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Notes

Multi-stemmed at 2m with a slightly unbalanced crown.
Multiple pruning wounds due to crown reduction.
Significant pruning wounds with early decay at crown break.

Multi-stemmed at 2m with a slightly unbalanced crown.

Occasional pruning wounds due to crown lifting.

Minor to significant deadwood throughout crown. Significant pruning
wound to scaffold branch 2.3m above ground level (western side).
Included bark unions at stem and branch junctions.

Encroaching street light.

Multi-stemmed at 3m with a slightly unbalanced crown and slightly leaning.
Occasional pruning wounds due to crown lifting.

Significant pruning wound 3.5m above ground level with decay pocket forming
(branch overhangs parking space.) Significant deadwood and dead branch stubs
(low occupancy area). Significant wound to branch c. 4m above ground level
with decay (low occupancy area).

Group of close growing specimens.

No evidence of significant pruning.

No significant defects observed.

Vegetation prevented detailed inspection. Ivy prevented detailed
inspection.

Multi-stemmed at 0.5m with an unbalanced crown.

No evidence of significant pruning.

No significant defects observed.

Recorded stem diameter is equivalent for 4 stems (11cm, 12cm, 20cm,
25cm). Vegetation prevented detailed inspection.

Two close growing specimens.

No evidence of significant pruning.

No significant defects observed.
Vegetation prevented detailed inspection.
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Tree Retention Categories

Stems & canopies shown
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Category A tree
Category B tree

Category Ctree
Category U tree

000 O

Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years.
Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with
excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable.

Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years.
Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention
of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees

Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens
are not considered to be a material planning consideration.

Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition.

Tree Constraints Plan
Status: Final

> BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter)

7/.2 Photo 1

\ Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site
Y, conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building.

Root Protection Area having been amended to account
for for site conditions

T1=TreeNo1

G2 =GroupNo2 H3 =HedgeNo3

M N = Measured North:

Canopy spreads are sometimes
measured to an approximate N
defined by site features.

Often more accurate, especially
where rows of trees are not
aligned N-S or E-W.

Tree Ref.

T1
T2
T3

G4
T5
G6

Root Protection Area
Species  Height (m) -
Radius(m) m? Square(m)

Hawthorn 6 4.0 49 7.0
Cherry 7 6.7 142 119
Box Elder 11 6.8 147 121
Lawson 9 42 55 74
Cypress
Elder 5.5 4.3 59 7.7
Elder 5 1.4 7 2.6
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Excerpts from the
Arboricultural
Impact Assessment

Overview

It is proposed to construct four new dwellings and associated car parking as indicated on the drawings in
Appendix 6. The existing layout is indicated in black, and the footprint of the proposed layout is indicated in
pink. Existing vehicular access from Singlewell Road shall be maintained.

The table below summarises the potential impact on trees due to various activities.

Activity Trees Potentially Affected
Tree Removal: Retention Category A None
Tree Removal: Retention Category B T3and G4

Tree Removal: Retention Category C

T1, T2, T5 and mixed shrubs

Tree Removal: Retention Category U None
Tree Pruning None
RPA: Building Foundations None
RPA: Other Foundations None
RPA: New Hard Surface None
RPA: Replace Existing Hard Surface None

RPA: Underground Services None Anticipated
RPA: Change of Ground Levels None

RPA: Soil Compaction G6 (preventable by installing tree protection measures)

Other potentially damaging activities often associated with construction sites include demolition or the
careless use of plant machinery, hazardous materials, or fires. All of the above potential impacts are
considered in detail throughout this Section.

Tree Removal
All trees to be removed are indicated on the Impact Assessment Plan and are listed below:
Retention Category A: Our survey did not identify any Retention Category A trees.

Retention Category B: It is proposed to remove T3 and G4. These trees are located within the footprint of
the proposed new surface, or are so close to it that their retention is not possible. They are set back in excess
of 38m from the public highway and are not considered to have a particularly high amenity value. Their
removal shall not have a major impact on local visual amenity.Replacement tree planting is proposed to
mitigate their loss.

Retention Category C: It is proposed to remove T1, T2, T5 and mixed shrubs. These are relatively small trees
(maximum height 7m) and none are considered to have a high amenity value. T1 and T2 at the front of the
site are deemed to have a limited life expectancy due to their current condition (see further details in the
Tree Data Schedule in Appeindix 6). Their removal shall not have a major impact on the visual amenity of the
locality. Furthermore, there is opportunity to implement replacement planting at the front of the site.

Retention Category U: Our survey did not identify any Retention Category U trees.

Details specific to each tree can also be found in the Tree Data Schedule.

Mitigation Planting

Mid Kent Golf Club offers ample opportunity to plant new trees to mitigate those to be removed to facilitate
the proposed development. The application site also offers opportunity to plant small trees, hedges and
shrubs to mitigate the loss of T1, T2, T3, G4 and Ts.

Impact on Tree Canopies

The retained tree canopies of G6 are sufficiently far from proposed building works such that they should not
be impacted by construction activity, so long as tree protection measures are installed. Consequently, no
pruning works are required to enable the proposal.

Impact on Tree Roots

Building Foundations:

No new building foundations are proposed within the Root Protection Areas of retained trees. Consequently,
no restrictions on foundation design or implementation are considered necessary from an arboricultural
perspective.

New Surfaces:

No significant hard surfaces are proposed within the Root Protection Areas of G6. If any pedestrian paving
is to be installed as part of proposed landscaping works, excavation should be undertaken using hand tools
only to a maximum depth of 10omm. Any new surfaces over RPAs should be permeable.

Underground Services:

There is ample opportunity for service and drainage provision without the need to pass through the Root
Protection Areas of any retained trees. The exact position of services should be agreed, and installation
engineers should be made aware of the need to keep trenches outside of RPAs.

Changes in Ground Levels:
We are not aware of any ground levels changes that re proposed over Root Protection Areas.
Impact of Retained Trees on the Development

The retained trees (G6) are at a sufficient distance from the proposed buildings and shall have ample room
for future growth.

The foundations and any new surfaces should be designed to accommodate all potential impacts due to
future tree rooting activity. These include potential vegetation related subsidence, vegetation related heave,
and lifting of surfaces / light structures due to direct root pressure.

Summary

To enable the development, it is proposed to remove Retention Category B trees T3 and G4 and Retention
Category C trees T1, T2 and T5. None of the trees to be removed are considered to have a high amenity value.

Replacement tree planting is proposed to mitigate tree removal and to ensure tree cover is maintained
throughout the site.

No pruning works are required to enable the proposal.
No new building foundations are proposed within Root Protection Areas.

Any new pedestrian surfacing within RPAs shall be installed sympathetically and with minimal excavation.

See Section g
for a more
detailed assessment

X Trees to be removed to facilitate the proposed development.
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T3, G4, T5 and mixed shrubs require removal to

facilitate the proposed car park. None of these
trees are deemed to have a high amenity value,

and replacement tree planting is proposed. —
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Tree roots unlikely to be in abundance beneath
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roots are likely to proliferate within the site.

G6 may be retained, and should be
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Moderate Moderate
Form: Multi-stemmed at 2m with a slightly unbalanced crown. No action required.
History: Multiple pruning wounds due to crown reduction. Good 10-20
Defects:  Significant pruning wounds with early decay at crown break.
Fair
) nfa 3 ¢
5 Form: Multi-stemmed at 2m with a slightly unbalanced crown.
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History: Occasional pruning wounds due to crown lifting.
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wound to scaffold branch 2.3m above ground level (western side). oor 10-20
o Included bark unions at stem and branch junctions. .
- i ) Fair C
) : Other: Encroaching street light. nfa 1.5
25 . . . . .
F?rm: Multl»Astemmed ét 3m with a slightly unbalapcsd crown and slightly leaning. Moderate Moderate
History: Occasional pruning wounds due to crown lifting.
Defects: Significant pruning wound 3.5m above ground level with decay pocket forming | NO action required. Fai
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Form: Group of close growing specimens. Moderate Moderate
History: No evidence of significant pruning. No action required
Defects:  No significant defects observed. Good 40+
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Form: Multi-stemmed at 0.5m with an unbalanced crown. Moderate Low
History: No evidence of significant pruning. No action required
Defects:  No significant defects observed. Good 40+
Other: Recorded stem diameter is equivalent for 4 stems (11cm, 12cm, 20cm,
25cm). Vegetation prevented detailed inspection. Good c
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Proposed Layout (Pin

T1and T2 require removal due to their proximity from the proposed
dwellings. These trees are deemed to have a limited life expectancy
and are not considered to have a high amenity value.

Replacement tree planting is proposed.
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Category A tree
Category B tree

Category Ctree
Category U tree

OO

Trees of high quality with an estimated life expectancy of 40+ years.
Usually large trees with significant presence or smaller trees with
excellent form. Retention of these trees is highly desirable.

Trees of moderate quality with a life expectancy of 20+ years.
Usually maturing trees, or younger trees with good form. Retention
of these trees is desirable though less than Category A trees

Unremarkable trees of low quality and merit. Individual specimens
are not considered to be a material planning consideration.

Trees unsuitable for retention due to their very poor condition.

Impact Assessment Plan

Status: Final - for submission

BS 5837 Root Protection Area (radius = 12xstem diameter)

Root Protection Area needing amendment due to site
conditions, e.g. presence of exising road or building.

Root Protection Area having been amended to account
for for site conditions

T1=TreeNo1

M‘X )

G2 =GroupNo2 H3 =HedgeNo3

Tree to be removed to
facilitate the proposal

Tree to be removed
due to its low quality

Proposed pruning

M N = Measured North:

Canopy spreads are sometimes
measured to an approximate N
defined by site features.

Often more accurate, especially
where rows of trees are not
aligned N-S or E-W.

Tree Ref.

T1
T2
T3

G4
T5
G6

Species

Hawthorn
Cherry
Box Elder
Lawson
Cypress
Elder
Elder

Height (m)

6
7
11

9
5.5

Root Protection Area

Radius(m) m?
40 49
6.7 142
6.8 147
4.2 55
4.3 59
1.4 7

Square (m)

7.0
11.9
12.1

7.4

7.7
2.6



Wotton, Linda
Dimension Line
10.08 m 


