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1.        Introduction 
 
1.1 The site comprises the garden of a detached house in Headington, 

Oxfordshire. 
 
1.2 A BS 5837:2012 compliant tree survey and tree constraints plan have been 

prepared for the site and should be read in conjunction with this assessment. 
 
1.3 A total of 25 trees and were surveyed as being potentially affected by the 

proposals.  Of the 25 trees, two were graded A2 and the remaining 23 were 
graded C2. 

 
1.4 The trees fall into three broad categories: a row of maturing cypress 

maintained as a hedge/screen; an orchard comprising 5 pear trees, six apples, 
one plum and a large badly pruned mulberry, and; other trees planted for 
their ornamental value including a large walnut and poplar.  None of the 
orchard trees has been particularly well pruned though many carried 
reasonable quantities of fruit at the time of the survey. 
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2. Potential Impacts  
 

2.1 Adrian James Architects Plan SK 349-SK-028  ‘Proposal with Tree Constraints 
shows the layout of the proposed development, car parking and access as 
well as the trees proposed for retention.   

 
 Tree Loss 
 
2.2 Five trees are proposed for removal due to impacts with the footprint of the 

building, its patio and the widened entrance drive.  The trees, numbered T 1, 
T 11, T 14, T 15, T 16 and T 17, are all graded C.  Tree T 1 is a hawthorn and 
the other four trees are all pears. Two further trees are proposed for removal 
– T 2 and T 11.  Tree T 2, whilst a reasonable young specimen, has been 
planted too close to the large walnut – tree T 3 and will never develop into a 
decent specimen.  Tree T 11 is a multi-stemmed Mulberry that has been 
historically topped as well as being poorly pruned.  The tree is located 
directly in front of the patio to the north of the house and part of the Root 
Protection Area (RPA) of the tree extends into the proposed patio.  It is 
proposed to remove this tree and to plant two new trees as replacements 
(see Plan 1 below).  

 
2.3 Finally it is proposed to remove the seven stems that comprise the cypress 

hedge on the southern boundary and replace it with a new hedgerow 
comprised of native species. 

 
Potential Impacts to Canopies and RPA’s 

 
2.4 No tree canopies are potentially impacted by any of the proposals.  Only one 

tree has its RPA marginally impacted by the new house.  The eastern edge of 
the new extension is located right on the edge of the RPA of the grade B tree 
T 18 – a poplar.  Given the position of the foundations right on the edge of 
the RPA and the species of the tree involved it is not considered that the 
proposals will have any significant impact on the health or retention of tree t 
18.  A footpath extends around the side of the house and is located just 
within the RPA of tree T 18.  To minimise potential impacts to the tree it is 
recommended that the whole of the footpath along the eastern edge of the 
building is constructed using ‘no dig’ techniques. 

 
Tree Protection 

 
2.5 A Draft Tree Protection Plan OX417A/AIA/01 shows where the likely positions 

of the tree protection fences will be.  The fences will be constructed in 
compliance with the drawings and specification in BS 5837:2012 and will be 
the first item of work, being erected before any other activity on site 
including the delivery of materials. 
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2.6 An Arboricultural Method Statement (AMS) will address the final locations 
and specifications of the tree protection fences.  In addition the routing of all 
services will ensure that no excavations are undertaken within the RPA of 
retained tree.  Other issues such as the location of site offices, materials 
storage, ensuring the safe bunding of any toxic materials stored on site, 
contractor parking and the swing paths of any cranes that may be used in the 
construction will also be covered by the AMS. 

 
2.7 In addition the AMS will detail the ‘no dig’ construction proposals for the 

footpath within the RPA of tree T 18.   
 
 Mitigation 
 
2.8 To replace the trees lost to the proposals four new specimen trees will be 

planted.  As indicated previously the length of cypress hedge will be replaced 
by a new native species hedgerow.  As well as replacing the cypress this 
hedge will be extended along the whole of the southern boundary.  In 
addition a new native species hedge will also be planted along the northern 
boundary of the site either side of the walnut – tree T 3. 
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Draft Tree Protection Plan 

 


