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TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE FOR ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT APPRAISAL
Moorcack Inr, Slakdbum Road, Waddj

Lancashire, BE7 3AA

[Surveyer: Phib Harrls - Chariefed Arboricuiariat

Sunderfand Peacock & Assoclates Lid
H Hiam Srench oy | [ [ Reca o | mea [ RPA
N, Spacies hght Dl Spread ;.ﬂn-.g" [y unlni-u-.menmmu Capement Ntendations: ERG Greda ) l:.-
N |4 =Vary dense ivy Lp stem,
E [4.5 45 = Crown showing signs of a substantial reduction in vitality with ~ wRemave In onder to construct devalopmant|
T Sliver Birch 125 | 430 s |5 25 EM |MP smalllaamandspmssfulagecover. 2 proposed, 0+ C1 | 84 | 518
W |35 'Reta'ﬂh_'lgwaﬂtoeastoﬂreeﬁmh RPA,
N E o . L
Crown showing signs of 2 significant reduction in vitality with
2| Sycomom B EN P T Y et ioiing sparse foliage cover and extensive branc *Remove In et 1o consuctdevelopmant 0+ ¢1 | 49 |38
w s dieback, Prapasad,
N (2.5 * Crown showing $igns of a significant ang avidently progressive
T3 DownyBimn | g5 | 21 4 28 o law|m ;z‘;”m"n:’“‘gﬂgm;f“ Foaves, very sparae foage cover 'Eg’;’x"p":m shor profected remalaing | [ 0 |25
W (2 * [n declne with short profected remalning life .
N [1.5 = Crown showing 5igns of a slgnificant and evidently prograssive
E [1.5 N/A reduction i wality with small leaves, very sparse follage cover |sRemove due tp short projectad remaining
T4 Dovmy Birch 8 190 S 15 5 Y |MD and exlensive twig ieback, s expectancy, <0 U 16 | 2.28
W 0.5 =n dacline with short projectad remaining Iife expectancy,
= Two partially occluded wounds up to 200mm {ong to lower
N |25 stam, with no signs of progressive decay within,
E 125 35 = 100mm digmeter broken and hanging branch to stem at 5 =Ramove In arder 1o construct development
T5 Downy Birch 10 | 250 . 4 SM|pP height of approcimatsly 3m as proposed, o+ C1 | 28 3
W25 = Crown showing signs of 3 substantial reduction in vitakty with
small leaves and Sparse foliage cover,
N 135 = Crown showing signs of a slgniicant and evidently progressive
T5 Downy Blrch g |19 E (35 N y | p | reductionin vitality with smap laves, very sparse Toliaga cover |=Remove dus i short projected rematning <l 1% {22
Y 5 [2 3 and extansiva twig dleback, life expectancy, -
W (1.5 = In dectine with short projected remaining life ectancy.
N |2 *Crown showing signs of a significant ang evidently pmgressive
E (2 N/A raduction in vitallly with sma) lngveas, very sparse follage cover *Remove due o short projectad remalning
7 Downy Birch 7.5 | 160 s (3 3 Y [MD and extensive g dleback, e expectancy, <10 U 12 | 192
W [2 a1h dectine with short projected ramaining iifa expectancy.
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ORICULTURAL IMPACT APPRAISAL

TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE FOR ARB
Slte: Moorcock Ina, Slaldbum Road, Waddington, Lancashire, BB7 JAA
ot for Cllent: __ Sunderiand Paacock & Assoclates Lid

Surveyor: Phill Harris — Crartered Arboriculturist i
Survey Date: 14 June 2016 !
Job Refarence: __ BICT 130

4
‘ Page: 20fE |
_J

Branchd | l RPA !
. sprc dagt | I | Eeb ] Sy I ‘et Obnerictos shd Gomnmes Managmnent Recomeandatons mel 2t | WA mae 4
i !
1
N [2 ] L . ;
appr. = Multi-stammed fram ground level with Inchuded bark unions. - |
78| Leviand Cypress | 4 | 8x20 '; i Néf‘ v | M |sExiensive follar browning. 'Ef;"‘;‘;‘i‘egue 10 low value and unsuitabifty | 10, | 1} 2 | 0721
(ms)# W |2 = Specias considered unsuitable for rural moor-gide location. Pecies. |
N |2 = Crown showing signs of a significant and avidentty progressive i
. E |2 n.2 veduction in vitality with small leaves, very sparse follage cover |* fBemove due to short projected remaining
T9 | Variegated Poler | 7 0 5 [2 1 ¥ | P ang extensive twig dieback. Ife ewpectancy. <o) v M | 276 |
W (2 a1 decline with shart projected remalning 'ife expectancy. | |
wLarge 1m long partially ocduded cavity to mid stem with I
N |5 avidently non progressive decay within. I
E |1.5 38 Crown showing signs of a significent and avidently progressive =Remove due to short projected remaining ¢
T4o|  Downy Birch g | ;0 S |35 1 SM | MD | oguction in vitality with very small leaves and very sparse Iife expectarcy- <fap U 18 | 24
W |2 foliage cover.
»ln decline with short projected remaining Ife ex| ney.
1x270 : g 5 A = Highly biased crown and severs stem lean to south. 'm’;‘;‘?&mm proposed
ik SGoat Willow 8 | =190 S 6- 05 ey | G |=Stem wifurcates infto sub stems at a helght of approximatefy =Engure protection of RPA throughout 10+| C4 59 |43
ms} fy |5 0.3m. developmer.
l;_ ; 23 =Hias sustained muliple pranch fallures throughout crowm.
T2 Downy Birch 125 | 350 g 4 Z° gy | P |aNumbar of Pipoporus etulinys (brown rot decay causing) = Remove due t poor structural candition. 0| Y g5 | 42
w3 fungal fruiting bodles to stam and branches.
N |2 = Crown snowing signs of @ algnificant and evidantly progressive
_ E [2 NiA reduction in vitality with smalh leaves, very sparse foliaga caver 1= Ramove due to short projestsd remaining
113} Downy Birch i1 | 180 s I3 2 ¥y P and axiensive twig dieback, \fe expectancy. <10 U 10| 1.8
W 0.1 u In dactine with short projected remalning life clancy.
N |45 w\ary large ‘witches' Broom stem at a helght of approximately =Retain in context of propased
. E [3.5 3 3m. development. o
T14|  Downy Birch 135 | 300 3 |45 3 SM | M Crown showing signs of 2 reduction In vitalty with moderately |=Ensure protection of RPA throughout 20+ 812 | 41 38
W |25 smal leaves and sl gparse foliaga cover. development.
N |4 =Ratain in context of propased
E |25 53 »Crown showing signs of 2 reduction in vitality with moderately | development. y
T45)  Dowmy Bircn 12 | 260 S |6 4 Su | M small taaves and slightly sparse foliage cover. s Ensure protection of RPA throughout 2 B2 | 3 3
W |3 development.
N |2.5 = Retaln In corext of proposed
w6l owmymen |12 | 0[5 B 2 o lowim R smﬁiﬁ'afﬁﬁ.é'ﬁ’;a?ﬁﬁm skt modersely | GfRPAhroughout | gz | 3¢ | 312
w2 et small leaves and slightly sparsa follage cover. o velupﬁ'!ent. g !
J—
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TURAL IMPACT APPRAISAL

TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE FOR ARBORICUL
Site: Maoreack Inn, Slakibum Road, Wadg

Lancashire, BB7 JAA

—]

Surveyor: PhN Harrls ~ Chartersd Arboriculturist
Survey Date: 14 June 2016
Job Referanca:  BIC1730

, Page: 3of §

ont for Client:  Sundsfang Peacock & Aseociates Ltd
Branch& RPA
No. Specler I Hulght ) =l E:-: o ;"; Benaral Obgermtions wrd Comanpita Mamagemant Facararien datione G ’ == :,"‘ h[:;.
N 3 '#;?:h%mﬁmgd&m 10 north-Ses! due to suppression by = Retaln in contaxt of proposay
T7| OownyBren | 115 | 209 [E 1S § | 5M | M |eModarataly severe mid-stem curvature, B ofRPAtrowgnant | 70+] €1 | 18 | 24
|2 * Crown showing signs of 2 reduction in viaity with Moderately |° =1 p“’m v
small leaves and slightly s Tofiage cover. Opme
N |4
" E [2 6-5 =Crown shawing signs of a reduction in vitality with moderatsly  |»Remove in order to construct davelopment|
T18)  DownyBirch 13 ] 10 5 .5 5 M smafl ieaves and slightty sparss foliage cover. 25 proposed. 1812 | 15 228
W1
N [4.5 .
T8 Syamoe | g [ g3 [E [P Y25 | su | & [sunder rowns of nelghbouring trees, " Remoy® n ordar 1o construt development Bz | 22 | 26
S 4.5 2 as proposed.
Wi3
3
" E (4 45 = Crown showing signs of a reduction in vitality with maderately |=Remove In ordar to ¢onstruct development
T2 DownyBich | 14 | 260 S |55 g (M sl loaves and slightly sparsa follage cover. 28 proposad, A+ B2 ) 35 | 336
Wl
N |5
E .25 = Crown showing slgns of a reduction in vitality with moderately [ Remove in order tg construct development]
12 Downy Birch 135 | 350 3 |5 1 M small leaves and slightly sparse foliage cover, a5 proposed, BeBI2| 55 | 42
W
1%200]N [35
; 2160 JE 3.5 NiA = Stem divides Into muttipla sub-stems &t a helght of =Remove in onder ty construct development]
Tl Goatwhow | g (SEIE 55 | o5 | SM approximatly 0.5m wth several Inciudd bark unfons. 88 propoeed, 2+1B12| 50 | 4
{ms) |W j3.5
N =i long partiaky occltded wound o stem base with no sighs of
progressive decay within,
TS( Dowysin | 12 | g [F 2 5| sm | M jeMoseram upper stem curvature, ';:"‘""";’;dm“ constetdeveiopment) .| o1 | 33 | 520
w |2 ’ = Crawn showing signs of a reduetion in vitality with Moderately proposed.
Small leaves and sifghtly sparse & Covar.
N = 5tem blfurcates 2t a helght of approximately 1,6m,
= Crown showing signs of a raduction in vitaltty with moderately .
M| Dowysich | 7 [ E Y| su smallleaves and sighty sparse follage covey :fmr;“’i o onder b consiruct develpment) 0 | | 24
W = Grawing bedow crowns of neighbowing rees wiih subsequantly Proposed.
highly sy rewth potartial,
N
E 2N * Remove In arder to construct devel
T25 Sycamore 12 | 370 s 3 SM ®Part of group. 85 proposed. 40+ B12 | B2 4.q
W




TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE FOR ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT APPRAISAL
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Surveyor: Phill Harris — Chartered Asboriculturist g
Site: Moorcock Inn, Staidburn Roed, Waddington, Lancashire, BE7 3AA | Survey Date: 14 June 2016 | | Page:&c'E I
‘Agent for Client: __ Sunderand Pearock & Associates Lid ' [ Job Reference; _ BTC1130 | '
i b T 1 ] i |/ ¢ |
1 1 Branzh & F ¥ R 1 omea
o Seon ! e i s \ = s l e l Gopara| Grséruatons una Camendk Pamagarmot Racaumsntidsony = = : ™ ke |
1 | & { y A
| R i ! il |
vy LEX32CEE M4 g s et S AT/ »R@move i Craar 13 JansUct spvelcomant: _— - = |
T26 Sycamore 2 l = {S 5 i M l el i Tac slems arse &t grount level 4N S gt forx, 25 propased. ! 0+l 312 53 | 343 |
N4 H ! * | ;
N i i i | i
X - ol 3 i, immighly pases crown 1o norh-easidus o sLppresson by aRQemoya it Grer o TonSuCt gevelgpment 4o 1 e b 1 5 n
127 Sycamore E] 260 !ls a 95 M i & | ngimnourag ee. a8 oroposed. ! 41 T ‘B ~‘ 2 {
il ) i H '.
N 3 oo = Rgar in Contex: of Lroposes i : ' i i
; 6x60 |E |9 NiA = On stream hank. Jeveioprment il e |oeg i
T28|  GoatWilow 45 | imels 12 o SM | G japputt-stemmed from ground level. » Ensure protaction of RPA throughout bl o
W 13 development.
N §2 =Retaln in comext of propased
. E |3.5 38 » On opposite side of stream to site. development.
T2  DosnyBirch 12 | 230 5 {35 t3 SM | 8 \opart of wider group. « Ensure protection of RPA throughout w+|B12 | 2 | 276
W |3.5 davelopmant.
N |2 = Retaln in context of proposed
E |2 1-3 = On oppostte side of stream lo site. development.
T30 Downy Bircr 12 | 260 S |3 1 W6 « Mo visible structural defects. » Ensure protection of RPA throughout 40+| BIR2 | 35 | 336
W13 development.
N ]1.5 = Retaln in context of proposed
E 12 NIA wOn opposita side of stream fo site, development.
13| DownyBih | 10} 1B s lag 5 | Y | ™ |Novishie structral defects. «Ensure protection of RPA throughout 0+] ©1 ] 7 | 144
W 12 davelopment.
— < | s : :g NiA =Very closaly spaced group of muli-stemmed trees. 'm;‘:ﬂ‘mﬂx‘ of proposed < s
&1 . 3%200 sM | M |«Evidently grown from ‘praviously cut Stumps. ; 40+| C12
2np. Baech 10 S <7 20 . =Ensura protection of RPAS throughout 54 | 418
[ms)# wls2 May have previously formed part of hedge. developmant.
=Very closely spaced group. - .
« Spmi-malure Birch and Sycamora stam bases in contacl. Remove Bich to east of group it hs
N s 4 =Birch crowns showing signs of a significant reduction in vitality sustained branch fallires.
2ng. Downy Blrch, | < s [E |s4 1.5-8 ) N =Retaln ramainder in context of proposed s S
62 | “ino. Sycamore | 13 | 32¢ [ |<85 | =21 ¥-5M | P-G | with very sparse fokiage cOte" development. 10+) G | 25 | 284
- w s y »Birch {0 Bast has sustained muiiple branch failures throughout 1, Ere e protection of RPAS throughout ’
crown, and has a number of Piptoporus betulinus {brown rot development s
Gecay causing) fungal ing bodies to s stem and brarches: P
N |4 . = Retain in context of proposed
e} 200, pounyieh | 5 | oo G Tod W | o | W e S sl o  etucion n vty wit moderately development el Bz 5 | o
) 1251 240 |5 [s4 23 omall teaves and Sligndy sparse foliage cover » Ensure protection of RPAs throughout 26 | 288
w <3 ahiy sp 2 ' development.

i
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Job Reference:  Bre1130

Page: 50f5

’i Specias ' Hught , =l o ::::. a'j."m 3 Gonaral Obsarvatlons asd Commnts [ R ——— BRo | - Q
"Retain In context of propossd
N (=55 ®Closaly spaced group, development.
G4 3no. Downy Birch, | < < |E (€55 38 Y-8M |-G = Crowns showing slgns of a reduction [ vitality with moderately |=Ensurg protection of RPAs troughout 2+ gz | S <
1no. Sycamore 14 1280 |s J<5 26 small leaves and slightly sparse follage cover, development. 35 (336
W (s55 =Western Birch has a 160mm diameter broken hanging branch, |=Prune to femove braken hanging branch
from Bireh.
s | g g : ? 51 na " very closely spaced group, "Remova In ondar to construct devalopment £ | s
G5 | 2no. Downy Birch 12 | 200 |5 sal =g |YSM| P -Bomuus:havelargeparﬂaliyonwmedmundatohmrmms as propasad o+ ¢4 18 | 24
Wl 1 with evidently nan progressive decay within, Proposad. -
N [=4
=Very dosely spaced group,
o8 | Zro.DownyBic | 5 | = [E [<3 255 | 9| M {-Croums shompg aar o et g exaty with modacatly | 0% 1 alor 0 constucsdevckpment{ | A
W< 15 " small leaves and slightly sparse foliage cover, pro . i
s [N]s3 =Retain In context of proposed
< 2o fE [<3 N/A = Small vary clossiy spaced group of seif.sat muitl-stammed tresg| development, = H
67| GoatWiow | © )g §1s3 1 20 | Y 18 ko Ensurs pioecton of RPAs tiroughour | 1041 12 [ 5 f %
Wis3 development.
N Js2 E .
Closely spaced group on opposits side of siream 1o site,
approx. 4no. 5 % [E |35 N/A " . . . *Ensure protection of RPAs throughout s s
GB Downy Birch 12 {2305 [<35 | » 05 [TSM| G -I&::;a“md on neigitbouring lang and iherefore not inspacted in davelopment, 40+] B2 M | 278
W35 .
N |s25 =Rataln In context of proposed
@g| 8pprox, 10ne. s s |E |=25 NI v |g = Very cigsaly spaced Jroup on opposite side of straam to gits, development. 10+ g1 | S 5
Dawny Birch 12 |1 150 |5 |=25 21 »Evidently locatad within sfia boundaries, =Ensure profection of RPAs thraughout 10 | 18
Wl=2s development.
N |2
=Clossly spaced gnoup. .
approx. 4ro. s = |E |35 N/A i ; ! . *Ensure protection of RPAg throughout H s
G0 Downy Birch 12 | 230 5 <35 | » 05 SM | & -Ia:ghhed 0 neighbouring land and iherefora not inspecied in development 40+ B1s2 2 | 278
Wi<3s g
N |4 =Closely spaced group on opposita side of stream 1 sie,
£ s |E |4 WA = Evidently monacuitural woadland iocated on neighbouring land |= Engyre Protection of RPAs throughout < 5
Wi Dowyerh | B o LI Rl Il bbbl inspected in detai, developmen, 182 g | g
W4 = Trees are 24m from boundary ferice and wall,
= Retain in context of prposed
Ht|  Beech 2 (" | e | " | ¥ [ 6 feSaston of malnined hedge slong westem bouncary, . $rooghout dolcti2 | v | 4
developmant.
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RS§5337:2012 Table1 = Cascade Chart for Tree uality Assessment

Category and deflnition T Criteria inciuting subcategorias where 3ppro priate] j Identilication on plan
Trees unsuitable for retantion (sge Note s
Gategoryt) = Trees that have a serious, imemedianle, structural defect, such that their early loss is expectad due 1o collapse, including those

that will become unviable after removal of other calegory \J trees {a.g. whers, for whatever reasan, the loss of companion shelter

Those in such a condiion that they cannot be mitigated by pruning)
cannot realistically be retgnedas | = Treesthatare ‘dead or are showing signs of significant, immadiate, and ireversitle overali decling Red }
fiving trees in the context of the «  Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other frees naarby, or very low quality trees i
current kand use for longer than 10 suppressing adjacent treas of better quality
yaars Note: Catagory U irees can have existing or patertial conservation vatue which it might ba desirable f0 preserve; see B55837:2012
paragraph 4.5.7.
. . . . 3. Mainly cultural values,
Tress to ba congidered for ratention
Cateqgory A Trees tat are particularly good axamples of Trees, groups or waodlands of particular visual Trees, groups or woodiands of
their spacies, aspecially if rare or unusual; or | importance as arboricuttural andior landscape significant conservation,
\ Troes of high quality with an those that are essential components of faatures historical, commemorative o Green !
esfimated remaining life groups ar formal or sermi-formal arbaricuttural other value (e.g. veteran irees or
expactancy of at least 40 years features {e.g. the dominant andior principal wond-pasture)
trees within an avenue i
CategoryB Trees that might be included in the high Treas ptesent in numbers, usually as groups or Treas with clearly idantifiable
category, but are downgraded because of woodlands, §0 they farm distinct landscape conservation ar other cultural \
Those of moderate quality and impalred condition. Exampies include the features which atiract a higher collective rating | benefits
value: those in such a conditon as | presence of remediable defects including than they might as individugls. But which are
to maka 8 s'lgn'rﬁcantoontﬂbulion. pnsympathetc past management and minor nat, individvally, essential cormpanents af
A minimum of 20 years is storm damage formal or semi-format arboricultural features. | Blug
suggested. For example, frees of moderate quality within 'I
an avenue that includes fnetter, A category [
specimens. Or trees which are internal fo the l 1
1

site, therefore individually having it visual
impact on the wider logali

Trees present in groups or woodiands, but
without this conferring on them significantly
greater landscape value, andfor rees offering
fow or only termpera screening benefit

Traes with very limited
conservation or ather cultural
hensfits

Category ©

Thase trees of low quality and
valug: currently in adequate

condition to remain unti new Note - Withst C category trees will usually niot be retained where thay would impase a significant constraint on development, young Gray

planting could be astablished -8 | trees with astem diametar of less than 150mm snould be considered far relocation |
minimum of 10 years is suggested

- of young trees with a stem | ‘
dlameter belaw 150 mm B I ﬂ 1
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DISCLAIMER

Survey Limitatlons: Unless otherwise stated all trees are surveyed from ground Jevel using non-invasive techniques. The disclosure of hidden crown and stem defects, in
particular where they may be above a reachable height or where trees are ivy clad or in areas of ground vegetation, cannot therefare be expected. All obvicus defacts,
however, are reported. Detailad tree safety appraisals are enly carried out under specific writen instructions. Comments upon evident tree safety relate to the condition of said
iree at the time of the survey only.

Unless otherwise stated all trees should be re-inspected annually in order to appraise their on-going machanical integrity and physlological condition. It should, however, be
recegnised that tree condltion s subject to change, for exampie due to the effects of digease, decay, high winds, development works, eig, Changss In land use or site
conditions {9.g. development that Increases accass fraquency) and the occurrence of severe weather Incidants are also slgnificant considerations with regards tree structural
integrity and trees should therefore be re-assassad In the context of such changes and/or incidents and inspected at intervals relative ip identified and varying site conditions
and associated risks.

Where tree stom Incations are not included on the plan(s) provided then they are plotted at the time of the survey using, where appropriate andfor practicable, a combination
of measurement triangulation and GPS co-ordination. Where this is ngt possible then locations are estimated. Restrictions in these raspects are detailad in the report.

The tree survey and any feport information provided is Intanded as g guide to ldentify key tree related constraints to site development only. As such, the potentlal infiuence of
trees upon exsting or proposed buildings or other structures rasulting from the effects of their roots abstracting water from shrinkabia load-bearing soils is not considered
heraln. The tree survey information in its cument form should not therefore be considered sufficient to determine appropriate foundation depths for new buildings.
Accordingly, an updateg survey, with reference to the current NHBC Standards Chapter 4.2 - Building Near Trees, must therefore be prepared for the specific purpose of
informing suitable foundation depths subsequent to planning approval baing granted. The advice of g structural engineer must also be sought with regard to appropriale
foundation depths for new buildings.

Copyright & Non-Disclosure Notice: The cantent and layout of thia report are subject to copyright owned by Bowland Tres Consultancy Lid, save to the axtent that
copyright has been lagally assigned to us by another party or Is used by Bowland Trag Consultancy Ltd under liconse. This report may not be copied or used without gur prior
writtsn agraement for any Purpese other than those Indicated.

Third Parties: Any disclosure of this document to a thind party Is subjact to this disclaimer. The report was prepared by Bowland Tres Consultancy Lid at the instruction of
and for use by our client, as named. This report dees not in any way constitute advice to any third party who is able to access it by any means. Bowland Tree Consultancy Ltd
excludes to the fullest axtent lawfully permitted al| llability whatsoever for any loss or damage arising from rellance on the contents of this report.
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- TEMPORARY PROTECTIVE FENCING SPECIFICATION - |

Construction Exclusion Zones (CEZs), enclosed by Temporary Protective Fencing, as
detailed below and to be agreed with the Local Planning Authority (LPA). shall: l

1.

o e

6.

be retained in place throughout the development process, as specified in the ‘Temporary
Protective Fencing Construction’ section below and detailed in BS5837:2012 Figure 2
(overleaf);

be sited in the area defined on the Tree Protection Pian (TPP);

be erected prior to any construction, demolition or excavation works and remain in place for
the duration of the project;

preclude any delivery of site accommodation and/or materials and/or plant machinery;
preciude all construction related activity, with the sole exception of specified arboricultural
works and any other works to be carried out under supervision that have been agreed by all
parties; and

preciude the storage of a!l development related materials and substances including fuels,
oils, additives, cement and/or any other deleterious substance.

Any incursion into CEZs must be by prior arrangement, following consultation with the LPA.

 Temporary Protective Fencing Construction |

1.

2.

3.

Temporary protective fencing panels shall be weldmesh "Heras" panels of at least 2.0
metres in height.

The panels shall butt together and be securely fixed to a scaffold framework, as per 310 5
helow.

The scaffold framework shall comprise of upright poles of at least 3.0 metres in length driven
no less than 0.6 metres into the ground at maximum 3.0 metre centres with horizontal and
diagonal poles fixed to the uprights, as per 4 to 5 below.

The two horizontal rait poles shall be attached to the uprights at heights of 0.6 and 1.8
metres with 3 no. clamps to each joint.

The diagonai scaffold pole struts be ciamped to the top rail of the scaffold framework at a
45° angle and extend back into the CEZ and clamped to a 0.7 metre fength of scaffoid tube
that shall be driven no less than 0.5m into the ground.

No fixing shall be made to any tree and all possibie precautions shall be taken to prevent
damage to tree roots when locating posts.

A 600mm x 300mm warning sign reading "TREE PROTECTION AREA KEEP OUT" (see
Figure 1, below} shall be fixed to every 10.0 metre length of protective fencing.

On completion and prior o any demalition or construction works, site preparation, excavation
or delivery of plant and materials, the Consulting Arboriculturist shall inspect the Temporary
Protective Fencing.

Figure 1: CEZ Warning Sign

— TREE PROTECTION AREA -
KEEP OUT!

(TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990}
THE TREES ENCLOSED BY THIS FENCE ARE PROTECTED BY PLANNING
CONDITIONS AND/OR SUBJECTS OF A ‘TREE PRESERVATION ORDER’, THE
CONTRAVENTION OF WHICH MAY LEAD TO CRIMINAL PROSECUTION
THE FOLLOWING MUST BE OBSERVED BY ALL PERSONNEL:
= THE PROTECTIVE FENCING MUST NOT BE MOVED
NO PERSON SHALL ENTER THE CONSTRUCTION EXCLUSION ZONE
NO MACHINE, PLANT OR VEHICLES SHALL ENTER THE EXCLUSION ZONE
NO MATERIALS SHALL BE STORED IN THE EXCLUSICN ZONE
NO SPOIL SHALL BE DEPOSITED iN THE EXCLUSION ZONE
NO EXCAVATION SHALL OCCUR IN THE EXCLUSION ZONE
NO FIRES SHALL BE LIT IN THE EXCLUSION ZONE
ANY INCURSION INTO THE EXCLUSION ZONE MUST BE WITH THE
WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THE LOCAL PLANNING AUTHORITY 1
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Figure 2: BS5837:2012 Default specification for protective barrier
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1. Standard scaffold poies.

2. Heavy gauge 2 metre tall galvanised tube and weided mesh infill panels
3. Panels sscured to uprights and cross members with wires ties
4. Ground level

5. Uprights driven into the g ground until secure (minimum depth 0.6 metres)
L Standard scaffold clamps

Figure 3: BS5837:2012 Examples of above-ground stabilising systems
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| a) Stabilser strut with base plate secured with ground pins |
|—_______ —_—
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by Stabilser strut mounted on bloek tray
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