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INTRODUCTION

Instruction: | am instructed by Mr and Mrs Elliott to report on trees that could be
affected by a development proposal for land to the rear of 21 Bound Lane, Hayling
Island and prepare an Arboricultural Implications Assessment (AlA) and Arboricultural

Method Statement (AMS) to support a planning application on the site.

Document disclosure: | have been provided with a topographical survey, drawing
number DTS240212-8M4. This shows the positions of the significant trees on or near
the site, together with the existing buildings and other important features. | was also
supplied with a copy of the proposed layout, drawing number '1202revB Site layout

Plan' showing a new site configuration.

Scope of report: All my observations are of a preliminary nature and the tree survey
was carried out from ground level without any investigations using invasive or
diagnostic equipment. | was not able to fully view all the trees detailed in this report
from all directions, as some were located on an adjacent private property. | have
therefore confined observations of them to what was visible from within the site. |
have not checked the accuracy of the positions of the trees shown on the provided

plans and | have estimated all dimensions unless otherwise indicated.

The Tree Protection Plan: This is included in Appendix 1 and is a composite drawing
derived from the information provided. It shows the existing landscape features (from
the land survey) in grey and the proposed layout shown superimposed over the top in
blue. This allows the relationship between the two to be clearly seen. The Tree
Protection Plan has also been annotated to show tree protection measures for the trees
that could realistically be affected by the proposed development. It shows any
activities in Root Protection Areas (RPAs) and if trees are to be removed, they are

shown with a red dashed crown outline.

Qualifications and experience: This report is based on my site observations, and | have
come to my conclusions in the context of my experience as a former local government

tree officer and a private practice arboricultural consultant. | have qualifications in both
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arboriculture and forestry, and details of these, together with a career summary are

provided in Appendix 6.

Ecological issues and statutory tree protection: Providing guidance on ecological
issues is not within my sphere of expertise. However, trees and other vegetation can
often provide nesting, roosting and feeding opportunities for protected species.
Therefore, before any tree work proceeds on site, | advise that appropriate advice is
sought to see whether the trees to be removed are being utilised by any protected
species. In terms of statutory tree protection, a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) is in
force on the site (TPO REF: 1071) covering two trees (T2 and T3). | have made some
comments on the condition of tree T2 and these are include in section 3.4 of

this report.
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SITE VISIT, DESCRIPTIONS, OBSERVATIONS AND SURVEY METHODOLOGY

Site visit: | visited the site on 21 March 2012 to gather my tree data. The weather at

the time of my survey was clear, still and sunny, with good visibility.

Description of site and surrounds: The site is located in Bound Lane, which is situated
on Hayling Island (Figure 1). Number 21 is on the eastern side of the road and consists
of a single dwelling, with a large garden to the rear. Further eastwards there is an

additional plot of land, previously
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scattered around the site. i e
Figure 1: Approximate geographical location of

site in yellow

Soil assessment: BS 5837 (2012)
advocates that a soil assessment should be carried out to inform decision relating to
RPAs, tree protection, new planting and foundation design. | have consulted the British
Geological Survey (BGS) website and their Geology of Britain viewer and this advises
that the bedrock geology for the site is Portsmouth Sand Member And Whitecliff Sand
Member (Undifferentiated) - Sand. | did not undertake any excavations on site to

confirm this and a full geotechnical site investigation needs to be undertaken to provide

a more in-depth level of information regarding soil type for the site.

Description of proposed development: This development proposal is to construct a

single new dwelling on the plot.
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Tree survey methodology: My inspection of the trees was visual, and did not involve
any climbing or exploratory investigation. During my visit, | identified obvious groups
where this was appropriate and | assigned an identification number to each tree or
group, as shown on the plan in Appendix 1. | then collected the tree data included in
Appendix 2 and placed the vegetation in one of four categories (U, A, B or C), as set out
in British Standard (BS) 5837: 2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and
construction — Recommendations. | have included the BS categorisations in Appendix 5
for easy reference. Where of relevance, | also estimated the crown spreads for each
tree at the appropriate cardinal compass points and this information is also shown in

the tree schedule in Appendix 2.

Although this document is not meant to be a full and detailed report on tree health and
safety, any significant visible structural defects or physiological conditions identified,
together with preliminary tree works, are also noted in the appropriate columns in the
tree schedule in Appendix 2. However, a full post development tree inspection is
recommended to establish that the trees retained during construction pose acceptable

levels of risk once the development has been completed.

Data interpretation: The Root Protection Area (RPA) calculations are included in
Appendix 2. As set out in paragraphs 4.6.2 and 4.6.3 of the BS, the RPAs may have been
adjusted as a matter of arboricultural judgement, to indicate the estimated likely
position of tree roots. These modified (or unmodified) RPAs dictate the location of the
tree protection barriers, which encompass the Construction Exclusion Zones (CEZs) and
other protective measures as shown on the plan included in Appendix 1. Where there
is a need for incursions into RPAs, an assessment of the implications of these activities
is set out in Section 3 (Arboricultural Implications Assessment) of this report. Where
appropriate, details of suitable work methodologies to mitigate any impact are set out

in Section 5 (Arboricultural Method Statement).

Revisions to the provided land survey: | have been advised that a poor quality tree has
been removed since | visited the site. | have therefore adjusted the plan included in

Appendix 1 to better reflect the current tree situation on the ground.
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ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS ASSESSMENT

Overview of the implications of the development proposal on trees: BS 5837 (2012) -
Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction — Recommendations sets out in
some detail how trees on development sites should be managed. It is generally
considered that Category A (high quality) and Category B (moderate quality) trees are
considered potential constraints on any development proposal, whereas those
belonging to Category C (low quality) are considered to be generally less important.
Category U trees are in such poor condition that they are considered unsuitable for
retention as they cannot realistically be retained as living trees in the context of the
current land use for longer than 10 years. Therefore, these trees can be effectively

discounted in the context of the planning process.

On this site a total of SIX individual trees and groups were recorded and were assigned

to the BS 5837 (2012) categories, as set out in Table 1 below:

Category A and B trees A total of ONE tree (T3) was rated Category B

A total of FOUR trees and groups (G1, G4, T5 and T6) were rated
Category C trees

Category C
Category U trees A total of ONE trees (T2) was rated Category U

Table 1: Tree numbers and BS categories

No Category A trees were recorded during my survey, and | have therefore focussed on
the implications of the development proposal mainly on the only Category B tree on the

site and to a lesser extent on the Category C trees present.

Of the total of SIX trees and groups surveyed, only ONE group will need to be removed
to facilitate the development proposal. Additionally, ONE tree will have activities
arising from the development occurring in its RPA. | have summarised the implications
in Table 2 below and have set out my views on these aspects out in more detail in the

following paragraphs.
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Trees to be removed for development Activities in RPAs arising from the
development proposal
Category Category Category Category

AandB C AandB Cc
T3 (ground

& Gl -
protection)

Table 2: Trees lost and activities in RPAs arising from the development proposal

Direct implications of the development proposal - Tree retention and tree loss

BS Category A and B trees to be retained (trees of high and moderate quality): The
only B Category tree surveyed will be retained and protected in accordance with the
guidance set out in BS 5837 (2012). Consequently, no high or moderate category trees

will need to be removed to facilitate this development proposal.

BS Category C trees to be removed (or those of low quality): As discussed, trees
belonging to Category C trees are not normally retained where they would impose a
significant constraint on the development or redevelopment of a site. In this instance,
ONE group of C Category trees (G1l) will need to be removed to facilitate the
development proposal. These are very small fruit trees and consequently not readily
visible from outside the site. My view is that their loss will have no discernible impact

on amenity or local landscape character.

Additional implications arising from the development proposal

BS Category A and B trees and activities in RPAs: The protective barriers around tree
T3 will need to be set back to allow sufficient room for the positioning of scaffolding
and to provide suitable space for the movement of materials and personnel around the
new building during its construction. The protective barrier positions around the tree(s)
are shown on the plan in Appendix 1. The area of the RPAs that is outside of the
barriers will be covered in ground protection and this will be installed after the erection

of the barriers, but before any clearance or construction work starts on site. The
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provision of ground protection to allow pedestrian access in RPAs is supported in
paragraph 6.2.3 of BS 5837 (2012) and | do not perceive this to be a particular problem
provided it is implemented correctly and remains in situ during the construction of the
new dwelling. Further details on tree protection are included in section 5 and

Appendices 3 and 4 of this report.

BS Category U trees normally removed for management reasons: Category U trees are
in such poor condition that they are unsuitable for retention as they cannot realistically
be retained as living trees in the context of the current land use for longer than 10
years. Therefore, these trees can be effectively discounted in the context of the
planning process. On this site, | have assessed ONE tree (T2) as falling into Category U
because it is showing significant canopy symptoms indicating declining vitality

(Photographs 1 and 2).

s EES

Photograph 1: Showing tree T2 with poor quality canopy adjacent to tree T3

My view is that this tree is coming toward the end of its safe and useful life expectancy
and consequently it is scheduled for removal purely for management reasons. As it is

unsuitable for retention in the context of the current site use, | therefore do not believe
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that its loss should be a consideration in the context of the current planning application

for the site.

Photograph 2: Also showing poor canopy condition of tree T2

3.5 Protection of trees during construction and mitigation for trees to be lost

3.5.1 Tree protection during development: A preliminary Arboricultural Method Statement
is included in Section 5 and details the various issues associated with successful tree
protection in a development context on this site. |f deemed appropriate by the council,
this can be specifically referred to in a suitably worded planning condition attached to

any subsequent consent.

3.5.2 New tree planting: As discussed, a small number of trees will be lost from the site to
facilitate the development proposal. However, as discussed these trees are from the
lower BS 5837 (2012) categories and given their quality | believe that their loss could be
mitigated by the provision of new tree planting elsewhere on the site. Preliminary tree

planting proposals are set out on the plan in Appendix 1 and include a new Scots pine
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tree to replace the poor quality Monterey cypress (T2), together with additional silver
birch planted along the northern boundary . These will be more sustainable than the
existing trees to be removed and will make a significant contribution to the overall tree

cover in the surrounding area in the longer term.
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SUMMARY OF THE IMPLICATIONS OF THE DEVELOPMENT ON TREES

Summary: Of the total of SIX trees and groups surveyed, only ONE group will need to
be removed to facilitate the development proposal. Additionally, ONE tree will have
activities arising from the development occurring in its RPA. Full details relating to this
and tree protection are included in this report. My view is that provided the tree
protection indicated in this report is implemented correctly, then the proposed
development is arboriculturally acceptable and there will be minimal risk of any adverse

impact on the nearby trees to be retained.
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5 PRELIMINARY ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT

51 Tree protection issues

5.1.1 Tree Protection Plan (TPP): The plan in Appendix 1 is illustrative, and based on the
layout drawings and topographical survey provided. Therefore, all scaled
measurements should be checked against the original design documents. The attached
plan and all other information in this report should only be used for dealing with the
tree protection issues and all other uses are prohibited, unless authorised by Ecourban
Ltd. Normally, all the existing trees will have been numbered, with higher categories (A
and B) highlighted in green and blue rectangles and low categories (C and U) highlighted
in grey and red respectively. However, on this site no Category A trees were recorded.
The plan also shows the locations of the proposed protective measures and any trees to
be removed are indicated with a red dashed crown outline. The TPP is an important
document, and a copy of it should be kept on site for reference whilst the development

is under construction.

5412 Protective barriers: Information on barrier design based on BS 5837 (2012) guidance is
included in Appendix 3 and the approximate location of the barriers is illustrated on the
plan in Appendix 1. The protective barriers will be erected before any materials or
machinery are brought onto the site, and before any clearance or construction activities
occur. Once the protective barriers have been positioned, these will stay in situ for the
duration of the construction, unless previously agreed with the arboricultural
consultant or council’s tree officer. There will be no access into the protected area and
the storage of excavated debris and building materials will be prohibited in RPAs, unless
authorised by the arboricultural consultant, after discussion with the council’s tree
officer. No fires or fuel storage will be allowed within or near to protected areas under

any circumstances.

5:1.3 Ground protection: The position of ground protection is shown on the plan included in
Appendix 1, with guidance for ground protection design from BS 5837 (2012) included
in Appendix 4. The ground protection will be installed before any materials or

machinery are brought onto the site, and before any clearance or construction activities
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occur. In this instance, it is proposed that the ground protection will consist of scaffold

boards on top of a compression-resistant layer (e.g. 100 mm depth of woodchip).

Additional tree-related issues

Site supervision: Site personnel will be properly briefed regarding the tree protection
issues before any work starts, and the tree protection will be inspected periodically to
ensure the retained trees are protected in accordance with this document and any

conditions imposed by the council.

Installation of new services or upgrading of existing services: Drainage is shown on
the plan included in Appendix 1. However, final details relating to other services are
traditionally left until after planning consent has been granted by the council. Where
practicable, all new services will be outside RPAs, but where existing services within
RPAs require upgrading or new provision is required, great care will be taken to
minimise any disturbance. Trenchless installation will be the preferred option, but if
this is not feasible, any excavation will be carried out by hand in accordance with the
guidelines set out in NJUG Volume 4 - Guidelines for the Planning, Installation and

Maintenance of Utility Apparatus in Proximity to Trees.

Storage of materials, cement mixing and washing points: All construction storage
areas, cement mixing and washing points for equipment and vehicles will be outside

RPAs, unless otherwise agreed with the council.

Contractors car parking, site offices and welfare facilities: Whilst it is possible to have
site offices and welfare facilities within RPAs, care is needed in their positioning and
also in the connection of water, electricity and drainage to service them. Therefore,
these will generally be sited outside the RPAs, unless agreed previously with the

council. Contractor’s car parking facilities will also be located away from retained trees.

Tree works: Any tree pruning or tree removal operations are set out in the tree
schedule included in Appendix 2. Additionally, those trees scheduled for removal are

also shown on the Tree Protection Plan included in Appendix 1.
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Planning, communication and preliminary timing of events: It is not unusual for the
details of timing of operations that could impact on important trees to only be finalised
once planning consent has been given. Site managers, clearance and construction
teams, and other important personnel are normally only appointed at this stage and it
is these people who will be crucial in delivering the tree protection detailed in this
report. My experience is that the pre commencement site meeting is critical in terms of
avoiding damage to trees and this particular aspect, along with tree protection issues
should be specifically referenced in a suitably worded planning condition imposed by
the council. In the intervening time | propose the following preliminary cascading
timetable of events to help minimise any risk of impact on important trees. However,
the following schedule may be modified at the pre-commencement meeting, subject to

discussion with all parties and agreement with the council:

1. Pre-commencement site meeting
2. Extent of arboricultural supervision agreed

Tree works undertaken

5w

Protective barriers erected before any clearance or construction activities occur on

site and notification to the council that this is in place

5.  Ground protection installed before any clearance or construction activities occur
on site and notification to the council that this is in place

6. Installation of services

7. Removal of tree protection only at the end of the project when there is no longer

any risk to trees

Barrie Draper ssc(Hons) Arb TechCert{arborA) CertArb(RFS)
Arboricultural Consultant

Date: 24 June 2012
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APPENDIX 1: TREE PROTECTION PLAN

1 A2 plan

ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS APPRAISAL FOR LAND TO THE REAR OF 21 BOUND LANE, HAYLING ISLAND
REPORT REF: 12305a-AlA

16 -




ompagoid punoit

nuzau_u!;z:._:-n:auun . ?a:nnogsuzn.r o:i&a.at:ﬂaliﬂ-:« E

_cmﬁaa:&ws..o_zun:ﬂu__ﬂonuocu_:oﬁ_ucu__m.ou__um_u)! S__E.e.n_u_i.._:!n aiéas:a %ue» ai%sm.uoas_ol]._.

aieudosdde moys 1ou Aew saidodojoyd awosysouow juanbasgns T __\. “ BUDZ UDSMXP LOAINASUOD LM @ wou;"_.;:.al-uun ._uu:uu.cou!nu.wm _._. mus».m_ceuo%omw r_.
Aue aioja13y1 Jnojod w paanpasd AjeuBuo sem Bumelp sy -~ Ssseq aanoawud aai|

- — -
Pear]
378 NI NMOHS INFW40T13IA30 a350d408d B ’ . . =
*A549 NI GINMLNO AIAHNS GNYT NY1d 311S0dW0S 29 @ 0021 IT¥OS aNYTISI ONMAYH “3NYT ONNOE 12 40 HY3Y 3HL O ONY1 HO4 NOILO3LONd - 3341 - 2003 09O

saal

i (KuayD pue aiddy)
\‘- b s

: T i
aa) auld P ~(a
51005 Wawaoeiday Q\'—f

saan
Ualig JaANS meN

YUoN
aApepU}

“"



ANVISI ONITAVH “INV1 ONNOS TZ 40 ¥V3Y¥ JHL OL ONV1 ¥04 TVSIVHdAY SNOILYDITdWI TVHNLINDIHOAYY

VIV-BSOEZT

LT -

434 140Od3y

8 St 1 "2a4) AYsyo jjews | VN z S T z z - * s » : . »BE v usoyimey 9L
9E 134 15 3341 3)syojlews | W X * 8 i - € - : - - - - #0F S Auayd SL
‘pasiel
¥e - o umoud Ajanissanxy - 7 X ’ = N X 82> €1 2JowedAs o
sajep yym | YW . L T pue ysy
BLUOS ‘S33J) UMOS J|25
“aa1] Aiodaie
2 g |euidsepy “Adoued = 5 = 3 L : ssaudAd
vit | goy | 18 n poompesp sasaump | W ¥ 9 | 9| 9|9 S6 L Kaaciice 1L
||lews pasaijeds
L6
£y L ] T3 "s331] ||ews \u,__..,_ z £ e £ ” ? . = - - «0F 9> unyy 9
st - (o)
e e e o G 3 "eIp wais uy S ¥ i€
) o™ ueapyy pauiquod .-:._“o“
(w) (;w) suope NS S -
e = sse|a punosd saan e (w) ‘ON
o130 Bl s i ady | anoge S P _Wo_“.cz. s elp Wiy — 231
vdy vdy wawadeuey W3eH (w) peasds youesg pawwals nw W S - T YUm 5333 pawiwais piny wajs
?j8uis
(31dIINW) SHILIWVIO WALS
'spunoudyoeq pas aney saaJ1 Ao8are) n pue spunosdyoeq Aaug aney
s9311 A108a1e) ) ‘spunoidydeq aniq 18| aney saany Aio8aje) g ‘spunosdyoeq uaaud aney saan Alo8aie) v :sauodaled (ZT0Z) LEBS S8 Siuasaidal 1nojod || punoidyoeg
AHOLNIANI ANV 3TNAIHDS 3341 T XIANIddV
peury

009




- 81 -

VIV-BSOEZT 434 L¥Od3H
ANVYISI ONITAVH “INVY1 ANNOSA TZ 40 ¥V3IY FHL OL ANV HO4 TVSIVHAdY SNOILVIITdWI IVENLINDIHOBYY

‘punosb 3y} woif uaas aq UDI JOYM WO passasso S| UOJIPUOI
2.3 quasaud s| An AADaY Ji ‘pup AaAuns 331} 12A0X)jOM D BulNp JN0 Pa14IDI JOU 340 suopIadsul Buiqui) *ss3220 fo Jujod 153J03U 3y} LWOLS PassassD 30 S33NGLIID S} 934}

S3lON
D Jo 350q 2y} 0} $53320 PajI1ISal S1 43y} 3I3YM “PAIUIP! 31aM SINSS| 3|GDAIISGO OU $3IDJNPUI SIY) ‘PaPI0Ial 24D SILIUS OU 3I3YM 3|qISIA 3Jam 3say] asaym parfipuap
u23q anoy suojpuo3l |pajbojoisAyd Jo s3aafap [pinjanays Jupdifjubis Aup ‘Aafos pup yypay 3213 uo uodal pajiiap puo (inf D 3q 0] papuajuj Jou S| Juawnaop siy} ybnoylly|
“(24mpw JaA0 Jo 2umpw ‘Bulniow ‘6unoA) sapobapa YN0 Jo auo ur a6 22.13 fo 230wWIsa IRSHAWS ssejd ady

Adouna 10 youpiq Juodtfiubis 1s4f 0} Sa.3aW Ul AIUDISIG

|2A3] punoJd anoqe ySiay Sunsix3

AJUo SU0II3.4/p OM] JO 3UO U] 3G ADW JUBWINSDAW ‘5331)

Aq paraffo s1 ays ayl Jo pod Ajuo asaym ‘sjulod ssodwod [pulpapd 3yl Jo Y03 10 ppa.ds UMOLD 3y] JO AJDWIIS3 LD ‘MOJJD SUOKIPUOI punotb aiaym pup 33pudoiddo aiaym

peaads youeag

"Paj0OWIISa/painsoa uaaq aAny |jim dnoib ayl uiym 12)awoip wajs 35abio) 3yl yum 3a.3 3y} ‘dnosb
D U] Juasaid 24D $3243 2JAYM *SUOJIINIISGO Jay10 40 AA] fo a3uasaid ‘sapnayffip $5a220 Jo asNDIAq $IA)FWDIP PAIDWIISS AIDIIPU] JOGUIAS YS11a3sD Aq pamojjof s1aawnig

‘adp) bupinspaw yub s,4315310f D yum (SWajs aydinw aADY 3343 3aym aduDpinb Sg YIim 30UDPI0IID Uf 10) punoib 3A0QD WS'T I0 J3YY3 J3]AWDIP WAJS JO JUIWINSDI

siajawelp wais

"aJ1aWW J534D3U 0] J3)3WOSdAY Jasoj D Buisn 3ybiay 334} |0303 Jo 1UIWIINSDI w3y
‘pajou uaag anoy Abws sapaads [onpiApul A1aAa jou ‘sdnoub uj Juasa.d puD SNOJAWNU 3D $33.1) AI3YM Sapeds

‘ds Aq pamojjof pajou uaaq aaoy [im snuab ay) ‘sa1dads 3313 [DNIID Y JIA0 IGNOP SWOS JADY | JIYM 35I| SA0GD 3y} Ul JWDU IfRU3IIS 0 PaJUII3[a. PUD WDU UOWWO)
T xipuaddy uy upjd ay3 uo paJuaiafai osjo pup ysia 33is ay} burinp paubjssy| Jaquinu 33l

‘$31ON JONVAIND F1NAIHIS 3341

uoy3 ajopn < bunoy A abpay H
ubyj ssa > Buunjow YW saay fo sdnoin 2
Da.y U011I3}0.d 300y vdy a.nbw W 33,3 |onpiaIpul 1
Suiueapy suonelrl.1qqy Sujueapy suonelnaIqqy Suiueaiy suonelAllqqy
‘SNOLLYINIYEaY

AYOLNIANI ANV ITNAIHIS 33¥1 T XIAN3IddV

009




- 6T -

VIV-8S0EZ1 -43d LHOd3H
ANVISI ONITAVH “INVI ANNOE IZ 40 ¥v3IY¥ 3HL OL ANV HO4 1vSIVHddY SNOILYIINdIANI IVHNLINDIHO8YY

snuojojdopnasd 432y aJowedhs ds snuAg s0 ds snuniq ‘ds snjoy nna4
pdip20420W snssasdn) ssaidAd Aauajuopw ds snunug Auay)
pudbouow snbaonjo.) ujoymey J0JS[3JX3 SNUIXDJ4 ysy
SaWeN aal] J13ualds SBLWEN 924] UOWIWO) SDWEeN 2a4] JJ1uas S3WEN 9341 UOWIWO)
‘AYOIN3IANI 3341
(ZT0Z) ZE8S S8 Ul In0 33s asuppinb ay3 y3Im aduDpPIOIID Ul UINDIIBPUN UI3G SADY SUOJIDINIJDI SNIPDJ YdY PUD VdY snipel YdY pue ydy
"20uppynb (Z10Z) LE8S S8 Y3 uo paspq J 4o g v ‘N Jay3 Aio8a3e) (Z107) LE8S S8

‘pajajdwol uaaq soy juawdojanap

2y3 22u0 ysu Jo s|ana) 3jqo3dasdo asod uoi3ani3suod Buunp pauipjal 53343 ayl J0Y3 YSIGDISa 03 PAPUIWILLIOIR] §| UoRIadsul 33.43 Juawdojanap 3sod [inf b “JanaIMoH
‘JUaWssasso onsiA Ajaind o puoAaq pasinbas 2q Abw DIDP [DUCKIPPD 3Jaym paiplipu] 3q Abw uolobisanul Jaylng "suoioadsu ays Jo Aduanbaif pasoasaul Aq pabouow
A1230nbapo aq up2 s 3343 a1aym pajpdipul aq Aow Buuojuow ‘paLfiauapl uaaq aaoy Juiod uondadsul 3yl wWouf 3|qisia sp3fap Ajuo puo sapnayfip ssa220 fo asnolaq Ajasojd

papadsuy uaaq anoy jJou Abw 33.43 [DNPIAIPU] Y203 palfiauapl uaaq anoy punoib ay) woif 3|gisia $323fap Ajuo pup ainjpu Aipujwyaad o fo som $3aJ] Jjo Jo uonaadsul ay |

s|esodoud juawaieuepy

AYOLNIANI ANV 3TNAIHIS 33YL T XIAON3IddVY

009




APPENDIX 3:
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Limited

ILLUSTRATIVE SPECIFICATION FOR TREE PROTECTION BARRIERS
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Standard scaffold poles
Heavy gauge 2 m tall galvanized tube and welded mesh infill panels

Panels secured to uprights and cross-members with wire ties

2
3
4 Ground level
5 Uprights driven into the ground until secure (minimum depth 06 m)
o

Standard scaffold clamps

Illustration taken from British Standard
5837 (2012): Trees in relation to
design, demolition and construction -
Recommendations.

- BS 5837 (2012)

The default specification should consist of a vertical and horizontal scaffold framework, well braced to resist impacts. The vertical
tubes should be spaced at a maximum interval of 3 m and driven securely into the ground. Onto this framework, welded mesh panels
should be securely fixed.

Ref: Tree Protection Barriers (Type 1)

Drawing No. TPB1

Scale: N/A
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APPENDIX 4:  ILLUSTRATIVE SPECIFICATION FOR GROUND SURFACE PROTECTION IN
RPAs

Photograph 1

Photograph 2 (courtesy
www.groundtrax.com)

New temporary ground protection should be capable of supporting any traffic entering or using the site without being distorted or
causing compaction of underlying soil.

NOTE The ground protection might comprise one of the following

a) for pedestrian movements only, a single thickness of scaffold boards placed either on top of a driven scaffoid frame
(Photograph 1), so as to form a suspended walkway, or on top of @ compression-resistant layer (e.g. 100 mm depth of woodchip),
laid onto a geotextile membrane;

b) for pedestrian-operated plant up to o gross weight of 2 t, proprietary, inter-linked ground protection boards (Photograph 2),
placed an top of a compression-resistont Joyer [e.g. 150 mm depth of woodchip), laid onto a geotextile membrane;

c) for wheeled or tracked construction traffic exceeding 2 t gross weight, an alternative system (e.g. proprietary systems or pre-cast
reinforced concrete slabs) to an engineering specification designed in conjunction with arboricultural advice, to accommodate the

likely loading to which it will be subjected.

- BS 5837 (2012)

Ref: Ground Protection Drawing No. GP1

Scale: N/A
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APPENDIX5: BS5837(2012) - ASSESSMENT CATEGORIES
TREES FOR REMOVAL
Category and Identification
definition T on plan
Latcgnry ! * Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is
Those in such & expected due to collapse, including those that will become unviable after removal of other
condition that category U trees (e.g. where, for whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be
they cannot mitigated by pruning)
realistically be *» Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall
retained as living decline BE0
ki T thas * Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees
context of the nearby, or very low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality
current land use
for longer than 10 NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be
years desirable to preserve.
TREES TO BE CONSIDERED FOR RETENTION
c e Criteria — Subcategories sentifi
definition on plan
in Itural values,
1 Mainly arboricultural qualities 2 Mainly landscape qualities 3:: “"'“:" e
te, A Trees that are particularly good Trees, groups or
examples of their species, woodlands of
Trees of high especially if rare or unusual; or significant
quality with an those that are essential T::smf:::;i:: i;oo?:::dc: :: conservation, oo
estimated components of groups or formal aprhorlcu ftural and lt::'olan dscape historical,
remaining life or semi-formal arboricultural PR commemorative or
expectancy of at | features (e.g. the dominant other value (e.g.
least 40 years and/or principal trees within an veteran trees or
avenue) wood-pasture)
Trees that might be included in
category A, but are downgraded
because of impaired condition Trees present in numbers,
R (e.g. presence of significant usually growing as groups or
Koaes of though remediable defects, woodlands, such that they
nlaris Kkl including unsympathetic past attract a higher collective rating Trees with material o
ik g st?matgi management and storm than they might as individuals; conservation or other
raratniee ie damage), such that they are or trees occurring as collectives cultural value
PlapLE 8 ik unlikely to be suitable for but situated so as to make little
':m Zocvears retention for beyond 40 years; or | visual contribution to the wider
Y trees lacking the special quality locality
necessary to merit the category
A designation)
Category C
Trees of low - i
iy With 4 rees present in gr:ups :r
estimated Unremarkable trees of very WIS ISFE, NG WL g
remaining life limited merit or such impaired confarring on hem sgnificantly | Trees with fio fmatertel GREY
8 ¢ e ot b s ek greater collective landscape conservation or other
::pfitg o b cs:nfy':'hl herhceayte oonlz = value; and/or trees offering low cultural value
v:fmg t:ezr:i:l: R . e or only temporary/transient
a stem diameter landscape benefits
below 150 mm
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APPENDIX 6: QUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE OF BARRIE DRAPER

1 Qualifications: | have a BSc degree (with Honours) in Arboriculture from the University of
Central Lancashire. | also hold a BTEC Higher National Diploma (HND) in Forestry (Lowland
Management), the Arboricultural Association’s Technician’s Certificate in Arboriculture (Tech
Cert), the Royal Forestry Society’s Certificate in Arboriculture (Cert Arb) and the National

Examinations Board Certificate in Forestry.

2 Career experience: | began my arboricultural career in 1993 as an arborist with Portsmouth
City Council. During my time with the council | worked for both the direct labour
organisation and for a private contractor where | obtained valuable hands on experience in
all aspects of arboriculture. From 1999 to 2002 | was employed as Senior Arborist by
Parchment Housing Group, a housing association based near Portsmouth. | managed the
Groups’ tree stock on their behalf, carrying out tree inspections and practical management
operations. | have also worked in local government, spending time with Thurrock Borough
Council in Essex where | was the Tree and Landscape Officer, and with Winchester City
Council, where | was Arboricultural Officer for a period of 2 years. During my time working in
local government | was responsible for making Tree Preservation Orders, administering
applications to work on protected trees and advising on planning applications when trees
were considered material constraints on development. Working within a planning
environment allowed me to gain valuable experience in the management of trees in
development situations and an understanding of the planning process and how it relates to
trees. From January 2005 | worked for Barrell Tree Consultancy Ltd advising clients on a wide
range of tree related issues. | left the company in September 2008 and set up ecourban Itd,

where | am currently the sole practitioner.

ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS APPRAISAL FOR LAND TO THE REAR OF 21 BOUND LANE, HAYLING ISLAND
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ECO 2 - TREE - PROTECTION FOR LAND TO THE REAR OF 21 BOUND LANE, HAYLING ISLAND SCALE: 1:200 @ A2 R ol s b s bt pa gl
[ — — ] Tree protective barriers / "“ Trss 4 ba | This drawing was originally produped in colour, therefore any
™ BS Category C: Trees BS Category U: Trees SN N] 0 with construction excluson zone A subsequent monochrome photocopies may not show appropriate
B oflow quality unsuitable for retention levels of detail and should not be relied upon for the purposes of

@ Area outside barriers requiring ‘ New tree planting
ground protection '

dealing with site tree issues
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ecourban 1ltd, 62A North Walls, Winchester, Hampshire, S023 8DP.

T: 01962 877 397 BE: barrie@eco-urban.co.uk M: 07532 373 563

W: www.eco-urban.co.uk



