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Note (1): This report is an initial appraisal only and has been produced without the benefit of site 
investigations unless otherwise stated. It is intended for use between the client, Suffolk Tree Services 
and any parties detailed within the report. Where subsidence is an issue it is based on the assumption 
that Engineers are satisfied that current damage is due to clay shrinkage subsidence caused by 
vegetation, 

1. Case Details 

Scope of report: To assess the vegetation potentially contributing to subsidence or other damage, 
provide recommendations and cost estimates for remedial action, and assess recovery prospects, 
Provide a hazard and decay assessment to inform these recommendations. 

2. Description of property and damage: Wall damage 

3. Details of technical reports provided- None 

4. Details: 



.~ssessrnent of adjacent vegetation: 
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Analysis and conclusions 
G group of lime sterns (F' copr, ~.--)Wlng from an old sturrip. a ig 3). possibly 
'T are of no great VISUal amenity value and wili t;,'~Olually threaten darnage to 

-n d .;dJacent walls.'They should be ren oved ar th, p(s) either ground out or 
;(")ed. 

J'! a mature, lime and has caused damage to -h~s damage was evid-~:.,~' 
(A by the proximity of the tree to the wall, wh'ch 1+ i;-~ W touching (Fig 1), an(, ii, 
~)t be possible to rebuild the wall On Its origil, fl adjacent to the tree, 

1-.1,een suggested that the wall alongside the tr, with a timber 
j Th's might be a practical proposit on Until t' I I nz incremental growth of 

to expand to the point where it 's dai -n .,auses I I I y the panel, which i I 
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~)ns of rebLAIlt Wall, 
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It Would be preferable to design a timber secfi:k',;'i', Lju,;lt. into the wall, but tft'ils 

1M. affect the stabilityof thewall atthis polnt,, as en pointed out, and w 
I -)f vall itise a visual break in the line (- I ~ 1, 

not, add qr-(- ~1, visi al amenity of th, 'ee itself, as a high pollard, does i " 11 1 1 (Fig 2) although it is similar to other high pollwrd ilees nearby, 

r )TIg for the fact that any repair Involving the the tree will Probably 
I -ia+ ,eantime the wall Ml rl a short-to-i-Tiedium terrn SOILIfion, and tl 

-n wl I L.Uggest that TI be p1l to the nort th'n the conservation area 
.~uved, and replaced by another tree further Ir 

-nove the fr: -.1'11 depend on whether ver the decision whether or riot to rer 
Jon of the tree is considered niore iportant fl,. ,onformlty of the wal 
-r structures within the cuo are-, f~ o decision to be ri-iad( 
, C 11 Planning DepartmetAL -)Ljnc I 

-n to the wall 'rii V--ie fUtUr- '-,-~ss root is already ~y pose a problet 
-dg' base of the wall. This potential probL—,', corne by b ri ing o,~'-t 

and length to ciec, ,Atress at a suitable helghL 

noted on leaving the site that a lime tree In fr.,~ the property Is also 
I not pose a hazard ging the low bOUndary wall (F'a 4), alt~ OUg~ 

-ks obstructin to fall, other than the loose bric ath 

-tate of time/cost: 

ilor 5 hours. 
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Photographs. 

Figure 1 

Figure 3 

Figure 2 

Figure 4 



Iketch Site Plan (not to scale) Rear garden of 2,~ .1-wersharn Road 


