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Executive Summary

This report has been prepared to assess the condition and significance of a number of trees on and adjacent the site known as 39 Calvert Parade, Newport and assess the potential impacts of the proposed
development on the identified trees. The report has been commissioned by the site owners and site instructions have been provided by Architecture Saville Isaacs Pty Ltd.

For the purposes of this report the property of 39 Calvert Parade, Newport will be referred to as the site.

The tree assessments have been carried out using the Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) method (Mattheck & Breloer 2010) and development impact assessments are based upon the Australian Standard,
Protection of Trees on Development Sites AS 4970-2009.

The site is located on the eastern side of Calvert Parade and is a sloping allotment that falls to the street. The site is currently developed and contains a 2 storey brick dwelling with a garage located on a
lower level beneath a terrace. The proposed development involves demolition of the existing built structures and construction of a 2 storey dwelling generally on the existing footprint with a lower level
garage.

There are 20 trees considered in this report, based upon the proposed plans:
» 12 trees are to be retained (8 trees on the site and 4 within the road reserve)
» 8 trees are proposed to be removed (7 trees on site and 1 tree within the road reserve).

It should be noted that 6 trees, Tree No’s, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 & 19 are listed as regional priority weed in the Greater Sydney Regional Weed Management Plan prepared under the Biosecurity Act (NSW) 2015.

A qualitative breakdown of the trees to be retained and removed is shown in the tables below.

Details of the 12 Trees to be Retained on the Site & Within the Road Reserve (number of trees) Details of the 8 Trees to be Removed on the Site & Within the Road Reserve (number of trees)
Condition Environmental / Landscape Significance Condition Environmental / Landscape Significance
Declared | Env. Pest Low Moderate High Very High Declared | Env. Pest Low Moderate High Very High
Biosecurity | (Exempt L/scape L/scape L/scape L/scape Tlér::;?g se ¢ Biosecurity | (Exempt L/scape L/scape L/scape L/scape Trérezi?::d
Weed from DCP) Sig. Sig. Sig. Sig. Weed from DCP) Sig. Sig. Sig. Sig. P

SULE -1 2 2 2 1 SULE -1 6

SULE -2 1 2 1 SULE -2 2

SULE -3 1 SULE -3

SULE -4 SULE -4

Unstable Unstable

Provided that the specific and general tree protection measures are implemented, and the proposed works are carried out in a sensitive manner the proposed development works are unlikely to have a

significant impact on the trees identified as being retained.
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tree significance tree condition & life expectancy tree protection development planning

significance in the environment condition tree protection zones development design & Tree Protection Zones

Trees need to be considered in the overall environment and are subject to specific legislation
and planning instruments such as:

. Biodiversity Conservation Act (NSW) 2016

. Biosecurity Act (NSW) 2015, and

The assessment of a trees condition is undertaken by visual inspection of the trees themselves,
surrounding vegetation and the site conditions.

An assessment of each tree is undertaken taking into account the condition of the tree’s roots,

Where trees are intended to be retained, development footprints should be located away from
trees so as to provide adequate clearances for a tree protection zone.

Disturbance within Tree Protection Zones can be detrimental to the tree’s root system and in

Where trees are intended to be retained, proposed developments must provide an
adequate Tree Protection Zone around trees. This Tree Protection Zone is set aside for
the tree’s root zone and it is essential for the stability and longevity of the tree. Existing
soil levels should be retained within the Tree Protection Zone.

. Planning Instruments such as Local Environment Plans and Development Control trunk, branches, foliage, previous pruning works, pests and disease, hollows, fauna scratchings turn affect the stability, health and condition of the tree. In many cases damage to the root
Codes. and the surrounding environment that may influence the condition of the tree. systems is the major cause of tree decline in urban areas. developments within the Tree Protection Zone
Biodiversity Conservation Act (NSW) 2016 safe Useful Llfe Expectancy (SULE) Figure 3.1 Typical diagram of a Tree Protection Zone & Structural Root Zone of a tree based

The Biodiversity Conservation Act lists in its schedules a number of species, populations or
ecological communities that are either endangered or vulnerable. The Act requires biodiversity
offsets to be made if an activity or development is going to have a significant effect on species,
populations or endangered ecological communities listed in the schedules of the Act. Where
identified on or adjacent the site, threatened tree species are considered in this report and only
mature remnant trees will be considered as components of threatened ecological communities.

Biosecurity Act (NSW) 2015
The purpose of the Biosecurity Act is to protect the NSW economy, environment and
community from the negative impact of pests, diseases and weeds. In NSW, all plants are
regulated with a general biosecurity duty to prevent, eliminate or minimise any biosecurity risk
they may pose. In relation to weeds, the Act identifies weed species under 4 categories being:

The condition information is used to determine the Safe Useful Life Expectancy (SULE) of each
tree and considers the age of the tree, the life span of the species, the health & condition of the
tree, structural defects, estimated life expectancy, the location of the tree, local environmental

upon AS 4970 - 2009.

Minor encroachments into Tree Protection Zones
Based upon AS 4970 — 2009 some development activity can occur within the vicinity of
trees and minor encroachments can occur within the calculated Tree Protection Zone

provided that:
* no more that 10% of the area (m2) of the Tree Protection Zone is removed (0.7 x
TPZ radius on 1 side only);
e the encroachment does not extend into the Structural Root Zone, and
« the area (m2) to be removed is compensated for by increasing the distance of the
Tree Protection Zone in other directions so that there is no net loss in area (m2) of
the Tree Protection Zone

conditions and safety aspects. Tree Protection Zone

Radius from Centre of Trunk
=12 xDBH : as per
Australian Standard 4970 -
2008

The SULE method takes into account whether a tree can be retained with an acceptable level of
risk based on the information available at the time of inspection. A SULE assessment is not
static as it relates to the tree’s health and the surrounding conditions. Whilst it is recognised that
changes to the tree’s condition will affect the assessment, changes to the surrounding

environment may result in changes to the SULE assessment. Structural Root Zone

Radius from Centre of Trunk Major encroachments into Tree Protection Zones

Weeds of National Significance; National Environmental Alert Weeds; Water Weeds and Native = (Trunx D;’\B‘Vx 508)10'4?%64 Where the proposed development activity affects greater 10% of the area (m?) of the
i as per Australian stanca i Wity i 1 i i
Plants Considered to be Weeds. Table 1 Safe Useful Life Expectancy (SULE), (Barrell, 2001) brivioos) Tree Protection Zone, the activity is considered to be a major encroachment into the

Tree Protection Zone.

The Act makes provision of Regional Strategic Weed Management Plans to be prepared which Category Description
may include additional weed species to be considered at a regional or local level. Where a tree - Where major encroachments are to occur within the Tree Protection Zone of trees
is a species declared under the 4 main weed categories in the Act or where it is a species 1 Long -Life span greater than 40 years trunk Diameter at Breast Helght (DBH) intended to be retained, it must be demonstrated that the works or activities will not have
listed as a State or Regional Priority Weed in a Regional Strategic Management Plan, the tree - - measured at 1.4m above ground level a significant impact on the health and condition of the tree. To demonstrate this detailed
should be a priority for removal. 2 Medium - Life span from 15 to 40 years root mapping investigation by non-invasive methods may be necessary; and other

. trunk Diameter Above Buttess (DAB) factors such as the age class, health & vigour, trunk lean, disturbance tolerance of the

Planning Instruments — Local Environment Plans & Development Control Codes 3 Short - Life span from 5 to 15 years measured immediately abg\ie the root buttress B species, and building design may need to be taken into account in the arboricultural
Local Environmental Plans typically list heritage items which can include individual trees and — : == assessment.
avenues of tree plantings. Heritage listings can also include the curtilage around a Heritage 4 Should be removed within 5 years s 3 = . ) ]
Item to include gardens settings and trees. _ — Structural Root Zone — Wht?re major encroachments are proposed to oceur into the Tree Protection Zone the
5 Small, Young or Regularly Pruned, Trees that can readily i Py Tone tree’s Structural Root Zone should also be taken into account.

Development Control Codes often list trees that are exempt from protection under a Code and
can be removed without consent. There are a number of environmental pest species that
commonly cause problems in developed urban areas or readily spread into natural bushland
areas. In urban areas, these species can have aggressive root systems and cause damage to
built structures or services. Alternatively, some species can be problematic in natural bushland
areas degrading habitats and reducing natural biodiversity. Many of these problematic species
are recognised by Councils as pest species and are listed as being exempt from protection
under Council’s Development Control Plans (DCP).

significance in the landscape

Amenity is a term often found in Development Control Codes and other planning instruments.
In relation to trees, Landscape Amenity typically refers to the prominence of a tree or the
contribution a tree makes to the landscape. The landscape amenity or significance is
something that can be viewed at various scales. In addition to this, trees can have cultural
landscape significance which is often documented in a Council’s Significant Tree Register.

Assessment of a tree’s significance in the landscape is generally categorised as either:
« Very High Landscape Significance- prominent from a broad landscape perspective or
listed in a Council’s Significant Tree Register;
« High Landscape Significance - prominent from a neighbourhood perspective;
* Moderate Landscape Significance - prominent from adjacent areas surrounding the site;
* Low Landscape Significance - prominent from a site perspective only.

be moved or replaced.

developments within the tree’s Structural Root Zone

In addition to the categories listed above, trees that show signs of imminent structural failure are
listed as ‘Unstable’.
Unstable

The Structural Root Zone is the area surrounding the tree where the severance of roots
and excavation is likely to affect the structural stability of the tree and is likely to have a
significant detrimental impact on the health & condition of the tree.

Based upon AS 4970 — 2009 the radius of a tree’s Structural Root Zone (SRZ) is
determined by measuring the diameter of the trunk immediately above the root buttress
(DAB) and calculated by: SRZ = (DAB x 50) 0.42 x 0.64.

Based upon the Australian Standard for Protection of Trees on Development Sites, AS 4970 —
2009, the radius of the Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) is calculated as: TPZ = 12 x DBH with a
minimum 2.0m radius and a maximum 15m radius.

Unstable in the ground or have significant trunk damage
rendering them structurally hazardous.

Where trees are multi-trunk specimens assessment needs to be made based upon the number
of trunks and the diameter of each trunk. Based upon the Australian Standard for Protection of

Trees on Development Sites, AS 4970 — 2009, the DBH of multi-trunk trees is calculated by: Developments should not encroach into the tree’s Structural Root Zone and existing soil

levels must remain unchanged. Excavation should not occur within this area unless a
detailed arboricultural assessment is undertaken and Specific Tree Protection Measures
will be required.

DBH =/(DBH:)?+(DBH,)? +(DBH,)?

trees on adjacent land

Trees located on adjoining land are assessed and categorised in accordance with their
Environmental / Landscape significance, however unless the tree is listed as a State or
Regional Priority Weed in a Regional Strategic Management Plan prepared under the
Biosecurity Act (NSW), trees on the adjoining land must be considered and
appropriately retained.

. %
. Canopy Environmental / . - . . TPZ Area of
e Genus Species ST Height Spread e D Description Landscape Condition Folla_ge Canopy Evidsncejof(Fests, D|see_1se, Cavity, SULE On_l i Radius TPZ
No Name (m) (mm) (mm) P Condition Dead Bracket Fungi site
(m) Significance Wood (m) (m2)
1 Araucaria Norfolk Pine 24 14 940 1070 Mature single trunk tree with an upright pyramidal form; an Very High L/scape | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent <5% None evident. 1 On site 11.30 401.20
heterophylla upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. Sig. appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
Lower limbs of the tree have been pruned to 10m. health and displays good vigour.
2 Olea europaea African Olive 5 3 90, 40 90 Semi-mature twin trunk tree with an upright elliptical form; an Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good <5% None evident. 1 On site 2.00 12.60
subsp cuspidata upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
No evidence of significant branch pruning. Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour.
Mgmt. Plan
3 Olea europaea African Olive 4 3 130 230 Mature twin trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an slight Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good 10% None evident. 1 On site 2.00 12.60
subsp cuspidata trunk lean to the north and majority of canopy and branch listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
development is towards the north east. No evidence of Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour.
significant branch pruning. Mgmt. Plan
4 Olea europaea African Olive 4 3 130 200 Semi-mature single trunk tree with an upright spreading form; Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent 5% None evident. 1 On site 2.00 12.60
subsp cuspidata an upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
development. No evidence of significant branch pruning. Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour.
Mgmt. Plan
5 Olea europaea African Olive 4 4 170, 230 Semi-mature twin trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent 5% None evident. 1 On site 2.60 21.20
subsp cuspidata 130 upright trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch development listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
is towards the south west. Appears that the central leader has Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour.
been pruned/removed. Mgmt. Plan
| 1
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. %
. Canopy Environmental / . . . . TPZ Area of
Tree . Common Height DBH DAB o e Foliage Canopy Evidence of Pests, Disease, Cavity, On / off "
No Genus Species Name (m) Spread (mm) (mm) Description L_am_i_scape Condition Condition Dead Bracket Fungi SULE site Radius TPZ
(m) Significance Wood (m) (m2)
6 Stenocarpus Firewheel 9 3 120 180 Semi-mature single trunk tree with an upright elliptical form; an Moderate L/scape | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Good 5% The tree appears to be supressed by the 1 On site 2.00 12.60
sinuatus upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. Sig. appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good adjacent vegetation.
No evidence of significant branch pruning. health and displays good vigour.
7 Olea europaea African Olive 6 5 100 140 Semi-mature single trunk tree with an upright spreading form; Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent <5% None evident. 1 On 2.00 12.60
subsp cuspidata an upright trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good adjacent
development is towards the south west. No evidence of Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour. allotment
significant branch pruning. Mgmt. Plan
8 Howea forsteriana Kentia Palm 9 6 220 290 Mature single trunk tree with an elevated spreading form; an Env. Pest Species -| The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent <5% None evident. 1 On site 1.10 3.80
upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. Exempt from appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
No evidence of significant branch pruning. Council DCP health and displays good vigour.
9 Erythrina crista- Cockscomb 9 12 600, 770 Mature multi trunk (at 1.5m) tree with an broad spreading form; | Env. Pest Species -| The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good 10% None evident. 1 On site 8.60 232.40
galli Coral Tree 390 an upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch Exempt from appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
development. Lower limbs of the tree have been pruned to 4m. Council DCP health and displays good vigour.
10 Syzygium sp. Bush Cherry 2-6 2 90-120 | 100-130| Hedgerow of 6 semi-mature single trunk trees with upright Low L/scape Sig. The trees appears stable and their branch attachment Good <5% None evident. 2 On site 2.00 12.60
(Hedgerow of 6) (horticultural columnar forms, upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and appears sound. The trees are considered to be in good
hybrid) branch development. Appears that some of the central leaders health and displays good vigour.
has been pruned/removed at 2m.
11 Syagrus Cocos Palm 5 2 110 140 Semi-mature single trunk tree with an elevated spreading form; | Env. Pest Species -| The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Good <5% None evident. 2 On site 0.50 0.80
romanzoffianum an upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch Exempt from appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
development. No evidence of significant branch pruning. Council DCP health and displays good vigour.
12 Araucaria Norfolk Pine 6 8 360 450 Semi-mature single trunk tree with an upright spreading form; Moderate L/scape | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Excellent <5% None evident. 1 On site 4.30 58.10
heterophylla an upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch Sig. appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
development. Appears that the central leader has been health and displays good vigour.
pruned/removed at 6m.
13 Ceratopetalum Christmas 5 4 80, 110 250 Mature twin trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an Low L/scape Sig. The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good 5% None evident. 2 On site 2.00 12.60
gummiferum Bush upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
Lower limbs of the tree have been pruned to 2m. health and displays good vigour.
14 Melaleuca Bracelet 9 9 220, 390 Mature multi trunk tree with an broad spreading form; an Moderate L/scape | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Good 15% Some twiggy deadwood present. 2 Within 4.10 52.80
armillaris Honey-myrtle 110, upright trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch development Sig. appears sound. The tree is considered to be in moderate road
160, is towards the north. No evidence of significant branch pruning. health and displays good vigour. reserve
120,
130
15 Cupressus sp. Cypress 5 1 40 60 Immature single trunk tree with an upright clumping form; an Env. Pest Species -| The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good <5% None evident. 2 On site 2.00 12.60
upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. Exempt from appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good
No evidence of significant branch pruning. Council DCP. health and displays good vigour.
16 Callistemon sp. Bottlebrush 8 1 50, 50 170 Semi-mature twin trunk tree with an upright elliptical form; an Low L/scape Sig. The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Fair 10% None evident. 3 On site 2.00 12.60
upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. appears fair. The tree is considered to be in moderate
Upper branches have been pruned to accommodate overhead health and displays fair vigour.
wires. It appears that the central leader has been previously
pruned at 4m.
17 Lophostemon Brushbox 12 16 480 680 Mature twin trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an High L/scape Sig. | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good 10% None evident. 1 Within 5.80 105.70
confertus upright trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch development appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good road
is towards the east & west. Appears that the central leader has health and displays good vigour. reserve
been pruned/removed at 3.5m to accommodate overhead
power lines.
18 Pittosporum Sweet 6 4 140, 60 190 Mature twin trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an Low L/scape Sig. The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Good 20% The tree appears to be supressed by the 2 Within 2.00 12.60
undulatum Pittosporum upright trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch development appears sound. The tree is considered to be in moderate adjacent vegetation. road
is towards the east & west. Lower limbs of the tree have been health and displays fair vigour. reserve
pruned to 3m.
19 Olea europaea African Olive 6 4 60, 110, 250 Semi-mature multi trunk tree with an upright spreading form; an| Biosecurity Weed - | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Good 5% Monsteria is growing on the trunk to 3m. 1 Within 2.20 15.20
subsp cuspidata 70, 20, upright trunk/s and balanced canopy and branch development. listed in Regional appears sound. The tree is considered to be in good road
110 Upper branches have been pruned to accommodate overhead Strategic Weed health and displays good vigour. reserve
wires at 5m.. Mgmt. Plan
20 Lophostemon Brushbox 11 16 350, 520 Mature twin trunk tree with a broad spreading form; an upright High L/scape Sig. | The tree appears stable and its branch attachment Very Good 10% None evident. 1 Within 5.40 91.60
confertus 280 trunk/s and majority of canopy and branch development is appears fair. The tree is considered to be in good health road
towards the east & west. Appears that the central leader has and displays good vigour. reserve
been pruned/removed at 3.5m to accommodate overhead
power lines.
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typical application of Australian Standard 4970-2009 - Protection of Trees on Development Sites Impact of development on individual trees

tree retention & encroachments into tree i '
protection zones - typical on 1 side only
Radius
TPZ of 90% SRz
T':ee Genus Species vl Iy SULE 2t . Radius | of TPZ | Radius Adjacent Works Influence on Tree Plan Status el .I el
o (mm) [ (mm) L/scape Sig. (m) o (m) site
o (7/10)
! v 4 1 Araucaria 940 | 1070 1 Very High 11.30 7.9 3.4 | The existing retaining wall The proposed building | Retained with| On site
; 4 " ’{’) heterophylla L/scape Sig. is within 4.7m (south) of the | footprint is an elevated | Designed,
Structural Root Zone (SRZ) ‘.\ ; 74 tree. The existing building structure supported on | Specific &
Radius from Gentre of Trunk \! ¥ trunk Diameter at footprint is within 5.5m piers and above General Tree
= (Trunk DAB x 50) 042 0.64 2 & Breast Height (DBH) (south west) of the tree. ground beams within Protection
as per Australian Standard measured at 1.4m The existing brick retaining | the tree's Tree Measures
4970 - 2009 above ground level wall is within 7.9m (west) of | Protection Zone.
trunk Diameter the tree. The proposed
Above Buttess (DAB) building footprint is within
measured immediately 5.5m (west) of the tree.
. above the root buttress - - — - =
Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) S 2 Olea europaea | 90,40 90 1 Biosecurity 2.00 1.4 1.2 | No proposed works apart No significant impact To be On site
Radius from Centre of Trunk \ subsp cuspidata Weed - listed from soft landscaping within| however, tree is Removed
:Ji;ﬁfﬂ'éé;sdzg p— in Regional the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection
2009 s Strategic under the provisions of
D% 4 PP ag. o major encroachment Weed Mgmt. the DCP and is a
< 310 TPZ radius (1 side) > 10% of TPZ area, or Plan regional priority weed
< 7/10 TPZ radius {1 side) in the Greater Sydney
Regional Weed
Management Plan.
3 Olea europaea 130 230 1 Biosecurity 2.00 14 1.8 No proposed works apart No significant impact To be On site
subsp cuspidata Weed - listed from soft landscaping within| however, tree is Removed
tree retention & encroachments into tree ., in Regional the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection
protection zones - typical on 2 sides : Strategic under the provisions of
Weed Mgmt. the DCP and is a
Plan regional priority weed
in the Greater Sydney
Regional Weed
Management Plan.
4 Olea europaea 130 200 1 Biosecurity 2.00 14 1.7 No proposed works apart No significant impact To be On site
subsp cuspidata Weed - listed from soft landscaping within| however, tree is Removed
?{t’”d”"" Root Zone (SRZ) ! in Regional the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection
Pl oM Co e of I trunicDicmeter ot Strategic under the provisions of
= (Trunk DAB x 50) 042 0.64 Breast Height (DBH) g proy
as per Australian Standard measured at 1.4m Weed Mgmt. the DCP andis a
4970 - 2009 above ground level Plan regional priority weed
trunk Diameter inthe Greater Sydney
Above Buttess (DAB) Regional Weed
measured immediately Management Plan.
Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) aboySiherogtbilliess 5 Olea europaea 170, | 230 1 Biosecurity 2.60 1.8 1.8 No proposed works apart No significant impact To be On site
Radius from Centre of Trunk \ subsp cuspidata | 130 Weed - listed from soft landscaping within| however, tree is Removed
=12x DBH : as per in Regional the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection
gggga"a” Standard 4970 - 2 e Strategic under the provisions of
minor encroachmen " H
< 10% of TPZ area major encroachment Weeglx]gmt- :Ze.DCT a""d 'Its a d
> 10% of TPZ area gional priority wee
in the Greater Sydney
Regional Weed
Management Plan.
6 Stenocarpus 120 180 1 Moderate 2.00 1.4 1.6 No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| On site
sinuatus L/scape Sig. from soft landscaping within| with appropriate Tree General Tree
tree retention & encroachments into tree i the tree's TPZ. Protection Measures. Protection
protection zones - typical corner . Measures
7 Olea europaea 100 140 1 Biosecurity 2.00 1.4 1.4 | The tree is located on the No significant impact To be On the
subsp cuspidata Weed - listed boundary line. No proposed| however, tree is Removed boundary
in Regional works apart from soft exempt from protection line
Strategic landscaping within the under the provisions of
Weed Mgmt. tree's TPZ. the DCP and is a
Plan regional priority weed
in the Greater Sydney
Structu;al Rc&ot foni {TSRZK) oo s Regional Weed
Radius from Centre of Trunl run iameter at
= (Trunk DAB x 50) 042x 0.64 Breast Height (DBH) Man’flge.rpent II:'Ian 5 = =
as per Australian Standard measured at 1.4m 8 Howea 220 290 1 Env. Pest 1.10 0.8 0.8 No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| On site
4970 - 2009 above ground level forsteriana Species - from soft landscaping within| however, tree is General Tree
trunk Diameter Exempt from the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection | Protection
Ahove Buttess {DAB) Council DCP under the provisions of | Measures
measured immediately the DCP.
Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) Gl RS 9 Erythrina crista- | 600, | 770 1 Env. Pest 8.60 6 3 The existing stone retaining| No significant impact Retained On site
Radius from Centre of Trunk galli 390 Species - wall is to be retained within | however, tree is
=12xDBH : as per Exempt from 3.8m (north west) of the exempt from protection
Australian Standard 4970 - Council DCP tree. under the provisions of
2009 minor encroachment ) the DCP
< 10% of TPZ area and major encroachment - —— - r ; n
must be outside the (SRZ) > 10% of TPZ area 10 | Syzygium sp. 120 | 130 2 Low L/scape | 2.00 1.4 1.4 | No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| On site
Sig. from soft landscaping within| with appropriate Tree General Tree
the tree's TPZ. Protection Measures. Protection
Measures
l
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Radius
TPZ | of90% | SRZ
T':ee Genus Species Lk || el SULE e . Radius | of TPZ | Radius Adjacent Works Influence on Tree Plan Status On_l oif
o (mm) | (mm) L/scape Sig. (m) R (m) site
(7/10)
11 Syagrus 110 140 2 Env. Pest 0.50 0.4 0.4 No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| On site
romanzoffianum Species - from soft landscaping within| however, tree is General Tree
Exempt from the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection | Protection
Council DCP under the provisions of | Measures
the DCP.
12 | Araucaria 360 | 450 1 Moderate 4.30 3 2.4 | The existing path is within No significant impact Retained with| On site
heterophylla L/scape Sig. 1.9m (north west) of the with appropriate Tree General Tree i N
tree. The existing stone Protection Measures. Protection Photo 7.1 - Existing site
retaining wall is within 3.3m Measures frontage on Calvert Parade,
(north west) of the tree. The Newport with Tree No. 17
proposed external stair (left)
landing is within 2.8m
(north) of the tree. The
proposed lower floor
garage bin storage is within
3.7m (north) of the tree.
13 | Ceratopetalum 80, 250 2 Low L/scape 2.00 1.4 1.8 | The proposed building Not applicable To be On site
gummiferum 110 Sig. footprint spatially conflicts Removed
with the location of the tree.
14 | Melaleuca 220, | 390 2 Moderate 4.10 29 2.2 No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| Within
armillaris 110, L/scape Sig. from soft landscaping within| with appropriate Tree General Tree | road
160, the tree's TPZ. Protection Measures. Protection reserve
120, Measures
130
15 | Cupressus sp. 40 60 2 Low L/scape 2.00 1.4 1 The proposed building Not applicable To be On site
Sig. footprint spatially conflicts Removed
with the location of the tree.
16 | Callistemon sp. | 50,50 170 3 Low L/scape 2.00 1.4 1.6 | The existing retaining wall No significant impact Retained with| On site
Sig. is to be retained within General Tree
0.8m (south) of the tree. Protection
Measures Photo 7.2 — The front
17 | Lophostemon 480 | 680 1 High L/scape | 5.80 4.1 2.8 | The existing driveway is to | No significant impact Retained with| Within portion of the allotment
confertus Sig. remain within 6.0m (south) | with appropriate Tree General Tree | road looking south west to Tree
of the tree. Protection Measures. Protection reserve
Measures No. 12
18 | Pittosporum 140, | 190 2 Low L/scape 2.00 1.4 1.6 No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| Within
undulatum 60 Sig. from soft landscaping within| with appropriate Tree General Tree | road
the tree's TPZ. Protection Measures. Protection reserve
Measures
19 | Olea europaea 60, 250 1 Biosecurity 2.20 1.5 1.8 No proposed works apart No significant impact To be Within
subsp cuspidata | 110, Weed - listed from soft landscaping within| however, tree is Removed road
70, in Regional the tree's TPZ. exempt from protection reserve
20, Strategic under the provisions of
110 Weed Mgmt. the DCP and is a
Plan regional priority weed
in the Greater Sydney
Regional Weed
Management Plan
20 | Lophostemon 350, | 520 1 High L/scape 5.40 3.8 2.5 | No proposed works apart No significant impact Retained with| Within
confertus 280 Sig. from soft landscaping within| with appropriate Tree General Tree | road
the tree's TPZ. Protection Measures. Protection reserve
Measures
Photo 7.3 — The rear of the
site looking north to Tree
No. 1 (background)
| 1
prepared by scale at A3 date dwg no. rev. sheet of project drawing title
S WS o83, AVEION Domch, oW 2107 o el Somndtmnte melanie howden nts 28/01/25 aiasi 1.01 0.1 7 10 arboricultural impact assessment impact of proposed development

: Email: mail@ rntgrasn.com.au
L& Ph: (02) 99188877 -

2 on individual trees
Fax: (02) 99188876

- 39 calvert parade, newport

BT B4 ST VS BAT



s

x
B

1
DP 230157

NIWNLE 30 3903

—n—
N

‘CONCRETE DRIVEWAY

CONCRETE DRIVEWAY

2
DP 230157

s

E 2
P

F“/j
o

CONCRETE

s

DRIVEWAY

s

s

s

80° 00' RETAINING

3

>

N
>
N\

SI57
ps METAL 30.59

AL

EF WALL[]

x
Rzﬁssw
3 |
jcéw/ 479

42 ﬂl//!
TF

<

n 39.71 39.73
Py CONCRETE
o
x40.76 44.77 47108 4028 i

J | IO C e

;g
g
m
2
- oo
T
RHER
e
‘

Z A

DP 395094

LL

ATTOITOTIRCY
@

‘L 77 AKX

BALCONY

tree legend

D ) 42,08 797 3 .

‘ / ¢ P 129 szll!z: % e

S| o T2

< <y | 8] B et g 0 o

f - » I
[r - '55?/‘ | cammace | fae - i | @ trees to be retained

36.85 w x |’ I ' 4isa |
1 37.68 W ‘ Il | DrAIN
D \ 3758 i"‘ 9 EitgL | ALl 4 L
HEDGE [} \6* I ’T:{R{;; et 2205 .

Kk B L —— CEAT) AN N

i 11.75][38.83 1186 /1 A ) 212

| RUJ?" ROOFHfy .

GRASS |! | 3880 ‘ s

X37.34

Z
=
N

o

trees to be removed
x3714 - / bpP VEGET/\TION . ! g
5 A o509 ' ‘, st , tree protection fencing
° D> : m? 1 164" AU o .
[ g, 12' /' Ner . '\'5";' £ osToRereD o ‘ S o= (refer specifications sheet 10)
2 =l 06 ! § 5" Sl N TILED ROOF ) -
% g : 38.62 5 ', EARARN g ’ ¢
ué. { M’;Z CONCRETE DRIVEWAY | l ( 41.49 : : - / N s s s s < /7 ]
< < % ' : 38 . . &0 ) ! . XS tree protection area
& 5225851 4100 p50 S5 e ] & | ' (refer specifications sheet 10)
3739" T % dkoor___ 4 @ ;
)< T !P'{ — y : ! g 1 //
;3 S 4 e
) — < ‘ A4 R 395093
< /. 200, IACY | 4 \
) A SCREEN | | o
asp lix 2. T T~ AL E
| oo T memng owss 7 J( 1 g
45.54
WNTF i
STONE -\1‘5 e War, § ’ %0
= \% =N g
ﬁ%: 20075 Ten «ﬁ; \ . £ '/'I‘ \Q HEDGE OF 6 TREES ‘/
LW w— A —————— v S RS (s g gl T
T AR EaES .
S [*7 2607 00
8.18 2 3
) DP 395093
APPROX. POOL -7 - - - - - - = -
LOCATION
< . This plan is based upon:
\ N
N : pZ4 Detail & Level Survey, Job Ref. 5015/24, Dated 21/10/2024, (ESA Surveys,
38.68 il \ | 5362 Tamarama, NSW)
\ ) —~ G
prepared by scale at A3 date dwg no. rev. sheet of project
erint Green  eowe
arxboricultural, Environmental 8 Horticultural Consultants
5 Watkins Road, Avalon Beach, NSW 2107

email: mail@footprintgreen.com.au %
. 8 phone: (02) 9918 8877

BN 34 ODT \3B8 B\

melanie howden

1: 200

10/04/25

drawing title

aiatp1.01 0.1 8 10 arboricultural impact assessment

tree protection plan -
- 39 calvert parade, newport

prior to & during demolition



1
DP 230157

n
s

2 ) 1
= ) § CONCRETE DRIVEWAY 2
< 2~ DP 230157
5 CCONCRETE DRIVEWAY X{\
g o
< ;2: N
5
<@ “ CONCRETE DRIVEWAY A
i"/?HG s s s N s s s s s s N § — s —§s — 5§ — § N ABOl{’iJ
o \ / BALY5g T3 — ]
< 3590 [THR
35.79
e l 36.13 BRICK - 80° 00" ReTAINING JJE— ! : /
< M \6 1 Z f 37 METAL  30.59 ?; 31 : |
s I
<. e - — 7 i 5
< N [l
- DP 395094
o ’ ’L“ Balcony above N L.
o \ z 11 E
LLl - 4an 1502 COL. 1509 D} [ 5’ t I d
w ] PLANTE ° - I ree legen
D " b\ 2l I N I
< < | : /
o 6351 T i E
m ) /! HEQ — < N[ I
< VEGETATION ROOF (R.0.9 £ OmP — i - bl
— | B
IT—f GARDEN et — N ‘ trees to be retained
of | an (4 i — N b
D_ < 36.85 1 W/ X m %E b dob = D <+ I
\ %758 <Z( E 7iﬁh\J V [ ] ]
T 3 | : Tioon M . L | tree protection fencing
H Tiled 7\ z | . i
. | oo E = Floor N 2 (refer specifications sheet 10)
2 Drai i | [OIRO) \4
< ”% BED S s S 5 ]
37 [ — ﬂzITT%Em ATl B EC(ZHF a r\ 7
o Tf 28 I == I 1GEs e ) o e tree protection area
T /], - s ENTRY HALL [ °° 7] A (refer specifications sheet 10)
3740 - 8.9x2.5m
~ (N Concrete Floor \ /
g E W o T AT R 7
H gl E [THHHS
é ) m%: ‘ Balysta wamammmne L 8 s N s s s N
< 2 “ f
E: Hr—— =
) EEDS a
) . 6 S = ST DRYING D '5r
< - —H AREA 1
) ﬁ%@? ranihes / \ 395093
T O o
L ¢
B y/‘}(///lﬁ 29.075 _TiveeR
o [ 260° 00 . .
- 5 This plan is based upon:
DP 395093 Detail & Level Survey, Job Ref. 5015/24, Dated 21/10/2024, (ESA Surveys,
SPA
< APPROX. POOL Tamarama, NSW)
LOCATION
< Lower Ground Plan, Dwg.No 101, Rev. A, Dated 25/03/2025
(Architecture Saville Isaacs, McMahons Point, NSW).
¢ (| é Ground Floor Plan, Dwg.No 102, Rev. A, Dated 25/03/2025

(Architecture Saville Isaacs, McMahons Point, NSW).

prepared by

scale at A3 date dwg no. rev. sheet of project drawing title
Pty Ltd
W atiing Rose, Avaion Bonen Now 207 orricuitural Consuitants melanie howden  1: 200 10/04/25 aiatp2.01 0.1 9 10 arboricultural impact assessment
email: mail@footprintgreen.com.au %
. 8 phone: (02) 9918 8877

tree protection plan -
prior to & during construction

BN 34 ODT \3B8 B\

- 39 calvert parade, newport



Tree removal Tree Protection Areas Installation of services within tree protection zones

Trees identified for removal shall be removed so that no damage occurs to the foliage, The project manager or building contractor shall ensure that at all times during site works The installation of services such as drainage within the Tree Protection Zones must be carried out
branching structure, trunk or root zone of trees identified as being retained or transplanted. no activities, stock piles, storage or disposal of materials shall take place within the fenced in accordance with the options below.
off areas and that all Tree Protection Fencing remain secure throughout the development
Tree removal shall also be carried out in accordance with the Guide to Managing Risk of work period. hand tools
Tree Trimming and Removal Work (Safe Work Australia). " ) . Include the use of shovels, crowbars.
All access within the tree protection fencing for temporary and permanent works (mattocks & axes shall not be used).
associated with civil works and/or construction must be carried out under the instructions

. o : . retention of tree roots
of an experienced and qualified project arborist. Escavation is o be condiictad

under the supervision of the project
arborist. Tree root >30mm dia. shall

Tree protection fencing

Prior to demolition, tree protection fencing and tree protection webbing shall be erected as

shown on the Tree Protection Plans (refer sheet 13 & 14) in accordance with the be exposed, left intact and not .
specifications below. T severed or damaged protection zone
dist — : works only under inspection of tree roots
Blance duay IO ne; the direct Where tree roots spatially conflict with
- as shown on tree protection plan, or supervision of the the fall line of the service, depending
- as specified radius from trees Project Arborist upon the number and sizé of the tree
gf:tection roots, the project arborist shall either:
fencing material fencing - cleanly prune the tree roots and treat
chainmesh, weldmesh, them with root hormone compound,or i
plywood or paling fence - provide instructions to leave the tree ="
roots intact and backfill the ,
) excavation and investigate alternate ——
signage no stockpiles nio: miaterials locations
tree protection signage
W excavation for services using hand tools within Tree
Protection Zones - specifications o LRSS e
sediment control fencing .
sediment control fencing tree protection zone : i :
required where building works Minor landscape structures, within tree protection areas
are upslope or within 200mm access within Tree Protection Zones - specifications ‘ ‘ Minor landscape works includes seating, pedestrian paths, other facilities and garden
of tree protection fencing capyright Feotpint Green PiL edging etc
. ) o To ensure that significant tree roots are not damaged or disturbed, all works
tree protection fencing - specifications E—— Branch pruning if required associated with minor landscape structures within the designated Tree Protection
Gttt Areas are to be carried out under the supervision of the Project Arborist using hand
Should branch pruning be required to provide access for vehicles/ pedestrians or tools and in accordance with the specification — Minor Landscape Works Using Hand
overhead crane operations pruning must be carried out in accordance with Australian Tools (refer below).
. . Standard AS 4373-2007 Pruning of Amenity.
Tree protection signage hand tools
. ) ) . . . . Branch pruning will be restricted so that no more than 10% of the canopy foliage is being include the use of shovels, crowbars.
Tree Protection Signage is to be installed on fencing and shall be installed at maximum 15m removed and branch pruning is to be carried out by an experienced and qualified arborist (mattocks & axes shall not be used).
intervals and at changes in the fencing direction (refer specification below). and in accordance with the specification below.
retention of tree roots

tree roots < 30mm dia. shall remain
intact and shall not be severed or

signage size r / % second topcut  Srandard EAnAgec ithin th
i anch pruning sha inspection of tree roots :
min size 420 x 260mm ’ b:'lderthaken :n a?go:ldt;ce P Yori to Famordl it ;v;tot:encitmen tzriie
; = ui | excavation is to be conducte
In colour Tl'ee P I'Otectlon ZOI‘Ie ¥ o with Australian Standard under the supervision of the project
p proj
) initial undercut Pruning of Amenity Trees arborist. Where tree roots spatially
fixing AS 4373 - 2007 conflict landscape construction
signs shall be fixed at a NO ACCESS final cut design level dp di th
height of 1500mm above namiber end izs ef e 68 r00ts,
Qfoundhaf}?b: Purgbertc;]f i the project arborist shall either:
signs shall be fixed on the - application cleanly prune the tree roots and
tree protection fencing so that crown reduction, crown . treat them with a root hormone
a sign is Misible from all NO DIGGING thinning, deadwood compound, or provide instructions
directions removal etc. involving other o leave the tree roots intact and
branch pruning shall follow investi ;

: ) — gate alternate locations,
format of signage the same pruning principals construction methods or design.
format based upon UNLESS UNDER DIRECT 3 at branch unions or branch i g e
Australia Standard - Safety SUPERVIION OF PROJECT - collars minor landscape works using hand tools within Tree
Signs for the Occupational X Protection Zones - specifications S
Environment AS 1319 -
1994

typical branch pruning - specifications
- . T . co ht Footpant Green P/L
tree protection signage - specifications s e
| l
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