),
Variegated Dogwood
(Cornus alternifolia
'Argentea’), California
lilac (Ceanothus
thyrsiflorus), Standard
Rose (Rosa spp.),
Mexican Orange
Blossom (Choisya
ternata), Clematis
(Clematis spp.), Japanese
laurel (Aucuba japonica
variegata), Cherry
Laurel (Prunus
laurocerasus), Japanese
Mahonia (Mahonia
Jjaponica)
TS Lime 730 9.0 | 25.0 | Good | Located in neighbouring **The declining 8.7 >40 Al
(Tilia x europaea) 7.0 e property (W/NW). Bifurcates @ | condition of this tree has
6.5 3.0 Fair | 6.0m AGL. Evidence of reduced | been highlighted in this 238
5.0 7.0 vigour and dieback in the report to ensure that a
N canopy was observed; likely to | record exists and that the

be associated with the areas of tree’s condition predates

exudation on the main stem. the development

The number and extent of proposals to which this

lesions and associated exudate report relates.

has increased since first It is recommended that

observed in 2023. Potentially the tree owners be

3



Consulting with Trees

AJA + TPP — 11 St. Peters Avenue

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
associated with the with the notified of the tree’s
bacterias Phytophthora condition and the
plurivora and/or Brenneria tiliae | potential need for
and commonly referred to as remedial action and/or
‘bleeding canker’. risk management.
Yew (Taxus baccata),
H1 | Laurel (Prunus M Av. 1.5 Av. Fair | Mixed species boundary hedge, 0.5 o/s >20 N/A
laurocerasus) 100 1.8 formally managed. The large crown
Holly (Ilex aquifolium), e GL Fair | yew at base of T3 has been spread
Hornbeam (Carpinus N/A managed as part of the hedge.
betulus), Privet
(Ligustrum vulgare)
T6 Ornamental Cherry EM | Twin | Av. 2.5 Fair | Small ornamental twin stemmed | Remove to facilitate 1.2 >40 Cl1
(Prunus spp.) 80 2.5 0.5 tree. Bifurcates at GL. development. Consider
75 1.0 Fair transplanting elsewhere 5.0
SE on site rather than
removal.
H2 | Laurel (Prunus M Av. Av. 4.0 Fair | Important screen to NB. Drawings provided 1.5 o/s >20 N/A
laurocerasus) 90% 100 1.5 GL neighbouring property. with the brief suggest the crown
Beech (Fagus sylvatica), e N/A Fair proposed garage will be spread
Privet (Ligustrum located outside the RPA.
vulgare), Mexican This detail needs to be
Orange Blossom confirmed.
(Choisya ternate) 10%)
Remove to facilitate
G1 | Apple (Malus spp.) X3 M Av. Av. | Av. | Good | Appeared generally healthy and | development. Consider 1.0 >40 C2
80 1.8 2.5 of reasonable form. transplanting elsewhere Separate
0.5 Fair on site rather than RPA
N/A removal. shown
for each
tree




Consulting with Trees

AJA + TPP — 11 St. Peters Avenue

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
G2 | Golden Lawson Cypress M Av. Av. | Av. Fair | Ivy clad (several trees in group). | **Sever ivy. Consider 4.2 >40 B2
(Chamaecyparis 300 3.0 15 Compatibility issues with removal of conifers
lawsoniana ‘Golden e Fair | conifers due to proximity with 55
Wonder’) x1 Max. | Max| Max neighbouring dwelling.
Leyland Cypress (X Holly | Birch| 20
Cupressocyparis 350 4.0 e
leylandii) x1 GL
Holly (llex aquifolium) N/A
x1Weeping Birch
(Betula pendula
‘Youngii’) x1
H3 | Lawson Cypress M Av. Av. 6.0 | Good | Formerly managed hedge. **Sever ivy. 1.0 o/s >40 N/A
(Chamaecyparis 250 2.0 e Important screen between canopy
lawsoniana), Beech GL | Good | neighbouring properties. Ivy spread
(Fagus sylvatica) N/A growing into hedge.
G3 | Beech (Fagus sylvatica) EM Av. Av. 6.0 | Good | Although separated from the 4.8 >40 C2
x1 100 3.0 e main hedge line of G3, the
Holly (Ilex aquifolium) GL Fair | beech has been topped at the N/A
x2 Max. N/A hedge height.
Elder (Sambucus nigra) Beech
x1 400
Purple Hazel (Corylus
maxima ‘Purpurea’) x1
H4 | Yew M Av. Av. | Av. | Good | Formerly managed hedge. 1.0 o/s >40) N/A
(Taxus baccata) 100 0.5 4.0 Important screen between canopy
GL | Good | neighbouring properties. spread
N/A




Consulting with Trees

AJA + TPP — 11 St. Peters Avenue

1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
G4 | Copper Beech (Fagus 850 Av. | 17.0 | Good | Whilst the more northerly tree is 10.2 >40 A2
sylvatica ‘Purpurea’) x2 530 6.0 3.5 the dominant tree, they have a
2.5 Good | shared canopy making them 327
S important as a group rather than
individual trees. Appeared
generally healthy and well
managed.
HS | Yew (Taxus baccata), Av. Av. | Av. Fair | Ownership uncertain. The privet | 6.0 — 8.0m of the 0.5 o/s >40 N/A
Privet (Ligustrum 100 1.0 2.5 which comprises the southerly northerly section of the canopy
vulgare GL Fair | section of hedge, appears to be yew hedge will be spread
N/A in the neighbouring property removed to facilitate the
whilst the yew appears to be approved development.
within the site.




Appendix 2

Tree Constraints Plan (TCP) ref. CWT-TCP-23-06-01 & Daft Tree Protection Plan ref. CwT-TPP-
23-09-02 for Proposed Garage ref. 230979/FUL
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Appendix 3

Decision Notice ref. 220635 — relating to the approved development comprising extension of the
existing dwelling



S3JIAJISS UO0112310.d d1)gnd
pue 1iodsuel] ‘Sutuueld Jo 1031dallq JURISISSY

< €207 Aenuer ,97 :91eQ

3J1LON NOISI23a SIHL HLIM @3nssi S31O0N JHL dv3ay 3Sv3aid
@YINOIY 39 AVW SLNISNOD A¥OLNLVLS ¥IHLO

payoeile 9q Aew se sUOSeaJ YdNs o) pue SUOLILpUod yons 03 12a[gng
ad/ 79y Sulpeay WeysiaAr) SNUSAY S1919d4 1S L1 IV

(uorydLidsap papuawe) uolsualxa apis Aa101s om] :Jesodoud
‘uorjeondde sLy3 yilM UOL3D3UUO0D UL pallwgns

uolyewJojur gutyioddns pue sueld 9yl YjlM dduepaodde Ul jusawdo)aAsp Sulmol0) Y3
Joj uoisstwuad Sutuueld 71N4 LNVYD A3Lioyiny Sutuueld 18207 se 7DNNO0D HONOYOd ONIAVIY

S1I9M0] Jadny ‘Suiw B “Jw :juediddy

N30 01XO

pJojBulem

19pjoyasnoH :adA3 uorjeonddy 19935 sAuew °1S €
GE£90ZZ :ON uolyedl|ddy $I091YDJY JOIND 0L

NOISSIWY3d ONINNVd 71N4 Y04 NOILVII1ddV

G10Z Y3440 (ANV1ON3) (3YNAID0Ud LNIWIDVYNYW LNIWJO13AIQ)
ONINNV1d AYLNNOD B NMOL FHL
1661 LDV NOILYSNIdWOD ANV DNINNV1d
0661 1DV ONINNV1d AYLNNOD ANV NMOL

noA yum sanaq bunjiop

[1PUNO) ybnolog
Buipesy &



S3JIAJISS UO0112310.d d1)gnd
pue 1iodsuel] ‘Sutuueld Jo 1031dallq JURISISSY

v ‘ €707 Asenuer ;,97 :91eq

93Ul Y3IM ddUepIOIDe UL URld UOL}I}01d 994] e J13un (syJom Aiojesedaud Jo uorjljowap
guipn)put) 91l U0 SduswWWOd Jjeys 3JusawdoPAsp ON [Fusweduswwod-ai1d] v

"6107 Ueld 18207 YSnoJog Suipesy ay3

JO 6H pue /D) S3IDL0d YIM Sdueplodde UL J9)deJeyd pue 1Xa3uod Jedo) ay3 03 AjaAlisod
spuodsal Juawdo)aAap Mau Y3 SuLINSuS pue AJLUSWEe JeNSIA JO S3SaJ93uUL 3Y3 U] :NOSYIY
*A110yiny Sutuue)ld 18207 3Y3 YIIM SULILIM UL PaaJGe 3SIMISY]0

ssajun swuoj uonyedldde Jo/pue sueld syl uo payldads se aq qeys uswdoldAsp
SIY} JO S9JBLINS |RUIDIXD 3Y} JO UOLIDNIISUOD dY} Ul pash oq 03 Sjeuldjew ayl °¢

‘paroadde
AgaJay sjle1ap pajeldosse pue wuo) uorledijdde ayj yyum aduepaodde ul 0] palaype pue
1N0 paLiIed si JuUaWdo)aAap aY3 eyl 94NSUS 0} pue IGNOP JO SDUBPLOAR Y3 104 :NOSYIY

ZZ0Z 114dy Y167 paAladay
ue)d uol1ed0T 8ullsixy - ¥ A9y 101/3
20T 12quialiaQq Yi/) paAladay

9U3DS 192435 pasodold - ¥ ASY 900/d

suolyeAa)] pasodolid - g A9Y G00/d

ueyd Jooy § 19497 pasodold - g A9y #00/d

ueld 400]4 2133V € 19A97 pasodold - g A9Y €00/d
ueld 100]4 1sil4 7 19497 pasodoud - g Ay 700/d
ue)d J00)4 punoJn | 19A7 pasodold - g A9y 100/d
pasodo.d ue)d %2019 - g A9Y 1L04/d

ue)d uoled07 pasodoud - g A9y 1L01/d

:ON Suimelq

:sue)d paroidde Suimo))04 aY3

U3lM 9dUepJ0dde Ul 3IN0 paLded aq ATNO Neys pantwiad Agasay juswdoioAsp 9yl 7

007 12V 9seydind Alosjndwor) pue suluueld syl

AQ papuswe se 06l 1OV Suluue)d A1I3unod) B UMOJ 9Y3 JO Lg UOLIDSS YILM 9dUeplodde
uL pue ‘suotsstwiad sutuue)d pajuswsajdwiun JO uoljejnwindde ue jusaAald 031 :NOSVIY
‘uolsstwaad sutuueld siyy jo ajep

9Y3 wouy SIeak 924y} ueyj Jaje) ou ulgaq J1eys payiwuad Agausy juswdoldAsap ayl |

SNOSV3Y B SNOILIANOD

Japoyasnoy :9dA3 uorjeotjddy
GE90TT ON uoljedijddy
ad./ ¥9Y Sulpeay WeysiaAe) SNUIAY S1939d 1S L1 :3V uonediddy

noA yum sanaq bunjiop

[1PUNO) ybnolog
Buipesy &



S3JIAJISS UO0112310.d d1)gnd
pue 1iodsuel] ‘Sutuueld Jo 1031dallq JURISISSY

v ‘ €707 Asenuer ;,97 :91eq

Jey) paputwal st 12dojaAsp syl "21IS U0 9ISeM JO Suluing ayl YllM pajeldosse sailjuoq
WoJ} 9Yows pue sinoy ajgeuoseal 9apisIno Supjiom Apenolpied ‘syJom uollowap
pue UO0132NJISU0D AQ pasned ISnp pue aslou Inoge paAladad Ajuowwod aJte sjute)dwo?) ¢

"9JIApR U0 611
/€6 8110 UO 10J3U0) Sulp)Lthg 10ejU0D 3sed)d “Juawdo)aAap pasodolud ayj Joj uonyedrjdde

suolje|ngay Sulpjing e Jo uolsSIWgNs 104 Juswalinbal ayl 03 UMEIP SL UOLIU3}Ie INOA T

*11ouno) ay3 3oe3u0d aseald 3gnop Aue ul aJe noA j| “joJjuod Sutuue)d
JO yoeauq ayl Apawas 01 uollde Fuwjel J1DUNO) ayj ul ynsaJd Aew uolssiwiad syl 03
payoelle (s)uonyesliqo sutuueld Jo (s)uolipuod Aue yitm Aldwod jou saop J0 ‘s)lelap pue
sueyd paaoudde sy} wou) Ajjeriaiew siaip Ydtym 3ng 3no paLiied st yolym jusawdo)dAsp
Auy “-uotssiwiad SLyl JO SUOLIIPUOD pue SWJd] 3Y} 01 UMEBIP SL UOLIUS]IR JUNOA |

SIAILVWYHOANI

6107 Ue)ld 18207 ysnouaog sutpeay ayi o 87D AdH0d Yim aduep.uodde ul Adeald Jo SsO)
pue Sul}00)J9A0 woJ) sastwaid Sutulolpe ayjl Jo saljluswe ayj pJengajes o] :NOSVIY
*Auoyiny gutuueld

1e207 a9yl wody uoissiwiad Sutuueyd ajesedas e jo juess ayl Inoyum papitwiad Agassy
UOLSUS]XD 3Y] JO UOLIRA)D 9pIs ay3 ul padeld aq awly Aue je J1eys sueyd paroidde ayy
U0 UMOUS 9S0Y3 uey3l Jayjo ‘sguiuado/siawiop/SI00p /SMOPULM Ou (J9pJQ Jey) sulldeus
-9l Jo/pue SupjoAas 19pJQ Aue J0) G107 J9pJ0 (pueiSul) (JuswdolaAsq palilwiad
Jedausn) Suiuueld Aijuno) pue uMO] 3yl JO suolsiaodd 9yl SULpURISUIIMION °9

6107 Ueld 12207 ysnoiog Suipeay ayl Jo 81D Ad110d YIm aduepuodde ul Adealid Jo Sso)
pue SupooyJaA0 wody sasiwaid Sululolpe ay) Jo saltuawe ay) pJensajes o] :NOSYIY

*191Jealay] Sawll ))e Je yons se paulejulew aq jeys pue paroidde Agaiay juswdoioasp
3y3 Jo uolyedndDo 3S.L} 940J9q SSBIS 24ndSQO YIIM paze)s 9] ]1eySs MOPULM 3y *pa31edo] St
3L UYDLYM ULYILM WOO0J 3] JO 19A3) J00]) Y] WOU) painseall USyMm saalaw /| 4o yslay e
MO0)13q 9)qeuado aq J0U ))eys SMOPULM 9pLs 100)} 3sJLy pasodoud ayy (419pJQ eyl suljdeus
-9l Jo/pue SupoAas 19pJQ Aue J0) G107 J9pJ0 (pueidul) (JuswdolaAsq palllwdd
JeJausn) Suiuueld Asjuno) pue UMO| 9yl JO suolsiaoid By) SULpURISYIIMION G

"610Z Ue)d 18207 ysnolog
sulpeay ayl Jo #IN3J Ad110d YIM Sdueplodde Ul 3)IS 9y 03 juddelpe pue ULyIM aNjeA
Ajluswe Jo s9aJ) 031 USALS SL uolydaload ajeridoisdde jeyy ainsus 03 JSPJO U] :UOSEIY

"ue]d UOL}D3301d 93.1] paAoidde ayi yilm aouepaodde Ul ueyl Jayjo Ino paLiied oq
J0U )1eys juswdolaAsp oyl Ajuoyiny sutuueld 1edo07 9yl Aq Sunlim ul pasoidde usaq
pue 0] pajlllgns uaag sey ‘931s 3yl 031 juadelpe pue ulyiM yjoq ‘ssuimelp parosdde
9U] UO paAoOWal Suldg Se UMOYS JOU aJe eyl S93J3 SUullSIXS ]|e Joj ad13deldd poon) Jo
SOpP0) pasluSodal 19Yylo Jo spiepueis ysiilig ojeridoidde Jo suoljepuswiwiodal JueAS)a

noA yum sanaq bunjiop

[1PUNO) ybnolog
Buipesy &



S3JIAJISS UO0112310.d d1)gnd
pue 1iodsuel] ‘Sutuueld Jo 1031dallq JURISISSY

v ‘ €707 Asenuer ;,97 :91eq

Jpd-syueonddy 03" a01ApY 1|D/jpd/siuedtddy

-0}-9DIAPY  -AAST-24n3oNU3sSedjul-AJunwwo?)/ 167/ IpaW /YN A0S SuLlpeal MMM/ /:d1y
:0] 08 uoljew.Jo}ulL dJ0W 104

*syuawjelsutl AQ Jo Juswdo)aA9p aY3 JO JUSWSDUSWWOD uo 3)qehed sawodaq

71D “UOO0S Junowe pajeindied ayl YIM 3D1I0N AlLjtger 71D © Juas 39 |)tM noA a1qeasieyd
J| ‘9)qeasdteyd sL snieis 1D 9yl juswdo)sAsp paaoudde siyy Jo4 -9o3edsioo)} mau
Jo w bs ool Jo stedk € 3se) 9yl ULYIM Syuow 9 Joj dSN NMe] UL US3q J0u Ssey adeds
331 9J9YM {BUL)]OMP SUO ISe3) Je Ul 3NSaJ YoLtym sjusawdoiaaap 0] saljdde 3 "aiqeryosau
-UoU SL 3L ‘90 UOL}ID3S ALUN ‘pue ‘Sasn JualdjLp Joj 9dedsto0)} Jo w bs uad a81eyd 19s
e S| 3| "swligaJ uonyeslqo sutuueid 90| uol1das ayl sadeidas Ajelued pue ‘quswdolaaap
M3U WoOJ} 3J4n)dnJisedjul SpJemo)} suolinguijuod jerdueul) Sulindas jo Aem e st )
*G1OZ 1tudy 1sL uo (71D) AA97 aunydonuisedjul AJlUnwiwo) ay3j padnpoJiul 1duno) ayl ‘g

‘pa3Jels sey YJoM 193je JSPISuUod 03 Jedndesdwl 9q
PINOM 11 JBY] 3JNjeU B JO aJe J0 3)IS Y3 UO 1Jels SHJOM U910 Aue 210)jaq pajuswaiduwil
SHYJOM 1O PpauBISOp 9 0} paau S|leldp 9yl ashedaq sL Syl ‘suldaq juswdo)aAsp
Aue alojoq Ajuoyiny Sutuue)d 1ed07 ay3j wouy jeAosdde auainbau Asyy eyl Jes)d ayew
03} Pa3Y31ysLY US3q SAeY SUOLIPUOD dWOS (G10Z OdWA) GE S1I1HY Ym ddueplodde uf */

'S9a.3 192438
jueliodwi 03 wuey jerjuajod Sullnsal 9yl 0} aNp ‘sjeLidjew Jo a8et0ls 39 ‘AALoe
pa3jelad JuSWdO)SASp U0 SOBIDA SSeUd 9yl JO aSn Y] PLOAR 0} PasIApe ale NOA ‘9

"pouiad awl) %99m JYsLa Y3 Ulym
uols1dap ayy suinsst pue uoljyediidde Suluueld siyy AQ pasted sansst ayj JO UOLIRISPLISUOD
aA1e0Id pue aAlsod ayj smo)oj uolsstiwaad Suluueld juelds 03 UOLISIISP Yl °G

nemAyred/sulpjtngpuesutuue)d/suotiedignd /3N A0S SSLILUNWIWOD * MMM

:Je punoj aq ued YdLym Jo s)Lerap

(9661) 3V Nem Axed ayy Jo syuswaliinbal pue suorlesjqo ayj Jo |njpulw g Os|e pjnoys
19dojaAsp a3yl “1043u0d SJ3d0jSASp SY3 Japun Jou SL Jeyl pue) 0JUO SS9k Jo 3 Aue
19ju0d jou saop uotsstwaad sty Ajuadoud eyl JO JSUMO BYJ UO PaAISS U] J0U Ssey
9D110N 931stnbals ay3 se ‘Ajadoud Sututolpe ay3y yym aul) Arepunoqg ayj ssodde 1o Japun
‘U0 yoeoudus piNoM (2319 ‘BuLIalING ‘saAed ‘suoljepunoj) juswdoidAsp Siyy jo ed
OU Jeyl 3INsSud 0] aJ4ed 3ye} pjnoys 49do)dAap ay3 ‘UoL3dNIISUOD JO 3SIN0D aY} Suling *p

*Me] U3]eay 1e1USWUOoIIAUS 0)
123[gns aq )M juawdojaaap paroidde ayy Yilm pajerdosse UOLILOWSp pue uol3dniisuod

noA yum sanaq bunjiop

[1PUNO) ybnolog
Buipesy &



0661 10V Suluue)d A13uno) pue UMO] 3Y3 JO |A Jed JO suolsiAoid ay3 Yiim aduepuaodde
uL pue] ayj ul 1saJalul sty aseydund 03 1OUNO) dY3 a4lnNbald ))IM Sd10U SIY] pPaleNniLS SL pue)
33 BaJe 3SOYM Ul 11dUN0?) ay3 uo dd130u aseydind e d9AIas Aewl JOUMO dY3 ‘S9DURISWNDILD 3SaY3 U|
‘panlwIad 9q PINOM 10 U93(q sey Ydlym jusawdoiaaap Aue Jo Ino Suthiied ayl AQ asn jeldLjauaq
Aqeuoseau e jo a9jqeded pue) Syj JOpudJ JOU 3eIS SULISIXS SIL UL dsn |eldryauaq Ajqeuoseal e
01 pue) ay3 Ind Jayjtau ued ay jeyl wie)d Aew JSUMO aY3 ‘suoljlpuod 03 323[gns 31 sjuels 1o pue)
dojaAap 01 uolssiwiad sasnjal ajels Jo Aielaudag oyl Jo Ajuoyiny suluue)d 1ed07 9yl JaYd §|

S9D1I0N aseyd.nd

MNN°AQD U0 aJe s|lelsp Jayling

"Jeadde ay3 Sultwgns 21049q sAep Q| 1sea) Je (Yn°A03 ajeloldadsutsuluueid@sieaddehiinbut)
9]el0323adsu| suluueld pue AjLoyiny gutuue)d 1ed07 ay3

Aj130u 3snw noA uayy Auinbul Agq pautwiexa ayL) pJnom noA jeyy jeadde ue jlwgns 03 puajul noA J|

*19p.J0 JuUSWd0)9ASP € J9pun UDALS
suorydallp Aue 03 pue Jap.o juswdoioaap Aue jo suoisiroid ayy 03 ‘sjuswadinbal Aioinyels ayl
0] pJegal Sulaey ‘pasodwil ASY3 SUOLILPUOD 3Y3 INOYIIM 31 pPajueIS dARY 10U PINOI IO JUSWdO)9ASP
pasodoud ayjy Joj uoissiwiad SBuluueld pajueds SAey jou pinod Ajuoyine Suiluueld 1ed0)
ay3] Jeyy 91eis Jo Alelaldas oyl 0] swaas 3L JL jeadde ue J19pISUOD JOU Padu a3els§ Jo Auelaudas ay|

*Jeadde jo ad130u SUlALS UL Ae)ap
3Y3 9SNdX3 YDIYM S3DURISWNIILD Jerdads aJe a4ayj ssajun Jamod sty asn 03 patedaud aq Ajewou
JOU |IIM Inq jeadde ue Jo 9d1j0U SULALS JOj poliad J98U0] e MOje ued 3lels Jo Auelaldas ayl

*000S ¥ £0€0 :191 uo wuoj jeadde ay3 jo Adod Jaded e uleiqo
0] 93jeJ03dadsu| utuueld 9yl 1oejuod aseald ‘wuoy jeadde suljuo syl ssa3de 03 91geun aJde noA J
uolsLdap-sutuue)d-jeadde /)N A08 MMM/ /:sd13Y :1e Suluo apew aq ued sjeaddy

"92L10U Siy} JO 93ep ay3 JO syjuow 9 ULYlm
0S Op 1shw NOA uay3] (ssaujnjme Jo 331edL413497) e Joj uoliedljdde ue 1o ‘uoljedrjdde JuawasilidApe
JO Jdpjoyasnoy e jou st yowym) uoryeondde jo adAl isayjo Aue Joj uoisap s,Ajuoyine
sutuueyd jed0) JnoA jsutege jeadde 03 jJuem noA J|  °3d130U SIY) JO 93ep SY3 JO SYI9M § ULYIIM
0S Op Isnw NnoA uayj uolsdap s,Aluoyine 3uiuueid Jed0) JnoA jsulese jeadde 03 juem noA pue
uorjedrjdde JuswasL}ISAPR Ue SI SLY] J| "9D130U SIY3 JO 91BP Y] JO SHY99M 7| ULYILM 0S Op Isnw noA
USY3l UOILSIIap S,)1ouno) ay) Jsutese Jeadde 03 juem noA pue uoljedijdde Japjoyasnoy e st siyl j|

sy
WL} SUIMOI)04 dY) ULYIM apew 3q Isnw jeadde Aue ‘Aidde jou op sasduejswndild aAoge ayl j|

*191)Jea saJidxa poriad JaAaydiym
‘a2130U S1Y3) JO a)ep a9yl Jo (jeadde uspjoyasnoy e JO aSed 3y UL SYI9M 7| J0) SYuow 9 ULYIM
JO ‘92130U JUSWSDI0UD 33 JO IDLAISS JO 93ep 9Y] JO SAep g7 ULYILM 0S Op Isnw noA ‘uolyediidde
JNOA uo uolIS1Iap S,)10UN07) ay3 Jsutese jeadde 0] Juem noA pue uorjedtjdde unoA ul se Juswdo)aAap
pue pue] awes ayj Ajenyueisgns Jo awes ayj 0} Sulle]ad POAISS SI SD1J0U JUSWSII0UD ue J

"921j0u slyy
10 91ep ayy jo sAep g7 ulYIIM 0s op 1snw noA uotiedljdde ayi uo UOISIOP S,)1OUNO) Y] Isulege
Jeadde 03 juem noA J1 ‘9d130U JuSWSII0US Ue JO 1d3[gns ay)y Apeadje st se jusawdojoAsp pue
pue] awes 3y} Ajjerjueisgns 1o awes ayj 03 sutie)as uoryedndde Suiuueid e uo UOLSIOSP e SL SLYl J|

"0661 12V suluue)d A1Juno) pue UMO| 39yl JO 8§/ UOL}DSS Japun
a1e1sS Jo Auejaldas ayy 03 jeadde ued noA uayj ‘suorilpuod 03 323lgns 31 jueld 03 Jo Juswdojanap
pasodoid 8yl Joj uoissiwiad asnjal 03 |1DUN0) 3y} JO UOISSPp ayy AQ paAsaLIGse ade noA J

41V1S 40 AYV134D3S IHL OL S1V3IddY
S310N



Appendix 4

Tree Protection Plan ref. CwT-TPP-23-06-02 and specifications — relating to the approved
development comprising extension of the existing dwelling



TREE PROTECTION PLAN

11 Saint Peter's Avenue, Caversham, Reading, RG4 7DD

Date: June 2023

Compiled by:
Martin Gammie MIC For. Dip Arb RFS. F. Arbor. A. Tech. Cert. Arbor. A.
Consulting with Trees Ltd

8 Clare : .

Nr. Thame Consulting with Trees
Oxon

OX9 7HQ ARBORICULTURAL CONSULTANTS

Tel: 01844 281600 Mobile: 07836 352936
Email: cwtarb@gmail.com Web: www.cwtarb.com



Consulting with Trees TPP — 11 St. Peters Avenue
INTRODUCTION

All trees which are being retained on or immediately adjacent to the site will be protected by barriers and/or ground protection as detailed in the following
sections. Any tree requiring protection measures will have a Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ), the area of which will be indicated on the Tree Protection
Plan (TPP) and shows the extent and location of protection by barriers and/or ground protection measures.

Vertical barriers will be erected and ground protection installed before any materials or machinery are brought onto the site and before any demolition, site
clearance, development, groundworks or stripping of soil commences. Once installed, barriers and ground protection will be regarded as sacrosanct, and
will not be removed or altered without prior recommendation by the retained arboriculturist and approval of the local planning authority (LPA).

1. TREE PROTECTION MEASURES

The site manager and project arboriculturist will meet on site to discuss and agree all aspects of the project that affect the trees on the site to ensure a full
understanding of this document and its purpose in advance of any site works. Information on the required protection measures will be provided at all site
induction sessions and a copy of the TPP retained in the site office.

Following the pre-commencement meetings and briefings, any clarifications or amendments will be copied to all site personnel. Once the retained
arboriculturist is satisfied that there is a full understanding of all tree related matters, they shall delegate responsibility for the day to day management of
the tree protection to the site manager. The site manager shall be clear that their role is to ensure the retention of all tree protection and to contact the
retained arboriculturist whenever they have a query or problem pertaining to the trees on the site. No amendments or adjustments will be made to the
protection measures without the approval of the retained arboriculturist.

1.1 Protective Barrier Specification
All protective barriers are to comply fully with BS5837/2012 barrier specifications and any supplementary information issued by the relevant planning
authority. It is suggested that in this instance, given the relatively small scale of development, the less robust specification of fencing as detailed in BS

5837/2012 would be appropriate. Refer to Figure 1 below for lesser barrier specification, which will be erected in the positions indicated on the TPP.

Should site conditions prevent the proposed barrier specification being applied, then an alternative specification will be provided by the retained
arboriculturist and approval sought from the LPA.
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b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray

Fig.1: Extract from BS5837:2012 showing less robust specification for protective barrier

Once the protective barriers have been installed signage will be attached advising the status and purpose of the barrier. Refer to Figure 2 below for signage
details. Regular checks are to be carried out to ensure that the barriers remain in place and are effective and functional.
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TREE PROTECTION AREA
PROTECTIVE FENCING. THIS e e

FENC'NG MUST BE (TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990)

MAINTAINED IN ACCORDANCE e e e e

WITH THE APPROVED PLANS TR ki & il v e
AND DRAWINGS FOR THIS LEAD TR CRREAL ERCIEITICN

DEVELOPMENT. T THE WRITTEN PERWISSION OF THE LOCAL
PLANNING AUTHORITY

Fig.2: Example of signage to be attached to protective barriers
1.2 Ground Protection Specification

Installation of temporary ground protection, capable of supporting both vehicular and pedestrian traffic without being distorted or causing compaction of the
underlying soil will be required as an element of the physical tree protection measures prior to work starting on site. Locations where temporary ground
protection specifications are required are shown on the TPP. The type, specification and timing of installation of the ground protection measures will be
determined by timing of operations within project plan and the loading to which the area will be subject. Appropriate specifications will be agreed with the
retained arboriculturist and installed prior to commencement of any site operations. No amendments or adjustments will be made to these protection
measures without the approval of the retained arboriculturist.

All construction traffic movements (vehicular and pedestrian) and areas allocated for construction activities and/or material storage within the RPA of
retained trees, will require ground protection, unless it is first agreed with the retained arboriculturist that existing surfacing is sufficient for the loading and/or
use to which it will be subject. Examples of temporary ground protection are provided in Figure 3

below.
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Fig.3: Examples of track board ground protection systems — specification will be dependent on the loading to which it will be subject.
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