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APPENDIX B - SCHEDULES 
Tree Schedule 170202-PD-10a 

Tree Work Schedule 170202-PD-12a 

  



170202-PD-10a-Tree schedule (BS5837)

170202 - Gondar Gardens
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6.0 5W15.0

T1

Tree 61 1 4.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Arboricultural work - Recent. Bark wound - Mechanical.
Crown reduction - Recent. Epicormic growth - Base / bole /
principal stems. lamp column within crown extents
Location - street tree, off site
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 4m.

10/02/2017 7.3 40+ B2Mature 168.3Tilia  sp.
(Lime sp.)

1

6.0 5E13.0

T2

Tree 54 1 4.54.54.55.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Arboricultural work - Recent. Crown reduction - Recent.
Decay / structural defect - Minor. Epicormic growth - Base /
bole / principal stems. Location - street tree, off site
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 3.5m.
Decay - Two Ganoderma brackets at base on west side.

10/02/2017 6.5 10-20 C1Mature 131.9Tilia  sp.
(Lime sp.)

1

6.5 5E13.0

T3

Tree 55 1 5.54.05.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Arboricultural work - Recent. Crown reduction - Recent.
Decay / structural defect - Minor. Epicormic growth - Base /
bole / principal stems. Structural impact - Footpath / highway
/ drive disturbance. Location - street tree, off site
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 4.5m.

Condition - Swellings/burrs in main stem.

10/02/2017 6.6 40+ B2Mature 136.8Tilia  sp.
(Lime sp.)

1

2.05.5

S4

Shrub 19

COM

4 3.02.53.03.0 Structural condition Poor. Physiological condition Poor.
Crown conflict - Structure / boundary / wire / tree. Deadwood
- Minor. Inappropriate species / location. Unable to inspect
tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 2.4 10-20 C1Early
Mature

18.1Sambucus nigra
(Elder)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups



170202 - Gondar Gardens

C
ro

w
n 

cl
ea

ra
nc

e
(m

)

Species No.Tree ID H
ei

gh
t (

m
)

S
te

m
 d

ia
m

et
er

 (
cm

)

N
o.

 o
f S

te
m

s

CROWN SPREAD (m)

N SW WS NWNE SEE L.
B

. (
m

)

Life stage Condition Notes
Survey

date

 2
R

P
A

   
(m

   
)

R
P

R
 (

m
)

Li
fe

ex
pe

ct
an

cy
 (

yr
s)

B
S

 C
at

eg
or

y

1.56.0

G5

Group 7

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Crown
conflict - Structure / boundary / wire / tree. Inappropriate
species / location. Self-sown group consisting mainly of
cherry, lime and sycamore
Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are average for
group.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to dense
undergrowth/shrubs.
Species quantity estimated

10/02/2017 40+ C1/C2Semi
Mature

Prunus cerasifera
(Cherry Plum (Myrobalan))

20

Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

10

Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

10

Sambucus nigra
(Elder)

10

Tilia  sp.
(Lime sp.)

10

0.55.0

T6

Tree 19

COM

15 3.03.03.03.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Coppice stool - Regrown. Multi-stemmed.

10/02/2017 2.3 10-20 C1Semi
Mature

17.0Prunus cerasifera
(Cherry Plum (Myrobalan))

1

1.08.0

T7

Tree 20

COM

5 4.04.03.04.0 Structural condition Poor. Physiological condition Fair.
Decay / structural defect - Base. Multi-stemmed.

10/02/2017 2.4 10-20 C1Semi
Mature

18.8Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.55.5

S8

Shrub 23

COM

7 3.53.53.53.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to
inaccessibility.
Dimensions - Estimated due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 2.9 10-20 C2Early
Mature

25.7Sambucus nigra
(Elder)

1

4.010.0

T9

Tree 19 1 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Crown dimensions estimated due to
inaccessibility.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to dense
undergrowth/shrubs.
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 4m.

10/02/2017 2.3 40+ C1/C2Semi
Mature

16.3Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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1.05.5

S10

Shrub 21

COM

7 4.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Crown
dimensions - Estimated due to inaccessibility.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to dense
undergrowth/shrubs.

10/02/2017 2.5 10-20 C1/C2Early
Mature

20.3Sambucus nigra
(Elder)

1

1.04.0

S11

Shrub 7

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are
average for group.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 20-40 C2Early
Mature

3

1.510.0

T12

Tree 22

COM

4 4.54.232.04.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Crown
conflict - Structure / boundary / wire / tree. Inappropriate
species / location. Multi-stemmed. Location - Estimated as
tree not plotted on topographical survey.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to ivy/climbing plant(s).

10/02/2017 2.6 20-40 C1Early
Mature

21.9Salix caprea
(Goat Willow/Great
Sallow)

1

1.511.0

T13

Tree 56

COM

8 6.56.56.56.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to
ivy/climbing plant(s).
Crown dimensions mensions - Estimated due to
inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 6.8 20-40 C1Early
Mature

144.8Salix caprea
(Goat Willow/Great
Sallow)

1

0.510.0

T14

Tree 40 1 6.672.05.07.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Crown
conflict - Structure / boundary / wire / tree. Inappropriate
species / location. Location - off site
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.
Location - Growing through fence.

10/02/2017 4.8 20-40 C1Early
Mature

72.4Salix caprea
(Goat Willow/Great
Sallow)

1

0.5 1W13.5

T15

Tree 56

COM

8 5.55.55.57.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Coppice stool - Coppice origin / Mature stems. Multi-
stemmed. Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to
ivy/climbing plant(s).

10/02/2017 6.8 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

144.8Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.53.0

S16

Shrub 5

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Shrub
group consisting mainly of privet and brambles
Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are average for
group.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 10-20 C1Early
Mature

Ligustrum ovalifolium
(Privet/Garden Privet)

5

1.010.5

T17

Tree 39

COM

7 5.55.55.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to
ivy/climbing plant(s).

10/02/2017 4.8 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

71.3Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

0.55.0

G18

Group 19

COM

6 3.662.54.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Crown
conflict - Structure / boundary / wire / tree. Multi-stemmed.
Unbalanced crown - Minor. Ivy extending into crown

10/02/2017 2.4 10-20 C1/C2Early
Mature

17.4Sambucus nigra
(Elder)

1

5.09.0

T19

Tree 18 1 4.04.04.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Location - on site boundary, ownership unclear
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 3.5m.

10/02/2017 2.2 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

14.7Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.59.5

T20

Tree 30 1 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown.
Location: situated on site boundary, ownership unclear
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 2m.
Location - Growing through fence.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 3.6 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

40.7Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

2.011.0

T21

Tree 23

COM

3 4.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Foreign object - Ingrown metal.  Location - Growing through
fence.
Location - situated on site boundary
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 2.8 20-40 C1Early
Mature

25.5Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.05.0

T22

Tree 35 1 5.05.05.07.78 Structural condition Poor. Physiological condition Dead.
Dead tree / trees. Fallen tree / trees - Partial collapse. Tree
crown has fallen into site.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.
Location - off site
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.

10/02/2017 4.2 0-10 ULate
Mature

55.4Salix  sp.
(Willow sp.)

1

2.010.0

G23

Group 20

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Location: off-site
Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are average for
group.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.

10/02/2017 40+ C1/C2Early
Mature

Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

4

Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

3

1.514.5

T24

Tree 50 1 6.56.56.56.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.
Location - off site
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 6.0 40+ B2Early
Mature

113.1x Cupressocyparis
leylandii
(Leyland Cypress)

1

6.013.5

T25

Tree 30 1 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Location - off site
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.

10/02/2017 3.6 40+ B2Early
Mature

40.7Pinus nigra
(Black Pine)

1

1.07.0

T26

Tree 24

COM

6 5.05.04.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed. Suppressed crown - Minor. Unbalanced crown -
Minor. Ash stem growing with hawthorn clump
Ivy extending into crown
Location - Growing on steep slope.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 2.9 20-40 C1Mature 27.1Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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1.011.0

T27

Tree 40 1 7.07.07.07.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Fork -
Weak with included bark.  Condition - Stem bifurcates at
1.5m.
Base if tree growing within adjacent hawthorn clump

10/02/2017 4.8 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

72.4Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

0.5 1N9.5

T28

Tree 20 1 4.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Leaning trunk - Major. Rubbing limbs. Ivy extending into
crown
Location - Growing on steep slope.
Location - Growing through fence.
Location - off site
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.

10/02/2017 2.4 40+ C1/C2Early
Mature

18.1Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

1.09.0

G29

Group 15

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Group
mainly located off-site
Species quantity estimated
Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are average for
group.

10/02/2017 20-40 C2Early
Mature

Salix caprea
(Goat Willow/Great
Sallow)

5

Chamaecyparis
lawsoniana
(Lawson Cypress)

1

Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

5

Ficus carica
(Common Fig)

1

0.012.0

T30

Tree 36 1 7.07.07.07.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown
Location - Growing on steep slope.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to dense
undergrowth/shrubs.

10/02/2017 4.3 40+ C1/C2Early
Mature

58.6Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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1.59.0

T31

Tree 41

COM

10 4.04.04.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed. Suppressed crown - Minor. Unbalanced crown -
Minor. Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 4.9 20-40 C1Early
Mature

76.5Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

1

4.016.0

T32

Tree 36

COM

6 5.05.07.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Form -
Poor crown structure. Multi-stemmed. Rubbing limbs. Ivy
extending into crown
Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 4.4 40+ B2Early
Mature

61.1Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.515.0

T33

Tree 33

COM

3 7.57.57.57.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Crown dimensions - Estimated due to
inaccessibility.
Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 4.1 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

52.3Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

5.014.0

T34

Tree 32

COM

5 5.05.06.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Location - Growing on steep slope.
Ivy extending into crown

10/02/2017 3.9 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

48.2Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

0.59.0

T35

Tree 17

COM

3 4.53.53.53.5 Structural condition Poor. Physiological condition Fair.
Decay / structural defect - Open cavity / cavities. Multi-
stemmed. Rubbing limbs. Location - Growing on steep
slope.

10/02/2017 2.1 10-20 C1Early
Mature

13.9Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

1

1.512.0

T36

Tree 21 1 5.55.54.05.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Unbalanced crown - Minor.  Location - Growing on steep
slope.

10/02/2017 2.5 40+ B2Early
Mature

20.0Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

4.014.0

T37

Tree 43

COM

4 6.06.06.06.0 Structural condition Poor. Physiological condition Fair. Fork -
Weak with included bark. Multi-stemmed. Rubbing limbs.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to ivy/climbing plant(s).

10/02/2017 5.3 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

87.1Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

4.016.0

T38

Tree 61

COM

6 5.55.55.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Poor. Die-
back - Throughout crown. Decline - Suspected. Deadwood -
Minor. Multi-stemmed. ivy extending into crown

10/02/2017 7.3 0-10 UEarly
Mature

169.6Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.5 1.59.5

T39

Tree 22 1 4.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Unable to inspect base of tree closely due to dense
undergrowth/shrubs.

10/02/2017 2.6 40+ B2Early
Mature

21.9Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.08.0

T40

Tree 45

COM

9 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Ivy extending into crown
Crown dimensions - Estimated due to inaccessibility.
Location - Growing on bank of stream.

10/02/2017 5.4 20-40 B2Mature 91.6Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

1

4.015.0

T41

Tree 38

COM

2 5.05.06.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to ivy/climbing plant(s).
Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 4.7 20-40 B2Early
Mature

68.2Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

3.014.0

T42

Tree 45 1 5.56.56.56.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ash
tree with significant lean growing from base of tree
Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 5.4 20-40 B2Early
Mature

91.6Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.08.0

T43

Tree 25

COM

10 4.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Location - Growing on steep slope.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely due to ivy/climbing plant(s).
Crown dimensions - Estimated due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 3.0 20-40 B2Mature 29.0Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.510.0

G44

Group 15

AVE

Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Sections of group are inaccessible due to dense growth.
Group contains several fallen trees.
Species quantity estimated
Dimensions - Height and stem diameter are average for
group.
Location - Growing on steep slope.

10/02/2017 20-40 B2Early
Mature

Salix caprea
(Goat Willow/Great
Sallow)

20

Prunus cerasifera
(Cherry Plum (Myrobalan))

20

Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

20

Crataegus monogyna
(Common
Hawthorn/Quick/May)

30

Cerasus avium
(Wild Cherry)

10

Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

30

1.510.0

T45

Tree 19

COM

2 5.55.55.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Competition - Adjacent trees. Twin-stemmed. Unable to
inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on neighbouring
property.
Dimensions - Estimated due to inaccessibility.

10/02/2017 2.3 20-40 C1Early
Mature

16.7Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.510.0

T46

Tree 17

COM

3 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Competition - Adjacent trees.  Dimensions - Estimated as
off-site tree.
Unable to inspect tree(s) closely as tree situated on
neighbouring property.

10/02/2017 2.1 40+ C1/C2Early
Mature

13.9Chamaecyparis
lawsoniana
(Lawson Cypress)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)
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AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.58.5

T47

Tree 33

COM

5 6.56.56.56.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 4.0 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

50.9Prunus cerasifera
(Cherry Plum (Myrobalan))

2.010.0

T48

Tree 35 1 5.55.55.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Crown
reduction - Recent.  Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 4.2 10-20 C1/C2Mature 55.4Prunus  sp.
(Cherry sp.)

1

1.511.0

T49

Tree 25

COM

2 5.54.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 3.0 20-40 C1/C2Early
Mature

28.3Acer pseudoplatanus
(Sycamore)

1

1.05.5

S50

Shrub 22

COM

10 4.04.04.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Multi-
stemmed.  Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 2.7 10-20 C1/C2Mature 22.2Corylus avellana
(Common Hazel)

1

1.513.0

T51

Tree 20 1 6.04.04.04.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 2.4 20-40 B1Early
Mature

18.1Betula pendula
(Silver Birch)

1

1.58.0

T52

Tree 18

COM

2 4.54.56.04.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 2.2 10-20 C1/C2Mature 14.7Prunus  sp.
(Cherry sp.)

1

Page 10 of 15

Generated By

green

Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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1.59.0

T53

Tree 35 1 5.55.55.55.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.
Condition - Stem bifurcates at 1.5m.

10/02/2017 4.2 10-20 C1/C2Mature 55.4Pyrus  sp.
(Pear sp.)

1

1.08.0

T54

Tree 40 1 4.54.53.04.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 4.8 10-20 C1/C2Mature 72.4Malus  sp.
(Apple sp.)

1

0.58.0

T55

Tree 40 1 3.05.54.54.5 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Ivy
extending into crown
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 4.8 10-20 C1/C2Mature 72.4Malus  sp.
(Apple sp.)

1

2.510.0

T56

Tree 20 1 5.05.05.05.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.
Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 2.4 20-40 B2Early
Mature

18.1Betula pendula
(Silver Birch)

1

4.018.0

T57

Tree 60 1 10.010.010.010.0 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair. Storm
damage.  Dimensions - Estimated as off-site tree.
Location - Estimated as tree not plotted on topographical
survey.

10/02/2017 7.2 40+ B1/B2Mature 162.9Quercus  sp.
(Oak sp.)

1

0.05.0

T58

Tree 8

COM

4 1.71.71.72.4 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  scrub
growth

18/07/2018 1.0 10-20 C2Semi
Mature

2.9Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

0.04.0

T59

Tree 11

COM

2 2.11.92.31.7 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Scrub
growth.

18/07/2018 1.4 10-20 C2Semi
Mature

5.8Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1
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Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups
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0.04.5

T60

Tree 17

COM

12 2.32.92.22.8 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Stems
emerging from beneath metal plate

18/07/2018 2.1 10-20 C2Semi
Mature

13.6Fraxinus excelsior
(Ash)

1

1.53.0

T61

Tree 7 1 1.71.71.71.7 Structural condition Fair. Physiological condition Fair.  Small
tree low value

18/07/2018 0.8 10-20 C2Semi
Mature

2.2Prunus  sp.
(Cherry sp.)

1

Page 12 of 15

Generated By

green

Combined stem diameter in accordance with BS5837

Stem

Stem

Height of lowest branch attachment (m) - where relevant

COM

Estimated value The survey information in this schedule has been gathered following a BS5837 survey for planning

purposes. Where hazardous trees have been noted recommendations for works may have been

made but this survey cannot be relied upon as a full health and safety assessment of the trees.
L.B.

Printed on 24/07/18 (BS5837 Tree Schedule (with recs) - tables)

Stem

AVE Average stem diameter for tree groups



Summary table with retention category

Group Shrub Tree Total

B1 0 0 1 1

B1/B2 0 0 1 1

B2 1 0 12 13

C1 0 2 11 13

C1/C2 3 2 19 24

C2 1 2 4 7

U 0 0 2 2

Total 5 6 50 61



Summary table with life stage

Group Shrub Tree Total

Early Mature 4 5 30 39

Late Mature 0 0 1 1

Mature 0 1 12 13

Semi Mature 1 0 7 8

Total 5 6 50 61



Trees that might be included in category A,
but are downgraded because of impaired
condition (e.g. presence of significant
though remediable defects, including
unsympathetic past management and
storm damage), such that they are unlikely
to be suitable for retention for beyond 40
years; or trees lacking the special quality
necessary to merit the category A
designation.

2 Mainly landscape qualities

Trees to be considered for retention

Trees with material
conservation or other
cultural value.

Trees, groups or woodlands of particular
visual importance as arboricutural and/or
landscape features.

with an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 10 years, or young
trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm

Trees present in numbers, usually growing
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.

BLUE

Trees unsuitable for retention (see note)

RED

with an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 20 years

Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to collapse,
including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g. where, for whatever reason, the
loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)
Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline
Trees infected with pathogens of significance to health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very low quality trees
suppressing adjacent trees of better quality

Trees of low quality

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

Category B

3 Mainly cultural values,
including conservation

GREY

with an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 40 years

Category C

Trees of high quality

Unremarkable trees of very limited merit or
such impaired condition that they do not
qualify in higher categories.

*

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

Table 1 of BS5837 (2012)

*
*

GREENCategory A

NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to preserve; see 4.5.7

1 Mainly arboricultural qualities

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

Trees with no material
conservation or other
cultural value.

Identification on plan

Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Trees of moderate quality

Category U

Category and definition                                          Criteria (including subcategories where appropriate)

Trees, groups or
woodlands of significant
conservation, historical,
commemorative or other
value (e.g. veteran trees or
wood-pasture).



Former Reservoir Gondar Gardens NW6 1QG
170202-PD-12a - Planning Tree Works Schedule

ID No. / Species
BS5837
Category Recommended works

Purpose of works
Status

S4 Sambucus nigra
Elder

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

G5 Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

10

Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

10

Prunus cerasifera
Cherry Plum (Myrobalan)

20

Sambucus nigra
Elder

10

Tilia  sp.
Lime sp.

10

C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T6 Prunus cerasifera
Cherry Plum (Myrobalan)

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T7 Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

S8 Sambucus nigra
Elder

1 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T9 Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

1 C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

S10 Sambucus nigra
Elder

1 C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

S11 Elaeocarpus  sp.3 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T12 Salix caprea
Goat Willow/Great Sallow

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T13 Salix caprea
Goat Willow/Great Sallow

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T14 Salix caprea
Goat Willow/Great Sallow

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Lift low canopy - Specified extent. crown lift to 3 metres
above ground level on site side.

T15 Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

1 C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Lift low canopy - Specified extent. to 2.5m above ground
level

S16 Ligustrum ovalifolium
Privet/Garden Privet

5 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level. and grind stump

T17 Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

1 C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Lift low canopy - Specified extent. to 2.5m above ground
level

T45 Acer pseudoplatanus
Sycamore

1 C1
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Lift low canopy - Specified extent. - to 2.5m above
ground level

Printed on 26/07/18 (Purpose of works - table)
Generated By



ID No. / Species
BS5837
Category Recommended works

Purpose of works
Status

T46 Chamaecyparis lawsoniana
Lawson Cypress

1 C1/C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Lift low canopy - Specified extent. - to 2.5m above
ground level

T58 Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

1 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level.

T59 Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

1 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level.

T60 Fraxinus excelsior
Ash

1 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level.

T61 Prunus  sp.
Cherry sp.

1 C2
Proposed

 To facilitate development
Fell - Ground level.

Tree work analysis (trees and trees in groups)

To facilitate
development Total

Fell - Ground
level 15 15

Lift low canopy
- Specified
extent

5 5

Total 20 20

Printed on 26/07/18 (Purpose of works - table)
Generated By
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The Barn,  Fel t imoresPark,  Chalk Lane,Harlow, Essex CM17 0PF
0845 094 3268   |    info@tma-consul tants.co.uk   |    www.t immoyaassociates.co.uk

Tim Moya Associates is a trading name of Tim Moya Tree Services Ltd. Company Reg No. 3028475


	1 SUMMARY REPORT
	1.1 This arboricultural report has been commissioned by Lifecare Residences Ltd. to provide information to assist all parties involved in the planning process to make balanced judgements with regard to arboricultural features in relation to the propos...
	1.2 The proposal is for the redevelopment of reservoir street frontage to provide 28 residential units in 2 blocks from lower ground to 3rd floors, following substantial demolition of roof and internal structure of reservoir and subsequent re-landscap...
	1.3 This report includes:
	 an assessment of the trees, their quality and value and constraints to development posed by these;
	 the site context;
	 observations on the trees;
	 planning policies relevant to the consideration of the trees on the site;
	 the impact of the proposed development upon nearby trees;
	 methods of reducing impacts on trees; and
	 measures to be taken to protect trees during the proposed works.
	1.4 My conclusions are that the proposed development is acceptable in both arboricultural terms and in relation to planning policy as it relates to trees.
	1.5 The removal of low quality trees and shrubs will have an insignificant impact on the local area.
	1.6 Tree protection measures have been specified in accordance with best practice and are sufficient to safeguard retained trees during the proposed works.

	2  INTRODUCTION
	Instructions
	2.1 My name is Charles McCorkell; I am an arboricultural consultant dealing with trees in relation to all forms of human activity including the built environment. I am an Associate Member of the Institute of Chartered Foresters, a Professional Member ...
	2.2 This arboricultural report has been commissioned to provide information to assist all parties involved in the planning process to make balanced judgements with regard to arboricultural features in relation to the proposed development.
	Scope and limitations
	2.3 The survey is not an assessment of health and safety of trees and no recommendations for works have been provided, however trees identified as imminently dangerous will have been highlighted in the tree schedule at Appendix B, where appropriate.
	2.4 The contents of this report are copyright of Tim Moya Associates (TMA) and may not be distributed or copied without TMA’s explicit permission. Tim Moya Associates Standard Limitations of Service apply to this report and all associated work relatin...

	Background and documents provided
	2.5 My report has been prepared with reference to the following supplied information:
	 topographical survey; and
	 architects proposed floor plans and elevations.

	Methodology and guidance
	2.6 I have referred to British Standard 5837: Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction (2012) which provides a methodology for the assessment of trees and other significant vegetation on development sites.
	2.7 BS 5837 (2012) is intended to assist decision making with regard to existing and proposed trees and sets out the principles and procedures to be applied to achieve a harmonious relationship between existing and new trees and structures that can be...
	2.8 The Building Research Establishment (BRE) has also produced several documents between 1998 and 2011 in relation to trees and site layout planning, sunlight, daylight, shading and urban cooling.  These documents consider trees and their relationshi...


	3 observations and CONTEXT
	Description of the site and local area
	3.1 The proposed site is a former Thames Water PLC. reservoir located adjacent to Gondar Gardens in West Hampstead. The immediate surrounding area consists of terraced residential dwellings with large rear gardens. The site is bounded by the rear gard...
	3.2 The wider local area is typical of an urban setting and predominantly consists of residential properties with local amenities. Hampstead cemetery and the University College Schools Sports Ground significantly contribute to the green space within t...
	Photo 1 (Google Maps 2017): Aerial view of the site location and surrounding local area. The approximate site boundary is highlighted by the dashed red line and the existing site access is highlighted by an orange directional arrow.

	Site visit
	3.3 The site was first visited by Gavin Rees on the 10 February 2017, to survey on and off-site trees and vegetation which may be of significance to the proposed development. The site was revisited by Edward Cleverdon on the 18 July 2018 to carry out ...
	3.4 The survey methodology has followed the recommendations of British Standard BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction.

	Trees within the site and surrounding area
	3.5 The main tree cover is located around the perimeter of the site and is made up of both onsite and offsite trees. The group of trees located along the western boundary, adjacent to the main site entrance off Gondar Gardens, contains a mixture of sp...
	3.6 The largest collection of trees is located along the eastern boundary of the site. The ground level in this area slopes down towards the adjacent rear gardens. There is approximately a 5m level change from the top of the bank to the boundary line ...
	3.7 The vegetation along the northern and southern boundaries of the site are mainly made up of offsite trees which are located within the rear gardens of the adjacent properties. The canopies of these trees overhang into the site due to their close p...

	Soil conditions
	3.8 The British Geological Survey on-line information suggests that the soils on the site are of London Clay Formation – Clay, Silt and Sand. No superficial deposits have been recorded.
	3.9 Typically, trees have relatively shallow but widespread rooting systems and it is uncommon for roots to penetrate to depths greater than 2-3 metres, with around 80-90% found within the top 60 or 100cm of the soil profile (depending upon species an...
	3.10 Mixed loamy soils are suitable for the growth of a wide range of tree and shrub species. However, the clay content is likely to cause the soils to change in volume with changes in moisture content and water absorption by tree roots at depth can r...
	3.11 For further specific details of local soil conditions reference should be made to the BGS website http://www.bgs.ac.uk/discoveringGeology/geologyOfBritain/viewer.html

	Policy context
	3.12 Planning policy at national level is set out in the government’s National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) which was updated in July 2018.
	3.13 The purpose of the planning system is to contribute to the achievement of sustainable development. The objective of sustainable development can be summarised as meeting the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generatio...
	3.14 Paragraph 170 of the NPPF states that planning policies and decisions should contribute to and enhance the natural and local environment by:
	a) protecting and enhancing valued landscapes, sites of biodiversity or geological value and soils (in a manner commensurate with their statutory status or identified quality in the development plan);
	b) recognising the intrinsic character and beauty of the countryside, and the wider benefits from natural capital and ecosystem services – including the economic and other benefits of the best and most versatile agricultural land, and of trees and woo...
	3.15 Paragraph 175 of the NPPF states that to protect and enhance biodiversity and geodiversity, plans should apply the following principles:
	c) development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists.

	Spatial Planning Policy
	3.16 Spatial planning policy consists of the London Plan adopted 2011 (with minor amendments up to 2016) and associated policy documents including the Climate Change Adaptation Strategy (Managing Risks and Increasing Resilience – October 2011).
	3.17 The London Plan (amendment 2015) defines “green infrastructure” as “an overarching term for a number of discreet elements (parks, street trees, green roofs etc.) that go to make up a functional network of green spaces and green features.”
	3.18 In relation to climate change adaptation the London Plan calls for the use of trees and other shading to “increase green areas in the envelope of the building, including its roof and environs”
	3.19 The London Plan sets a target of a 5% increase in trees in parks, gardens and green spaces by 2025.
	3.20 Policy 7.21 of the London Plan 2011 calls for trees and woodlands to be protected, maintained and enhanced. The policy requires that existing trees of value should be retained and that any loss as a result of development should be replaced in sus...

	Local Planning Policy
	3.21 The London Borough of Camden’s policies are contained within the Local Plan which was adopted on 3 July 2017.  Relevant policies to the consideration of trees and development include:
	3.22 Policy A3 Biodiversity - Trees and Vegetation
	The Council will protect, and seek to secure additional, trees and vegetation. We will:
	j. resist the loss of trees and vegetation of significant amenity, historic, cultural or ecological value including proposals which may threaten the continued wellbeing of such trees and vegetation;
	k. require trees and vegetation which are to be retained to be satisfactorily protected during the demolition and construction phase of development in line with BS5837:2012 ‘Trees in relation to Design, Demolition and Construction’ and positively inte...
	l. expect replacement trees or vegetation to be provided where the loss of significant trees or vegetation or harm to the wellbeing of these trees and vegetation has been justified in the context of the proposed development;
	m. expect developments to incorporate additional trees and vegetation wherever possible.
	3.23 Policy A5 Basements
	The siting, location, scale and design of basements must have minimal impact on, and be subordinate to, the host building and property. Basement development should:
	m. avoid the loss of garden space or trees of townscape or amenity value.
	The Council will require applicants to demonstrate that proposals for basements:
	u. do not prejudice the ability of the garden to support trees where they are part of the character of the area.
	3.24 Policy D1 Design
	The Council will seek to secure high quality design in development. The Council will require that development:
	k. incorporates high quality landscape design (including public art, where appropriate) and maximises opportunities for greening for example through planting of trees and other soft landscaping.

	Legal Status
	3.25 According to the London Borough of Camden’s interactive mapping system, checked on the 24 July 2018, the site is not located within a conservation area.
	3.26 TMA have not directly contacted the council to establish whether there are any Tree Preservation Orders (TPO) within the application boundary; however, it is understood that the trees along the eastern boundary are protected under Camden TPO C378...
	3.27 Due to the protection status of certain trees onsite, it is recommended that the Local Planning Authority is contacted prior to any tree works being carried out and the necessary approvals received.
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	Tree Data
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	4.3 Of the 61 separate survey entries, the majority (39) have been assessed as being early-mature. The remaining entries have been categorised as being semi-mature, mature and late-mature, see Figure 1 below for complete analysis.
	Figure 1 Analysis of life stage.
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	4.4 The trees surveyed were assessed as being of varying quality with the majority being of low quality and value – see Figure 2 below. Further details of the trees surveyed can be found in the schedule at Appendix B and the tree survey plan at Append...
	Figure 2 BS5837 retention categories for trees and trees in groups
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	4.5 The tree population recorded an approximate 272 trees within the 61 entries surveyed. This includes individual trees and groups of trees. The results show that sycamore is the dominate species and accounts for 21%. This is followed by ash (17.5%),...
	Figure 3 Species distribution for the 61 survey entries recorded.
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	6 Discussion and conclusions
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	6.1 The proposed development does not require the removal of any notable, good quality or protected trees. It will be necessary; however, to remove low quality trees and vegetation located adjacent to Gondar Gardens. Although these trees have a degree...
	6.2 The proposal has considered the constraints posed by trees and the building and basement footprints are located an acceptable distance from the canopies and rooting areas of onsite and offsite trees. Although tree loss is required, sufficient spac...
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	The London Plan emphasises the importance of trees, green infrastructure and climate change resilience. By retaining existing trees of good quality, the proposals have responded to the London Plan.
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