Young willow
Ht: 5.5m

Lilac shrub
Ht: 3.5m

Mixed shrubs
situated on third party land
to 3min height
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Existing soft ground to be retained within remainder of RPA's
I Little rooting activity anticipated here due to

local topography (boundary wall foundations)

Existing Layout (Black)

Foundations

Proposed foundations extend into approximately 14% of RPA of T1. Fewer roots are anticipated
to be here as there is a brick boundary wall that separates the site from the tree. However,

due to the close proximity to the stem of T1, we recommend a shallow raft or beam foundation
is utilised. This may be supported on narrow diameter piles. Trial pits shall be excavated to
determine pile locations so that all roots over 35mm diameter can be retained.

Proposed Layout (Red)

Pruning

It is proposed to crown lift T1 where it overhangs the proposal to a height of approximately 4m (from 2m).
This will enable adequate clearance for access and adequate clearance between the canopy and the proposal.
This will only require the removal of fine, tertiary branches, as indicated below.

The proposed pruning shall not have a significant impact on tree health or local levels of visual amenity.
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Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years.
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Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with | | | BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) IMN = Measured North:
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excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable.
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Ground Protection Measures

Within Restricted Activity Zones, soils containing roots may be subject to compaction due to general
construction activity (including pedestrian activity and use of plant machinery). In order to minimise
compaction, it is proposed to ensure that a suitable load-spreading surface is in place at all times. MN

Any existing hard surfacing may be retained where engineers consider it adequate to spread the load \
of construction traffic. Otherwise, it will be reinforced or replaced with adequate ground protection
measures.

Unless specified otherwise, ground protection will consist of 24mm OSB boards laid at double
thickness and screwed together to prevent slippage. The ground will be made even by raking, and by
adding a 10omm of sand or woodchip, wherever vehicular access is proposed. Where only pedestrian

traffic will occur, boards or planks may be laid directly onto the ground or supported by a scaffold .. . ..
framework. The scaffold will be founded on poles driven into the ground and/or onto blocks (to raise So ’Oﬂg as the extstmg brick boundary walls are to remain in place,

the scaffold) with additional couplings to make the framework secure. no additional tree protection barriers are considered necessary.

Where engineers consider OSB boards to be inadequate (e.g. for large plant machinery where the
tracks may chew up the timber) sturdier ground protection measures will be installed such as road T P M PI
plates, or 10o0mm of 7-40mm angular gravel installed in 3D cellular confinement system (e.g. - ree rotectl On a n
CellwebTM).

If a piling mat is required, specifications will be agreed between engineers and the project arborist.

The ground protection measures will be installed and approved before commencement of
demolition and construction activity and before the arrival of plant machinery or materials. They shall
remain in place until all heavy construction activity is complete or until they are due to be replaced

Ground Protection Measures

with a new hard surface.

Ground Protection suitable

Ground protection measures to be installed above RPA's for Pedestrian Activity
D Of T1and T2. Existing or - / “\\/_de\ R

Proposed

Building
\

rotective fencing

Metal or wooden boards

Compressible material

Restrictions on foundations to be specified within
an Arboricultural Method Statement.

Y

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

Dedicated Mixing and Cleaning Area

Sturdy plasic sheeting
e.g 1200 gauge DPM

Plywood board
over plastic sheet

Raised baton
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