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The Chairman will ask if anyone wishes to
film / record this meeting

AGENDA Page No
1 To receive declarations of interest under Procedural Rule no 8
2 Apologies for absence
3 Minutes 3-7
To consider the minutes of the meeting held on 21 November 2018
4 The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No 6) 33 10 - 58
Church Road, Cantley, Norwich, NR13 3SN
To hear and determine objections to the making of the Order
A copy of the procedure to be followed is attached 8-9
5 The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No 1) 11
Station New Road, Brundall, Norwich, NR13 5PQ 59 -114
To hear and determine objections to the making of the Order
A copy of the procedure to be followed is attached 8-9
Trevor Holden
Managing Director
Schedule — 5 April 2018
09:20 am Meet on site outside no: 33 Church Road, Cantley, Norwich,
NR13 3SN to inspect the trees.
10:15 am Meet on site outside no 11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norwich,
NR13 5PQ to inspect the trees.
10:45 am |Convene at Broadland District Council Offices, Thorpe Lodge,
1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU to determine
the Brundall Order
11:45 am |Convene at Broadland District Council Offices, Thorpe Lodge,

the Cantley Order

1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU to determine




Appeals Panel

Minutes of a meeting of the Appeals Panel held at Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road,

Thorpe St Andrew on Wednesday 21 November 2018 at 10:30am when there
were present:

Miss S Lawn— Chairman
Mr A Adams Mrs J Copplestone

Also in attendance were:

(1)

(2)
3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

(8)

9)

Mr J Cole, Woodlands Manor, Shack Lane, Blofield Norwich NR13 4DP — owner
of woodland — objecting

Mr Bradfield — employed by Mr Cole

Mrs M Moxon — Blofield Parish Councillor — supporting

Mr R Christie — Chairman of Blofield Parish Council — supporting

Mr A Sayer — adjoining land owner — supporting

Mr Pilch — Blofield Parish Tree Warden— supporting — (meeting only)

Mr E Hoyos — Chairman of the Blofield and District Conservation Group
(BADCOG) — supporting - (meeting only)

The Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape) — presenting the case
for the Order

The Committee Officer (DM) — advisor to the Panel

[Mr B Burgess, the Planning Projects and Landscape Manager, also attended the
meeting as an observer.]

MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting held on 19 September 2018 were confirmed as a
correct record and signed by the Chairman.

THE BROADLAND DISTRICT TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 2018 (NO: 5)
CLARKE’'S WOOD, SHACK LANE, BLOFIELD

The Panel had previously visited the site at 9:30am to inspect the woodland
shown as W1 on the map attached to the Tree Preservation Order (TPO).
Following introductions, those present (as listed above) were invited to point out
anything they wished the Panel to observe whilst on site but not to discuss the
merits or otherwise of the making of the Order as this would take place at the
hearing.

21 November 2018



Appeals Panel

Members viewed the woodland from the A47, from Shack Lane and from within
the western boundary of the woodland. They noted its proximity to the A47 and
the adjoining rifle club and noted the elevated position of the woodland. They
also noted the location of the County Wildlife site owned by Norfolk County
Council and managed by BADCOG.

The Panel then convened at 10:30am at Broadland District Council offices to
consider the objection to the TPO. Those listed above were present. The
Chairman invited those present to introduce themselves, explained the purpose
of the Hearing and outlined the procedure to be followed.

The Panel were aware that the Council had made the decision to safeguard the
woodland following receipt of a TPO suggestion form from Blofield and District
Conservation Group (BADCOG) who were concerned that the woodland’s future
was uncertain as the land was about to change ownership. A decision was
taken to make the TPO to safeguard the significant visual amenity and
biodiversity value offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider
environment.

One formal objection to the Order had been received from Mr J Cole, the owner
of Clarke’s Wood.

The Panel then heard from Mr Cole who stated that he did not understand why
this woodland had been served with an Order but none of the other trees in the
area had been protected in this way. The woodland had been there since the
opening of the A47 and yet within 3 days of him purchasing the woodland, the
Order had been served on the woodland. This was not the only issue he was
having in the area and he felt he was being singled out.

The Panel then heard from the Conservation Officer who reminded all present
why the Order had been made. He handed round a copy of an aerial photograph
showing the location of the land in the context of the surrounding area. The
woodland was adjacent to the A47 and next to the County Wildlife site. The
Order had been served following contact from BADCOG who were concerned
about the uncertain future of the woodland due to speculation of a pending sale.
The Council had a duty under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 to
preserve woodland trees if they were under threat (either immediate or future)
and at the time, it was not known who the owner of the land was. Inquiries were
subsequently made with land registry which indicated that Mr Clarke was still the
owner. The Order had been made and served on Mr Clarke and all adjoining
landowners. An attempt had been made by telephone to contact Mr Clarke to
discuss the Order with him but the call was unanswered and so a voicemalil
message had been left advising him of the making of the Order. The
Conservation Officer went on to state that, the Order had been made with a view
to protecting the trees in the woodland but it did not prevent management of the
woodland, for example coppicing / thinning etc. The existence of the Order
provided for an element of professional control over the management of the
woodland in an uncertain future. The original woodland had been managed in
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the past by BADCOG. The woodland was significant in the context of the
surrounding landscape and there was a need to protect the biodiversity of the
area having regard to the adjoining County Wildlife site, the A47 and the
surrounding agricultural land. The woodland provided an area for a wide variety
of species to feed, nest and shelter. It also added to the woodland belt along the
A47. With regard to proposals for any future planning applications for the site,
the Conservation Officer commented that the existence of the Order did not
prevent this. A planning application for the site could be made and considered
and any approval given would override the existence of the TPO.

Mr Cole responded that he believed that BADCOG had notified the Conservation
Officer that he had purchased the land. He also referred to impact of the nearby
shooting club and visiting cars and bonfires held which he suggested were not
good for the local habitat. He said there appeared to be little concern about
these issues but there was concern about the land he had purchased. A legal
condition of his purchase was that he had to submit any planning application
within one year and things were happening which were making life much harder
for him. He would have to pay additional money to the vendor in the event of
planning permission being granted which enhanced the value of the land. He
asked how many other woodlands had been protected by TPOs in the last

6 months and the Conservation Officer undertook to advise Mr Cole on this
matter after the meeting. The Conservation Officer gave an example of a
woodland TPO served in Felthorpe in 2011 which had been made following a
change of ownership of the land and that this was not a personal matter. Mr Cole
commented that other land locally had changed hands within the last 10 years
with no Orders being made. The Conservation Officer explained that the Council
did not have the resources to respond to every land sale but that it responded to
concerns raised by the public or by a local interest group / parish council that the
future of a tree / woodland was uncertain as a result of a possible land sale.

The Panel then heard from Mr R Christie, Chairman of Blofield Parish Council
who referred to the Parish Council’s submission dated 29 October 2018 in
support of the making and confirming of the Order. The Parish Council had
voted to adopt its neighbourhood plan in July 2016 and this set out the parish’s
vision for the rural village and the need to protect the quality of life and enhance
the natural environment. He went on to outline some of the specific objectives of
the Neighbourhood Plan including the desire to identify local sites of importance
and the desire to maintain and enhance connectivity of all green corridors where
possible. The policies within the local plan had been commended by the local
planning inspector. The Parish Council supported the confirmation of the Order
based on the objectives of the local plan but also on the wider consideration of
the advice from the Committee on Climate Change (CCC) which was that the
level of tree planting nationally needed to double by 2020 to mitigate against
global warming and he shared some of the targets being recommended.
Clarke’s Wood was a small modest wood but nevertheless it would be perverse
not to protect a young maturing woodland constructed to replace trees lost
during the construction of the A47. In conclusion, he added that the woodland
met all the criteria used for assessing the amenity value of trees when
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considering making an Order. The trees were visible, they had amenity value
and their protection was important in terms of their local contribution as referred
to in the Neighbourhood Plan and their wider impact having regard to the CCC
recommendations. The trees made a significant contribution to the local
environment, there was no reason to believe they were dangerous, they had a
life span in excess of 10 years, they did not present an unacceptable or
impracticable nuisance and they contributed to the biodiversity of the immediate
area and offered a wildlife habitat. For all these reasons, the Parish Council was
urging the Council to confirm the Order.

The Panel then heard from the Chairman of BADCOG who confirmed that the
Group had planted the land owned by Mr Clarke as a woodland some 34 years
ago and Mr Clarke had been happy for them to plant and maintain the woodland.
There was no intention to single anyone out but when the Group had become
aware that the land was changing ownership, and having regard to pressure on
development in the area, they felt the only way to protect the woodland was to
apply for a TPO to be made.

The Panel then heard from Mr Sayer, an adjoining landowner, who stated that he
believed the area to the north of Mr Cole’s property included a number of trees
which were currently protected by a TPO made as a result of a change of land
ownership. He did not believe Mr Cole was being singled out. He added that he
owned a small section of the land included as part of the woodland which
included some trees which would be protected. He added that this land would
never be developed. No request for a TPO had been made at the time he had
purchased the land some 10 years ago. The Conservation Officer undertook to
establish if any Orders were in place in the vicinity and advise Mr Cole
accordingly.

In summing up, the Conservation Officer referred to the criteria used to assess
the amenity value of trees when considering making an Order and that he felt the
woodland satisfied all the criteria set out. He invited the Panel to confirm the
Order. He confirmed that the area of Clarke’s Wood was approximately

1.84 acres (0.74 hectares).

In summing up, Mr Cole asked for clarification as to how he could get a TPO put
on other woodlands and the Conservation Officer explained the application
process and that an Order could be made if the criteria was met and it was felt
the trees were under threat. If there was no perceived threat, and the trees were
not seen as being at risk, it was unlikely an Order could be justified.

With the exception of the three Panel Members and the Committee Officer, all
present then left the room whilst the Panel considered the objection and made its
decision. They subsequently re-joined the meeting and were advised that,
having listened carefully to all the evidence put before it and having regard to the
criteria for making the Order, the Panel had agreed that the Order should be
confirmed.
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The reasons for the decision were that the criteria for making the Order had all
been met. The trees made a significant contribution to the local and wider
environment, there was no reason to believe they were dangerous, they had a
life span in excess of 10 years, they did not present an unacceptable or
impracticable nuisance and they contributed to the biodiversity of the immediate
area and offered a wildlife habitat. The trees were also important in terms of
nature conservation and in relation to climate change.

Accordingly, it was
RESOLVED:
to confirm the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2018 (No: 5).

All present were advised that if any person was aggrieved by a local authority’s
confirmation of a Tree Preservation Order, they may, within 6 weeks of that
confirmation, apply to the high court under section 288 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990, for an order quashing or (where applicable) suspending the
order, either in whole or in part. The grounds upon which such an application
may be made are that the order is not within the powers of that Act or that any
relevant requirements have not been complied with in relation to that order.

The meeting closed at 11:30 am
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Quasi-judicial procedure rules

Appeals lodged against the making of tree preservation orders (TPOs)

The panel comprises three district councillors. At least two members of the panel
must be present at each hearing.

1.1

1.2

2.1

Notes on procedure

Site Visit

On the day of the hearing, members of the appeals panel visit the site to
inspect the trees subject of the appeal.

Members of the public, local parish council/district council ward
representatives, council officers directly involved in the preparation of the
TPO, and the objector may attend this site inspection, but may not make
representations to members of the panel.

The Hearing

The hearing itself is informal and the order for proceedings is as follows:

(1)
(2)
®3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

All parties assemble at the council offices.
The chairman of the panel formally opens the hearing.

The objector is asked to put his case for appealing against the making
of the order and to call any witnesses in support of his case.

The objector (if he gives evidence as opposed to an opening address)
and/or any witnesses called, are then questioned on their statements
by the officer representing the council as an advocate.

The chairman of the panel invites members of the panel to ask the
objector or his witness any questions which they consider relevant to
the appeal, having heard the objector’s case for appealing against the
order.

The council’'s advocate introduces the council’s case for the making of
the order and then calls other officers as witnesses, who can then be
guestioned by the objector.

The chairman of the panel invites members of the panel to ask the
council’'s witnesses any questions they consider relevant to assist them
in deciding whether or not the order should be confirmed, modified or
not confirmed.

The chairman then asks if any parish council representative, or any
district councillor (who is not a member of the panel) or member of the
public present, wishes to say anything to the panel. If a parish council



9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

representative, district councillor (who is not a member of the panel) or
member of the public does make a statement then he can be
guestioned by the representative of the party to whom that statement is
adverse and then by members of the panel. Each statement will be
fully dealt with, including questioning of its maker, before the next
statement is dealt with.

The council’'s advocate and then the objector are requested to make
their respective closing statements.

Panel members will then have the opportunity to seek clarification on
any outstanding issues before retiring to consider their decision.

During its deliberations the panel will be advised on procedural matters
by the assistant director governance business support or his appointed
representative.

The panel will announce its decision in public with a summary of the
reasons for making its decision.

The chairman will advise the objector of rights of appeal, as follows:

If any person is aggrieved by a local authority’s confirmation of a Tree
Preservation Order, they may, within 6 weeks of that confirmation,
apply to the high court under section 288 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990, for an order quashing or (where applicable)
suspending the order, either in whole or in part. The grounds upon
which such an application may be made are that the order is not within
the powers of that Act or that any relevant requirements have not been
complied with in relation to that order.



STATEMENT OF CASE

Tree Preservation Order (TPO 2019 No.6)

Address 33 Church Road, Cantley, Norwich, Norfolk.

BACKGROUND TO THE MAKING OF TPO (2019 No.6)

The Area Provisional Tree Preservation Order (PTPO) was made on 9 May 2019
after the Council received Planning Application No.20190731 for nine self-build
dwellings.

As the proposed development of the site is heavily constrained by the existing trees,
it was considered expedient to protect them.

33 Church Road is located to the north west of the street and adjacent to St
Margaret’s Church, with the trees in question contributing to the visual amenity of the
immediate and surrounding land and are significant landscape features to the setting
of the adjacent Church.

The Council decided to make the Area TPO in order to protect the group of mature
mixed broadleaved trees which include the following species, Ash, Beech, Cherry
Plum, Hawthorn, Lime, Oak, Lime and Silver Birch which are located on the north,
east, south and west boundaries, for the reasons stated within the Regulation 5
Notice shown below:

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity and
biodiversity value offered by the trees, to the immediate area and the wider
environment.

The designation as an Area Order is only a temporary measure and if the order is
confirmed (made permeant) the most significant trees will be protected as a group,
due to the collective contribution they make to the local landscape.

THE CASE FOR MAKING TPO (2019 No.6)

Taking the above points into consideration, please note the following:

How do the trees, subject of this report, make a significant contribution to the
local environment?

ﬂhe trees at 33 Church Road are all broadleaved species which are significant due to their\
collective form and size, being prominent on the skyline when viewed from Church Road,
Church Close, Burnt House Road, Station Road and as far north as Manor Road.

Their age creates a feeling of maturity in keeping with the setting of Saint Margaret’s
Church, complementing the scale and importance of this historic building.

They also provide significant wildlife habitat and ecological value to the site due to the mix

\\of seven native species. /
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Is there a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

No recent evidence has been provided to establish the trees within the site are in a poor
structural or physiological condition and that they would be considered dangerous.

What is the expected lifespan of the trees, barring unforeseen circumstances?

At the present time the trees would be considered as mature and if they are maintained
correctly should have a remaining life span of between 20 to 40 plus years (with the
exception of the Ash which may be colonised by Hymenoscyphus fraxineus —Chalara
Dieback Disease).

Do the trees, in their present location, show signs of causing a nuisance in the
future which is unacceptable or impractical?

/The trees are located adjacent to the boundaries of the site and those on the southern\
and western curtilages overhang the gardens of the neighbouring properties, having
recently visited the site, it is evident that in the past, some overhanging branches
have been removed or pruned back to reduce encroachment.

I would envisage that the continued pruning or crown lifting of overhanging
branches, proven to be causing a nuisance to the residents living adjacent to the
trees, could be resolved through a Tree Work Application to seek consent to
undertake such remedial pruning works and that the trees will not be the cause of a

\iuisance that is unacceptable or impractical. J

How do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?

/The indigenous species of trees within the site are an important component of local \
biodiversity.

With mixed native broadleaved trees providing habitat for hundreds of insect species
due to the varied habitat they create, they also provide a food source and nesting sites
for many birds and mammals of different species.

- /
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OBJECTIONS TO THE MAKING OF THE TPO AND TREE OFFICERS
RESPONSE:

The Council has received one formal objection on 4 June to TPO (2019 No.6) which
was made by Mr. Richard Holmes the owner of No.4 Oak Tree Close, Cantley.

Objections of Mr Richard Holmes

‘I would like to make a formal objection to the above referenced TPO, there are
five trees (mature limes) that border the rear of my property at 4 Oak Tree
Close, Cantley, NR13 3GZ that | refer two only, not the complete site.

The reasons for my objections are:

“The owner of the trees does not maintain them and basically are an excess
size and grow out of control, Broadland council has been involved in the past
to discuss with the owner on maintaining, a copy of the council report is
available from me on requested but should be with the council. Also a tree
survey for planning purposes on my property highlighted a health and safety
issue on one of the trees that the owner has not really dealt with before.

In the past trees have blown over on this location and if any of the five trees
blow over it could potentially cause extensive damage to me property. There is
often dead wood falling out of the trees onto my property which has aissue to
me access my garden due to safety.

Because the owner does not maintain the trees and not has not engaged with
dealing with them, before | had common law to allow me to trim to the
boundary, this now has considerable change now the trees have a TPO,

Other items to consider is the effect of light on my property, a survey for solar
panels said | could not have them because of the trees making them non
effective. TV signal gets effected in summer months when leaf on trees but not
sure how much of a cause this is.

A survey of the trees by the council would aid in this formal objection.

Tree Officer Responses to these objections are:

The Council has a duty under the Town & Country Planning Act to ensure that
significant trees and woodlands are protected.

The government’s current Planning Practice Guidance states ‘The risk of
felling need not necessarily be imminent before an Order is made. Trees may
be considered at risk generally from development pressures or changes in
property ownership, even if intentions to fell are not often known in advance,
therefore precautionary Orders may be considered to be expedient’

The order was served as the site was subject to a Planning Application, as the
future risks to the trees from this potential change of land use were unknown.
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Mr Holmes comments relating to the owners lack of maintenance of the trees
and past planning history doesn't directly influence if the trees should be
protected, as the Tree Preservation Order has been made in relation to the
current threat to the trees, due to the current Planning Application.

No recent evidence has been provided to identify that the five mature Lime
trees located on the boundary of 4 Oak Tree Close, would be considered at
risk of blowing over (The Tree Report referred to was produced approximately
12 years ago and the 5 Lime trees have not suffered any catastrophic failures
in that time). The removal of dead wood can be carried out without having to
gain the Councils consent.

Mr Holmes is correct in stating that the TPO will remove his ‘common law
rights’ to allow him to automatically trim back to the boundary any
overhanging branches, due to now having to gain consent from the Council to
undertake such works, however if the works required were necessary and
undertaken following the recommendations within British Standard 3998 Tree
Works, the works would be consented, the process of gaining consent is also
free of charge.

Loss of direct light, TV reception and installation of solar panels has also been
raised, my thoughts on this are that as the trees are located on a third party’s
land, whether the trees are protected or not, Mr Holmes has no automatic
right to carry out or insist on works being undertaken, to reduce the height of
the trees to lessen the perceived impact the trees may have.

CONCLUSION

The group of trees identified within the Provisional Tree Preservation Order (PTPO)
add significantly to both the biodiversity and visual amenity value of the local area.

The trees are not considered to be in an unsafe condition at this time.

| do not believe the trees will cause an increase in nuisance which would be
considered unreasonable or impractical to abate in the future.

This PTPO has been implemented and served in a just and appropriate manner.
Therefore, | request that the Order is confirmed with the modifications shown on the
accompanying plan.

Considerations may also be made that not all the trees are worthy of protection and
the Appeals Panel may decide to request further modification, removing additional
trees from the order or that none of the trees should be protected and allow the order
to lapse.

Date: 11 July 2019

Mark Symonds - Conservation Officer (Arboriculture & Landscape)
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Appendix

e THE CASE FOR MAKING A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER (TPO)

o Within Chapter 8, Part VIII, Special Controls, Chapter | under Sections
197, 198 & 201 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 the
Council has powers to protect and plant trees where it appears
‘expedient in the interest of amenity to make provision for the
preservation of trees or woodlands in their area, they may for that
purpose make an order with respect to such trees, groups of trees or
woodlands as may be specified in the order’.

o ‘Amenity’ is not defined in law, so authorities need to exercise
judgement when deciding whether it is within their powers to make an
order.

o0 However, in March of 2014 the Department for Communities and Local
Government (DCLG) issued a guide to all LPAs on TPOs entitled —
Tree Preservation Orders and trees in conservation areas. This guide
indicates that:
o]
e A Tree Preservation Order is an order made by a local planning authority in
England to protect specific trees, groups of trees or woodlands in the interest
of amenity.

e An order can be used to protect individual trees, trees within an area, groups
of trees or whole woodlands. Protected trees can be of any size or species.

e Local Planning Authorities (LPASs) should be able to show that a reasonable
degree of public benefit in the present or future would accrue before TPOs are
made or confirmed. The trees, or at least part of them, should normally be
visible from a public place such as a road or footpath.

e The risk of felling need not necessarily be imminent before an Order is made.
Trees may be considered at risk generally from development pressures or
changes in property ownership, even intentions to fell are not often known in
advance, therefore precautionary Orders may be considered to be expedient.

e The guidance also indicates that LPAs are advised to develop ways of
assessing the ‘amenity value’ of trees in a structured way, taking into account
the following criteria:

Visibility

Individual & collective impact
Wider impact

Other Factors

Size and form;

Future potential as an amenity;

O O0O0OO00O0
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o0 Rarity, cultural or historic value;
o Contribution to, and relationship with, the landscape; and
o Contribution to the character or appearance of a Conservation Area.

e Where relevant to an assessment of the amenity value of trees or woodlands,
authorities may consider taking into account other factors, such as importance
to nature conservation or response to climate change.

e The guidance further indicates that it is important to establish a consistent
approach, therefore the following points are considered before recommending
a TPO:

o0 Does the tree that is the subject of this report make a significant
contribution to the local environment?

o0 lIsthere a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

o0 Can the trees be expected to live for longer than ten years, barring
unforeseen circumstances?

o Do the trees in their present locations show signs of causing a
nuisance in the future which is unacceptable or impractical?

o Do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?
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From: richard holmes

To: Conservation
Subject: Formal Objection on Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6
Date: 04 June 2019 13:24:50

FAO: Broadland District Council
Ref: Formal Objection on TPO 2019 No.6 (33 Church Road, Cantley, NR13 3SN

Good Afternoon, | would like to make a formal objection to the above referenced TPO,
there are five trees (mature limes) that border the rear of my property at 4 Oak Tree Close,
Cantley, NR13 3GZ that I refer two only, not the complete site.

The owner of the trees does not maintain them and basically are an excess size and grow
out of control, Broadland council has been involved in the past to discuss with the owner
on maintaining, a copy of the council report is available from me on requested but should
be with the council. Also a tree survey for planning purposes on my property highlighted a
health and safety issue on one of the trees that the owner has not really dealt with before.

In the past trees have blown over on this location and if any of the five trees blow over it
could potentially cause extensive damage to me property. There is often dead wood falling
out of the trees onto my property which has a issue to me access my garden due to safety.

Becasue the owner does not maintain the trees and not has not engaged with dealing with
them, before | had common law to allow me to trim to the boundary, this now has
considerable change now the trees have a TPO,

Other items to consider is the effect of light on my property, a survey for solar panels said

I could not have them because of the trees making them non effective. TV signal gets
effected in summer months when leaf on trees but not sure how much of a cause this is.

A survey of the trees by the council would aid in this formal objection. Please confirm
receipt of this email and out come.

Thanks and regards
Richard Holmes

4 Oak Tree Close,
Cantley

Norfolk

NR13 3GZ
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From: richard holmes

To: Dawn Matthews

Subject: Re: Appeals Panel to consider representations made to the making of a Tree Preservation Order
Date: 09 July 2019 10:09:40

Hi Dawn,

As per my call stating the forwarding of additional information in regards tree reports that | am aware of since | have
lived at 4 Oak Tree Close Cantley NR133GZ, that may assist in the meeting. | have attached the two reports / information
asfollows: -

1. Tree Survey - By A.T.Coombes JUNE 2007
2. Council Report - By Mark Symonds NOVEMBER 2012

The information are scanned documents so if you require better quality documents then please let me know and | can drop
them off in the Broadland Offices but the text can be read ok.

| believe on the site visit on the 24th July 2019 if would be beneficial to see the trees from 4 Oak Tree Close, Cantley side
of the fence and hence give my permission for this, please confirm the council will attend, there is sufficient parking at
the property for about 4 additional cars as Oak Tree Close is restricted for room when it comes to parking. | will be at the

property on that day but will advise if this changes. | will aso like to attend the meeting at the Broadland offices on the
24th Jduly if possible.

Can you please acknowledge the information attached has arrived ok.
Thanks and regards

Richard Holmes

On 27 June 2019 at 14:54 Dawn Matthews <dawn.matthews@broadland.gov.uk> wrote:

Dear Sir/Madam
| understand that you have made representations regarding the making of atree preservation order.

| am writing to let you know that a date has been set for a meeting of the Council’s Appeals Panel to consider
the representations made. Thiswill be held on 24 July 2019. The detailed arrangements are yet to be finalised
and further information will follow nearer the time together with an agenda for the meeting. It islikely the
meeting will be in the morning and will be preceded by a site visit. All those who have made representations
areinvited to attend the meeting and the preceding site visit.

If you have any queries, please do not hesitate to email or ring me.

Regards

Dawn Matthews
Committee Officer
1 01603 430404 e dawn.matthews@broadland.gov.uk

8 g

: ‘Broadland —— &
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File Note following a site visit to 33 Church Road, Cantley to inspect the
Lime trees on the west boundary

| arrived at the site to meet the owner Mr Adrian Groth at 13:00 HRS on Friday 30"
November.

Mr Groth explained that he had been contacted by Mr Holmes the owner of 4 Oak
Tree Close regarding two Lime trees located on the west boundary, Mr Holmes had
requested that works be undertaken to them as he was concerned they may fail and
damage his property.

Mr Groth had emailed and phoned a local Tree Surgeon company, Eden Tree Care
to inspect the trees, unfortunately he has heard nothing from them.

| explained to Mr Groth that Mr Holmes had contacted the Council regarding the trees
and that | had to assess whether the Lime trees appeared to be imminently
dangerous and would fall within the scope of the Miscellaneous Provisions Act.

| showed Mr Groth a copy of a Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment
(PAIA) undertaken by A.T.Coombes on the 8" June 2007 and specifically the Tree
Survey Schedule and the comments on the tree condition and recommended works,
carried out on 14™ March 2007.

He said his parents lived at the property in 2007 and he was not aware of the

PAIA and the Tree Survey, | explained that as tree Lime T2 had not failed in the last
5 years, since the initial survey, it was unlikely the tree would be considered
imminently dangerous.

Mr Groth said he was happy to arrange any remedial works required to make the
trees safe.

| then undertook a Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) of the two lime trees on the west
boundary and also photographed the trees.

T1 Lime, observations

I noticed that there had been significant growth of basal suckering, since the survey
in 2007, the historic damage to the roots on the west side was still evident.

The suckering growth maybe a reaction to the historic root damage, however this can
also be a characteristic of the species.

The extent of any decay associated with the root severance is difficult to quantify
using VTA, due to the restricted access and this would require further investigation to

verify.

There is suckering and epicormic growth still evident within the crown as are the
branch stubs from the past pruning and also some branch unions with included bark.

The crown contains significant amounts of dead wood, some of which has broken off
and is lodged within the canopy.
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Recommended remedial works T1

Crown clean, removing dead wood, diseased, broken and any weakly attached
branches.

T2 Lime, observations

As for T1, there is significant growth of basal suckering which maybe as a result of
the historic root damage, which is still evident and any associated decay is difficult to
quantify with out further investigation outside the scope of VTA .

There appears to a small patch of necrotic bark located low on the northern side of
the buttress, the weak stem union is still evident: although there does not appear to
be any recent movement as the rib formation has a blunt edge and the co-dominant
stems have formed a crotch with a sunken cup appearance, which is recognised as
more resistant to splitting than a union with just bark to bark contact.

The main stem and lower scaffold limbs are covered with Ivy making visual
assessment difficult.

The trees crown still appears to have low vitality and is of poor form with the historic,
poor pruning stubs and dead wood still evident.

Recommended remedial works T2

Pollard back to suitable branch forks, leaving stub lengths, of approximately 3-5
times the diameter of their basal diameter.

Remove the Ivy from the main stem and scaffold limbs to facilitate a closer visual
inspection.

Conclusions

It is evident that the two Lime trees are not immanently dangerous and the use of the
Miscellaneous Provisions Act would be inappropriate in this case, especially as tree
owner has acknowledged that some remedial works will be required and is willing to

employ a Tree Surgeon to undertake the works.

It was also noted that the other Lime trees on the west boundary have some
significant dead wood within the crowns, which should be removed as a precaution.

MCS

03/12/2012
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PRELIMINARY ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS
ASSESSMENT AT4 OAK TREE CLOSE CANTLEY

Prepared for Mr Richard Holmes
By A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor
Chartered Forester

6 Chapel Street

Barford

Norwich

NR9 4AB

Tel. 01603
Email:
Web Site: www.
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A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor Chartered Forester — Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment at
1 Oak Tree Close Cantley Including Tree Survey Data, a Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Protection Plan and
Arboricultural Method Statement all as Prescribed in BS5837:2005
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A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor Chartered Forester — Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment at
1 Oak Tree Close Cantley Including Tree Survey Data, a Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Protection Plan and

Arboricultural Method Statement all as Prescribed in BS5837:2005

1. Terms of Reference

1:1

The aim of the assessment is to survey trees that may be affected by the proposed
construction of a detached garage in the rear garden of the property.

12 The assessment addresses the likely impact of the proposed building works on two

1.3

mature Lime trees situated just beyond the rear boundary of the property. A third
Lime tree in the row has not been included because it is considered too far away 1o
be affected by the proposed  building. The assessment also provides
recommendations for the protection of the tree during construction work based on
BS 5837: 2005 “Trees in relation to construction-Recommendations”.

A set of drawings were provided showing the footprint of the proposed garage,
details of the elevations and method of construction. The plan showing the footprint
of the building has been used as a basis for the Tree Constraints Plan (TCP) which
forms Appendix 3.

2. Site Description

2.1

The proposed site for the garage is in the rear garden of the property close to the
boundary fence and the two Lime trees. The property has recently been constructed
and the garden is not yet established the Lime trees are the only significant
vegetation in the area. The trees, which are growing on open ground to the rear of
the property, are situated at a higher level than the garden. This is illustrated in
Figure 1 where a fencing panel has been lifted to show the change levels. Figure 2
shows where roots have been severed either during the ground works for the
existing property or to facilitate construction of the fence.

Fig. 1 above Fig. 2 left
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A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor Chartered Forester — Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment at
1 Oak Tree Close Cantley Including Tree Survey Data, a Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Protection Plan and

Arboricultural Method Statement all as Prescribed in BS5837:2005

3. Tree Survey Details

3.1

3.2

33

34

The tree was surveyed on 14" March 2007; it was not climbed, but surveyed from
ground level.

Appendix 1 the Tree Survey Schedule gives the survey findings in tabular form,
which conforms to the example given in Annex D of the Standard. Appendix 2
gives a full explanation of the survey headings.

The details recorded during the tree survey have been collected independently of
the any development proposals and the categorisation of the quality and amenity
value of the trees is made on purely arboricultural grounds.

Please note that any work specified in column 9 of Appendix 1 is prescribed for
health and safety or arboricultural grounds, and is distinct from any proposed tree
work or tree removal required for development purposes, as may be set out
section 5.

4. Tree Constraints Plan

4.1

4.2

43

4.4

4.5

The influence the trees will have on the layout of the development is set out in the
context of the Tree Constraints Plan which forms Appendix 3. The plan provided
has been used as a basis for this drawing.

Appendix 3 shows the position of the trees by a small circle coloured according to
the quality assessment category (as detailed in Appendix 1).

The plan deals with constraints the tree may place on the development in two areas
as follows:

e Below ground Constraints
The Root Protection Area (RPA) for the trees is shown as a coloured circle to
match the category colour. The RPA will be used to fix the boundary of the

temporary fencing needed to protect the trees during construction forming a
Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ).

e Above Ground Constraints
The branch spread of the trees has been shown by a green broken line.

The current and predicted ultimate height of the trees, estimated on the basis of
personal experience, is shown on the plan. The predicted ultimate branch spread

3
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A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor Chartered Forester — Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment at
1 Oak Tree Close Cantley Including Tree Survey Data, a Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Protection Plan and

4.6

Arboricultural Method Statement all as Prescribed in BS5837:2005

of the trees has also been shown with an orange broken line.

A shade patterns for the trees are shown forming an arc from north west to due
east. This gives an indication of the pattern of shadow created by the tree around
mid day in the summer. This is as recommended in BS 5837 but actual shade
patterns throughout the year will vary widely.

5. Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment

5.1

3:2

5:3

54

5:5

5.6

5.7

5.8

Tree 1 has been assessed as Category “B” based mainly on its size, vigour and
landscape impact as part of a row. This tree is in separate ownership and will be
retained.

Tree 2 has been categorised as Category “C” due to its impaired condition again
the tree is in separate ownership and will be retained.

The proposed building encroaches into the Root Protection Area (RPA) of Tree 1
and Tree 2. BS5837 states that root morphology must be taken into consideration
when fixing the RPA it is clear a large proportion of the surface roots have been
severed in the past. However a circular RPA remains appropriate as there are
likely to be residual roots in the vicinity of the proposed building.

The building is to be of relatively light construction with timber supports. To
avoid root damage the foundations will be of a slab and beam type with
minimum 200mm of concrete (deepening at the edges or where the load posts
are) with 50 mm sand/or Hoggin base. The ground falls towards the fence
therefore no excavation will be necessary at the rear of the building close to the
trees. An excavation of 175 mm will be necessary at the front of the building to
form a level base. The work will be carried out by hand and under arboricultural
supervision and any surface roots encountered will be pruned back to the edge of
the trench. A cross-sectional drawing showing the profile of the excavation will
be submitted as part of the planning application.

Any soak away for roof water will sited outside the RPA of the trees.

The current and predicted ultimate branch spreads are shown on the TCP. It can
be seen that both the current and predicted ultimate branch spread of both trees
extend over the proposed building which is approximately 4 m in height. It will
be necessary to raise the crown of Tree 1 to a sufficient height to accommodate
the building; Tree 2 already has sufficient clearance.

The indicative shade patterns for the trees are clear of the building and shading
does not form a constraint.

The current and ultimate heights of the trees are shown on the TCP. Growth
towards the ultimate height will be relatively slow and the size of the trees is

4
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A. T. Coombes NDF MICFor Chartered Forester — Preliminary Arboricultural Implications Assessment at
1 Oak Tree Close Cantley Including Tree Survey Data, a Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Protection Plan and

Arboricultural Method Statement all as Prescribed in BS5837:2005

unlikely to cause concern in the context of this utility building.

6. Tree Management

6.1

The trees are under separate ownership however it would be prudent to draw the
owners at attention to the recommendations in Appendix 1 particularly those
concerning Tree 2. Any comments on the trees relating to health and safety
remain valid for 12 months from the date of this report after which the trees will
require re-inspection.

7. Further Arboricultural Input into the Design Process, Construction and
Aftercare

|

7.2

13

A Draft Tree Protection Plan (TPP), Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS)
and Timetable for implementation of Tree Protection Works form Appendices
4,5 and 6 respectively.

The AMS contains a timetable for implementation of the tree protection works.
No work should commence until the protective fencing is in place.

The AMS and TPP will need revising in light of any design changes and in the
context of the Finalised AIA.

8. Permissions and Constraints

8.1

To assist the planning process the Local Planning Authority should be provided
with a copy of this report and invited to comment on the proposals.

9. Conclusions

9.1

92

Both trees can be retained and given proper protection as set out in BS5837:2005
If the tree protection measures detailed in the AMS and TPP are implemented in
full the impact of the building works on the trees will be minimal.

There are no problems the current or the predicted ultimate branch spreads of the
trees due to the utility nature of the building. Given the position of the trees to
the north of the building shading will not be a problem.

A. T. Coombes 8" June 2007
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APPENDIX 1 - TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE SITE: 1 OAK TREE CLOSE CANTLEY SURVEY COMPLETED: 14/03/07

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 |8 9 10 11 12 13
Tree [Species = Ht |Stem Branch spread Ht of Age |Condition \Work needed | Estimated | Category| Radius of | RPA
No. | (m) | dia ] N | S | E | W |clearance| Class i remaining | grading | RPA (m) |(sq m)
| (mm) (m) contribution
1 Lime 17111020 59|59 |4.1/62 29 M  |The tree has three stems iCIean out the 20to 40 B 12.2 470.7
| from 1.6m. The crown is crown pruning
untidy with suckers and 'back any poorly

epicormic throughout. There pruned

| are many pruning cuts on branches to a
the house side with some  branch bark
branch stubs. Small collar.
amounts of dead wood are

present throughout the

crown. There are also some|

weak branch unions. There

has been a change of levels |

on the house side of the tree

and many roots have been

severed.

2 Lime 147 | 730 ‘ 2 1633138 4.6 M |The stemis forked at 1.2 m Given the 10to 20 Cc 7.3 167.4
forming a weak union with  |defect noted,
included bark. As for Tree 1 for health and
the roots on the house side safety reasons,
of the tree have been cut the tree should
back extensively. The tree be pollarded
has low vitality and has been back to the fork
poorly pruned on the house and allowed to
side leaving branch stubs. form a new
; There is dead wood present compact crown.
in the crown. ‘

Sheet 1 of 1
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APPENDIX 2 - NOTES ON COLUMN HEADINGS IN APPENDIX 1

Column
No.

Title

Notes

Tree No.

Tree numbers to correspond with those shown on the TCP.

Species

Each tree has been identified and the common name given in each
case.

Ht (m)

The tree height in metres to the highest point or tip measured from
ground level.

Stem dia (mm)

The stem diameter measured in milimetres at 1.5 metres above
ground. If forked or multi-stemmed the diameter has been
measured just above the root flair or buttress.

Branch spread (m)

The branch spread measured in metres from the stem to the tip of
the outer branches has been measured in four directions of the
compass North, South, East and West.

Ht of clearance

The height of clearance in metres from the ground to the lowest
branches.

Age class

The age class of the tree has been assessed into one of the
following categories: Young, Middle Aged, Mature, Over mature
and Veteran.

Condition

The British Standard recommends that a note is made of the
structural and physical condition of the tree, these have been
combined into a single column commenting on each aspect as
appropriate.

Work needed

This column includes all work considered necessary to, as far as is
practicable, ensure health and safety and for the good
arboricultural management of the trees. These works are not
associated with the development proposals. All work to be carried
out to BS 3998: 1989 “Recommendations for Tree Work”.
Recommendations given in respect of Health and Safety remain
current for 12 months from the date of this assessment after which
further inspection is recommended. It should be noted that trees
are dynamic structures subject to the forces of nature, which can
fail without showing external symptoms.

10

Estimated
remaining
contribution

The estimated remained contribution of each tree in years has
been assessed, using personal experience, into the following
groupings:

<10 = Less than 10 years

10 to 20 years

20 to 40 years

>40 = More than 40 years

11

Category grading

R = Those in such a condition that any existing value would be
lost within 10 years and which should in the current context, be
removed for reasons of sound arboricultural management.

(Trees that have serious, irremediable structural defects, such that
their early loss is expected due to collapse including trees that will
become at risk due to the loss of other R category trees).

A = Those trees of high amenity quality and value in such a
condition as to be able to make a substantial contribution ( A
minimum of 40 years is suggested)

1. Trees that are particularly good examples of there species if
rare unusual or essential components of groups or formal or
semi formal arboricultural features
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APPENDIX 2 - NOTES ON COLUMN HEADINGS IN APPENDIX 1

11

Category grading
Cont.

2. Trees, groups or woodlands which provide a definite screening
or softening effect to the locality in relation to views in or out of
the site, or those of particular visual importance.

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

B = Those of Moderate quality and amenity value: those in such a
condition as to a significant contribution ( @ minimum of 20 years is
suggested)

1. Trees that might be included in the high category but are
downgraded because of impaired condition (e.g. remediable
defects)

2. Trees and woodland forming that form distinct landscape
features but do not form essential components

3. Trees with clearly identifiable conservation or other cultural
benefits.

C = Those of low quality and amenity value currently in adequate
condition to remain until new planting is established (minimum of
10 years is suggested). OR trees under 150 mm stem diameter.

1. Tree not qualifying in higher categories

2. Trees present in groups or woodlands but not with a
significantly higher landscape value and or offering low or
temporary screening benefit.

3. Trees with very limited conservation or other cultural benefits.
Note: Category C trees will usually not be retained where they

would impose significant constraint on development. Trees with a
stem diameter under 150mm could be considered for relocation.

12

Radius of RPA (m)

The distance that would form the radius of a circular protection
zone is given in metres calculated by multiplying the stem diameter
given in column 4 by 12 in the case of single stemmed trees and
10 where multi-stemmed trees have been measured above the root

flare.

13

RPA (sq m)

The area of the RPA is given in square metres calculated by the
following formula:

Single Stemmed Trees
: 2

Stem diameter mm @ 1.5m X 12

RPA M? = X 3142
1000
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APPENDIX 2 - NOTES ON COLUMN HEADINGS IN APPENDIX 1

13

RPA (sq m) Cont.

Double or Multi -Stemmed Trees

Basal diameter mm X 10

RPAM? =

1000

2
X

3.142
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APPENDIX 5

1.0

1:1

2.0

2.1

2.2

3.0

3.1

3.2

ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT
FOR A DEVELOPMENT AT 4 OAK TREE CLOSE, CANTLEY

Scope of the Works

The document provides a methodology for protection of the tree during
the alterations and construction of an extension at the above site, and
should be read in conjunction with the Tree Protection Plan Appendix 4
and Timetable for Protection Works Appendix 6.

Timing of Works

Tree protection works will be completed as detailed below according to
the attached timetable Appendix 6.

The exact commencement date is not known however the timetable
provided gives the order that the works need to be implemented to
ensure the tree is fully protected.

Temporary Fencing

One Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ) will be created as shown on
the attached Tree Protection Plan (TPP).

Temporary fencing will be erected as shown by the green lines on the
TPP to form the CEZ. The fencing will consist of Heras panels
supported on a framework of scaffold poles as shown on the attached
extract from BS5837:2005

Ll

Willl
WL

31

i Srandard acaffold pales

2 Upsighis to be diiven intd the ground
3 Pa secnred to uprights with wire ties and where necessary “00F
standavd scadivld clsaps T Grownd Jevel

4 Weidmesh wired 10 the uprigh?s and hoazontals 8 Approx. .6 ns driven o the ground

Figure 2 — Protestive barrier
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3.3

3.4

3.5

4.0

4.1

6.0

6.1

7.0

7.1

8.0

8.1

8.2

9.0
9.1

9.2

The fence will exclude all access to the CEZ.

Signs will be erected at four places on the CEZ fence stating
“Construction Exclusion Zone Keep Out “

Fencing will be maintained throughout the duration of the works,
ensuring that access is denied to the CEZ throughout the process.

Protective fencing will be removed only when all construction work is
completed.

Site Access

Access to the site will be via the existing entrance and will be outside
the CEZ.

Site Huts and Temporary Buildings

All site huts and temporary buildings will be sited out side the CEZ.

Facilitative Pruning
No pruning will be required.
General Protection Measures

No cement, oil, bitumen or any other products likely to be detrimental to
tree growth will be stored within 10m of the trunk of the tree, or
materials of any type stored within 10m.

The following general protection measures will be implemented
throughout the construction period:

Concrete mixing will not be carried out within 10m of the tree.
No fires will be lit within 20m of the tree.

e Hydraulic cranes, forklifts, excavators or piling rigs (Other than small
rigs used for mini piling) will not be used under and in the immediate
vicinity the crown of the tree.

Service Trenches

All service trenches will be routed outside the CEZ.

All trenching for services will follow guidelines given in the National
Joint Utilites Group Publication number 10, "Guidelines for the

Planning and Installation and Maintenance of Utility Services in
Proximity to Trees"
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10.0

101

10.2

10.3

Arboricultural Supervision and Aftercare

Supervision will be carried out throughout the construction phase by a
nominated arborist who will be responsible for consultation with
Broadland Council’'s Tree Officer.

The arborist will complete regular site visits to check that the Tree
protection measures are being carried out. The frequency of the visits
will be dictated by the level of activity and degree to which the tree
protection measures are being respected. A note of the date of each
visit and a summary of the findings will be forwarded to both the Tree
Officer and the Main Contractor.

On completion of the works the tree will be inspected by the arborist to
check the condition of the tree and advise if any remedial work is
necessary.

A.T. Coombes 8" June 2007
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APPENDIX 6 TIMETABLE FOR TREE PROTECTION WORKS AT OAK TREE CLOSE CANTLEY

necessary.

Item Operation * Before During On Completion
Commencing Construction
Construction Works
Works
1 _|Erect temporary protective fencing on edge of the CEZ. - X
2 Erect two warning signs on fencing around the CEZ stating “ Construction X i 7 R
Exclusion Zone - Keep Out”.
3 Maintain Protective fences and signs in good condition. X
4 Arboricultural supervision and advice including site visits during the course of X X X
the works to check the CEZ and liaison with Broadland District Council
5 Remove protective fencing. X
6 Check condition of the protected trees and consider if remedial works are X

* All work to comply with the attached Arboricultural Method Statement and
BS5837: 2005 Trees in relation to construction - Recommendations.

36
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TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS
2012

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
The Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.6)

The Broadland District Council, in exercise of the powers conferred on them by section 198 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 make the following Order—

Citation
1. This Order may be cited as the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.6)
Interpretation

2. (1) In this Order “the authority” means the Broadland District Council.
(2) In this Order any reference to a numbered section is a reference to the section so
numbered in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and any reference to a numbered
regulation is a reference to the regulation so numbered in the Town and Country Planning
(Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012.

Effect

3. (1) Subject to article 4, this Order takes effect provisionally on the date on which
it is made.
(2) Without prejudice to subsection (7) of section 198 (power to make tree preservation
orders) or subsection (1) of section 200 (tree preservation orders: Forestry
Commissioners) and, subject to the exceptions in regulation 14, no person shall—

(a) cut down, top, lop, uproot, wilfully damage, or wilfully destroy; or
(b) cause or permit the cutting down, topping, lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction
of,

any tree specified in the Schedule to this Order except with the written consent of the
authority in accordance with regulations 16 and 17, or of the Secretary of State in
accordance with regulation 23, and, where such consent is given subject to conditions, in
accordance with those conditions.

Application to trees to be planted pursuant to a condition

4. In relation to any tree identified in the first column of the Schedule by the letter “C”,
being a tree to be planted pursuant to a condition imposed under paragraph (a) of section
197 (planning permission to include appropriate provision for preservation and planting of
trees), this Order takes effect as from the time when the tree is planted.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

The Common Seal of the Broadland District Council
was affixed to this Order in the presence of—

Heac of Democratic Services and
Monitoring Officer
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Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

A1

Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

NONE

SCHEDULE 1
SPECIFICATION OF TREES

Trees specified individually
(encircled in black on the map)

Description Situation

NONE NONE

Trees specified by reference to an area
(within a dotted black line on the map)

Description Situation

All trees of whatever TG 38061 04140

species

Groups of trees
(within a broken black line on the map)

Description (including Situation
number of trees in
group)
NONE NONE
Woodlands

(within a continuous black line on the map)
Description Situation
NONE NONE
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 33 Church Road, Cantley, NR13 3SN.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Reqgulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 3 Oak Tree Close, Cantley, NR13 3GZ.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning

41



IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 4 Oak Tree Close, Cantley, NR13 3GZ.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Reqgulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 31 Inglehurst, Church Road, Cantley, NR13 3SN.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Reqgulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, Beckhithe Farms Ltd, Hall Farm, Reedham, NR13 3HW.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Reqgulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 6)
Broadland District Council

To: Diocese of Norwich, Diocesan House, 109 Dereham Road, Easton, Norwich, NR9 5ES.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 09" May 2019 the Council made the above tree
preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safe guard the significant visual amenity and biodiversity value
offered by the trees to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 9" May 2019. It will continue in force on this basis
for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 07" June 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 9" day of May 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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COPY OF REGULATION 6 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT
(Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS 2012
Objections and representations
6(1) Subject to paragraph (2), objections and representations —
(@  shall be made in writing and —

(1) delivered to the authority not later than the date specified by them
under regulation 3(2)(c); or

(i) sent to the authority in a properly addressed and pre-paid letter
posted at such time that, in the ordinary course of post, it would be
delivered to them not later than that date;

(b) shall specify the particular trees, groups of trees or woodlands (as the case
may be) in respect of which the objections or representations are made;
and

(©) in the case of an objection, shall state the reasons for the objection.
6(2) The authority may treat as duly made objections and representations which do
not comply with the requirements of paragraph (1) if, in the particular case, they

are satisfied that compliance with those requirements could not reasonably have
been expected
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Ask for Conservation

Direct Dial 01603 430560
Brgatdtlgnq Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk
SRSERES SORDE Our Reference TPO 2019 No. 6
Date 09/05/2019

www.broadland.gov.uk

Mr Colin J Smith, CJS Planning & Building Services
Down Ampney

Well Hill, Clint Green

Yaxham

Dereham

NR19 1RX

Dear Mr Smith

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990

Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Preservation Order 2019 No. 6

Trees on land at Hillcrest, 33 Church Road, Cantley.

Enclosed for your information are copies of a Tree Preservation Order, Formal Notice and
letter, which have today been served.

Yours sincerely

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning

Broadland District Council
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 ODU !I_N ‘ﬁ

caommunication for all

broadland

Tel: (01603) 431133

3:
g
g
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Ask for Conservation
Direct Dial 01603 430560

Broadland

Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk

=== District Council Our Reference  TPO 2019 No. 6

Date 09/05/2019
www.broadland.gov.uk

Owner/Occupier,
33 Church Road,
Cantley,

Norwich

NR13 3SN.

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Sir/Madam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council’'s actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU IN A ﬁ

Tel: (01603) 431133 v TRAN

communication for all
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Ask for Conservation

Direct Dial 01603 430560

=] Brggﬁggﬂg Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk
Our Reference  TPO 2019 No. 6
Date 09/05/2019

www.broadland.gov.uk

Owner/Occupier
3 Oak Tree Close
Cantley

Norwich

NR13 3GZ

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Sir/Madam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council’s actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council .
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU IN A 5&
Tel: (01603) 431133 ] TRAN

communication for all

BROADLARD DHTRCT COUNG
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Ask for Conservation

S Direct Dial 01603 430560
e, Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk
E!gggtlggg Our Reference TPO 2019 No. 6
' Date 09/05/2019

www.broadland.gov.uk

Owner/Occupier
4 Oak Tree Close
Cantley

Norwich

NR13 3GZ

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Sir/Madam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council’'s actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council lN A g .
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU ﬁ
W TRAN &£

SRGADLANG DHATRICT COUNTE,

Tel: (01603) 431133 =
communication for all =t
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Ask for Conservation
Direct Dial 01603 430560

"-‘Bt'\'roadland

Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk

~—===— District Council

Our Reference TPO 2019 No. 6

Date 09/05/2019
www.broadland.gov.uk

Owner/Occupier
Beckhithe Farms Ltd
Hall Farm

Reedham

Norwich

NR13 3HW

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear SirfMadam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council's actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU IN A
Tel: (01603) 431133 ] TRAN

communication for all
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Ask for Conservation
Direct Dial 01603 430560

Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk

Our Reference TPO 2019 No. 6
Date 09/05/2019

/(Broadland

-District Council

www.broadland.gov.uk

Owner/Occupier
31 Inglehurst
Church Road
Cantley
Norwich

NR13 SN

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Sir/Madam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 201
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council's actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council IN ‘E
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU -

W TRAN

Tel: (01603) 431133
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Ask for Conservation

: Direct Dial 01603 430560
17\ Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk
/ =.]n/§_goadland Our Reference TPO 2019 No. 6
~—==—=District Council Date 09/05/2019

www.broadland.gov.uk

Diocese of Norwich
Diocesan House
109 Dereham Road
Easton

Norwich

NR9 5ES

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Sir/Madam

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.6

Section 197 of the Town and Country Planning Act places an express duty on
the Local Planning Authority when granting planning permission to ensure
whenever appropriate that adequate conditions are imposed to secure the
preservation or planting of trees and that any necessary Tree Preservation
Orders are made under section 198 of the Act.

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in
the interests of amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of
which you are the owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of
adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set
out in the First Schedule and Map of the attached Order, to ensure their
protection and continued integration into any future site development
proposals.

The long-term protection of trees should be secured by Tree Preservation
Orders rather than condition, following government advice in Circular 11/95.
Therefore a copy of the Order is enclosed, together with a formal Notice of its
making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the
Council’'s actions in protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given
in the formal Notice.

Broadland District Council =
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU IN A %
\V TRAN &

Tel: (01603) 431133 = Ty
communication for all
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Ask for Conservation

Direct Dial 01603 430560
Brgatdtlgndl Email conservation@broadland.gov.uk
e e Our Reference  TPO 2019 No. 6
Date 09/05/2019

www.broadland.gov.uk

Mr Colin J Smith, CJS Planning & Building Services
Down Ampney

Well Hill, Clint Green

Yaxham

Dereham

NR19 1RX

Dear Mr Smith

Town and Country Planning Act, 1990
Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Preservation Order 2019 No. 6

Trees on land at Hillcrest, 33 Church Road, Cantley.

Enclosed for your information are copies of a Tree Preservation Order, Formal Notice and
letter, which have today been served.

Yours sincerely

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning

Broadland District Council = .

Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Norwich, NR7 0DU lN A E
T s

Tel: (01603) 431133 o

cammunication for all S
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tBr_oadland Application Number

“—I==— District Council 201 90731
www.broadland.gov.uk

CJS Planning & Building Services

FAO Mr Colin Smith

Down Ampney

Well Hill

Yaxham

Dereham

NR19 1RX

Date Of Decision : 04 June 2019

Development : 9 Self Build/Custom Build Dwellings

Location : Hillcrest,33 Church Road,Cantley,NR13 3SN

Application Type: Permission in Principle

Town & Country Planning Act 1990

The Council in pursuance of powers under this Act REFUSES PERMISSION IN
PRINCIPLE for the development referred to above for the following reasons:-

The location of the proposed development adjacent to the grade II* listed St Margaret's
Church would erode the rural undeveloped setting of the church which would harm its
significance contrary to the provision of section 66(1) of the Planning (Listed Buildings
and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 and contrary to paragraph 200 of the National
Planning Policy Framework.

It would not possible to provide nine dwellings on-site, without causing harm to the
existing mature trees of site which are subject to a Tree Preservation Order.
Furthermore, it is considered that a development of nine dwellings would represent an
overdevelopment of the site which would adversely affect the low density character of
the area, which provides a transition to the open countryside. For these reasons the
scheme is considered to be contrary to Policies GC4 and EN2 of the Broadland
Development Management Development Plan Document.

INFORMATIVE

The Local Planning Authority has taken a proactive and positive approach to decision
taking in accordance with the requirements of paragraph 38 of the National Planning
Policy Framework. However, in this instance is has not been possible for the proposal
to overcome the in principle reasons for refusal associated with the proposed
development.

95



Signed

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning

Broadland District Council, Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich,
NR7 ODU
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Information relating to appeals against the decision of the Local Planning
Authority.

If you are aggrieved by this decision to refuse permission for the proposed
development or to grant it subject to conditions, then you can appeal to the Secretary
of State under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

Any appeal must be made within 6 months of the date of this notice unless the
proposed development is for minor commercial development (shop fronts and similar)
in which case any appeal must be made within 12 weeks of the date of this notice.

However if an enforcement notice has been served for the same or substantially the
same development within the period of two years before this application was made, or
subsequently, then the period within which an appeal can be lodged is reduced to 28
days from the date of this decision or 28 days from the serving of the enforcement
notice, whichever is the later.

The Secretary of State can allow a longer period for giving notice of an appeal, but he
will not normally be prepared to use this power unless there are special circumstances
which excuse the delay in giving notice of appeal.

Appeals must be made using a form which you can get from the Planning Inspectorate
at Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol BS1 6PN, Tel: 0303 444
00 00 or via the Planning Portal at https://www.gov.uk/appeal-planning-inspectorate

The Secretary of State need not consider an appeal if it seems to him that the local
planning authority could not have granted planning permission for the proposed
development or could not have granted it without the conditions they imposed, having
regard to the statutory requirements, to the provisions of any development order and to
any directions given under a development order.

In practice, the Secretary of State does not refuse to consider appeals solely because
the local planning authority based their decision on a direction given by him.

Purchase Notices

If either the local planning authority or the Secretary of State refuses permission to
develop land or grants it subject to conditions, the owner may claim that he can neither
put the land to a reasonably beneficial use in its existing state nor render the land
capable of a reasonably beneficial use by the carrying out of any development which
has been or would be permitted.

In these circumstances, the owner may serve a purchase notice on the District Council
in whose area the land is situated. This notice will require the Council to purchase his
interest in the land in accordance with the provisions of Part VI of the Town and
Country Planning Act 1990.
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STATEMENT OF CASE

Tree Preservation Order 2019 No. 1 (1294)
Address: 11 Station New Road, Brundall, NR13 5PQ

BACKGROUND TO THE MAKING OF TPO 2019 No. 1

Provisional TPO 2019 No. 1 was made on 6 February 2019 by Broadland District
Council. The Order protects eleven Douglas Fir trees to the front of 11 Station New
Road, Brundall.

On 21 November 2018 an outline planning application to erect a self-build dwelling to
the rear of 11 Station New Road, Brundall was received by Broadland District
Council (planning application reference: 20181885).

The application was recommended for refusal by the Planning Officer with the
potential impact on trees being one of the main reasons for refusal as well as
concerns about backland development and the character of the area. An
Arboricultural Impact Assessment was submitted with the application which
highlighted the tree constraints. The application went to Planning Committee on
6 February 2019 and outline consent was refused.

The trees were subsequently protected when planning permission was refused in
order to safeguard them in the landscape. The applicant has also lodged an appeal
with the Planning Inspectorate against the refusal of the outline planning permission.

THE CASE FOR MAKING TPO 2019 No. 1

Taking the above points into consideration, please note the following:

How do the trees, the subject of this report, make a significant contribution to
the local environment?

ﬁ]e 11 Douglas Fir trees stand to the front of 11 Station New Road, Brundall. Station\
New Road is an informal road with larger detached houses in a setting of mature trees.
Many of these trees are already protected by Tree Preservation Orders including the
woodland to the south of 11 Station New Road which joins up with the wider woody
network of the Mid-Yare National Nature Reserve within the Broads Authority area to

the south.

The contribution of the Douglas Firs to the local environment is therefore twofold.
Firstly, the trees confer significant visual amenity value to the property and to Station
New Road, maintaining the leafy setting enjoyed by residents and standing out as
impressive landscape features. Secondly, the Firs help to create a network of trees
alongside those to the west and south of the property that together provide valuable
habitat corridors for local wildlife, improved air quality and climate change mitigation.
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Is there a reason to fear that the trees may be dangerous?

There is no evidence to suggest that the trees are dangerous.

An Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA) v1.4 dated 23 January 2019 was
undertaken by BH Trees and Woodland for the planning application. This
included a survey of the all the trees on the site, including the Douglas Fir
trees, where "the presence and condition of bark and stem wounds, cavities,
decay, fungal fruiting bodies and any structural defects that could increase the
risk of structural failure were noted”.

The resulting Tree Survey (Appendix A of the AlA) did not note any of the
above defects and found that 9 of the Douglas Firs had “Good” physical
condition and two had “Fair” physical condition (T6 and T2 on the TPO map).
Nevertheless, the AlA states in paragraph 5.2 that “the Douglas Fir trees, T1 —
9 [as labelled on the Tree Constraints Plan which has different tree numbering
to the TPO] constitute an impressive landscape feature but are reduced to a
Category B grading as they are reaching maturity and are vulnerable to wind
damage.”

The Council’s view is that the trees have grown and adapted to live in their
location and as such should be more resilient to wind forces than the average
plantation grown Douglas Fir. Trees do naturally shed branches occasionally
and this is not considered a valid reason to not protect them. The majority of
the trees do not have branches that are falling distance of the property, T7-T9
are the closest to the property and it would be advised to regularly inspect
these trees. The Council would consider an application to selectively reduce
those branches overhanging the property to reduce end weight loading and the
risk of branch breakout if found necessary following an inspection.

What is the expected lifespan of the trees, barring unforeseen circumstances?

~

The Douglas Firs in question are semi mature with some variation in size between
the 11 individuals. Douglas Fir is a very long lived species. As the Douglas Fir was
first introduced to Britain in 1827 by the Scottish Botanist and plant hunter David
Douglas the age potential of the species in this country is not yet known, in their
native range they can live in excess of 500 years. Many individuals first planted in
Scotland in the late 1800s are still alive and well today.

/
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Do the trees, in their present locations, show signs of causing a nuisance in
the future which is unacceptable or impractical?

The trees do not show any signs of posing an unacceptable nuisance to the
owners. The trees are positioned to the north and west of the property so shading
is not an issue and the canopies are high and not causing any obstruction.

How do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?

ﬁs the Douglas Fir is a particularly long lived species, over time it can provide
valuable deadwood cavities for birds and bats to shelter. Their height can also
provide suitable nesting for larger birds of prey such as buzzards and
sparrowhawks.
and spruce carpet and dwarf pug moths feed on the needles.

The Douglas Firs contribute to the wider treed habitat including the woodland to

habitat and food available for wildlife in the area.

o

Douglas Firs also produce seeds which are eaten by finches and small mammals

the south and the Mid —Yare Nature Reserve over the train line which increase the

\

/
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OBJECTION AND SUPPORT TO THE MAKING OF THE TPO AND TREE
OFFICER’'S RESPONSE:

One letter of support to TPO 2019 No. 1 was made on 11 February 2019 by:
Richard G Farley — Brundall Tree Warden
His comments were:

“Dear Sir

Today | looked at the trees on the property at 11 STATION ROAD, BRUNDALL,
NR13 5PQ.

| fully support that the 11 Douglas Firs should be protected by a Tree
Preservation Order. They look health and are established trees that are a
feature to the area. They were viewed from the roadway.

Yours Faithfully

Richard G Farley

Brundall Tree Warden”

One objection to TPO 2019 No. 1 was made on 4 March 2019 by:
Mr and Mrs Clarke, 11 Station New Road, Brundall, NR13 5PQ
Below are the main objections in bold with Tree Officer responses in italics below:

Objection 1: “The TPO appears to be the result of a recent planning application
20181885 submitted by us that was refused by BDC Planning on 6 February
2019. The following day the new TPO notification was delivered to us which
appears to be a very cynical act and personal. During the whole of the
planning application process, which has been ongoing since early 2017,
neither of us have considered cutting down or damaging any of these 11 trees.
It is an insult to our integrity to even suggest that. We have maintained, cared
for and nurtured these trees since we have lived here and that will not
change.”

Response: Local Planning Authorities, under section 197 of the Town and
Country Planning Act 1990, have a duty to consider the preservation of trees
in the planning process, particularly when significant unprotected trees may
come under threat as a result of a refusal of planning permission.

The TPO was served as a result of the planning application which cited tree

constraints as one of the main reasons for refusal. The Arboricultural Impact
Assessment submitted with the application showed that one Douglas Fir tree
(T6 on the TPO) would need to be removed to facilitate a new access to the

proposed new dwelling and the root protection areas of six Douglas Fir trees
would be partially covered with hard surfacing for the driveway.

Additional arboricultural impacts, outside the scope of this TPO appeal, were

also outlined in the report including the removal of three trees in the protected
woodland to the rear and the unsustainability of nestling a house amongst the
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semi-mature woodland trees in terms of shade and seasonal nuisances such
as leaf fall and bird nesting which would put pressure on these trees for
removal.

Objection 2: “In our opinion the confirmation of this TPO would diminish our
efforts to continue to manage, preserve and care for these trees, which
incidentally has been nothing but exemplary.”

Response: A Tree Preservation Order protecting the Douglas Firs would not
prohibit sound arboricultural management of the trees. Tree work applications
to gain consent to do works to protected trees are free of charge and the
Council would not object to works that were justified and in accordance with
the British Standard 3998:2010 Tree Work — Recommendations.

Objection 3: “In regard to the 11 trees covered by this dubiously raised TPO,
we have during our communications with BDC commissioned numerous
Arboriculture Reports and statements which capture all of the information
about these trees as well as the many others on our land. This information is
filed under BDC application number 20180640 & 20181885. The Arboriculture
Reports and advice state the following:

a) None of the 11 trees are high quality i.e. Category A trees

b) Trees T1, T3, T4,T5,T7, T8, T9, T10 and T11 are Category B trees

c) Trees T2 and T6 are low quality Category C trees

d) All 11 trees are reaching maturity and are very vulnerable to wind
damage and present a potential health and safety risk to the owner

In addition previous arboriculture advice was: -

e) Removal of poor quality trees T5 & T6 would benefit the lifespan, health
and wellbeing of the better specimen T7

f) Removal of poorer quality trees T8 and T10 would benefit the lifespan,
health and wellbeing of the better specimens T9 & T11

g) Tree T3 suffered damage from a fallen but now removed conifer tree in
2013 and previous arboriculture advice was that it would always remain
vulnerable in the future

h) Due to the nature of Douglas Firs, damage from fallen branches will
regularly occur during any high winds

Our unique and considered knowledge of the plot/area combined with the
arboriculture advice points to the fact that only trees that may contribute to the
‘significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the immediate area and wider
environment would be trees T1, T4, T7, T9, and T11.”

Response: The Council does not agree that only trees T1, T4, T7, T9 and T11
are worthy of protection with a TPO. The arboricultural surveys submitted with
the planning applications (20180640 & 20181885) were both undertaken by
BH Trees and Woodland and state that 9 of the Douglas Firs are in “Good”
condition and 2 Firs are in “Fair” condition. No significant structural defects or
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health problems were noted or apparent on site when | visited for the planning
application.

One of the “Fair” condition trees (T6 on the TPO map) was proposed for
removal to make way for the access road. This tree has developed a poorer
form than its neighbours and it is likely to be supressed over time as its
neighbours continue to grow. Nevertheless at the present time the tree does
not pose an unacceptable risk and should be retained as long as possible.

In my opinion it is the group of Firs as a whole that is important from an
amenity point of view. Removing a significant number of trees would reduce
the value of the group and also open up the remaining trees to greater wind
forces. All individuals within the group should be protected to retain the
feature as a whole; if certain individuals were to decline over time then the
Council would consider an application for consent to do remedial works.

Objection 4: “The primary reason for our objection to the TPO is that it adds
no value and seems to have been raised in a very cynical and dubious
manner.”

Response: The TPO ensures that the trees will be retained for the duration of
their lives and managed appropriately by both the current and all future
residents of the property. The appellant has stated that they are happy to
retain the trees and manage them appropriately so the TPO is therefore
unlikely to be an unacceptable burden.

| would strongly disagree with the assertion that the TPO adds no value. It is
important to note that the appellant has made a separate appeal against
Broadland District Council’s refusal of outline planning permission for one
dwelling to the rear of 11 Station New Road, Brundall. The presence of a TPO
on the Douglas Fir trees would confer greater weight to the potential negative
impacts of the development on the trees when the Planning Inspector is
considering the application.

In the event that consent is granted for the new dwelling, the planning consent
would override the TPO and allow the removal of T6 to facilitate the access
road. However, the TPO would still be valuable in ensuring that every
precaution is taken to avoid root damage when installing the proposed
driveway.

The AIA submitted with the application stated that a no-dig driveway would be
constructed in order to avoid root damage to the Douglas Firs (see the next
page for the Tree Constraints Plan taken from the AIA for planning application
20181885).

In the arboricultural comments to the Planning Officer, concerns were raised
about the feasibility of installing the proposed “no-dig” driveway whereby hard
surfacing would be laid down on top of the existing grassed area thereby
avoiding the need to excavate and potentially cause root damage. The British
Standard 5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction —
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Recommendations states that no more than 20% of a tree’s Root Protection
Area (RPA) should be covered by hard surfacing as hard surfacing interferes
with the tree’s ability to access water and nutrients. This advice is reiterated in
the AIA in the information provided in Appendix E from the driveway
manufacturer (page 28 of the AIA under “Other useful notes on Tree
Protection”). The AIA nonetheless states that all 6 Douglas Firs adjacent to
the drive would have more than 20% of their RPA covered by the hard
surfacing, contrary to the British Standard and manufacturers of the driveway.

In addition, the grassed area on which the Douglas Firs stand is on a higher
level that the existing driveway for 11 Station New Road. Concerns were
raised at the planning stage again that building the driveway on top of this
already higher level would create a large bump up from the road level and it
may mean that the product would have to be dug in to prevent this with
subsequent damage to the rooting systems of six Douglas Firs being highly
likely.

If planning consent were given the TPO would give the Council greater
powers to enforce compliance with the Arboricultural Impact Assessment
thereby reducing the risk of root damage occurring which could lead to the
loss of the trees.

In the event that the Planning Inspector dismisses the appeal the TPO would

ensure that the trees are not removed before any further applications are
submitted.
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Tree Constraints Plan from the Arboricultural Impact Assessment by BH
Trees and Woodland showing the proposed access in pink and Root
Protection Areas in block green.
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CONCLUSION

The trees identified within the Provisional Tree Preservation Order (PTPO) add
significantly to both and visual amenity and biodiversity value of the local area.

The trees are not considered to be in an unsafe condition at this time.

| do not believe the trees will cause an increase in nuisance which would be
considered unreasonable or impractical to abate in the future.

This PTPO has been implemented and served in a just and appropriate manner.
Therefore, | request that the Order is confirmed.

Considerations may also be made that the trees are not worthy of protection
therefore a resolution is met to not confirm the Order.

Date: 11/7/2019

Alex Lowe — Assistant Conservation Officer
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Appendix
e THE CASE FOR MAKING A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER (TPO)

o Within Chapter 8, Part VIII, Special Controls, Chapter | under Sections
197, 198 & 201 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 the
Council has powers to protect and plant trees where it appears
‘expedient in the interest of amenity to make provision for the
preservation of trees or woodlands in their area, they may for that
purpose make an order with respect to such trees, groups of trees or
woodlands as may be specified in the order’.

o0 ‘Amenity’ is not defined in law, so authorities need to exercise
judgement when deciding whether it is within their powers to make an
order.

o0 However, in March of 2014 the Department for Communities and Local
Government (DCLG) issued a guide to all LPAs on TPOs entitled —
Tree Preservation Orders and trees in conservation areas. This guide
indicates that:

e A Tree Preservation Order is an order made by a local planning authority in
England to protect specific trees, groups of trees or woodlands in the interest
of amenity.

e An order can be used to protect individual trees, trees within an area, groups
of trees or whole woodlands. Protected trees can be of any size or species.

e Local Planning Authorities (LPAS) should be able to show that a reasonable
degree of public benefit in the present or future would accrue before TPOs are
made or confirmed. The trees, or at least part of them, should normally be
visible from a public place such as a road or footpath.

e The risk of felling need not necessarily be imminent before an Order is made.
Trees may be considered at risk generally from development pressures or
changes in property ownership, even intentions to fell are not often known in
advance, therefore precautionary Orders may be considered to be expedient.

e The guidance also indicates that LPAs are advised to develop ways of
assessing the ‘amenity value’ of trees in a structured way, taking into account
the following criteria:

Visibility

Individual & collective impact
Wider impact

Other Factors

Size and form;

Future potential as an amenity;

O O0O0OO00O0
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o0 Rarity, cultural or historic value;
o Contribution to, and relationship with, the landscape; and
o Contribution to the character or appearance of a Conservation Area.

e Where relevant to an assessment of the amenity value of trees or woodlands,
authorities may consider taking into account other factors, such as importance
to nature conservation or response to climate change.

e The guidance further indicates that it is important to establish a consistent
approach, therefore the following points are considered before recommending
a TPO:

o0 Does the tree that is the subject of this report make a significant
contribution to the local environment?

o0 lIsthere a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

o0 Can the trees be expected to live for longer than ten years, barring
unforeseen circumstances?

o Do the trees in their present locations show signs of causing a
nuisance in the future which is unacceptable or impractical?

o Do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?
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(Broadland

District Council

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS
2012

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
The Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 1)

The Broadland District Council, in exercise of the powers conferred on them by section 198 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 make the following Order—

Citation
1. This Order may be cited as the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.1)
Interpretation

2. (1) In this Order “the authority” means the Broadland District Council.
(2) In this Order any reference to a numbered section is a reference to the section so
numbered in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and any reference to a numbered
regulation is a reference to the regulation so numbered in the Town and Country Planning
(Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012.

Effect

3. (1) Subject to article 4, this Order takes effect provisionally on the date on which
it is made.
(2) Without prejudice to subsection (7) of section 198 (power to make tree preservation
orders) or subsection (1) of section 200 (tree preservation orders: Forestry
Commissioners) and, subject to the exceptions in regulation 14, no person shall—

(a) cut down, top, lop, uproot, wilfully damage, or wilfully destroy; or
(b) cause or permit the cutting down, topping, lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction
of,

any tree specified in the Schedule to this Order except with the written consent of the
authority in accordance with regulations 16 and 17, or of the Secretary of State in
accordance with regulation 23, and, where such consent is given subject to conditions, in
accordance with those conditions.

Application to trees to be planted pursuant to a condition

4. In relation to any tree identified in the first column of the Schedule by the letter “C”,
being a tree to be planted pursuant to a condition imposed under paragraph (a) of section
197 (planning permission to include appropriate provision for preservation and planting of
trees), this Order takes effect as from the time when the tree is planted.

Dated this 6™ day of February 2019.

The Common Seal of the Broadland District Council
was affixed to this Order in the presence of—

e ——

lic Services ar u':']

Head of Democ
wionitoring O
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Reference on
map

T1
T2
T3
T4
T5
T6
T7
T8
T9
T10

T11

Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

NONE

SCHEDULE 1

SPECIFICATION OF TREES

Trees specified individually
(encircled in black on the map)

Description

Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir
Douglas Fir

Douglas Fir

Situation

TG 33088 08013
TG 33091 08024
TG 33078 08029
TG 33069 08031
TG 33057 08032
TG 33054 08027
TG 33057 08023
TG 33048 08012
TG 33046 08007
TG 33045 08003

TG 33043 07997

Trees specified by reference to an area
(within a dotted black line on the map)

Description

NONE

Situation

NONE

Groups of trees
(within a broken black line on the map)

Description (including
number of trees in
group)

NONE
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NONE



Woodlands
(within a continuous black line on the map)

Reference on Description Situation
map
NONE NONE NONE
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 1)
Broadland District Council

To: Mr and Mrs Clarke, Water Meadows, 11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norfolk, NR13 5PQ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 6 February 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the
immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 6" February 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 8™ March 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Conservation at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 6" day of February 2019.

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Reqgulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 1)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, Saxon Croft, 13 Station New Road, Brundall, Norfolk, NR13 5PQ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 6 February 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council's
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the
immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 6" February 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 8™ March 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Conservation at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 6" day of February 2019.

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 1)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, St Brigid, 9 Station New Road, Brundall, Norfolk, NR13 5PQ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 6 February 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the
immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 6" February 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 8™ March 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and Country
Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided overleaf.
Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All valid
objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm an
order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please be
advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Conservation at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 6" day of February 2019.

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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COPY OF REGULATION 6 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT
(Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS 2012
Objections and representations
6(1) Subject to paragraph (2), objections and representations —
(@  shall be made in writing and —

(1) delivered to the authority not later than the date specified by them
under regulation 3(2)(c); or

(i) sent to the authority in a properly addressed and pre-paid letter
posted at such time that, in the ordinary course of post, it would be
delivered to them not later than that date;

(b) shall specify the particular trees, groups of trees or woodlands (as the case
may be) in respect of which the objections or representations are made;
and

(©) in the case of an objection, shall state the reasons for the objection.
6(2) The authority may treat as duly made objections and representations which do
not comply with the requirements of paragraph (1) if, in the particular case, they

are satisfied that compliance with those requirements could not reasonably have
been expected
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From: Alan Clarke

Date: Tuesday, 05 Mar 2019, 8:31 am

To: Phil Courtier

Subject: Objection letter and attachments to Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order No. 1
(2019)

Dear Mr P Courtier

Please find attached our objection letter and two attachments to Broadland District Council Tree
Preservation Order No. 1 (2019)

The original copy of the letter has been posted by registered post today.

Please contact us if there are any issues

Kind Regards

Alan & Bee Clarke
11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norwich NR13 5PQ

/8



Mr and Mrs Clarke
11 Station New Road
Brundall

NR13 5PQ

4™ March 2019
Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning Broadland District Council
Thorpe Lodge
1 Yarmouth Road
Thorpe St Andrew
Norwich NR7 ODU

BDC Reference: Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order No. 1 (2019)
Dear Mr Courtier

This letter is a strong objection to the above referenced TPO raised by Broadland District Council on 6"
February 2019. The reasons for our objection are detailed below.

The TPO appears to be the result of a recent planning application 20181885 submitted by us that was
refused by BDC Planning on 6" February 2019. The following day the new TPO notification was delivered to
us which appears to be a very cynical act and personal. During the whole of the planning application process,
which has been ongoing since early 2017, neither of us have considered cutting down or damaging any of
these 11 trees. It is an insult to our integrity to even suggest that. We have maintained, cared for and
nurtured these trees since we have lived here and that will not change. We have always been fully engaged
with BDC at all times, and always addressed any concerns raised but shamefully that approach has not been
reciprocated.

Therefore, the primary reason for objection to the TPO is that it adds no value and it seems to have been
raised in a very cynical and dubious manner. In our opinion the confirmation of this TPO would diminish our
efforts to continue to manage, preserve and care for these trees, which incidentally has been nothing except
exemplary.

Cross Reference Note: Please refer to email sent on 21.02.19 to our local Councillor and copied to Mr P
Courtier. Re-copied via email to Mr P Courtier on 05.03.19

In regard to the 11 trees covered by this dubiously raised TPO, we have during our communications with BDC
commissioned numerous Arboriculture Reports and statements which capture all of the information about
these trees as well as the many others on our land. This information is filed under BDC application number
20180640 & 20181885. The Arboriculture Reports and advice state the following: -

a) None of the 11 trees are high quality i.e. Category A trees
b) TreesT1,T3,T4,T5,T7,T8, T9, T10 and T11 are Category B trees
c¢) Trees T2 and T6 are low quality Category C Trees

BDC TPO No. 1 (2019) — Objection Letter Page 1





d) All 11 trees are reaching maturity and are very vulnerable to wind damage and present a potential
health and safety risk to the owner

In addition previous arboriculture advice was: -

e) Removal of poor quality trees T5 & T6 would benefit the lifespan, health and wellbeing of the better
specimen T7

f) Removal of poorer quality trees T8 & T10 would benefit the lifespan, health and wellbeing of the better
specimens T9 & T11

g) Tree T3 suffered damage from a fallen but now removed conifer tree in 2013 and previous arboriculture
advice was that it would always remain vulnerable in the future.

h) Due to the nature of Douglas Firs, damage from falling branches will regularly occur during any high
winds

Our unique and considered knowledge of the plot/area combined with the arboriculture advice points to the
fact that the only trees that may contribute to the ‘significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the
immediate area and wider environment would be trees T1, T4, T7, T9, and T11.

Reference Note: Please refer to arboriculture report 20181885 Amended Arboricultural Report v1.4 recd
240119’, copied via email to Mr P Courtier on 05.03.19

Objection Summary

The primary reason for objection to the TPO is that it adds no value and it seems to have been raised in a
very cynical and dubious manner. In our opinion the confirmation of this TPO would diminish our efforts
to continue to manage, preserve and care for these trees, which incidentally has been nothing except
exemplary.

In addition all 11 trees are reaching maturity and are very vulnerable to wind damage and present a
potential health and safety risk to the owner and third parties. These health and safety risks are better
controlled and made more manageable without the restrictions imposed by an unnecessary TPO.

If a TPO was to be confirmed, which in our opinion would be wrong for the numerous reasons stated
above and should be avoided at all costs, and then it should only apply to trees T1, T4, T7, T9, and T11.

Finally one last word, no one cares more than us for any of the trees on our land and that will continue
without this TPO.

Yours sincerely

Document References:

1. Email sent on 21.02.19 to our local Councillor and copied to Mr P Courtier. Re-copied via email to Mr P
Courtier on 05.03.19

2. Arboriculture report 20181885 Amended Arboricultural Report v1.4 recd 240119’, copied via email to
Mr Courtier on 05.03.19
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Summary

e This report provides the results of a tree survey of land at 11 Station New Road, Brundall and an
arboricultural constraints assessment of the site, and may be used to inform the planning
process.

e The local planning authority is Broadland District Council and the landowner confirms that Tree
Preservation Order 1994 No7 through an Area order, affects the southern part of the site but that

no part of the site stands within a Conservation Area.

e There are a number of good quality trees on the site, the vast majority, including all the category
“A” trees, can be successfully retained. It is proposed to remove an ornamental flowering cherry
in the garden and a bifurcated ash tree to make space for development. These are smaller

specimens with limited landscape contribution which can be replaced in a more suitable location.

e A fair quality oak tree is also proposed for removal.

e Itis recommended that a No dig construction technique is implemented for the access driveway

and turning area.

e Recommended root protection areas are mapped in this report. No construction activities should

take place within root protection areas, except as indicated in the detailed method statement.

e We consider that development can be accommodated with acceptable impacts on the

arboricultural interest of the site.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

BH Trees and Woodland Consultancy Ltd has been commissioned to prepare an arboricultural
report for land at 11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norfolk.

The site access is located at grid reference TG 33061 08038.

The report includes a survey of those trees that may be affected and an assessment of the

potential arboricultural impact of the proposed development on the trees.

2. METHODOLOGY

2.1

2.2.

2.3.

2.4.

The tree survey and arboricultural aspects have been prepared in accordance with
recommendations provided in BS 5837:2012, Trees in relation to design, demolition and
construction — recommendations.

The site survey included trees, within the boundaries of the site and those considered to be
potentially affected by development proposals, with a stem diameter over 75mm at 1.5m
height.

The tree inspection took place from ground level using visual tree assessment methods, with
the use of binoculars and Suunto clinometer. The presence and condition of bark and stem
wounds, cavities, decay, fungal fruiting bodies and any structural defects that could increase
the risk of structural failure were noted.

Details for each tree were recorded with management recommendations if deemed

necessary, a category grading according to BS 5837:2012, and tree protection distance.

Constraints

2.5.
2.6.
2.7.

No internal decay devices or other invasive tools to assess tree condition were used.
No soil excavation or root inspection was carried out.
The survey has not considered the effect that trees or vegetation may have on the structural

integrity of future building through subsidence or heave.
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3. DESKTOP REVIEW

3.1 The proposed development site is located in the village of Brundall, Norfolk. Brundall is
located on the north bank of the River Yare opposite Surlingham Broad and about 7 miles east

of the city of Norwich. This is a rapidly growing village as a commuter satellite of Norwich with
railway links to the city.
3.2 The development proposal is for the erection of a residential dwelling with associated

infrastructure to include driveway access, garage and a turning area.

3.3 The local planning authority is Broadland District Council and the landowner confirms that
Tree Preservation Order 1994 No7 affects the southern part of the site but that no part of the

site stands within a Conservation Area.
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Figure 1. Site location
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4. FIELD STUDY

4.1 The trees on the site are plotted on a plan shown in Figure 2 below. A schedule of the detailed
survey data is reproduced in a table at appendix A.

4.2 The development site is within the enclosed the back garden currently used as mostly grass
lawn. The soils are freely draining, slightly acid, loamy soils. They are characterised by low
fertility and moderately resistant to disturbance and compaction. The National Landscape
Character Area is The Broads, located predominantly in the county of Norfolk together with a
small part of north Suffolk, between the peripheral urban areas of Norwich in the west and
Great Yarmouth and Lowestoft in the east. Its boundary follows the edge of the level, open
marshland and valleys drained by the three principal rivers, the Yare, Bure and Waveney, and
their tributaries, the Thurne, Ant, Wensum and Chet, giving the NCA its very distinctive shape.
The rivers flow east into the sheltered estuary of Breydon Water, which lies at the confluence
to the Broads river system..

4.3  The First Edition OS map suggests the whole area was farmland in the late 1880s, but is
developed by the time of the 1946 aerial photograph.

The trees by the road are evident and selected trees to the south of the house but the whole
woodland area between the railway line and the bottom of the garden has arisen since that
time. There are no public views onto the site and extensive development is underway on
adjacent land. It is considered that the proposed development would cause minimal visual

intrusion which can be mitigated by care with the design and suitable landscaping proposals.

23 January 2019 7





11 Station New Road, Brundall - Arboricultural Report v1.4.docx

“11.° BH Trees and Woodland

BS5837 Tree Survey
11 Station New Road, Brundall STA
SCALE : DATE : N TI O N

1:500 @ Ad 11/02/2018 N
MAP FILENAME : % E W

Station New Road Brundall BS5837 Survey V111 :

Magp cata shown may contan Ordnance Survey ® products suppled by T 3 RO

Pear Technology Sendces Lid; Emai infoglipeartechnology.co.uk -_~—__4-« " AD

@ Crown Copyright and database rights from date shown above
Ordnance Survey @ feance number 100023148

Crown Spread

|/‘
Category ‘A’ Cnt:;-;f ‘B’ Category 'C' Caﬁ;;:vv U /- \\\
m— /) I
PZa i | a Ji i 21
0 om | S N Ly \ [

{

i \ 4
& 6

—
e ———

.

T12
a 120

116 T19

e T18
G17

Ordnance Survey (c) Crown Copyright 2018. All rights reserved. Licence number 10002241
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5 ASSESSMENT OF ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS

5.1

5.2

53

The Tree Constraints Plan in figure 3 shows the trees intended for removal and those which
are to be retained after development. The woodland to the south is beyond the impacts of the
development.

The high quality category “A” trees, namely a fine group of beech and a promising oak tree to
the east and south of the proposed development respectively are successfully retained. The
Douglas fir trees, T1 — T9 constitute an impressive landscape feature but are reduced to a
category B grading as they are reaching maturity and are vulnerable to wind damage. The
cascade chart for tree quality assessment from BS5837:2012 is reproduced in appendix D.

The access driveway is 3m wide and passes between the existing house and the firs, the
closest stem will be 1m away from the driveway. It is recommended that the access drive is
designed by employing a No-dig construction technique with permeable surfacing to minimise
impacts on the retained row of Douglas fir trees. Clearly this crosses the Root Protection Areas
(RPA) of the fir trees and the BS recommends no more than 20% of the RPA being covered by a
hard surface. The table below quantifies the extent of the rpa coverage by the driveway
surface for each tree. It should be noted that this is based on a theoretical RPA, i.e. a circular
area centred on the stem and it is more likely that the RPA is skewed in favour of the other
three cardinal points away from the existing building where the tree roots would seek to

exploit more favourable rooting conditions.

Tree ID T3 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9

Total area occupied by 19m? | 44m? 30 m? 34 m? 31 m? 39 m?

access drive in rpa

Total rpa area from 69 m? 185m? | 137m? | 168m? | 127m? | 132 m?

Appendix A

Expressed as a percentage 27.7% 24% 22% 20.3% 24.6% 29.5%

Whilst the coverage does exceed the recommended 20% threshold, four of the trees exceed it
by less than 5% and the remaining two by less than 10%. Given that there is to be no
excavation and that a permeable structure is proposed, it is considered that impacts on the
trees is acceptable. The trees are already mature and exposed to the elements, they are likely

sustain natural crown reduction through wind damage causing them to begin to lose some of
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5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

their aesthetic quality over the next 20 years, by which time they may be of such proportions

as to pose an unacceptable threat to the existing property.

It is proposed to remove one poor quality Douglas fir to facilitate access. This tree is outside
the scope of the TPO and has lost its apical dominance. Further tree removal is required to
make space for the development. An ornamental cherry and an ash tree, these are smaller
specimens with limited landscape contribution which can be replaced in a more suitable
location. The cherry is certainly outside the scope of the TPO but the ash tree is less obviously
so. It is also proposed to remove a fair quality oak tree. This tree does appear to be within the
area TPO but it does have a multiple stem with inclusions and potentially weak unions.

The “options for services” plan in Figure 4 illustrates two options for connecting services for
the new dwelling. The services could be routed either side of the existing building. Running
down the western side has the advantage of limiting disturbance since it will run along the
proposed new access drive and allows the services to remain on land owned by the new
occupier. Routing services down the eastern side of the existing building has the advantage of
avoiding tree roots and can share a trench with the services to the existing building as far as
they extend.

An analysis of the average shading arc is also illustrated on the tree constraints plan. This
analysis suggests that up to half the building may be in shade for most of the day during the
summer, which may result in future pressure to reduce or remove the adjacent trees T14-17
which are protected by the area TPO. These trees appear to be in different ownership. It
should be noted that the illustrative shading arc is based on the tree height and the shading
will therefore be exaggerated due to the drop in levels across the site from north to south.

Table 1 —Quality assessment of trees recorded in survey in accordance with BS5837:2012

Trees Groups Hedges TOTALS To be
removed
Category U 0 0 0 0 0
Category A 4 0 0 4 0
Category B 10 1 0 11 1
Category C 5 0 0 5 3
TOTALS 19 1 0 20 4
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6 ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT

Tree Work

6.1
6.2

No tree work is required to the retained trees at the present time.
Any tree work should be undertaken to the standards set out in BS 3998:2010 British Standard

Recommendations for Tree Work.

Tree and Root Protection — Constraints on Development

6.3

6.4

The Tree Constraints Plan in Figure 3 shows the trees to be removed and the distance that
construction should normally be kept away the from retained trees to provide recommended
RPA in BS 5837: 2012. Full protection of the RPAs should be reinforced by the erection of
protective fencing constructed to at least a minimum standard as prescribed in BS 5837: 2012
and described in the Appendix C. A suggested line for protective fencing is shown on the
constraints plan in fig 3.

Access for the development is proposed from the existing gateway off the public road. It is
recommended that a No-Dig construction technique is adopted over the area shown on the
Tree Constraints Plan. A schedule of monitoring by the arboricultural consultant is

recommended to supervise the installation of the tree protection measures.

No-Dig Construction

6.5

6.6

6.7

It is recommended that where encroachment into an RPA occurs, a No Dig construction

technique is employed. Where it is necessary to achieve a level surface, the level should be

built up using permeable materials and minimum compaction.

The access should be constructed without excavation apart from the removal of turf/organic

matter, which should be carried out by hand. Excavators, dumpers and other site traffic should

not be allowed to track on the No-Dig areas until the roots are protected by the No-Dig

surfacing.

The construction sequence of a commonly used engineering solution for a No Dig surface

involves the following steps (see Appendix F for detail):

° Topsoil/turf/gravel surfacing should be removed carefully by hand to a maximum of
50mm, or less if the roots are found nearer the surface.

. Following levelling with subsoil or sand, a permeable membrane (BGT100 Geotextile
Fabric) should be laid.

. TERRAM™ Geocell Tree Root Protection (Appendix F) cellular confinement system

should then be constructed to manufacturer’s instructions on top of the geotextile.
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6.8

. The cellular confinement system should be filled with clean (no fines), washed angular,
5mm to 45mm stone to provide load support, while allowing air and moisture to
permeate to the root zone.

. Install the permeable pavement layer/wearing course e.g. BodPave®85, on top of the
TERRAM ™ Geocell according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

Removed turf/topsoil can be used to grade surrounding ground levels.

General Measures

6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

No construction activity should be allowed within root protection areas, except as detailed in
an agreed method statement.

No mixing of cement or concrete, or storage of fuel should take place within 10m of retained
trees, or in any position where the slope of the ground could lead to contamination of the root
protection area.

Fires should not be lit in a position where their flames could extend to within 5m of foliage,
branches or trunks.

Every effort should be made to route services without encroaching on the RPAs. If for
whatever reason, installation within the RPAs is required, the local authority will need to be
notified. Trenching for the installation of underground services may sever roots and change
the hydrology in a way that adversely affects the health of trees. For this reason particular care
will be taken in the routing and methods of installing underground services. Wherever possible
they should be kept together and arboriculturally sensitive methods of excavation used.
Reference should be made to the National Joint Utilities Group publication Volume 4 issue 2

for guidance, but any approach must be brought to the attention of the local authority.

7 CONCLUSIONS

7.1

7.2

Recommended root protection areas are mapped in this report. No construction activities

should take place within root protection areas, except as indicated in the method statement.

Based on the proposed tree constraints plan and recommended tree protection measures,
we consider that development can be accommodated on this site with minimal impacts on

the arboricultural interest of the site.
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Appendix A Tree Survey Detail
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T1 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 6m S 530 6.4 127 5 B 1;2 20to 40 yrs | Good No action
T2 Douglas Fir Mature 19 | 6m S 730 8.8 241 5 B 12 20to40yrs | Good | Noaction
T3 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 12m W 390 4.7 69 4 B 1;2 20to 40 yrs | Good No action
T4 Douglas Fir Mature 145 | 5mW 450 5.4 92 4 2 4 6 C 12 20to 40yrs | Fair No action
T5 Douglas Fir Mature 22 | 7/mE 640 7.7 185 5 B 1;2 20t040yrs | Good No action
T6 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | 9.5mE 550 6.6 137 6 6 2 4| B | Y% |20t0d0yrs | Good | NO2cton
77 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | 10mE 610 73| 18| 2| 6| 2| 6| B | Y |20t040yrs | Good | No@ction
78 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | ams 530 64| 127 2] 4| s| 4| B | |20to40yrs | Good | Noaton
19 | Douglas Fir Mature 22 | 5ms 540 65| 132| 3| 5| 6| 4| 8 |Y |20t040yrs | Good | Nt
T10 | Flowering cherry Semi-mature 6| 1.5mN 250 3.0 28 3.5 C L2 20to40yrs | Good No action
T11 | Common Ash Semi-mature 12 | 3mE *361 43 s9| 5| 4| a| a| ¢ |Y |20to40yrs | Fair | NOoocton
T12 | Copper Beech Mature 20 | 4mS 830 10.0 312 7 6 7 71 A 1,23 | >40yrs Good | Neaction
T13 | Common Oak Mature 185 | 2mS *812 9.7 298 7 7 7 6| B | L2 | >a0yrs Fair No action
T14 | Common Oak Mature 18 | 3.5mS 520 6.2 122 7 7 7 70 A | L23 | >40yrs Good | Neaction
T15 | Common Oak Semi-mature 15 | 4mss 440 5.3 88 5 6 6 2| ¢ |Y¥2 | >s0yrs poor | Noaction
T16 | Common Oak Semi-mature 18 | 6mN 470 56| 100 7 6 2 6| B |Y2 | >s0yrs Fair | Noaction
G17 | Common Ash Mature 20 | smw *380 46 65 6 8 7 s| B |Y¥2 | >a0yrs Fair | Noaction
T18 | Common Beech | Mature 19 | 3.5msS 670 8.0 203 5| 10 8 8| A | 123 | >40yrs Good | MNoaction
T19 | Common Beech | Mature 18 | 3mw 800 9.6 20| 11| 10 6 8| A | 123 |>a0yrs Good | Noaction
T20 | Common Hazel Mature 11.5 | n/a 130 1.6 8 7 3 3 5 C 12 20to40yrs | Good | Noaction
T21 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 12m W 390 4.7 69 4 B 1;2 20to40yrs | Good No action
T22 | Douglas Fir Mature 14.5 | 5Sm W 450 5.4 92 4 2 4 41 Cc |12 20to 40yrs | Fair No action
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Key Age class: Young (1t qtr of life expectancy) Semi-mature (2" qtr of life expectancy) Early-mature (3™ gtr of life expectancy) Mature (final qtr of life expectancy)

Over mature (beyond life expectancy and declining naturally)
Veteran (of great age for its species and possibly of conservation value)
* derived measurement using protocols in BS5837

tsub category “1” Arboricultural values

Sub category “2” Landscape values
Sub category “3” Cultural values
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Appendix B

Photographic record of selected trees

Existing entrance and Douglas firs Douglas firs T6-T9

23 January 2019 18
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Oaks T13 and T14 to be retained

Ash T11 in foreground and oak T12 behind proposed for removal

19
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Large copper beech to be retained Woodland with ash group G17 in centre
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11 Station New Road, Brundall - Arboricultural Report v1.4.docx

Appendix C

British Standard BS 5837:2012 Default specification for protective barrier

Figure 2 Default specification for protective barrier

[l e

(0 e

R SR
(T

i

Standard scatfold poles

Heavy gauge 2 m tall galvanized tube and welded mesh infill panels
Panels secured to upnights and cross-members with wire ties

Ground leve!

Uprights drven into the ground until secure (minimum depth 06 m)
Standard scaffold clamps

av-.w-v..s

r
-

= Figure 3 Examples of above-ground stabilizing systems

23 January 2019

b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray

21





11 Station New Road, Brundall - Arboricultural Report v1.4.docx

Appendix D

BS 5837:2012 Table 1 Cascade for tree quality assessment
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Table 1

Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Category and definition

criteria fincluding subcategaries where appropriate)

Treas unsuitable for etention (oo Wotad

Catagory U

Those in such 3 conditicn
that they cannct mealistically
be retained 2z lving treesin
the contaxt of the curnant
land uza for longer than

10 years

+  Tmesthat hawe a sericus, irmemediable, structural defect, such that their early losz iz expacted due to collapss,
including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees 2 g. where, for whatewer
reason, the lozs of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)

+  Tmesthat are dead orare showing signs of significant, immedate, and irrewersible cvarall decline

Tees infected with pethogens of significance to the health andér safety of other trees nearby, oF wary w
quality trees suppmeszing adjoent trees of battar quality

MNOTE  Cotegory O traas can lowe avsting oF potential consarna tion value wivch 1t avght be desrabio (o prasarse,

soa f5 T

1 Mainly arboricultural qualities

2 Mainly landscape qualities

3 Mainby cultural values,
including conseryation

Trees to be considered for retention

Catagory A

Treas of high quality with an
estirmated remaining life
axpactancy of at losst

Trees that are particu larly good
examples of their spacies, espacially if
rare or unuaial; or those that are
eczantal components of Qroups or
formal or sami-formal arboricultural

Trees, groups of woodlnds of particular
vizual importance az arboricultural andsor
landscape features

Tress, groupe of woodlands
of significant consaneaticn,
histarical, commemarative or
other value (2.9, vataran
treas of wood-pastuna)

A0 years features (e.g. the dominant andéor
principal trees within an avenue)
Category B Trees that might b included in Trees preaznt in numbars uzually growing  Trees with material

Tres of moderate quality
with an estimated remaining
life expactancy of at least

20 years

categony A, but are downgraded
becausa of impaied conditicn 2a.
presenoe of significant though
remedible defects, including
unsyrmpathetic past management and
stomn darnage), such that they are
unlikely 1o b2 suitable for retention for
bevond 40 years, or tees lacking the
spcil quality necessany to mearit the
category A designation

azgroups of woodlnds, such that they
attract a higher collective rating than they
might == individuak; or trRes Z0CUMming =
collectives but situated =o == to make little
vizual contribution to the wider kcality

con®neation of other
cultural walue

Catagory ©

Treas of lowr quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least

10 years, of young trees with
3 stem diameter balow

150 mim

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

Traes pre2nt in groups or woodlands, but
without thizconferring on them
significantly greater collective landscape
walue; andsor trees offering low or only
temporaryitranzient landTape banefits

Trees with no matarial
conanation or othar
cultural walue

23
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Appendix E

TERRAM™ Geocell product sheet and installation
guidance
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A TERRAM

Geosynthetics you can trust

TERRAM geocells

Product Data Sheet

Fiberweb Maldon

Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd
Blackwater Trading Estate
The Causeway

Maldon CM9 4GG

United Kingdom

T: +44 (0)1621 874200
E: +44 (0)1621 8742399

Issue: 02 Date: 15.06.12 Page:1of 2

Panel Grade

22/20 25/10 25/15 35/10 35/15

Physical Properties

Cell Nominal Diameter mm 220 250 250 350 350
Cell Length (L) mm 275 205 285 415 415
Cell Width (W) mm 230 250 250 370 370
Cell Depth! mm 200 100 150 100 150
Panel Length' mm 6176 5175 5175 5199 5199
Panel Width' mm 3227 7300 7300 7438 7438
Panel Weight kg 20 7 25 n 7
Cells per m? (nominal) 30 26 26 12 12
Mechanical/Hydraulic Properties

Cell Wall Tensile Strength? kN/m 207 207 207 207 207
Cell Junction Peel Strength® kN/m 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0
Cell Wall Permeability* /m’s 450 450 450 45.0 450

1. Other sizes are avaliable to order.

2. Results derived from wide-width tensile test
(EN ISO 10319).

3. Terram Internal test method.

4. Results derived from 2 single cell wall Per-
meability Test (EN ISO TICS8).

Results quoted are family mean values derived
from testing over periods of time.

Colour: dark grey - other colours avallable to
order

0338

23 January 2019

Afiberweb BUSINFSS
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Durability

This product is predicted to be durable for more than 25
years in soils with a pH in the range 2 to 14 and with a
temperature of less than 25°C.

Chemical resistance
Polypropylene and polyethylene are unaffected by the
chemicals which normally exist in soils.

Blological resistance

Polypropylene and polyethylene are not nutrients for
micro-organisms and do not provide nourishment for
animals & insects.

UV exposure

Fiberweb Geosynthetics’ products are delivered to site
in polyethylene wrapping to protect against the effects
of ultra-violet radiation. It is recommendead that the
products remain wrapped until their installation.

Once unwrapped, the products should be completely
covered with fill within 14 days to avoid exposure to UV
radiation.

Versions of most products can be manufactured with
enhanced UV performance by incorporating stabilisers.
These versions carry the suffix UV.

The remaining properties are identical to the
corresponding standard grade.

Adequate precautions should always be taken to
protect all products from UV radiation to achieve the
stated durability.

Notes:

1. Refer to the Terram Jointing Methods (downloadable
from www terram com) for when simple overlaps are
required for subsequent and adjacent roll lengths.
However, pegging, sewing, stapling or gluing can also
be used depending upon the application, the sub-
grade conditions, the
loading, the convenience and the cost

2. These figures relate to standard product weights and
roll sizes. Other weights, sizes and colours may be
available on request. For further information please
contact Fiberweb Geosynthetics’ Technical Support.

As part of its continual improvement process Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd reserve the right to change
the properties listed on this data sheet without prior notice.

TM indicates a trade mark of Fiberweb plc or a Fiberweb Group company, many of which are registered in a number
of countries around the world.

Page: 2 of 2 AfiberwebRUSINFSS
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“. GEOCELL rOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION

TERRAM' " 5pECIFICATION &

o { borwod b
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INSTALLATION
GUIDANCE

TERRAM GEOCELL CONFINEMENT SYSTEM FOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION

ME 456 sue 3 Feb 2012

Terram Geocet s 3 geoceliuiar sub-base confinement systern designed for the protection of tree roots where the construction of roads,
o parks and acoess routas are required In the vionity of trees and whese Tee Presarvation Orders (TPO) may be enforced. The struciure
confines and stabilises the sub-base stone ensuring that vehide lnads are dissipated, rutting and soff compaction s prevented and
damage to tree roots Is avolded. When installed as advised, Terram Geocel wil also allow the continued passage and drculation
of alr, water and nutrients to free roots to sustain a heafthy growing envronment 2s recommendad by the fofiowing 2 documents:

= British Standard BS5837: Trees in Relation to Construction’ (2005).

= Arboncultural Advsory and Information Service: Practice Note 1 - Driveways Close to Trees” (APNT)

Tree Root Protection is supphed flat packed and opens to form a strong geoceliufar structure It is simply pinned in place using
metal fixing pins as descrbed

In this type of ‘Reduced-Dig’ or 'No-Dig” Tree Route Protection  application, Terram Geocsdl Is Intended for use in conjunction with
a water and gas parmeable SuDS {Sustainable Drainage System) compliant pavernent surface product such as BodPave*85 cellular
plastic paving, Concrete Porous Block Paving or Porous Asphalt surfaces. Although Terram Geocelf can be used by traffic in sofation
for 3 very bmited pariod when filded: 1t Is not advised that Terram Geocell 5 usad as the permanent surface finish for vehicle access
routes. Exceptions may arse where Terram Geocell 5 Installed as 2 temporary haul road for example as a site access route and may
be removed and disposad of or fully resurfaced after use. Refer to Installation method detads for further Information.

GENERAL INSTALLATION
ADVICE FOR ALL

APPLICATIONS

Typical Profile

Prior to commencng works It Is
advisable to seek the professional
opinion and approval of the
Local Planning Department and
Arbericutture Officer. Spacdic dasgn

imatiors may be daterminad by
Tree Officers, Engneers or Planners  fabne —

BGTY00 T
Geotextie fiter

and must be dosaly adhered to. AN

applicatiors will vary according to

Tensar Trida™

the site conditions and specific tree  TX160 geogrid

species Invoived The ground and —

tree roots within the tree root
protaction zone must be protecied

from compaction and damage at
3l stages of the construction
works. Works may Involve varying
degrees of excavation or bulld-up

BGTI00 lower
Geotextis fiter
nc

whare edge retention Is required,
which must avoid root damage

and soll compaction. The use of
mechansca equipment or even low
ground pressure machinery In the
tree root protection 2one must be
awolded and hand tools may be the
only method of excavation ciose to

the root system

SPECIFICATIONS

Sub-grace ol

o

BodPave®85

with Grazs or Gravel

Typical Frofile showing wanous progict layers.
Not aY layers wa¥ apply 1o svery application

Sard: Soil
Rootrone or
Cravel Bedding

Tarram Geocall filed with
anguler, reduced-fines
=ub-base 2ore

Tarram Goocsll thicknes
according Lo appiaton

Geocal= 250100 | Smx 7m | 250mm x 100mm | 18kg po,yp_,cp"y“;:e Pedestrians 051397
Geoceli~ 250150 | Smx7m | 250mm x 150mm | 25kg pé‘};’gg;,m Carslight vehicles | 051403
Geocell~ 220200 | 6mx3m | 220mm x 200mm | Z0kg pé‘,%fc‘}f;«f,; 051380

Fang U-Pin

Stee rod

550mm lkng x 8mm da

082834

Fberweb Geosynthetics Ltd

Blackwater Trading Estate * The Causeway » Maldon = Essex CM9 4GG » UK

Tek: +44 (0) 1621 874200 Fax: +44 (0) 1621 374200
e.mall: Info@terram.com * www.terram.com

Fiberweb
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TERRAM

| o crond
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GEOCELL FOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION M 456 ke 3 Feb 2012

INSTALLATION METHOD FOR PERMANENT ACCESS ROUTES AND CAR PARKS
1. Obtain the approval of the Local Manning Departnent and Arboricultuse Offices that ths method of construction & appropate and
acceptable for the application and to determine the fmits of construction and proximity o the tree.
Prepare the ste cxt‘uhmnwngnl-&ﬁxﬁxdwdxngu.dommhmwsmﬂcmmdgnq::wm!ohxpxﬁkmhm
whikt strictly avoding soil comgiaction and tree root damage. Build-up directly on the existing surface levels neceTsarng
Ensure that the prepamd surface = reasonably even and fill any locabised depressions with sharp sand to achieve an even surface profie. Do not
ol or cormoficate the area.
Instabl tanaleed trober edgin wds or other app ion 1o the of the constructon sooe 2 sppropriate 1o the 1ot
layer peofie thickness Awd&xn:gewtmmmnpugfmngpomwpq Concete kerbs are uniihely 10 be appropriate or aliowed.
Install 3 of BGT100 Geotetle Fabric aooss the sz, overbpping adjacent rolls by 3 minimum of 150mm. be necessary to fightly pin
!h&o:ynumm;ix:uﬂdlhemmammau s ool
An optional hycrol’zn.vamGGIMx Geognd be inquind ot thes stage, puwuydﬂmnodbymcsne soi strengths (Le. weak CBR%
steength®), the pplcation Q,um;%v in some cases the TX16D layer rmay 2l ad the reduction of the mquined
lu’er.‘ndcnaofTmm&vcdlumzmamyh'ucdabxabkcmmnvbuﬁ-wm:m.vp)cd Place the Geogrid byyer over the
Geotextie Fabric kayer and fix down wsing steed pins 1o hold flat. Overbp adipcent rolis by minimum 150mm. Zuod tree enot darmage and soi compacton.
7. Open ow and loy the peciiied layer thickness of Terram Geocedl (100mm/1 50mmy/200mm deep) and pin in place betwaen the edging boands.
It may be necessary 15 cut the Terram Geocell 1o size wsng 3 sharp knfe or 2 can be left unout and ioldad up agaimt the adgings ¥ prefierred
8  Pin the Teram Geocell in place using  Steel Fming Pire ar smilar approved. The pre ane generally wsed to maintain the cells 11 an open
Mdiulyepvdcd,aomnnwﬁmhcdhnbei Micd;'ddsamsmptkmmmfmbangpu)rd.pbymgmna;ggm;me
fifing proces. Pin spaong will vary acoording to the site conditions, but wil be required 2t 1m - 2 centres
awﬂthcprnmsdmem ﬁme t sectiors of Teram abut each other , with less in the middle of the area.
the pins n o that they am just 1ouching the top of tc&bmmmm&elmhcdmmwmwmrgw&
9 Fil the Teram Gencel, workn m'.ld!hem!mﬂl‘tfunh:npomawaymd ug.:’r:rikd Terram Geocell 21 2 platiorm. The cels omest

o WM

o

beﬁledumd::ncpm noemally in the particie s A5mm. Net single =ized or roundsd The
engrctfrr.vydc!mswnmf materiaks such as cean 420 or 40 =tone or 2 mducedfines Dol X It & not
amepubbmu:cnaandmdDo\3,9:1S4b-bzcwn)mﬂ'endkhrlmmlwmm Do not roll the susface, a vibratory compaction
be permitted to zettie the stone imo the cels, seek advice from the specfier or Tree Officer on ths detal. Do not contaminate

fwhacker}
mwwm&:’wd&n il or mud.

10.  Instaf the permesble paverment biyetwearing course ie. BodPane®35, Block Paving, Porous Asphak, on top of the Terram Geoced accondng to the
manuiactuens recommendstions. Each posous pavernent Layer will have 2 speafic desgn layes for le, whese 2 sand
or sandwol M-spcdrdw:mmrmf&mmnlmzmqm lhcn:a dgGTK)OGeo\uﬂeF&mﬁchpamd:bm
the Temam | prior to the paverment beddng loyer Derg instaled and fine according 1o manufacturers nstuctiorn. The
G de will z2op the pa becding hyer from migrating down into the aggeagate voids within the Terram Geocell

For ratallabon recormmendations for BodPave®85 mlk:hcpnwm; for Grass & Gravel, refer 1o BodPave®85 Specfication and Installation Gudance Notes

For 2l other pavernent Layer produrts, sefer 1o the specific manwufaciurery” guidance.

INSTALLATION METHOD FOR TEMPORARY ROADS AND SACRIFICIAL PAVEMENT LAYERS IN HAUL ROADS

In some applcations Temam Geocell may be nstalied 2 a temporary haul roed base and completely removed after use. Alematiely it may hove 3

sacrificial stone loyer placed over it wivch & removed and seplaced with a parranent parmesbile pavernent solution when e of the haul road & compiete.

1. Obtain the approad of the Local Planning t and Acboriculture Officer that this method of corstruction & appropriste and acceptable
for the termporary acoess and to determine the mits of construction and praximity to the tree.

2 Mdmnnﬁ:mlm‘mmZmQM!uMlkmﬂmu

3

Pl a fayer of BGT 100 Geotextie or greatsr Geotextde (e Terram 2000) onto the Teram Geoosd suriace. The gectextie grade will be
determinad by the specific site design otenis and of haul road traffic proposed. This Layer will be removed and replaced Gter if 2
pavement suriace & being installed on the Terram Geocell

porous

Place 2 mnimum 100mm thick Lyer of ether clean graded stone or DoT Type 1 subbase store anto the seface. Ths will be the scrfical

pavernent Layer to be removed later. Aggragate specfcation wil be determined by the project manager.

During use of the access rocste, routinely check for ercsion of the swface and separ with stone 2 reguired 1o avod espasure of the geotextie.

Nl:ﬂhehumod.ur.cwplﬁcd xmmlhesomdbyuuhlomard le and replace with the prefered permeable poverment

layer in aczoedance with P pdngﬁemmmmnmmfbmmmmew!omm

statiz. & critcally mpoctant 1o avoid contamination of the remaining byer of open-graded stone within the Termam Geocel where pantdl removal =

carried out and at all times 1o avord damage to tree roots and so cmpaction during removal and daposal of the corstruction byer.

7. Where complete removal of Terram Geocell is mquieed, seek the specfien’ advice on menovaton and restoration of the landscaped ausfaces
within the tree protection zone.

o

Typical Profile Construction

Spochieg Forous Pavemant Surtace
Optionst BGTI00 & smocsied Bocdng Gy ©
Gooraxtss tayer BOPaveSs or Bock Pavng eir
Timber

wiontion & e

a onsa
A" X160

Oﬁm useful notes on Tree Root Protection

In mast apphications the total porous pavernent aees shoukd not exceed 20% of the e oot protection area.

It &= advisable to seek an Engineers advwice on the requined Termam Geoced layer thickness related 10 local sod strengthe and proposed taffic loadi

 Scil compaction will sevmely affect the trees abdity 1o Lake up water and axyger; similarky, ramng soil levels sround twees wil deprive roats o
ouygen and cause stress and deback

In most caes 80% - %&oiatme:muywemmmlheuwcﬂnoﬂnlMwmﬂibmv:emnugmmnmmnm&ahh

The fine roots enable trarepont of axygen, water and nutnient to the tree via the | roots which also anchor the e and provide stabdity

Sevenng only a smal proportion of the fine surface root stnscture can severely affect the tme, cusing stress, diecback and los of sabiity,

* CBR% Strength = California Beanng Aatio - 2 messure of sibgrade 00# strength

Further Reading

» Britsh Standard: BS5837 1931 / 2005 - Trees m Rzlation to Construction - Recommendatiore.

* Asboricultural Advisory and Infarmation Senvice: Practce Note 1 - Driveways Close to Trees! JAPNT)
« "Teme Root Systems’ (M Dobson 1995) ~ Arbornicutural Research Information Note 130/ARS/SS

* 'Driveways lu'.cu: Teoes" (M. Dobeon ¢ D. Patch 1996). Arbonculturad Fractics Note 1.

« "Guidance for Trees: Conflct or Compliment. {R. Michalson 2001). Arbonculiural Journal Na. 25

e rfonmation corsead o & 10 IS St of oW LoWbagR, Juate i 3 meterl mpoch. HOWevor S1ce the cumstances and cvakivs & wikh such

FOrTR00n and the prOCUCE mRNHoNod NN Can AN Used iy vy 30 2% Dayond Our CONIDL, M0 MprSantabion or Waltanty, Supess o & of any natuw
WASESOGVET & or il DO Moo 2nd o IEponshty o ASGAy i oF wll 5 scoopted Oy us any of our 5 OF 7 O (hOF ReSpRCive CUrTrors, ompicyoss or
LNt N SO 10 1N XTUTCY OF Comp or use of the contsad Raran of aty such procucts and any auch Sty & sgvassly ceciamed.
AT ey Tl 3w g Eageiat) of Wy e I 3 3 ppss e f et napeve

Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd
Blackwater Trading Estate » The Causeway * Maldon » Essex CM9 4GG » UK Flbcrweb

Tek +44 (0) 1621 874200 Fax: +44 (0) 1621 £874299
e.mall info@terram.com * www.terram.com
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Appendix F - Schedule of arboricultural site monitoring

Activity

Arboricultural supervision
required, and by whom?

Date action undertaken

Undertaking of suggested
tree work

No

Erection of protective
fencing

Yes, by arboriculturist and
site supervisor

Installation of ground
protection in no-dig zones

Yes, by arboriculturist and
site supervisor

Dismantling of protective
measures

Yes, by site supervisor

Inspection of replacement
planting

n/a

23 January 2019
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Appendix G — Proposed site plan
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Alan Clarke

From: Alan Clarke <arcengltd@btinternet.com>

Sent: 21 February 2019 12:11

To: 'Cllr Andrew Proctor'

Cc: phil.courtier@broadland.gov.uk

Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Andrew

We were made aware because we received the TPO notification the day after the planning committee
meeting held on the 6" February.

We would agree with you that it is very cynical and it seems to be personal.

We must say the performance and manner of the Broadland planning team has been very disappointing to
say the least. We have always been fully engaged with the process at all times and always addressed any
concerns raised fully but shamefully that approach has not been reciprocated.

We cannot understand why the planning team have selected our application as a mission to pursue refusal at
all costs particularly when we are just a normal couple looking to self-build a new single dwelling for us
both to live in. The whole process has baffled us both.

The issuing of this TPO notification reinforces that this has become a personal mission by the Broadland
Planning team.

In regard to the 11 trees covered by this uniquely created TPO, we have nurtured, maintained and preserved
these trees, as well as the many others on our land, since we have lived there. The issuing of this TPO
notification is an insult to our integrity, it adds no value.

We are not sure what to do next because we have never encountered this sort of cynicism before.
Kind Regards

Alan & Bee Clarke
11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norwich NR13 5PQ

Mobile: 07889 507268

From: Clir Andrew Proctor [mailto:Clir.Andrew.Proctor@Broadland.gov.uk]
Sent: 17 February 2019 08:27

To: Alan Clarke

Subject: FW: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Alan
I presume you have been made aware of this?
Regards

Andrew





Councillor Andrew J Proctor

Member for Brundall Ward on Broadland District Council
(Brundall, Cantley, Postwick with Witton and Strumpshaw)
Tel: 07889 090456

From: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Date: Monday, 11 Feb 2019, 3:59 pm

To: Cllr Andrew Proctor <Cllr.Andrew.Proctor@Broadland.gov.uk>

Cec: Phil Courtier <phil.courtier@broadland.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Councillor Proctor,
Thank you for your email, | am happy to give you some more information about the TPO.

A Tree Preservation Order was not expedient whilst the planning application was being considered because only one
of the 11 now protected Douglas Firs was recommended for removal in order to facilitate the planning application.
Furthermore, the applicant was working with us to try to find a solution to the arboricultural constraints through the
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and therefore the trees were not under threat at this time.

on 6" February Planning Committee refused to grant planning permission for the development and the
arboricultural constraints, particularly those posed by the Douglas Firs, were one of the concerns raised about the
feasibility of the development. As a result of the refusal there is now a risk that these important trees could now be
felled in advance of a future similar planning application. The TPO was a last resort and we try to always give the
applicant seeking planning permission the chance to work around the trees and retain them where possible.

If you have any further questions please don’t hesitate to ask.

Kind regards,

Alex

Alex Lowe
Assistant Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape)
t 01603 430453 e alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk
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From: Clir Andrew Proctor
Sent: 09 February 2019 17:47
To: Alex Lowe





Cc: Phil Courtier
Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Can you please explain why this was served on 6 February, the date of an admittedly unsuccessful planning
application at 11 Station New Road?

Given the key issue around this application was the protection of trees there why wasn’t it done before if
they are regarded as requiring protection? Doing it now seems a bit cynical.

Regards

Councillor Andrew J Proctor

Member for Brundall Ward on Broadland District Council
(Brundall, Cantley, Postwick with Witton and Strumpshaw)
Tel: 07889 090456

From: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Date: Wednesday, 06 Feb 2019, 3:43 pm

To: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Subject: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please note that Tree Preservation Order (TPO) 2019 No. 1 (1294) was served on 6 February 2019 to protect 11
Douglas Fir trees at 11 Station New Road, Brundall. A copy of the TPO document is attached for your reference.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments please make sure we receive them in writing by g
March 2019.

Kind regards,

Alex

Alex Lowe
Assistant Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape)
t 01603 430453 e alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk
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Mr and Mrs Clarke
11 Station New Road
Brundall

NR13 5PQ

4™ March 2019
Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning Broadland District Council
Thorpe Lodge
1 Yarmouth Road
Thorpe St Andrew
Norwich NR7 ODU

BDC Reference: Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order No. 1 (2019)
Dear Mr Courtier

This letter is a strong objection to the above referenced TPO raised by Broadland District Council on 6"
February 2019. The reasons for our objection are detailed below.

The TPO appears to be the result of a recent planning application 20181885 submitted by us that was
refused by BDC Planning on 6" February 2019. The following day the new TPO notification was delivered to
us which appears to be a very cynical act and personal. During the whole of the planning application process,
which has been ongoing since early 2017, neither of us have considered cutting down or damaging any of
these 11 trees. It is an insult to our integrity to even suggest that. We have maintained, cared for and
nurtured these trees since we have lived here and that will not change. We have always been fully engaged
with BDC at all times, and always addressed any concerns raised but shamefully that approach has not been
reciprocated.

Therefore, the primary reason for objection to the TPO is that it adds no value and it seems to have been
raised in a very cynical and dubious manner. In our opinion the confirmation of this TPO would diminish our
efforts to continue to manage, preserve and care for these trees, which incidentally has been nothing except
exemplary.

Cross Reference Note: Please refer to email sent on 21.02.19 to our local Councillor and copied to Mr P
Courtier. Re-copied via email to Mr P Courtier on 05.03.19

In regard to the 11 trees covered by this dubiously raised TPO, we have during our communications with BDC
commissioned numerous Arboriculture Reports and statements which capture all of the information about
these trees as well as the many others on our land. This information is filed under BDC application number
20180640 & 20181885. The Arboriculture Reports and advice state the following: -

a) None of the 11 trees are high quality i.e. Category A trees
b) TreesT1,T3,T4,T5,T7,T8, T9, T10 and T11 are Category B trees
c¢) Trees T2 and T6 are low quality Category C Trees

BDC TPO No. 1 (2019) — Objection Letter Page 1
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d) All 11 trees are reaching maturity and are very vulnerable to wind damage and present a potential
health and safety risk to the owner

In addition previous arboriculture advice was: -

e) Removal of poor quality trees T5 & T6 would benefit the lifespan, health and wellbeing of the better
specimen T7

f) Removal of poorer quality trees T8 & T10 would benefit the lifespan, health and wellbeing of the better
specimens T9 & T11

g) Tree T3 suffered damage from a fallen but now removed conifer tree in 2013 and previous arboriculture
advice was that it would always remain vulnerable in the future.

h) Due to the nature of Douglas Firs, damage from falling branches will regularly occur during any high
winds

Our unique and considered knowledge of the plot/area combined with the arboriculture advice points to the
fact that the only trees that may contribute to the ‘significant visual amenity offered by the trees to the
immediate area and wider environment would be trees T1, T4, T7, T9, and T11.

Reference Note: Please refer to arboriculture report 20181885 Amended Arboricultural Report v1.4 recd
240119’, copied via email to Mr P Courtier on 05.03.19

Objection Summary

The primary reason for objection to the TPO is that it adds no value and it seems to have been raised in a
very cynical and dubious manner. In our opinion the confirmation of this TPO would diminish our efforts
to continue to manage, preserve and care for these trees, which incidentally has been nothing except
exemplary.

In addition all 11 trees are reaching maturity and are very vulnerable to wind damage and present a
potential health and safety risk to the owner and third parties. These health and safety risks are better
controlled and made more manageable without the restrictions imposed by an unnecessary TPO.

If a TPO was to be confirmed, which in our opinion would be wrong for the numerous reasons stated
above and should be avoided at all costs, and then it should only apply to trees T1, T4, T7, T9, and T11.

Finally one last word, no one cares more than us for any of the trees on our land and that will continue
without this TPO.

Yours sincerely

Document References:

1. Email sent on 21.02.19 to our local Councillor and copied to Mr P Courtier. Re-copied via email to Mr P
Courtier on 05.03.19

2. Arboriculture report 20181885 Amended Arboricultural Report v1.4 recd 240119’, copied via email to
Mr Courtier on 05.03.19

BDC TPO No. 1 (2019) — Objection Letter Page 2
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Alan Clarke

From: Alan Clarke

Sent: 21 February 2019 12:11

To: 'Cllr Andrew Proctor'

Cc: phil.courtier@broadland.gov.uk

Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Andrew

We were made aware because we received the TPO notification the day after the planning committee
meeting held on the 6™ February.

We would agree with you that it is very cynical and it seems to be personal.

We must say the performance and manner of the Broadland planning team has been very disappointing to
say the least. We have always been fully engaged with the process at all times and always addressed any
concerns raised fully but shamefully that approach has not been reciprocated.

We cannot understand why the planning team have selected our application as a mission to pursue refusal at
all costs particularly when we are just a normal couple looking to self-build a new single dwelling for us

both to live in. The whole process has baffled us both.

The issuing of this TPO notification reinforces that this has become a personal mission by the Broadland
Planning team.

In regard to the 11 trees covered by this uniquely created TPO, we have nurtured, maintained and preserved
these trees, as well as the many others on our land, since we have lived there. The issuing of this TPO
notification is an insult to our integrity, it adds no value.

We are not sure what to do next because we have never encountered this sort of cynicism before.

Kind Regards

Alan & Bee Clarke
11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norwich NR13 5PQ

From: Clir Andrew Proctor [mailto:Clir.Andrew.Proctor@Broadland.gov.uk]
Sent: 17 February 2019 08:27

To: Alan Clarke

Subject: FW: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Alan
I presume you have been made aware of this?
Regards

Andrew
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Councillor Andrew J Proctor

Member for Brundall Ward on Broadland District Council
(Brundall, Cantley, Postwick with Witton and Strumpshaw)
Tel: 07889 090456

From: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Date: Monday, 11 Feb 2019, 3:59 pm

To: Cllr Andrew Proctor <Cllr.Andrew.Proctor@Broadland.gov.uk>

Cec: Phil Courtier <phil.courtier@broadland.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Councillor Proctor,
Thank you for your email, | am happy to give you some more information about the TPO.

A Tree Preservation Order was not expedient whilst the planning application was being considered because only one
of the 11 now protected Douglas Firs was recommended for removal in order to facilitate the planning application.
Furthermore, the applicant was working with us to try to find a solution to the arboricultural constraints through the
Arboricultural Impact Assessment and therefore the trees were not under threat at this time.

Oon 6" February Planning Committee refused to grant planning permission for the development and the
arboricultural constraints, particularly those posed by the Douglas Firs, were one of the concerns raised about the
feasibility of the development. As a result of the refusal there is now a risk that these important trees could now be
felled in advance of a future similar planning application. The TPO was a last resort and we try to always give the
applicant seeking planning permission the chance to work around the trees and retain them where possible.

If you have any further questions please don’t hesitate to ask.

Kind regards,

Alex

Alex Lowe
Assistant Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape)
t 01603 430453 e alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk
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From: Clir Andrew Proctor
Sent: 09 February 2019 17:47
To: Alex Lowe
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Cc: Phil Courtier
Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Can you please explain why this was served on 6 February, the date of an admittedly unsuccessful planning
application at 11 Station New Road?

Given the key issue around this application was the protection of trees there why wasn’t it done before if
they are regarded as requiring protection? Doing it now seems a bit cynical.

Regards

Councillor Andrew J Proctor

Member for Brundall Ward on Broadland District Council
(Brundall, Cantley, Postwick with Witton and Strumpshaw)
Tel: 07889 090456

From: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Date: Wednesday, 06 Feb 2019, 3:43 pm

To: Alex Lowe <alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk>

Subject: New Tree Preservation Order at 11 Station New Road, Brundall

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please note that Tree Preservation Order (TPO) 2019 No. 1 (1294) was served on 6™ February 2019 to protect 11
Douglas Fir trees at 11 Station New Road, Brundall. A copy of the TPO document is attached for your reference.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments please make sure we receive them in writing by g
March 2019.

Kind regards,

Alex

Alex Lowe
Assistant Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape)
t 01603 430453 e alex.lowe@broadland.gov.uk
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Summary

e This report provides the results of a tree survey of land at 11 Station New Road, Brundall and an
arboricultural constraints assessment of the site, and may be used to inform the planning
process.

e The local planning authority is Broadland District Council and the landowner confirms that Tree
Preservation Order 1994 No7 through an Area order, affects the southern part of the site but that

no part of the site stands within a Conservation Area.

e There are a number of good quality trees on the site, the vast majority, including all the category
“A” trees, can be successfully retained. It is proposed to remove an ornamental flowering cherry
in the garden and a bifurcated ash tree to make space for development. These are smaller

specimens with limited landscape contribution which can be replaced in a more suitable location.
e A fair quality oak tree is also proposed for removal.

e Itis recommended that a No dig construction technique is implemented for the access driveway

and turning area.

e Recommended root protection areas are mapped in this report. No construction activities should

take place within root protection areas, except as indicated in the detailed method statement.

e We consider that development can be accommodated with acceptable impacts on the

arboricultural interest of the site.

23 January 2019 4
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1.

1.2.
1.3.

BH Trees and Woodland Consultancy Ltd has been commissioned to prepare an arboricultural
report for land at 11 Station New Road, Brundall, Norfolk.

The site access is located at grid reference TG 33061 08038.

The report includes a survey of those trees that may be affected and an assessment of the

potential arboricultural impact of the proposed development on the trees.

2. METHODOLOGY

2.1

2.2.

2.3.

2.4.

The tree survey and arboricultural aspects have been prepared in accordance with
recommendations provided in BS 5837:2012, Trees in relation to design, demolition and
construction — recommendations.

The site survey included trees, within the boundaries of the site and those considered to be
potentially affected by development proposals, with a stem diameter over 75mm at 1.5m
height.

The tree inspection took place from ground level using visual tree assessment methods, with
the use of binoculars and Suunto clinometer. The presence and condition of bark and stem
wounds, cavities, decay, fungal fruiting bodies and any structural defects that could increase
the risk of structural failure were noted.

Details for each tree were recorded with management recommendations if deemed

necessary, a category grading according to BS 5837:2012, and tree protection distance.

Constraints

2.5. Nointernal decay devices or other invasive tools to assess tree condition were used.

2.6. No soil excavation or root inspection was carried out.

2.7. The survey has not considered the effect that trees or vegetation may have on the structural
integrity of future building through subsidence or heave.

23 January 2019
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3. DESKTOP REVIEW

3.1 The proposed development site is located in the village of Brundall, Norfolk. Brundall is
located on the north bank of the River Yare opposite Surlingham Broad and about 7 miles east

of the city of Norwich. This is a rapidly growing village as a commuter satellite of Norwich with
railway links to the city.
3.2 The development proposal is for the erection of a residential dwelling with associated

infrastructure to include driveway access, garage and a turning area.

3.3 The local planning authority is Broadland District Council and the landowner confirms that
Tree Preservation Order 1994 No7 affects the southern part of the site but that no part of the

site stands within a Conservation Area.
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Figure 1. Site location
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4. FIELD STUDY

4.1 The trees on the site are plotted on a plan shown in Figure 2 below. A schedule of the detailed
survey data is reproduced in a table at appendix A.

4.2 The development site is within the enclosed the back garden currently used as mostly grass
lawn. The soils are freely draining, slightly acid, loamy soils. They are characterised by low
fertility and moderately resistant to disturbance and compaction. The National Landscape
Character Area is The Broads, located predominantly in the county of Norfolk together with a
small part of north Suffolk, between the peripheral urban areas of Norwich in the west and
Great Yarmouth and Lowestoft in the east. Its boundary follows the edge of the level, open
marshland and valleys drained by the three principal rivers, the Yare, Bure and Waveney, and
their tributaries, the Thurne, Ant, Wensum and Chet, giving the NCA its very distinctive shape.
The rivers flow east into the sheltered estuary of Breydon Water, which lies at the confluence
to the Broads river system..

4.3  The First Edition OS map suggests the whole area was farmland in the late 1880s, but is
developed by the time of the 1946 aerial photograph.

The trees by the road are evident and selected trees to the south of the house but the whole
woodland area between the railway line and the bottom of the garden has arisen since that
time. There are no public views onto the site and extensive development is underway on
adjacent land. It is considered that the proposed development would cause minimal visual

intrusion which can be mitigated by care with the design and suitable landscaping proposals.

23 January 2019 7
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Figure 2: Tree Survey
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5 ASSESSMENT OF ARBORICULTURAL IMPLICATIONS

5.1

5.2

53

The Tree Constraints Plan in figure 3 shows the trees intended for removal and those which
are to be retained after development. The woodland to the south is beyond the impacts of the
development.

The high quality category “A” trees, namely a fine group of beech and a promising oak tree to
the east and south of the proposed development respectively are successfully retained. The
Douglas fir trees, T1 — T9 constitute an impressive landscape feature but are reduced to a
category B grading as they are reaching maturity and are vulnerable to wind damage. The
cascade chart for tree quality assessment from BS5837:2012 is reproduced in appendix D.

The access driveway is 3m wide and passes between the existing house and the firs, the
closest stem will be 1m away from the driveway. It is recommended that the access drive is
designed by employing a No-dig construction technique with permeable surfacing to minimise
impacts on the retained row of Douglas fir trees. Clearly this crosses the Root Protection Areas
(RPA) of the fir trees and the BS recommends no more than 20% of the RPA being covered by a
hard surface. The table below quantifies the extent of the rpa coverage by the driveway
surface for each tree. It should be noted that this is based on a theoretical RPA, i.e. a circular
area centred on the stem and it is more likely that the RPA is skewed in favour of the other
three cardinal points away from the existing building where the tree roots would seek to

exploit more favourable rooting conditions.

Tree ID T3 T5 T6 T7 T8 T9

Total area occupied by 19m? | 44m? 30 m? 34 m? 31 m? 39 m?

access drive in rpa

Total rpa area from 69 m? 185m? | 137 m? | 168m? | 127m? | 132 m?

Appendix A

Expressed as a percentage 27.7% 24% 22% 20.3% 24.6% 29.5%

Whilst the coverage does exceed the recommended 20% threshold, four of the trees exceed it
by less than 5% and the remaining two by less than 10%. Given that there is to be no
excavation and that a permeable structure is proposed, it is considered that impacts on the
trees is acceptable. The trees are already mature and exposed to the elements, they are likely

sustain natural crown reduction through wind damage causing them to begin to lose some of
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5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

their aesthetic quality over the next 20 years, by which time they may be of such proportions

as to pose an unacceptable threat to the existing property.

It is proposed to remove one poor quality Douglas fir to facilitate access. This tree is outside
the scope of the TPO and has lost its apical dominance. Further tree removal is required to
make space for the development. An ornamental cherry and an ash tree, these are smaller
specimens with limited landscape contribution which can be replaced in a more suitable
location. The cherry is certainly outside the scope of the TPO but the ash tree is less obviously
so. It is also proposed to remove a fair quality oak tree. This tree does appear to be within the
area TPO but it does have a multiple stem with inclusions and potentially weak unions.

The “options for services” plan in Figure 4 illustrates two options for connecting services for
the new dwelling. The services could be routed either side of the existing building. Running
down the western side has the advantage of limiting disturbance since it will run along the
proposed new access drive and allows the services to remain on land owned by the new
occupier. Routing services down the eastern side of the existing building has the advantage of
avoiding tree roots and can share a trench with the services to the existing building as far as
they extend.

An analysis of the average shading arc is also illustrated on the tree constraints plan. This
analysis suggests that up to half the building may be in shade for most of the day during the
summer, which may result in future pressure to reduce or remove the adjacent trees T14-17
which are protected by the area TPO. These trees appear to be in different ownership. It
should be noted that the illustrative shading arc is based on the tree height and the shading
will therefore be exaggerated due to the drop in levels across the site from north to south.

Table 1 —Quality assessment of trees recorded in survey in accordance with BS5837:2012

TOTALS To be

Trees Groups Hedges
removed

Category U 0 0 0 0 0

Category A 4 0 0 4 0

Category B 10 1 0 11 1

Category C 5 0 0 5 3

TOTALS 19 1 0 20 4

23 January 2019 12
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6 ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT

Tree Work

6.1
6.2

No tree work is required to the retained trees at the present time.
Any tree work should be undertaken to the standards set out in BS 3998:2010 British Standard

Recommendations for Tree Work.

Tree and Root Protection — Constraints on Development

6.3

6.4

The Tree Constraints Plan in Figure 3 shows the trees to be removed and the distance that
construction should normally be kept away the from retained trees to provide recommended
RPA in BS 5837: 2012. Full protection of the RPAs should be reinforced by the erection of
protective fencing constructed to at least a minimum standard as prescribed in BS 5837: 2012
and described in the Appendix C. A suggested line for protective fencing is shown on the
constraints plan in fig 3.

Access for the development is proposed from the existing gateway off the public road. It is
recommended that a No-Dig construction technique is adopted over the area shown on the
Tree Constraints Plan. A schedule of monitoring by the arboricultural consultant is

recommended to supervise the installation of the tree protection measures.

No-Dig Construction

6.5

6.6

6.7

It is recommended that where encroachment into an RPA occurs, a No Dig construction

technique is employed. Where it is necessary to achieve a level surface, the level should be

built up using permeable materials and minimum compaction.

The access should be constructed without excavation apart from the removal of turf/organic

matter, which should be carried out by hand. Excavators, dumpers and other site traffic should

not be allowed to track on the No-Dig areas until the roots are protected by the No-Dig

surfacing.

The construction sequence of a commonly used engineering solution for a No Dig surface

involves the following steps (see Appendix F for detail):

° Topsoil/turf/gravel surfacing should be removed carefully by hand to a maximum of
50mm, or less if the roots are found nearer the surface.

o Following levelling with subsoil or sand, a permeable membrane (BGT100 Geotextile
Fabric) should be laid.

. TERRAM™ Geocell Tree Root Protection (Appendix F) cellular confinement system

should then be constructed to manufacturer’s instructions on top of the geotextile.

23 January 2019 13
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6.8

° The cellular confinement system should be filled with clean (no fines), washed angular,
5mm to 45mm stone to provide load support, while allowing air and moisture to
permeate to the root zone.

. Install the permeable pavement layer/wearing course e.g. BodPave®85, on top of the
TERRAM ™ Geocell according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

Removed turf/topsoil can be used to grade surrounding ground levels.

General Measures

6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

No construction activity should be allowed within root protection areas, except as detailed in
an agreed method statement.

No mixing of cement or concrete, or storage of fuel should take place within 10m of retained
trees, or in any position where the slope of the ground could lead to contamination of the root
protection area.

Fires should not be lit in a position where their flames could extend to within 5m of foliage,
branches or trunks.

Every effort should be made to route services without encroaching on the RPAs. If for
whatever reason, installation within the RPAs is required, the local authority will need to be
notified. Trenching for the installation of underground services may sever roots and change
the hydrology in a way that adversely affects the health of trees. For this reason particular care
will be taken in the routing and methods of installing underground services. Wherever possible
they should be kept together and arboriculturally sensitive methods of excavation used.
Reference should be made to the National Joint Utilities Group publication Volume 4 issue 2

for guidance, but any approach must be brought to the attention of the local authority.

7 CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Recommended root protection areas are mapped in this report. No construction activities
should take place within root protection areas, except as indicated in the method statement.

7.2 Based on the proposed tree constraints plan and recommended tree protection measures,
we consider that development can be accommodated on this site with minimal impacts on
the arboricultural interest of the site.

23 January 2019 14
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Appendix A Tree Survey Detail

o 26 g
2 = — — > o

e 8 : ¢ |gipe|z |& s |8 |8 |5 |5 |5 | 8¢ £ &3 :
[= (o] b3 T IS a< | O 4 o A A A A o ) 5 o = € (o]
T1 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 6m S 530 6.4 127 5 B 1;2 20to 40 yrs | Good No action
T2 Douglas Fir Mature 19 | 6m S 730 8.8 241 5 B 12 20to40yrs | Good | Noaction
T3 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 12m W 390 4.7 69 4 B 1;2 20to 40 yrs | Good No action
T4 Douglas Fir Mature 145 | 5mW 450 5.4 92 4 2 4 6 C 12 20to 40yrs | Fair No action
T5 Douglas Fir Mature 22 | 7/mE 640 7.7 185 5 B 1;2 20t040yrs | Good No action
T6 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | 9.5mE 550 6.6 137 6 6 2 4| B | Y% |20t0d0yrs | Good | NO2cton
77 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | 10mE 610 73| 18| 2| 6| 2| 6| B | Y |20t040yrs | Good | No@ction
78 | Douglas Fir Mature 23 | ams 530 64| 127 2] 4| s| a4l B | |20tod0yrs | Good | Noaton
19 | Douglas Fir Mature 22 | 5ms 540 65| 132| 3| 5| 6| 4| 8 |Y |20t040yrs | Good | Nt
T10 | Flowering cherry Semi-mature 6| 1.5mN 250 3.0 28 3.5 C L2 20to40yrs | Good No action
T11 | Common Ash Semi-mature 12 | 3mE *361 43 s9| 5| a| a| a| ¢ |Y |20to40yrs | Fair | Noocton
T12 | Copper Beech Mature 20 | 4mS 830 10.0 312 7 6 7 71 A 1,23 | >40yrs Good | Neaction
T13 | Common Oak Mature 185 | 2mS *812 9.7 298 7 7 7 6| B | L2 | >40yrs Fair No action
T14 | Common Oak Mature 18 | 3.5mS 520 6.2 122 7 7 7 70 A | L23 | >40yrs Good | Neaction
T15 | Common Oak Semi-mature 15 | 4mss 440 5.3 88 5 6 6 2| ¢ |Y¥? | >s0yrs poor | Noaction
T16 | Common Oak Semi-mature 18 | 6mN 470 56| 100 7 6 2 6| B |Y2 | >s0yrs Fair | Noaction
G17 | Common Ash Mature 20 | smw *380 46 65 6 8 7 s| B |Y¥2 | >s0yrs Fair | Noaction
T18 | Common Beech | Mature 19 | 3.5msS 670 8.0 203 5| 10 8 8| A | 123 | >40yrs Good | MNoaction
T19 | Common Beech | Mature 18 | 3mw 800 9.6 20| 11| 10 6 8| A | 123 |>a0yrs Good | Noaction
T20 | Common Hazel Mature 11.5 | n/a 130 1.6 8 7 3 3 5 C 12 20to40yrs | Good | Noaction
T21 Douglas Fir Mature 18 | 12m W 390 4.7 69 4 B 1;2 20to40yrs | Good No action
T22 | Douglas Fir Mature 14.5 | 5Sm W 450 5.4 92 4 2 4 41 c |12 20to 40yrs | Fair No action
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Key Age class: Young (1%t qtr of life expectancy) Semi-mature (2" qtr of life expectancy) Early-mature (3™ qgtr of life expectancy) Mature (final qtr of life expectancy)

Over mature (beyond life expectancy and declining naturally)
Veteran (of great age for its species and possibly of conservation value)
* derived measurement using protocols in BS5837

tsub category “1” Arboricultural values

Sub category “2” Landscape values
Sub category “3” Cultural values

23" January 2019 17
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Appendix B

Photographic record of selected trees

Existing entrance and Douglas firs Douglas firs T6-T9

23" January 2019 18
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Oaks T13 and T14 to be retained

Ash T11 in foreground and oak T12 behind proposed for removal

19
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Large copper beech to be retained Woodland with ash group G17 in centre
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Appendix C

British Standard BS 5837:2012 Default specification for protective barrier

Figure 2 Default specification for protective barrier

= Figure 3 Examples of above-ground stabilizing systems

' |
I .
UG .
il f
0

fil
T

Standard scatfold poles

Heavy gauge 2 m tall galvanized tube and welded mesh infill panels
Panels secured to upnights and cross-members with wire ties

Ground leve!

Uprights drven into the ground until secure (minimum depth 06 m)
Standard scaffold clamps

av-.w-v..s

b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray
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Appendix D

BS 5837:2012 Table 1 Cascade for tree quality assessment
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Table 1

Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Category and definition

criteria fincluding subcategaries where appropriate)

Treas unsuitable for etention (oo Wotad

Catagory U

Those in such 3 conditicn
that they cannct mealistically
be retained 2z lving treesin
the contaxt of the curnant
land uza for longer than

10 years

+  Tmesthat hawe a sericus, irmemediable, structural defect, such that their early losz iz expacted due to collapss,
including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees 2 g. where, for whatewer
reason, the lozs of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)

+  Tmesthat are dead orare showing signs of significant, immedate, and irrewersible cvarall decline

Tees infected with pethogens of significance to the health andér safety of other trees nearby, oF wary w
quality trees suppmeszing adjoent trees of battar quality

MNOTE  Cotegory O traas can lowe avsting oF potential consarna tion value wivch 1t avght be desrabio (o prasarse,

soa f5 T

1 Mainly arboricultural qualities

2 Mainly landscape qualities

3 Mainby cultural values,
including conseryation

Trees to be considered for retention

Catagory A

Treas of high quality with an
estirmated remaining life
axpactancy of at losst

Trees that are particu larly good
examples of their spacies, espacially if
rare or unuaial; or those that are
eczantal components of Qroups or
formal or sami-formal arboricultural

Trees, groups of woodlnds of particular
vizual importance az arboricultural andsor
landscape features

Tress, groupe of woodlands
of significant consaneaticn,
histarical, commemarative or
other value (2.9, vataran
treas of wood-pastuna)

A0 years features (e.g. the dominant andéor
principal trees within an avenue)
Category B Trees that might b included in Trees preaznt in numbars uzually growing  Trees with material

Tres of moderate quality
with an estimated remaining
life expactancy of at least

20 years

categony A, but are downgraded
becausa of impaied conditicn 2a.
presenoe of significant though
remedible defects, including
unsyrmpathetic past management and
stomn darnage), such that they are
unlikely 1o b2 suitable for retention for
bevond 40 years, or tees lacking the
spcil quality necessany to mearit the
category A designation

azgroups of woodlnds, such that they
attract a higher collective rating than they
might == individuak; or trRes Z0CUMming =
collectives but situated =o == to make little
vizual contribution to the wider kcality

con®neation of other
cultural walue

Catagory ©

Treas of lowr quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least

10 years, of young trees with
3 stem diameter balow

150 mim

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

Traes pre2nt in groups or woodlands, but
without thizconferring on them
significantly greater collective landscape
walue; andsor trees offering low or only
temporaryitranzient landTape banefits

Trees with no matarial
conanation or othar
cultural walue

23
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Appendix E

TERRAM™ Geocell product sheet and installation
guidance
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A TERRAM

Geosynthetics you can trust

TERRAM geocells

Product Data Sheet

Fiberweb Maldon

Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd
Blackwater Trading Estate
The Causeway

Maldon CM9 4GG

United Kingdom

T: +44 (0)1621 874200
E: +44 (0)1621 8742399

Issue: 02 Date: 15.06.12 Page:10of 2

Panel Grade

22/20 25/10 25/15 35/10 35/15

Physical Properties

Cell Nominal Diameter mm 220 250 250 350 350
Cell Length (L) mm 275 205 285 415 415
Cell Width (W) mm 230 250 250 370 370
Cell Depth! mm 200 100 150 100 150
Panel Length' mm 6176 5175 5175 5199 5199
Panel Width' mm 3227 7300 7300 7438 7438
Panel Weight kg 20 7 25 n 7
Cells per m? (nominal) 30 26 26 12 12
Mechanical/Hydraulic Properties

Cell Wall Tensile Strength? kN/m 207 207 207 207 207
Cell Junction Peel Strength® kN/m 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0
Cell Wall Permeability* /m’s 450 450 450 45.0 450

1. Other sizes are avaliable to order.

2. Results derived from wide-width tensile test
(EN ISO 10319).

3. Terram Internal test method.

4. Results derived from 2 single cell wall Per-
meability Test (EN ISO TICS8).

Results quoted are family mean values derived
from testing over periods of time.

Colour: dark grey - other colours avallable to
order

0338
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Durability

This product is predicted to be durable for more than 25
years in soils with a pH in the range 2 to 14 and with a
temperature of less than 25°C.

Chemical resistance
Polypropylene and polyethylene are unaffected by the
chemicals which normally exist in soils.

Blological resistance

Polypropylene and polyethylene are not nutrients for
micro-organisms and do not provide nourishment for
animals & insects.

UV exposure

Fiberweb Geosynthetics” products are delivered to site
in polyethylene wrapping to protect against the effects
of ultra-violet radiation. It is recommendead that the
products remain wrapped until their installation.

Once unwrapped, the products should be completely
covered with fill within 14 days to avoid exposure to UV
radiation.

Versions of most products can be manufactured with
enhanced UV performance by incorporating stabilisers.
These versions carry the suffix UV.

The remaining properties are identical to the
corresponding standard grade.

Adequate precautions should always be taken to
protect all products from UV radiation to achieve the
stated durability.

Notes:

1. Refer to the Terram Jointing Methods (downloadable
from www terram com) for when simple overlaps are
required for subsequent and adjacent roll lengths.
However, pegging, sewing, stapling or gluing can also
be used depending upon the application, the sub-
grade conditions, the
loading, the convenience and the cost

2. These figures relate to standard product weights and
roll sizes. Other weights, sizes and colours may be
available on request. For further information please
contact Fiberweb Geosynthetics’ Technical Support.

As part of its continual improvement process Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd reserve the right to change
the properties listed on this data sheet without prior notice.

TM indicates a trade mark of Fiberweb plc or a Fiberweb Group company, many of which are registered in a number
of countries around the world.

Page: 2 of 2 AfiberwebRUSINFSS
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“. GEOCELL rOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION

TERRAM' " 5pECIFICATION &

o { borwod b

23 January 2019

INSTALLATION
GUIDANCE

TERRAM GEOCELL CONFINEMENT SYSTEM FOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION

ME 456 sue 3 Feb 2012

Terram Geocet s 3 geoceliuiar sub-base confinement systern designed for the protection of tree roots where the construction of roads,
o parks and acoess routas are required In the vionity of trees and whese Tee Presarvation Orders (TPO) may be enforced. The struciure
confines and stabilises the sub-base stone ensuring that vehide lnads are dissipated, rutting and soff compaction s prevented and
damage to tree roots Is avolded. When installed as advised, Terram Geocel wil also allow the continued passage and drculation
of alr, water and nutrients to free roots to sustain a heafthy growing envronment 2s recommendad by the fofiowing 2 documents:

= British Standard BS5837: Trees in Relation to Construction’ (2005).

= Arboncultural Advsory and Information Service: Practice Note 1 - Driveways Close to Trees” (APNT)

Tree Root Protection is supphed flat packed and opens to form a strong geoceliufar structure It is simply pinned in place using
metal fixing pins as descrbed

In this type of ‘Reduced-Dig’ or 'No-Dig” Tree Route Protection  application, Terram Geocsdl Is Intended for use in conjunction with
a water and gas parmeable SuDS {Sustainable Drainage System) compliant pavernent surface product such as BodPave*85 cellular
plastic paving, Concrete Porous Block Paving or Porous Asphalt surfaces. Although Terram Geocelf can be used by traffic in sofation
for 3 very bmited pariod when filded: 1t Is not advised that Terram Geocell 5 usad as the permanent surface finish for vehicle access
routes. Exceptions may arse where Terram Geocell 5 Installed as 2 temporary haul road for example as a site access route and may
be removed and disposad of or fully resurfaced after use. Refer to Installation method detads for further Information.

GENERAL INSTALLATION
ADVICE FOR ALL

APPLICATIONS

Typical Profile

Prior to commencng works It Is
advisable to seek the professional
opinion and approval of the
Local Planning Department and
Arbericutture Officer. Spacdic dasgn

imatiors may be daterminad by
Tree Officers, Engneers or Planners  fabne —
and must be dosaly adhered to. AN
applicatiors will vary according to
the site conditions and specific tree  TX160 geogrid
species Involved The ground and —
tree roots within the tree root
protaction zone must be protecied
from compaction and damage at
3l stages of the construction
works. Works may Involve varying
degrees of excavation or bulld-up

BGTY00 T
Geotextie fiter

Tensar Trida™

BGTI00 lower
Geotextis fiter
nc

whare edge retention Is required,
which must avoid root damage

and soll compaction. The use of
mechansca equipment or even low
ground pressure machinery In the
tree root protection 2one must be
awolded and hand tools may be the
only method of excavation ciose to

the root system

SPECIFICATIONS

Sub-grace ol

o

BodPave®85

with Grazs or Gravel

Typical Frofile showing wanous progict layers.
Not aY layers wa¥ apply 1o svery application

Sard: Soil
Rootrone or
Cravel Bedding

Tarram Geocall filed with
anguler, reduced-fines
=ub-base 2ore

Tarram Goocsll thicknes
according Lo appiaton

Geocal= 250100 | Smx 7m | 250mm x 100mm | 18kg po,yp_,cp"y“;:e Pedestrians 051397
Geoceli~ 250150 | Smx7m | 250mm x 150mm | 25kg pé‘};’gg;,m Carslight vehicles | 051403
Geocell~ 220200 | 6mx3m | 220mm x 200mm | Z0kg pé‘,%fc‘}f;«f,; 051380

Fang U-Pin

Stee rod

550mm lkng x 8mm da

082834

Fberweb Geosynthetics Ltd

Blackwater Trading Estate * The Causeway » Maldon = Essex CM9 4GG » UK

Tek: +44 (0) 1621 874200 Fax: +44 (0) 1621 374200
e.mall: Info@terram.com * www.terram.com

Fiberweb

27
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TERRAM

| o crond
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GEOCELL FOR TREE ROOT PROTECTION M 456 ke 3 Feb 2012

INSTALLATION METHOD FOR PERMANENT ACCESS ROUTES AND CAR PARKS
1. Obtain the approval of the Local Manning Departnent and Arboricultuse Offices that ths method of construction & appropate and
acceptable for the application and to determine the fmits of construction and proximity o the tree.
Prepare the ste cxt‘uhmnwngnl-&ﬁxﬁxdwdxngu.dommhmwsmﬂcmmdgnq::wm!ohxpxﬁkmhm
whikt strictly avoding soil comgiaction and tree root damage. Build-up directly on the existing surface levels neceTsarng
Ensure that the prepamd surface = reasonably even and fill any locabised depressions with sharp sand to achieve an even surface profie. Do not
ol or cormoficate the area.
Instabl tanaleed trober edgin wds or other app ion 1o the of the constructon sooe 2 sppropriate 1o the 1ot
layer peofie thickness Awd&xn:gewtmmmnpugfmngpomwpq Concete kerbs are uniihely 10 be appropriate or aliowed.
Install 3 of BGT100 Geotetle Fabric aooss the sz, overbpping adjacent rolls by 3 minimum of 150mm. be necessary to fightly pin
!h&o:ynumm;ix:uﬂdlhemmammau s ool
An optional hycrol’zn.vamGGIMx Geognd be inquind ot thes stage, puwuydﬂmnodbymcsne soi strengths (Le. weak CBR%
steength®), the pplcation Q,um;%v in some cases the TX16D layer rmay 2l ad the reduction of the mquined
lu’er.‘ndcnaofTmm&vcdlumzmamyh'ucdabxabkcmmnvbuﬁ-wm:m.vp)cd Place the Geogrid byyer over the
Geotextie Fabric kayer and fix down wsing steed pins 1o hold flat. Overbp adipcent rolis by minimum 150mm. Zuod tree enot darmage and soi compacton.
7. Open ow and loy the peciiied layer thickness of Terram Geocedl (100mm/1 50mmy/200mm deep) and pin in place betwaen the edging boands.
It may be necessary 15 cut the Terram Geocell 1o size wsng 3 sharp knfe or 2 can be left unout and ioldad up agaimt the adgings ¥ prefierred
8  Pin the Teram Geocell in place using  Steel Fming Pire ar smilar approved. The pre ane generally wsed to maintain the cells 11 an open
Mdiulyepvdcd,aomnnwﬁmhcdhnbei Micd;'ddsamsmptkmmmfmbangpu)rd.pbymgmna;ggm;me
fifing proces. Pin spaong will vary acoording to the site conditions, but wil be required 2t 1m - 2 centres
awﬂthcprnmsdmem ﬁme t sectiors of Teram abut each other , with less in the middle of the area.
the pins n o that they am just 1ouching the top of tc&bmmmm&elmhcdmmwmwmrgw&
9 Fil the Teram Gencel, workn m'.ld!hem!mﬂl‘tfunh:npomawaymd ug.:’r:rikd Terram Geocell 21 2 platiorm. The cels omest

o WM

o

beﬁledumd::ncpm noemally in the particie s A5mm. Net single =ized or roundsd The
engrctfrr.vydc!mswnmf materiaks such as cean 420 or 40 =tone or 2 mducedfines Dol X It & not
amepubbmu:cnaandmdDo\3,9:1S4b-bzcwn)mﬂ'endkhrlmmlwmm Do not roll the susface, a vibratory compaction
be permitted to zettie the stone imo the cels, seek advice from the specfier or Tree Officer on ths detal. Do not contaminate

fwhacker}
mwwm&:’wd&n il or mud.

10.  Instaf the permesble paverment biyetwearing course ie. BodPane®35, Block Paving, Porous Asphak, on top of the Terram Geoced accondng to the
manuiactuens recommendstions. Each posous pavernent Layer will have 2 speafic desgn layes for le, whese 2 sand
or sandwol M-spcdrdw:mmrmf&mmnlmzmqm lhcn:a dgGTK)OGeo\uﬂeF&mﬁchpamd:bm
the Temam | prior to the paverment beddng loyer Derg instaled and fine according 1o manufacturers nstuctiorn. The
G de will z2op the pa becding hyer from migrating down into the aggeagate voids within the Terram Geocell

For ratallabon recormmendations for BodPave®85 mlk:hcpnwm; for Grass & Gravel, refer 1o BodPave®85 Specfication and Installation Gudance Notes

For 2l other pavernent Layer produrts, sefer 1o the specific manwufaciurery” guidance.

INSTALLATION METHOD FOR TEMPORARY ROADS AND SACRIFICIAL PAVEMENT LAYERS IN HAUL ROADS

In some applcations Temam Geocell may be nstalied 2 a temporary haul roed base and completely removed after use. Alematiely it may hove 3

sacrificial stone loyer placed over it wivch & removed and seplaced with a parranent parmesbile pavernent solution when e of the haul road & compiete.

1. Obtain the approad of the Local Planning t and Acboriculture Officer that this method of corstruction & appropriste and acceptable
for the termporary acoess and to determine the mits of construction and praximity to the tree.

2 Mdmnnﬁ:mlm‘mmZmQM!uMlkmﬂmu

3

Pl a fayer of BGT 100 Geotextie or greatsr Geotextde (e Terram 2000) onto the Teram Geoosd suriace. The gectextie grade will be
determinad by the specific site design otenis and of haul road traffic proposed. This Layer will be removed and replaced Gter if 2
pavement suriace & being installed on the Terram Geocell

porous

Place 2 mnimum 100mm thick Lyer of ether clean graded stone or DoT Type 1 subbase store anto the seface. Ths will be the scrfical

pavernent Layer to be removed later. Aggragate specfcation wil be determined by the project manager.

During use of the access rocste, routinely check for ercsion of the swface and separ with stone 2 reguired 1o avod espasure of the geotextie.

Nl:ﬂhehumod.ur.cwplﬁcd xmmlhesomdbyuuhlomard le and replace with the prefered permeable poverment

layer in aczoedance with P pdngﬁemmmmnmmfbmmmmew!omm

statiz. & critcally mpoctant 1o avoid contamination of the remaining byer of open-graded stone within the Termam Geocel where pantdl removal =

carried out and at all times 1o avord damage to tree roots and so cmpaction during removal and daposal of the corstruction byer.

7. Where complete removal of Terram Geocell is mquieed, seek the specfien’ advice on menovaton and restoration of the landscaped ausfaces
within the tree protection zone.

o

Typical Profile Construction

Spochieg Forous Pavemant Surtace
Optionst BGTI00 & smocsied Bocdng Gy ©
Gooraxtss tayer BOPaveSs or Bock Pavng eir

Timber
wiontion & e

a onsa
A" X160

Oﬁm useful notes on Tree Root Protection

In mast apphications the total porous pavernent aees shoukd not exceed 20% of the e oot protection area.

It &= advisable to seek an Engineers advwice on the requined Termam Geoced layer thickness related 10 local sod strengthe and proposed taffic loadi

 Scil compaction will sevmely affect the trees abdity 1o Lake up water and axyger; similarky, ramng soil levels sround twees wil deprive roats o
ouygen and cause stress and deback

In most caes 80% - %&oiatme:muywemmmlheuwcﬂnoﬂnlMwmﬂibmv:emnugmmnmmnm&ahh

The fine roots enable trarepont of axygen, water and nutnient to the tree via the | roots which also anchor the e and provide stabdity

Sevenng only a smal proportion of the fine surface root stnscture can severely affect the tme, cusing stress, diecback and los of sabiity,

* CBR% Strength = California Beanng Aatio - 2 messure of sibgrade 00# strength

Further Reading

» Britsh Standard: BS5837 1931 / 2005 - Trees m Rzlation to Construction - Recommendatiore.

* Asboricultural Advisory and Infarmation Senvice: Practce Note 1 - Driveways Close to Trees! JAPNT)
« "Teme Root Systems’ (M Dobson 1995) ~ Arbornicutural Research Information Note 130/ARS/SS

* 'Driveways lu'.cu: Teoes" (M. Dobeon ¢ D. Patch 1996). Arbonculturad Fractics Note 1.

« "Guidance for Trees: Conflct or Compliment. {R. Michalson 2001). Arbonculiural Journal Na. 25

e rfonmation corsead o & 10 IS St of oW LoWbagR, Juate i 3 meterl mpoch. HOWevor S1ce the cumstances and cvakivs & wikh such

FOrTR00n and the prOCUCE mRNHoNod NN Can AN Used iy vy 30 2% Dayond Our CONIDL, M0 MprSantabion or Waltanty, Supess o & of any natuw
WASESOGVET & or il DO Moo 2nd o IEponshty o ASGAy i oF wll 5 scoopted Oy us any of our 5 OF 7 O (hOF ReSpRCive CUrTrors, ompicyoss or
LNt N SO 10 1N XTUTCY OF Comp or use of the contsad Raran of aty such procucts and any auch Sty & sgvassly ceciamed.
AT ey Tl 3w g Eageiat) of Wy e I 3 3 ppss e f et napeve

Fiberweb Geosynthetics Ltd
Blackwater Trading Estate » The Causeway * Maldon » Essex CM9 4GG » UK Flbcrweb

Tek +44 (0) 1621 874200 Fax: +44 (0) 1621 £874299
e.mall info@terram.com * www.terram.com
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Appendix F - Schedule of arboricultural site monitoring

Activity

Arboricultural supervision
required, and by whom?

Date action undertaken

Undertaking of suggested
tree work

No

Erection of protective
fencing

Yes, by arboriculturist and
site supervisor

Installation of ground
protection in no-dig zones

Yes, by arboriculturist and
site supervisor

Dismantling of protective
measures

Yes, by site supervisor

Inspection of replacement
planting

n/a

23 January 2019
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Appendix G — Proposed site plan
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From: Richard Farley

To: Alex Lowe

Cc: "Sharon Smyth"

Subject: Proposed TPO 2019 NO 1
Date: 12 February 2019 08:45:35
Dear Sir

Today | looked at the trees on the property at 11 STATION ROAD,BRUNDALL.NR135PQ.
| fully support that the 11 Douglas Firs should be protected by a Tree Preservation Order.
They look health and are established trees that are a feature to the area.

They were viewed from the roadway.

Yours Faithfully

Richard G Farley

Brundall Tree Warden
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