




the AMS, further details on supervision are provided within the document, clarity on this 
is required or the initial statement to be removed. 
  
The AMS also states that: ‘The appointed arboriculturist will act under the authority of 
the Site Manager and, under that authority, can request cessation and or alternative 
working methods’ if I understand this correctly then there can be no deviation away 
from the agreed methods of working within an agreed AMS unless with the written 
consent of the LPA (see condition 3) – please amend accordingly.  
  

• Tree protection fencing. 
  
TPP and AMS to state that the fencing will not be realigned or moved without the written 
consent of the LPA.  
  

• Tree works 
  
Please show the trees to be removed within the TPP and AMS, the AIA is not the 
conditioned document so the removals are agreed under the AMS, please update the 
plans accordingly.  
  

• Supervision 
  
The AMS states ‘The appointed arboriculturist will require to be approved by the Local 
Planning Authority (LPA).’ The LPA is not required to approve the appointed 
arboriculturalist – please remove. We do however require the project to be monitored 
as per the condition. 
  
  

• Ground protection: 
  
At this stage of the proposal the expected use of the area for machinery weights should 
be known and as such the proposed means of ground protection will need to be stated 
rather than rely on options around proposed weights and thickness, further to this, one 
means of suggested protection is stokboards? I could not see that these are used as a 
means of ground protection and might not be rigid enough to provide sufficient weight 
loading, please provide further information on these.  
  

• Drainage 
  
No cross sectional drawings or product sheets have been provided of the drainage 
channels within the RPA’s so I am unable to assess that the proposed means of 
mitigation and installation are sufficient to protect trees. 
  

• Geo cellular confinement 
  




















