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DISCLAIMER

This report has been prepared in accordance with the scope of services described in agreement K
Horticultural Management Services and the client.

This report relies upon data, surveys and site inspections results taken at orthedearticular time and ol
conditions specified herein.

Any representation, statement, opinion or advice, expressed or implied in this publication is made i
faith but on the basis that Horticultural Management Services, its agents and employeestaliable
(whether by reason of negligence, lack of care or otherwise) to any person for any damage
whatsoever which has occurred or may occur in relation to that person taking or not taking (as the ca
be) action in respect of any represation, statement, or advice referred to above.

Every effort has been made in this report to includssessand address all defects, structural weaknesg
and instabilities of the subject trees. All inspections were made from ground level usingyiesugl meang
and no intrusive or destructive means of inspection were used. For many structural defects such a
and inclusions, internal inspection is required by means of resistograph or similar. No such investigal
been made in this case. Bg are living organisms and are subject to failure through a variety of causg
able to be identified by means of this inspection and assessment.

Information contained in this report covers only the subject tree that was assessed and refleg
condtion of the subject tree at the time of inspection. Any finding, conclusion or recommendations
apply to the aforementioned and no greater reliance should be assumed or drawn by the Client.

There is no warranty or guarantee, expressed or implied pinablems or deficiencies regarding the subije
trees or the subject site may not arise in the future.

Furthermore, this report has been prepared solely for the use by the Client. The Client acknowledg
this assessment, and any opinions, advice @onemendations expressed or given in it, are based on
information supplied by th&€lient,and based on the data observations, measurements and analysis ¢
out or obtained by Horticultural Management Services and referred to in the assessment.

Horticultural Management Services accepts no responsibility for its use by other parties.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Horticultural Management Services were engaged to conduct an Arboriculture Assessmentf®eport

14 Windermere AvenuelNorthmead It is understood that this report is to form part of a Development
Application fora proposedChildcare Centrapplication, which includethe demolition of the existinglwelling
and structures approved tree and minor shrub removal atrde protection and management faite and
adjoining trees construction of dwellings, newlriveways,and associated landscaping as FgdPPENDDA
Proposed Development Layout.

The purpose of this report is identify the trees within and or adjoining the site, provide information on their
individual current health and condition, determine their remaining life expectancy and significance in the
landscapeand assess their suitability for retention/preservationremoval The scope of this report includes

the allocation of SULE ratings (Safe Useful Life Expectancy), and identification of arboricultural work required.

The potential impact of the proposed development has also been assessed, together with recdatiorns
for amendments to the design or construction to ensure the retention of tress considered worthy of
preservation.

A site investigation was undertaken orhursdayl7" November2022to assess the trees onsite and those
adjoining which may baffected by the proposed design. Information contained in this report covers only the
subject trees that were assessed and reflects the condition of the subject trees on site at the time of
inspection.

Assessment has been conducted with consideratiorhefBiodiversity Conservation Act 2016, Biosecurity Act
2015, and Parramatta City Councifree Preservation Order (TRQPart 5.4 (Preservation of Trees and
+S3ASGFGA2Y 0 2F tIFNNIYFAGGE / 2dzyOAf Qa 5S@St2LIVSyd /

2.0 AIMS

To detail thecondition of the trees and consider the location and condition of such in relation to their
surrounds.

To complete the following:

Inspect the subject trees within and adjacent to the site/s and site conditions,
Assess the condition of the subjdante(s),
Observe and @scribe the trees and other vegetation on the subject site,

Discuss the trees within their current landscape,

= == =4 =4 =4

58GSNXYAYS (KS a4doeS0i (GNBSAQ [FYRAOILIS {AIYATF
values,

1 Consider tle benefits of retention or removal of the trees for the medium to ldagn benefit of the
trees and ongoing public safety,

1 Provide recommendations for Tree Management, if or as required, within the context of a
development application, and

1 Prepare sitespecific tree protection specifications for trees recommended for retention.
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3.0 SITE DESCRIPTION ANESERVATIONS

Thesite is identified ag4 Windermere Avenue, NorthmeadSWw.
Relevant site plans ahdr documentgeviewed prior toundertaking the Arborist Assessmentlude:

Janssen Architecture, Cover Page, Drawing Number A00O, Issus A ‘tdated 2022,

Janssen Architecture, Demolition Plan, Drawing Number A0QO, Issus A, tat;mé3022,

Janssen Architecture, SA@alysis Plan, Drawing Number A0QO, Issus A, ddtdurte 2022,

Janssen Architecture, Lower Ground Floor Plan, Drawing Number A00O, Issus A" date D22,

Janssen Architecture, Ground Floor Plan, Drawing Number A00O, Issus A"dateel 3022,

Janssen Architecture, First Floor Plan, Drawing Number A00O, Issus A diied 2022,

Parramatta City Counclliree Preservation Order (T}P®art 5.4 (Preservation of Trees and Vegetation)
2F tFNNIYIFGOGF [/ 2dzyOAf Qa2 @3St 2LIYSy il /2y aGNRE t €I

=A =4 =4 =8 =8 -8 =9

Included within this report is a site plan showing tleeations of thesite trees based on the proposed
development layout.

Site observations notech mixture of introduced (planted) exotic and natir@mnant vegetation. The
herbaceous or grass vemtion consists of a mixture of introduced pastoral grasses/weed species due to the
site@ bcation within a residential precinct.

3.1 HERITAGE SIGNIFICANCE

There are no trees within the site that have been identified as Heritage Items ubdencil Planning
Instrument or identified within a Significant Tree Register.

3.2 TREES ON ADJOINING LAND

Ly FOO02NRFYOS 6AGK /2dyOAf Qa NBldANBYSyidas (GNBSa
report.

There are no trees on adjoimd properties that will be affected by this development.
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3.3 SITE LOCATION
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Figure 1 Showthe location of the site. Sourcehereis.com.au

3.4  AERIAL SITE LOCATION

‘ Windermere Ave

BrerAve 1

14°Windermere
NI 12

Figure 2 Show an aerial location of the sitéSourceGoogleearthcom
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4.0 METHODOLOGY

This report is the result of a comprehensive site inspection undertakefihomsdayl 7" November 2022y
Horticultural Management Services (HMS).

The following tree assessment was undertaken using criteria based ofré¢leeRisk Assessmentii@elines by
the International Society of Arboriculturéd Level 2 Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) wasasseééscribed in
We¢KS . 2Re& f I ¢AmdEEKT 2 NJ @ ING S damiB involyes ihspeitiviidre ground height
and includesonly the external features of the treegrees on adjoining sites were assessed freithin the
site boundaries onlgnd only within 5m of the site boundaries.

For reference throughout the reportaeh tree haseen allocatedan identification numberisted in the Tree
Assessment Summary table and identified on the tree location site plan.

Assessment ahdividual trees includethe following:

1 Species identification (botanical and common),

1 Height and form,

1 Observations made including an evaluation of the tree's health \agdur usingCrown spread and
cover, foliage size, colour, extension growth, preserof disease or pest infestation, canopy density,
presence of deadwood, dieback and epicormic growth as indicators,

Condition, using visible evidence of structural defects, instability, evidence of previous pruning and
physical damage as indicators,

Suitability of the tree to the site and its existing location; in consideration of damage or potential
damage to services or structures, available space for future development and nuisance issues,

Likely future amenity based on a visual assessment,

The trees tterance to development impacts based on surface observations,

Significancespecific heritage, cultural or intrinsic importance,

Amenity value-as shade, windbreak etc or subjective, aesthetic values,

Habitat valueboth as an individual tree and @art of an ecological community,

Observations of soil conditions and likely root spread,

Overall condition assessment and suitability,

Hazard/failure potential of tree to damage property or result in death,

Safe Useful Life Expectancy (SULE) after B@réab),

= =

=4 =4 =4 =4 -8 -8 -8 -9 9

iNBESQa wS
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¢tKS wSiSyidAz2y =+Ftdz2S oI a
structure,and site suitability.

> U
O

c
R

Landscape Significancevas determined by assessing the combination of the cultwealironmental,and
aesthetic values of the subject trees.subjectiverating of high, moderatelow, or nil has been allocated to
thetrees.t KAa LINPGARS&E | NBfFOGAQBS QI fdS 2F GKS GNBSaQ
Retention Value. A more detailed explanation is outlidggbendix B.7.

Tree height and canopy spreadvere estimated onlyDiameter at BreasHeight (DBH) was determined by
measuring the main stem at 1.4m above ground. Photos were taken of the subject trees and subject site for
the inclusion in this tabled report.

The components difree risk assessmerinclude the trees failure potential or ithe case of the proposed, an
environment conductive to tree failure.
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5.0 IMPACT ASSESSMENT

A summary of each tree identified within tlsée is outlined in sectiof.0 TREE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY
The assessment in each case has consideretbtlosving:

Structural Root Zones (SRZ),

Building works or footprint within TPZ or SRZ,

Optimum Tree Protection Zones (TPZ) and Structural Root Zones (SRZ),
SULE Rating for value of the tree assessed,

Assessment of the likely impact of the proposearks,

= =/ =2 =4 4 =

Recommendations for retentiomanagementpr removal

The components of tree risk assessment include the trees failure potential or in the case of land
clearing/management, an environment conductive to tree failure.

Other factors are also consid related to the site, such as potential development or land use, soil condition
and prevailing winds must be considered in conjunction when assessing the potential of failure for any tree.
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6.0 TREE ASSESSMENT SUMMARY

Moderate

TPO Exempt due to species, hei
requirements and or approved to b
removed by Council.

Jacaranda 7 290 |310 | 21 | 3.5 | Mature Good Fair 3 Nil Moderate Medium
Jacaranda mimosifolia to High
Council Street Tree

Comments:This Council street tree whilst in good health, has been continually incorrectly pruned/lopped resulting in igegibatic form with epicormic extension regrowi
1 | forming its canopyBased on AS4972009 Protection of Trees on Development Sites, this mature Council Street tree is sufficiently distanced to be safety apth
protected, with all considered buildingndscope of work®utside of its TPZ/SRZ. Erection of timber battens around its trunk is also recommended. This tree will be m
an AQF L5 Project Arborist.

Jacaranda 9 390 | 400 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Fair 3 Nil Moderate Medium
Jacaranda mimosifolia to High
Council Street Tree

Comments:This Council street tree whilst in good health, has been continually incorrectly pruned/lopped resulting in its poor @aéstimetvith epicormic extension regrowt
forming its canopy. &ed on its location within the proposed childcare driveway ramfhe basement and considered scope of works, this tree is required to be remove
considerations, options regarding its retention were considerethcorporate the childcareesign, access requirements, construction methodologies, however, its edrfmy,
the driveway location is supported.
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Tree Species E £ |Tree Age Tree Tree Ecological |Landscape |Retention To Be

= £ g 3 Health Structure o |Significance |Visual Value Retained

-g Common Name £ ji a = £ [*Young * Good [* Good -% * High Significance [* H 40yrs +

e Botanical name = ® = § g [F Semi Mature [ Fair * Fair o [ Medium * High * M 15 - 40yrs

o S | T o |l o ﬁfl * Mature * Poor * Poor W *Low * Moderate |*L 5 to 15ys

= o Q < o o [*Over Mature [ Dead D *Nil * Low * Nil Less 5ys

T a a n %)

- = il * Dead
Jacaranda 6 300 | 330 | 2.1 | 3.6 | Mature Good Fair 3 Nil Moderate Medium Yes
Jacaranda mimosifolia to High
Council Street Tree

3 Comments:This Council street tree whilst in good health, has a noted lafgen wound from a torn scaffold limb from possible passing vehicles has been conti
incorrectly pruned/lopped resulting in its poor aesthetic form with epicormic extension regrowth forming its caBagsd on AS4972009 Protection of Trees o
Developnent Sites, this mature Council Street tree is sufficiently distanced to be safely retained and protected, with all cdrmiddireg and scope of works outside of
TPZ/SRZ. Erection of timber battens around its trunk is also recommended. ThidlittEemonitored an AQF L5 Project Arborist.
Mock Orange 3 M/T | 250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Murraya paniculata

4 Comments:As per Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted orshraerialTPO Exempt, due to height requirements bg
less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without further consideration
Camellia 3 220 | 250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica

5 Comments:As perCouncilsTree Management Policxemptions Sectiof.4.3 Exempt Workshis planted ornamental shrub/treés TPO Exemptiue to height requirements
being less than 5m in heightherefore, a tree removal permit is nogéquired, and it may be removed without further consideration.
Camellia 3.5 | 220 | 250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica

6

Comments:As per Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Wopkantbdésornamental shrub/tree is TPO Exempt, due to height requirem
being less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without further atiwside
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Tree Species E £ |Tree Age Tree Tree Ecological |Landscape |Retention To Be
= £ g 3 Health Structure o |Significance |Visual Value Retained
-g Common Name £ ji a = £ [*Young * Good [* Good -% * High Significance [* H 40yrs +
e Botanical name = ® = § g [F Semi Mature [ Fair * Fair o [ Medium * High * M 15 - 40yrs
o S | T o |l o ﬁfl * Mature * Poor * Poor W *Low * Moderate |*L 5 to 15ys
= o Q < o o [*Over Mature [ Dead D *Nil * Low * Nil Less 5ys
T a a %) %)
- = il * Dead
Bangalow Palm 8 250 | 280 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 3 Nil Low Low No
Archontophoenixunninghamian
/ Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted palm tree is required to be removed due to its location within the proposedelészanent excavations, scope
works andsite modifications that support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscape master plan upon completion.
Camellia 3 220 |250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica
8 Comments:As per Councils Trddanagement Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub/tree is TPO Exempt, due touieighenesq
being less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without furthietecation.
Camellia 3 220 |250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica
9 Comments:As per Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub/tree i RlDeExeheightrequirements
being less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without further kaiimide
Camellia 3 220 |250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica
10 Comments:As perCouncils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub/tree is TPO Etemgghtduequirements
being less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removedt/fitiiber consideration.
Bull Bay Magnolia 10 |370 |[1000| N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 3 Nil Low to Medium No
Magnolia grandiflora 780 Moderate
11

Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted ornamental tree is required to be removed dtgeléeation within the proposed childcare basement excavations, s

of works and site modifications that support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscape master plamybetion.
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Tree Species E £ |Tree Age Tree Tree Ecological |Landscape |Retention To Be

= £ g 3 Health Structure o |Significance |Visual Value Retained

-g Common Name £ ji a = £ [*Young * Good [* Good -% * High Significance [* H 40yrs +

e Botanical name = ® = § g [F Semi Mature [ Fair * Fair o [ Medium * High * M 15 - 40yrs

o S | T o |l o ﬁfl * Mature * Poor * Poor W *Low * Moderate |*L 5 to 15ys

= o Q < o o [*Over Mature [ Dead D *Nil * Low * Nil Less 5ys

[ T [a) a) @) @) .

a * Nil * Dead

Strawberry Tree 9 690 | 750 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 3 Nil Low to Medium No
Arbutus unedo Moderate

12 | Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted ornamental tree is required to be removed due to its location within the propiddeste basement excavations, sco
of works andsite modifications that support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscape master plan upon completion.
Broad Leaved Privet 4 |M/T | 220 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Nil Nil No
Ligustrum lucidum

13 | Comments:This tree is aselfseeded nuisance weed species tree, that is listed as TPO Exempt, as it is a Noxious weed species and may be removeadheith
consideration and or approval.
Camellia 3 220 |250 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Camellia japonica

14 | Comments:As per Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub/tree if RIDeBxeheight requirements
being less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, andyitbe removed without further consideration.
Crepe Myrtle 6 M/T |350 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Lagerstroemia indica

15 Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted ornamental tree is required to be removed due to its location within the propibdestebasementdevelopment and

site modifications that support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscaper plas upon completion.
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Tree Species E £ |Tree Age Tree Tree Ecological |Landscape |Retention To Be
= £ g 3 Health Structure o |Significance |Visual Value Retained
-g Common Name = ji 2 3 £ [FYoung * Good [* Good -% * High Significance [* H 40yrs +
e Botanical name = ® = o g [F Semi Mature [ Fair * Fair o [ Medium * High * M 15 - 40yrs
@ S | T é’ N ﬁ * Mature * Poor * Poor W *Low * Moderate |*L 5 to 15ys
= ) o ad o [*Over Mature [ Dead 2 Nil * Low * Nil Less 5ys
3 S R e s @ s Nil * Dead
Norfolk Island Pine 20 (1000 (1000| N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 3 Low to Moderate Medium No
Araucaria heterophylla Medium to High

Comments:This significant tree appears to be in good health and structural condition, howeasedlon its location within the proposed childcare basement excavationg
building envelope and considered scope of works, this tree is required to be removedngillerations, options regarding its retention were considetedncorporate the
childcaredesign, access requirements, construction methodologies, however major incursions from site modifications would resulongrtilen declining and loss g

structural stability to this tree. Therefore, its removal and replacement is supported.

17

White Bird of Paradise
Strelitzia nicolai

5

M/T

300

N/A

N/A

Mature

Good

Good

Nil

Low

Low

No

Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted clumping p#leg is required to be removed due to its location within the proposed childcare development an
modifications that support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscape master plan upon completion.

18

Lilly Pilly
Syzygiumuehmannii

12

M/T

610

2.7

7.2

Mature

Good

Good

Low to
Medium

Moderate

Medium

Yes

Comments:Based on AS4972009 Protection of Trees on Development Sites, ffiistree is sufficiently distanced to be safely retained and protected, with all consid
building and scope of works outside of its SRZ. Erection of timber battens around its trunk is also recommended. THibere®nitored an AQF L5 Project Arbarist

19

Native frangipani
Hymenosporum flavum

14

450

500

25

5.4

Mature

Good

Good

Low to
Medium

Moderate
to High

Medium

Yes

Comments:Based on AS4972009 Protection of Trees on Development Sites, this site tree is sufficiently distancedstdelhe retained and protected, with all consider
building and scope of works outside of its SRZ. Erection of timber battens around its trunk is also recommended. Thibdre@nitored an AQF L5 Project Arborist.
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Tree Species E £ |Tree Age Tree Tree Ecological |Landscape |Retention To Be
= £ g 3 Health Structure o |Significance |Visual Value Retained
-g Common Name £ ji a = £ [*Young * Good [* Good -% * High Significance [* H 40yrs +
e Botanical name = ® = § g [F Semi Mature [ Fair * Fair o [ Medium * High * M 15 - 40yrs
o S | T o |l o ﬁfl * Mature * Poor * Poor W *Low * Moderate |*L 5 to 15ys
= o Q < o o [*Over Mature [ Dead D *Nil * Low * Nil Less 5ys
[ T [a) a) @) @) .
a * Nil * Dead
Native frangipani 12 280 |310 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 3 Low to Moderate Medium No
Hymenosporum flavum Medium to High
20 | Comments:Based on the site inspection, this planted ornamental tree is required to be removed due to its location within the propddedredevelopment site
modificationsand stormwater managemerihat support is removal. It is recommended to be replaced in the landscaptn@an upon completion.
Camphor Tree 5 220 | 230 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Cinnamomum camphora
21 | Comments:This tree is aselfseeded nuisance weed species tree, thatlisted as TPO Exempt, as it is a Noxious weed species and may be removed without
consideration and or approval.
Oleander 25 [M/T | 280 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Nerium oleander
22 | Comments:As per Councils Trédanagement Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub is TPO Exempt, due to heigknhtedémeg
less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without further catisider
Oleander 25 [M/T | 280 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Nerium oleander
23 Comments:As per Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub is TP@eEsdmghtlequirements being

less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed without further consideration
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Oleander 25 |M/T | 280 | N/A | N/A | Mature Good Good 5 Nil Low Low No
Nerium oleander

24 | Comments:Asper Councils Tree Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exempt Works, this planted ornamental shrub is TPO Bremegghtitequirements being
less than 5m in height; therefore, a tree removal permit is not required, and it may be removed titinter consideration.

Key. Multi trunk (M/T)
Table 1:Shows a list of trees observed and assessed in relation tdekidopmentapplicationby a Qualified Horticulturist and AQF Level 5 Arborist (Dip Arb).
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7.0 TREE IDENTIFICATION BASEPRONPOSED DEVELOPMENT
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Figure3 Showsthe sitetreeslocation based on theproposeddevelopment layout
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8.0 TREBAPPROVEDO BE REMOVHASED OREVELOPMENIDCATION
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Figure4 ShowsTrees in Red required to be removeshd TPO Exempt in YELL®®s5ed on the plans provided.
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9.0 TREE MANAGEMENT PLAN (TMP)
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Figure5 Shows theSite andStreettrees to beretained, protected, and managed
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10.0 SITEPHOTOGRAPHS

Figure6 Shows looking atthe site
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Figur? ShowsTree3 ith large open wound from a torn scaffold limb.
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el2 from a distance required to be removed along the boundary
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and Camellias Nu[nbered 8, 9 and 10 to be removed.
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Fre D Showsminor shrubs
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Figure 1L ShowsTreell, that is required to be removed due tbasement excavations.
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Hgure 13 Stows Tree16from a distancerequied to be removed for basement excavations.

Vg Report for:14 Windermere Ave, Northmead2?2

Version2
Management Services



P ol 3 b

Figure ¥ ShowsTreel7 being a minor Bird of Parise to be revmpved.‘”
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Figure 5 ShowsTreel9 from a distance located towards the rear of the site.
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Figure 16 ShowSrees 20 and 21 located along the side bund;be remove
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Figure 17 Showgrees 18)nd 19 from a distance to be retained and protected.

Vg Report for:14 Windermere Ave, Northmead24

Version2
Management Services



(ol ) E AT W 8 4 A - £ Sy l‘“‘MM G X s v > 3
Figure 18 Showsminor shrubs numbered 22, 23 and 24 from a distance to be removed.
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19 Showsminor planted ornamental shrubs required to be removed.
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11.0 CONCLUSION

The trees which are subject of this report are protected unéarramatta City Councilree
Preservation Order (TAQ F NIi p®n o0t NBaSNBI A2y 2F ¢NBSa I yR
Development Control Plan (DCP) 2011

Consideration of retaining mature significant vegetation to the area was paramount. After close
visual and physical ingg@gation of the various trees condition the results from field investigations
are as follows;

Adjoiningand SiteTrees Numbered, 3, 18 and 19 are sufficiently distanced to be safely retained
and protectedand managed irconjunction with hand diggon methodology for the new Childcare
Centre construction to ensure no impacts to these Trees TPZ/BR¥ will be monitored by an

engaged AQF L5 project arborist.

Subject to Council process, approval is recommended for the removiakenfity-(20) shrubs, palm
trees andtrees numbered?, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 1620721, 22, 23and 24
including minor TPO Exempt shrubs, based on their location within the tabhEsment excavations,
childcarebuilding envelope, construction regeiments, tabled driveway location, landscaping and
considered scope of works within the development.

Trees Numbered 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 21, 22, 23 and 24 are TPO ExgraptCouncils Tree
Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exéffaoks, due to height requirements being less
than 5m in height; or tabled as nuisance weed species, therefore, a tree removal permit is not
required, and they may be removed without further consideration.

Whilst these treestabled to be removedare in good health and structural conditiothey are

required to be removedbased on their location within the proposdihsementbuilding envelope,
excavationworks,and scope of works supporhé¢ir removal. All considerations, optits regarding

there retention were considered, howevdyased on the plansite modifications Wi result in long

GSNY Y2RAFTAOIGAZ2YA G2 GKS GNBSQa yIlFGdaNFIt Sy gJdiNR
root and soil compaction, loss of anchoragets, natural water table redirection through the

required cut and fill levels, stormwater service line installations that would result in the decline of

GKS GNBSQa KSFHfGdK FyYyR 20SNYIftf adloAtAadGeo

No roosting or habitat hollows were observed in any @& trees proposed to be removed.
It is anticipated tlesetreeswill be replaced within proposed landscape plan upon completion
As stated, this tabled report is a snapshot of the existing trees structural condition, health, and

condition at thatparticular point in time on site and should be used as a guide when assessing this
Development Application.

Vg Report for:14 Windermere Ave, Northmead26

Version2
Management Services



120 RECOMMENDATIONS

After close visual and physical investigation of the trees condition (M&#&)lts from the field
investigations indicated the following

Subject to Council process, approval is recommended for the removiakenfity-(20) shrubs, palm
trees andtrees numbered2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16,20721, 22, 23and 24
including minor TPO Exempt shrubs, based on their location within the thblseEment excavations,
childcarebuilding envelope, construction regeiments, tabled driveway location, landscaping and
considered scope of works within the development.

Trees Numbered 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 21, 22, 23 and 24 are TPO ExgraptCouncils Tree
Management Policy, Exemptions Section 5.4.3 Exéffppks, due to height requirements being less
than 5m in height; or tabled as nuisance weed species, therefore, a tree removal permit is not
required, and they may be removed without further consideration.

Whilst these trees tabled to be removed are in good health and structural condition, they are
required to be removed, dsed on their location within the proposed basement/building envejope
excavation works, and scope of works support their removal. All considerations, options regarding
there retention were considered, however, based on the plans, site modifications will result in long
GSNY Y2RATFAOIGAZ2Yy A G2 (RZSRI) mB®@LEGUL ngt lintitedNd; $urfaGey G A NP
root and soil compaction, loss of anchorage roots, natural water table redirection through the
required cut and fill levels, stormwater service line installations that would result in the decline of

0 KS G WiB&na aver&ll Stability.

Adjoiningand SiteTrees Numbered, 3, 18and 19 are sufficiently distanced to be safely retained
and protectedand managed irtonjunction with hand diggin methodology for the new Childcare
Centre construction to ensure no impacts to these Trees TPZ/BR¥ will be monitored by an

engaged AQF L5 project arborist.

The following points may be considered for the propos#dldcaredevelopment and retention of
treesunder this application;

1 Avoid large changes to th&@ dzNF I OS & (G NHzOG dzNB RdzS G2 Y2RAFTAO
surface feeding roots,

1 A Qualified Arborist/Horticulturalist undertakes all Arboricultural works,

i ANY excavation that is required within the trees ZRill be hand dug to ensure minimal
disturbance to support and or surface feeding roots,

| Any tree roots discovered are cut cleanly with root pruning devices,

| No tree roots over 40mm in diameter will be cut without project arborist and Council
approval,

| Any proposed work located near the trunk orteucanopy of the trees drip lineyhere
services are known to be in the vicinity, any excavation for services should be hand dug to
ensure minimal impact to the trees surface feeding and support roots,

| No building waste is to be disposed of/or stored nte tree trunk or drip zone,

1 Regular watering is to be undertaken in hot dry periods to alleviate any-gtont stress or
loss of available water,

1 Erection oftimber battens be installed to ensure the protection dftreet treesas per
APPENDIK9,

1 A qudified Arborist should monitor these trees over a twelve (12) month period to evaluate

the trees recovery and provide technical information to Council as required.
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