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Proposed Layout (Red)

It is proposed to crown reduce that side of the canopy facing the proposal by 6.5m to create a 3m clearance.
This will enable adequate clearance between the proposal and the tree canopy.

To minimise the impact on the RPA of T5, a shallow raft or beam foundation is proposed. The following
restrictions shall apply:

¢ In the direction of the tree, excavation not to exceed 250mm beyond the build-line.

e Excavation depth for raft or beam not to exceed 400mm.

e Hand tools used to excavate.

e Exposed roots over 25mm diameter retained if practicable, else pruned.

¢ RCRaft or beam installed. This may be supported by narrow diameter piles (max 300mm diameter).

e Trial pits excavated to determine pile locations. All roots over 2smm diameter to be retained intact and pile
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