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RPAs of T8 and T9 based
J on their stem diameter.
RPAs of T8 and T9 amended to account
for the influence of the adjacent road
on their likely rooting pattern.
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Tree Ref — R Root Protection Area
_ ree et pecies eight (m) Radius (m)l m? ISquare (m)
: . . Tree Retention Categories Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years. / . T1 Juneberry 4.5 1.7 9 3.0
Di No: Rev: e f ( ; ; ; = .
rawing No CCL 11720 / TCP Rev:1 Stems & canopies shov%n Q :::;:]Z:i,.fifr:e:st:\,:t?;ggﬁ:;,Z::Zse?sc:i;:;n;ae[lier;;e:s with ° ) BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) . M N = Measured North: T Elder 7 4.0 49 7.0
Tide: Tree Constralnts Plan Category A tree ity with a li I re e ( O l I S t ra I l I t S P a l I , | Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site /i | Photost Canopy spreads are sometimes T3 Cherry 3.5 18 10 3.2
(Existing Layout) g y Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years. o - - Y measured to an approximate N [ T4 Plum 6 2.4 18 4.3
® Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building. defined by site features
AF I Lond NW3 6AR ® Category B tree of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees g Often mo)r'e accurate e;pecially T5 Plum S 1.0 3 1.7
ite: 29A Frognal, London, . - . . )
Site: ° & } Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens S t a t u S L4 F l n a l .| Root Pr(?te("t'on.pfrea having been amended to account where rows of trees are not T6 L.aburnum 6.5 3.0 28 5.3
o 5 CROWN Category C tree are not considered to be a material planning consideration. ° \| for for site conditions aligned N-S or E-W. T7 Firethorn 6.5 1.4 7 2.6
L | | | J boricultural Consul T8 Cherry 8 6.0 113 10.6
Scale: 1100 Paper Size: Al Arl OTIC‘)L:;;?BwO;;: tants ® Category U tree ® Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition. T1=TreeNo1 G2 =GroupNo2 H3 =Hedge No 3 T9 London Plane 20 13.2 547 23.4




It is proposed to prune the foliage of T7 back towards
the boundary to enable demolition of the shed and
ensure suitable clearance for construction activity.
Such pruning shall not have a detrimental impact

on the health of this Pyracantha.

There is deemed to be adequate clearance

beneath the canopy of T8 to facilitate construction.
No facilitative pruning is considered necessary.

Approximately 4% of the periphery of T8's theoretical
RPA shall be affected by a new patio area. Such an
incursion is considered to be minor and within tolerable
limits. So long as excavation is undertaken using hand

tools only and is limited to the footprint of the patio,
impact on T8 shall be minimal.
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Removal of Retention Category U trees T3,

T4 and T6 is recommended regardless of the
development proposals due to their poor condition.
The garden offers opportunity to replant new trees.

The removal of small shrubs and mixed young trees

will require removal to facilitate the proposal.

The loss of this vegetation will have little to no impact

on local visual amenity; the loss of this vegetation is

not considered to be material planning constraint.

It is proposed to replace the existing driveway.
In order to ensure minimal impact on T2, excavation

AS2

should not exceed the depth of the existing surface
76.049

and its sub-base. Hand tools only should be used for

excavation. A permeable surface is proposed.

Existing driveway surface to be
replaced with a soft planting bed.
Little to no impact on T2 anticipated.
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Root Protection Area
Tree Ref. Species Height (m)
Radius (m)l m? ISquare (m)
. . . Tree Retention Categories Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years 77N T Juneberr 4.5 17 9 3.0
Drawing No: CC L 11720 / IAP Rev:1 St & ies sh g Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with ( ) | BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) IMIN = Measured North: y

I €ms & canopies shown excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable. \\\ ,/‘ T2 Elder 7 40 49 70

Title: l I l ( e l I I e l I l I — i T3 Cherr 3.5 1.8 10 3.2
I m pa ct Assessme nt P an G Category Atree Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years. a S S S S a ( "\ | Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site g:!:aos?ll'esg:ia:s :;;:(?:ne”ltaltrzel\i T4 Plum Y 6 2.4 18 4.3

® Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention \ ‘ conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building. Tree to be removed to defined by site features. ’ i
AF I London. NW3 6AR ® Category B tree of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees S X facilitate the proposal Often more accurate, especially T5 Plum 5 1.0 3 1.7
Site: 29A Frognal, London, NW3 . . e - ) . )

Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens Status: Fin aI - fO r su b mission TN Root Protection Area having been amended to account X Tree to be removed where rows of trees are not T6 Lgburnum 6.5 3.0 28 5.3

o 5 CROWN Category C tree are not considered to be a material planning consideration. ( ) for for site conditions due to its low quality aligned N-S or E-W. T7 Firethorn 6.5 1.4 7 2.6

L | | | | J Arboricultural Consultant . T8 Cherr 8 6.0 113 10.6

Scale: 1:100 Paper Size: A1 ' OFICOL:41;23316O6HGS;J e ® Category Utree ® Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition. T1=TreeNo1 G2 =GroupNo2 H3 =HedgeNo3 Proposed pruning T9 Londoyn Plane 20 13.2 547 234
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Tree Protection Barriers:

The 'Back Stay System’

2m X 3.5m weldmesh (or sheet
metal) panels linked with anti-
tamper couplings

Each panel attached to a back
stay which is founded in an
additional foot or mesh tray
asillustrated

Minimum 32kg ballast to retain
rear foot or tray (including the
weight of the foot/tray)

Alternate front feet to
be secured with
ground pins

or additional

ballast

The 'In-Ground' System

Verticals and horizontals
secured with scaffold clips

Anti-climb weldmesh panel
(or metal /[ 18mm ply sheets)
firmly secured

\\\\i\\‘;‘\

Standard scaffold poles
2.0 metres driven 0.6m into the ground
(100omm timber posts in
concrete foundations may be

used outside of RPAs)

Scaffold pegs secured into the ground

The Barrier Mesh System

High visibility

plastic safety fencing, 1m
high, minimum grade 140g/m2,
supported on steel fencing
pins located at 1.5m intervals
and driven into the ground.
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Tree Protection Plywood Boxes
(indicated by a 1mm turquoise line)

1.2m x 1.2m x 2.4m high
25mm exterior grade
plywood boxing on

750 X 50mm timber frame

Secured to ground or
adjacent structures.
Box not to be affixed to
the tree.

/ /

Existing or
Proposed

Building
\

Ground Protection where
specified in Restricted Zones

rotective fencing

Metal or wooden boards

Compressible material

Existing hard surfaces may be retained
in place of ground protection measures

CROWN

Arboricultural Consultants

01422 316660
Root Protection Area
Tree Ref. Species Height (m) -
Radius (m)l m? ISquare (m)
: . X Tree Retention Categories Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years. VRN T1 Juneberr 4.5 1.7 9 3.0
Drawing No: CC L 11720 / TPP Revi1 Stems & canopies shov%n Q Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with ) ( | | BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) IMIN = Measured North: T2 Eld ’ 7 4.0 49 7.0
. excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable. \__/ er - -
Title: Tree Protection Plan - . ) . Canopy spreads are sometimes | T3 Cherry 3.5 1.8 10 3.2
Category A tree ¢ mod lity with a lif : \ | Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site J
(Existing Layout with Proposals Overlaid) Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years. ( ‘ diti f exisi d or buildi measured to an approximate N | T4 Plum 6 2.4 18 4.3
Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention \ J | conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building. defined by site features.
Category B tree of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees NS P iall T5 Plum 5 1.0 3 1.7
Site: 29A Frognal, London, NW3 6AR - . . Often more accurate, especially T6 Lab 6.5 3.0 28 5.3
Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens ya ~ Root Prgtectlon.,ﬁtrea having been amended to account where rows of trees are not a urnum . . .
Category C tree are not considered to be a material planning consideration. for for site conditions aligned N-S or E-W. T7 Firethorn 6.5 1.4 7 2.6
0 5 y ) g
L | | | - | Arboricultural Consultants Catego U tree ® . i . . T8 Cherry 8 6.0 113 10.6
Scale: 1:100 Paper Size: A1 01422 316660 g "y Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition. T1=TreeNo1 GZ = Group No 2 H3 =Hedge No 3 T9 London Plane 20 13.2 547 23.4




