Bryan, Jacob

From: Grant, David

Sent: 17 October 2022 14:27

To: _planningadvice

Subject: FW: Land off Thary Lane H17-0357-22
Attachments: We sent you safe versions of your files;

4558.Thary.Studio11.Tree_Constraints_Plan_A1.200.pdf

Please add this email and attachment to the DIP under 6SUP — Tree Constraints Plan.

Kind regards,

Mr David Grant | Senior Planning Officer | South Holland District Council

Direct Dial: 01775 764472

www.sholland.gov.uk

Please note that any informal officer opinion expressed by this email is without prejudice and is not
binding on the Council during the consideration of any formal application.
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From: Kris Baxter <kris.baxter@studiollarchitecture.co.uk>
Sent: 17 October 2022 13:45

To: Grant, David <dgrant@sholland.gov.uk>

Subject: RE: Land off Thary Lane H17-0357-22

Mimecast Attachment Protection has deemed this file to be safe, but always exercise caution when opening files.

Caution: This message originated from outside of the organisation. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognise the sender and know the content is safe. If you believe it is suspicious
please forward to Suspicious.Emails@pspsl.co.uk and delete the email.

Hi David,

Thanks for passing on the comments. We have had a Tree Report undertaken and a copy is attached for your info. |
don’t know why we didn’t submit this as part of the application originally. | have had a read of the Tree Officers
comments but am unsure as to whether any action is required at this stage. Is there any areas you want us to
particularly address? Also are we still going to the 9™ November committee?

Thanks,
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QUR EMAIL POLICY

We love to hear from you and check our emails daily endeavouring to respond to all emails within 48 hours. We spend our days in
the studio designing projeclts and delivering amazing buildings. This may mean amails are nol 5aen straight away but if you have an
urgent enguiry, please feel free 1o contact your project leader by lelephone
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From: Grant, David

Sent: Tuesday, September 27, 2022 1:50 PM

To: Kris Baxter <kris.baxter@studiollarchitecture.co.uk>
Subject: Land off Thary Lane H17-0357-22

Dear Kris,

| have now received the consultation response from the Trees & Conservation Officer to which you may wish to
respond. Please see the attached document.

Kind regards,

Mr David Grant | Senior Planning Officer | South Holland District Council

Direct Dial: 01775 764472

www.sholland.gov.uk

Please note that any informal officer opinion expressed by this email is without prejudice and is not
binding on the Council during the consideration of any formal application.
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The information contained in this email is confidential and intended only for the person or organisation to which it is
addressed. If you have received it by mistake, please disregard and notify the sender immediately. Unauthorised
disclosure or use of such information may be a breach of legislation or confidentiality and the content may be legally
privileged. Any improper dissemination, forwarding, printing, or copying of this email is strictly prohibited. Emails
sent from and received by employees of South Holland District Council may be monitored. They may also be
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disclosed to other people under legislation, particularly the Freedom of Information Act 2000, GDPR, the Data
Protection Act 2018 and the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. If you have contacted the Council for a
service any personal data you share will be used to help you access its services, or to answer your enquiry in line
with our Privacy Policy. For full details of your rights please visit our website at www.sholland.gov.uk. Unless this
email relates to South Holland District Council business it will be regarded by the Council as personal and will not be
authorised by or sent on behalf of the Council.




Lower crown height (m)

Crown Spread N (m)

Crown Spread W (m)

Remaining Contribution (yrs)

Kev to Tree Survey Data

Height

Crown spread
Remaining Contribution
Main Stem Diameter

Condition Good:
Age Class ¥
SM
M
oM
v
RPA {Radius)
RPA (Area)

Recommendation

Estimated or measured with clinometer where considered critical (m)

At cardinal points (m)

Estimated number of years the tree may contribute in a safe condition

Measured at 1.5 metres above ground or in accordance BS5837: 2012 Anniex Cand D

No visible defects seen

Reasonable: Some defects seen but none that contribute significantly to the overall health:and safety of the tree
Poor: Defects or health issues that contribute significantly to the overall heaith and safety of the tree
= Young {Less than 1/3 of normal expected life)

= Semi-mature (1/3 —2/3 of normal expected life)

= Mature

= Over-mature or in decline

= Veteran

Distance in metres from centre of tree to achieve a circular Root Protection Area

Root Protection Area in square metres.

Recommended course of action made irrespective of propased site layout.

U Trees in poor condition; value lost within 10 years; serious defects, dead, in irreversible decline, infected with pathogens significant to health of other trees nearby
Al Trees of high quality and value; offering at least 40 years’ contribution; particularly good example of species

A2 Trees of high quality and value; offering at least 40 years’ contribution; screening or softening effect

A3 Trees of high quality and value; offering at least 40 years’ contribution; conservation, historical or other value

Bl Trees of moderate value; offering at least 20 years' contribution; slightly impaired condition but remediable

B2 Trees of moderate value; offering at least 20 years’ contribution; distinct landscape feature as a group or woodland.

B3 Trees of moderate value; offering at least 20 years’ contribution; trees with clearly identifiable conservation or other cultural benefits,

Cci Trees of low quality and value; at least 10 years’ contribution; trees not qualifying in higher categories

c2 Trees of low guality and value; at least 10 years' contribution; groups or woodlands without significant landscape value, trees of low or temporary landscape value

c3 Trees of low quality and value; at least 10 years’ contribution; trees with limited conservation or cther value

METRES

G E|E
v W —
. €
E T Recommendations
g E | £ g % € made at time of
'§ *§ : = = survey, irrespective
ref. Species 5 s T -§ & & Condition Comments of any layout

9256 Flowering Cherry | M 480 8 1 8 €l |5 5 5 5 5.76 | 104.24 | 10+ | Reasonable | Now in last third of safe useful Could be retained
life expectancy. Scattered minor | in the short-term.
dead wood throughout crown, Remove dead

wood greater than
25mm in diameter.

9257 Cow Pine M 300 5 (1] 5 c1 |4 4 4 4 36 40.72 40+ | Reasonable | Multi-stemmed form. Could be retained.

GroupA | Hawthorn, Plum | M 150 | 2 0 2 |c2 |06 |06 |06 06|18 |1018 |40+ | Good Regularly maintained at present | Could be retained.
dimensions.

9258 Flowering Cherry | OM | 850 14 |15 |14 (€1 |6 3 6 6 10.2 | 326.89 | <10 | Reasonable | Now In last third of safe useful Fell and replace.
life expectancy. Unlikely to be
considered suitable for retention.

Scattered minor dead wood
throughout crown. Infected with
Ganoderma australe. Infected
with Bacterial Canker.

9259 Walnut M 650 15 (15 |15 |(C1 | B 6 7 6 7.8 181,16 | 20+ | Reasonable | Early signs of decay at old Could be retained
wounds, Scattered minor dead with space.
wood throughout crown. Some Remove dead
moderately-sized pieces of wood greater than
deadwood in crown. Recent and | 25mm in diameter,
historic limb shedding in
evidence

9260 Walnut M 900 15 (05 |15 |(C1 | 8 7 8 9 10,8 | 366.48 | 20+ | Reasonable | Early signs of decay at old Could be retained
wounds, Scattered minor dead with space.
wood throughout crown. Some Remove dead
moderately-sized pieces of waod greater than
deadwood in crown. Recentand | 25mm in diameter.
historic limb shedding in
evidence. Decay at base of main
stem

9261 Flowering Cherry | OM | 570 | 8 05 |8 €1 |5 6 4 4 6.84 | 147 <10 | Reasonable | Low vigour. Now in last third of Fell and replace.
safe useful life expectancy.

Unlikely to be considered
suitable for retention. Moderate
lvy prevents inspection.
9262 Cockspur Thorn M 300 8 05 | 8 Cl |45 (45 45 45 |36 40,72 40+ | Reasonable | No visible defects seen. Could be retained.
No work required,

9263 Elder M 450 b 05 |6 €1 |5 5 5 5 54 | 9162 <10 | Reasonable | Now in last third of safe useful Fell and replace.
life expectancy. Not worthy of
retention.

9264 Berberis M 400 5 05 |5 Cl |35 |35 |35 |35 (48 | 7239 10+ | Reasonable | Multi-stemmed form. Unlikely to | Fell and replace.
be considered suitable for
retention.

9265 Norway Maple M 650 15 |2 15 (Bl | 8 7 8 T 7.8 191.16 | 40+ | Reasonable | Novisible defects seen. Could be retalned
Scattered minor dead wood with space.
throughout crown. Remove dead

wood greater than
25mm in diameter.

9266 Flowering Cherry | M 450 5 2 5 u 4 4 4 4 5.4 91.62 <10 | Dead Dead. Fell and replace.

9267 Flowering Cherry | M 350 5 2 5 u 25 |25 (25 |25 | 42 55.42 <10 | Dead Dead. Fell and replace.

9268 Blue Atlas Cedar | SM | 550 14 (05 |25 (€1 |7 F 7 7 6.6 136.87 | 20+ | Reasonable Mate future growth potential. Could be retained
Evidence of moderate size limb with space.
shedding

9269 Lime M 800 18 |0 18 (B1 |9 8 8 8 9.6 | 28957 | 20+ | Reasonable Note future growth potential. Could be retained
Evidence of moderate size limb with space.

| shedding

9270 Flowering Cherry | M 350 5 2 5 . u 25 |25 |25 |25 | 4.2 55.42 <10 | Dead Dead. Fell and replace.

Group B Elder M 300 5 0 5 €2 |25 |25 |25 25 |36 |4072 <10 | Reasonable | Now in last third of safe useful Fell and replace.
life expectancy. Unlikely to be
considered suitable for retention.

9271 Walnut M 550 15 |2 15 | B1 | 8 3 8 7 6.6 136.87 | 40+ | Reasonable | Early signs of decay at old Could be retained
wounds, Scattered minor dead with space.
wood throughout crown. Remove dead

wood greater than
25mm in diameter.

9272 Flowering Cherry | M 300 5 2 5 u 25 (25 |25 |25 |36 |4072 <10 | Dead Dead. Fell and replace.

9273 Silver Birch M 550 17 |0 17 (Bl | & 5 6 6 6.6 136.87 | 40+ | Reasonable | No visible defects seen. vy on Could be retained,
tree. Remove dead

wood greater than
25mm In diameter.

NT1 Woeeping Willow | OM | 1000 15 |2 15 €1 | 6 5 6 6 12 452,45 | 40+ | Reasonable | Novisible defects seen. Ivy on Repollard at old
tree. Maintained as a pollard at pruning points.
6m. Moderate decay visible in
main stem

NT2 Southern Beech M 550 13 | 4 13 (€1 |5 7 5 7 6.6 136.87 | 10+ | Poor Tree on neighbouring property No work required.
therefore not closely inspected.

Low vigour. Dieback in crown.
NT3 Wellingtonia M 716 18 |4 25 | Bl |5 7 6 7 8.59 | 231.84 | 40+ | Reasonable | Tree on neighbouring property No work required.
therefore not closely inspected.
No visible defects seen.
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This drawing is the property of Andrew Belson Arboricultural
Consultant. Copyright is reserved by him and the drawing is
issued on the condition that it is not copied, reproduced,
retained nor disclosed to any unauthorized person either
wholly or in part without the consent of Andrew Belson.

NOTES: Based on survey drawing 2202-212

The original of this drawing was produced in colour—a
monochrome copy should not be relied upon
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INDICATIVE SHADE AREA

Arboricultural Constraints
Root Protection Area

The Root Pratection Area (RPA) is illustrated as a magenta circle or polygon
around each tree or group of trees. This is the area where if the trees are
retained, ideally no excavation should take place; the soil level should not be
raised or lowered; no materials should be stacked; there must be no
contamination and no services should be routed.

However, trees may be tolerant of some disturbance and recent advances in
construction techniques can avoid causing significant damage to roots. This
will depend on a number of factors including tree species and site conditions
along with the type of construction methods available to the developer.

Shade or Light-Loss

The shade area is based on a solar inclination of 45 in line with the median
suggested by BS5837. Building within the shade area can be acceptable
where internal layout, fenestration or proposed use of buildings means they
are not adversely affected by a lack of daylight received. Some shading may
be welcomed in the summer when solar gain can make room temperatures
uncomfortable.

Above Ground Censtraints

The height of the lower crown above ground is shown in the survey. Lifting
{or ralsing) the crown to a set height above ground in order to install fences,
achieve clearance over the driveway or allow access for plant and machinery
would be an acceptable arboricultural practice. Crown spread may in its self
be a constraint where it is greater than the RPA radius. Reference must be
made to the tree survey schedule.

Trees on Neighbouring Land

Trees on neighbouring ground must be taken into consideration. These are
shown on the plan.

Future Growth

Where future radial growth is possible, this has been illustrated as a broken
green line. The potential fulure height has been illustrated in the shade
palterns drawn,

Suitability for Retention

In general, Grade 'A’ and 'B' trees should be retained, especially if they offer a
visual amenity to the wider community. It may be desirable to retain Grade 'C'
trees where they can continue to offer a presence until they are replaced but
they should not generally prevent an otherwise satisfactory layout from being
achieved. Some of the trees surveyed offer any current or future public visual
amenity.

Statutory Protection
One of the trees surveyed is included in a TPO.
The site does not lie within a Conservation Area.

Deslgn Objectives

Design a layout that takes account of the root protection areas of retained
trees, with an aim to leave at least 2m beyond the radial extent of the RPA to
make the practical execution of development feasible, (subject to ather
constraints) .

Design a layout that takes the shading and above ground constraints into
account. Shady areas beyond the crown spreads of trees would be best for
car parking. Gardens must receive direct sunlight over a reasenable
proportion of the area (25% is suggested) to be satisfactary,

Service routes must be located outside of the RPAs of retained trees.

Implement a tree protection scheme before development (including
demalition) starts on site.

Make provision for replacement planting within the landscape proposals.
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