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RPA drawn as a circle, before amending to
account for local topography and
~ f pography

underground conditions.
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\\« RPA drawn as a circle, before amending to
‘ account for local topography and
underground conditions.

RPA amended to account for local topography.

\ RPA amended to account for local topography.
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Tree Constraints Plan
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Photo 6
Root Protection Area
Tree Ref. Species Height (m)
Radius (m)l m? |Square (m)
T1 Yew 8 5.6 100 10.0
T2 Irish Yew 6 2.8 24 4.9
T3 Holly 6 2.2 15 3.8
T4 Lawson Cypress 10 4.0 49 7.0
T5 Black Mulberry 4 3.5 38 6.2
G6 Cherry Laurel 4 1.8 10 3.2
. . — G7 Scots Pine 11 2.4 18 4.3
. . . Tree Retention Categories Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years. VRN X X
Drawing No: CCL 0941 4 / TCP Rev:1 Stems & canopies shov%n G Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with ) ( | | BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) IMN = Measured North: T8 Silver Birch 10 18 10 3.2
N I excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable. N / T9 Rowan 7 1.2 5 2.1
Title: ';’ .
Tree Constraints Plan Category A tree ity with a I r e e O | I S ra I | I S a l I .\ | Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site 7/./ Photo Canopy spreads are sometimes |11 Deodar Cedar 10 3.0 28 5.3
(Existing Layout) g y Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years. / \ o < - measured to an approximate N B B
g Lay! ® Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention \ ) | conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building. defined by site features T11 Weeping Birch 9 4.2 55 7.4
S 4 The Hexagon ® Category B tree of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees N Often mo?_le accurate e;pecially T12 Weeping Birch 9 2.4 18 4.3
ite: 8 § . . 4
Fitzroy Park, N6 6HR Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens e - \\ Root Pr?tECtlon.Area having been amended to account where rows of trees are not T13 Apple 5 3.0 28 5.3
o 2.5 s5m CROWN ® Category Ctree are not considered to be a material planning consideration. L, ) for for site conditions aligned N-S or E-W. T14 Lime 11 3.6 41 6.4
\ . . . . ! J Arboricultural Consultants T15 Lime 12 3.6 41 6.4
Scale: 1:100 Paper Size: At 01422 316660 ® Category U tree ® Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition. T1=TreeNo1 G2 =Group No2 H3 = Hedge No 3 T16 Lime 13 54 92 9.6
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T1 6 Impact Assessment Plan

I 1 ! (Existing Layout with Proposals Overlaid)

T1 | RPA Affected by Foundations

Total RPA | RPA affected | RPA affected
(sqm) (sqm) (%)
100 20 20
5m
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T1 | RPA Affected by Steps

Total RPA | RPA affected | RPA affected
1 (sqm) (sqm) (%)

RPA of T1 affected by
Foundations - 20%

100 14.2 14.2
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: | o —Proposed First Floor
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K Proposed pruning to overhanging branches

[ :l of T13 back to the site boundary
N |

II -[ I T1 2 T3 | RPA Affected by New Surfacing

} Total RPA | RPA affected | RPA affected
:I:\ (sqm) (sqm) (%)
T1to be crown reduced by 1.5m on all

sides to provide a clearance distance 15 1.2 8
from the proposal
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" RPA of T1 affected by
excavation for steps

and new surface = 14.2%
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Proposed trimming of the holly, T3, to enable \ \

the installation of the paved terrace
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New Surfacing - 17.4% a . 1 = i IF_:”_”: — T4 |RPA Affected by New Surfacing
Rooting activity in this area is unlikeley due to the presence Total RPA | RPAaffected | RPA a;feCted
of the retaining wall and its foundations (sqm) (sqm) (%)
Some roots may be present here where surfacing is proposed.
4 Approx 4% of the RPA will be affected. 49 8.5 17.4
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Root Protection Area

RPA of T3 affected by ‘ 'l
New Surfacing - 8%

Tree Ref. Species Height (m)
Radius (m)| m? |Square (m)

T1 Yew 11 5.6 100 10.0

T2 Yew 8 2.8 24 4.9

T3 Holly 8 2.2 15 3.8

T4 Lawson Cypress 13 4.0 49 7.0

5 Black Mulberry 5 3.5 38 6.2

G6 Cherry Laurel 5 1.8 10 3.2

. . ! . ) ) — G7 Scots Pine 11 2.4 18 4.3

Drawing No: CCL 09 41 4 / TRP Rev:1 Treeszsntse&ncglr%giecsasﬁgv%no res Q Useueaﬁf;ﬁ:rlsz ?riigtvyvmt:.;:lﬁma;re:;fnec:ﬁesﬁaaﬂiyr ?rfet:wif:rs. [/ \w BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter) IMN = Measured North: T8 Silver Birch 10 18 10 3.2
- excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable. \/ T9 Rowan 7 1.2 5 2.1
Title: Tree Removal Plan G Category A tree TR I | I l a C t A S S e S S l I I e n t P I a n ;| Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site Canopy spreads are sometimes |11 Himalayan Cedar 10 3.0 28 5.3
(Bising oyost it Propesl Overa) oo O | e || condiions, g presenceof xsing oadr g Treetoberemovedto | TP OTPIOMAN 111 weepngBron 9 42 55 74

o 4 The Hexagon ® Category B tree of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees Lo . . R X facilitate the proposal O?t?nemo)r,eSla:cLlera:-ltuer,ees;pecially T12 Weeping Birch 9 2.4 18 4.3
Site: Fitzroy Park, N6 6HR ® Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens (EXIStl ng Layout Wlth Proposals Ove rlald) /7\ Root Pr(.)tec':ion.A.rea having been amended to account X Tree to be removed where rows of trees are not T13 Apple 6 3.0 28 5.3
0 2.5 5m CROWN ® Category Ctree are not considered to be a material planning consideration. [ for for site conditions due to its low quality aligned N-S or E-W. T14 Lime 11 3.6 41 6.4

ccate: 2:1001 L L L | baper Sizei Al Arborlcol.:l‘t}t;;aslézrzgltants ® Category U tree ® Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition. T1=TreeNo1 G2 =GroupNo2 H3 = Hedge No 3 % Proposed pruning ;ig t:zg ig :2 ‘9‘.; gg




