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DISCLAIMER

The Client acknowledges that this Report, and any opinions, advice or
recommendations expressed or given in it, are the information supplied by the Client
and on the data inspections, measurements and analysis carried out or obtained by
Jacksons Nature Works (JNW) and referred to in the Report. The Client should rely
on The Report, and on its contents, only to that extent.

Care has been taken to obtain all information from reliable sources. All data has been
verified as far as possible. However, Ross Jackson — Consulting Arborist can neither
guarantee nor be responsible for the accuracy of information provided by others.
Unless stated otherwise:

e Information contained in this report covers only the trees examined and
reflects the health and structure of the trees at the time of inspection. The
documented, observations, results, recommendations, and conclusions
given may vary after the site visit due to environmental conditions.

e The inspection was limited to visual examination from the base of the
subject tree without dissection, probing or coring.

e There is no warranty or guarantee, expressed or implied, that problems or
deficiencies of the subject trees may not arise in the future; &

e Unauthorised use of this report in any form is prohibited and remains the
intellectual property of Jacksons Nature Works until all costs are settled.

Ross Jackson

Consulting Arborist
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1. BACKGROUND and METHODOLOGY

1.1 The purpose of this Tree Report is to inform and accompany the development
application works at pennant Hills Road, Carlingford — The Site.

1.2 The report was commissioned by Meriton Group to consider the development
impacts on trees located on and around the Site.

1.3 This report outlines the health and condition of the subject trees, the remaining life
expectancy of the trees, identifies any visible defects or other problems, describes
which trees require pruning, removal, retention or represent a potential hazard and
comments on the impact on these trees in relation to the works proposed. The
report also provides recommended tree protection measures (Tree Management
Plan) to ensure the long-term preservation of the trees to be retained where
appropriate.

1.4 The Site is a series of residential sites with gardens at Carlingford.

1.5 The trees were identified by ground level Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) ! only
in the data collection, taken on 2.8.2023. No aerial (climbing) was undertaken.

1.6 All site photographs were taken by the author at the site. All photographs were
taken using a digital camera (Canon 7D) with no image enhancement either within
the camera or on computer.

1.7 The subject trees were located on plans supplied. The trees have been plotted and
can be found on Annexure B — Tree Location Plan.

1.8 The trees were identified, and their genus species and common name used. The
trees were identified by the use of data collected and compared to G Burnie, S
Forrester et al (1997) Botanica Random House, Milsons Point, NSW, Australia.

1.9 DBH. The Trunk Diameter at Breast Height (1.4 metres above ground level) in
centimetres was measured over bark using a metal tape which automatically
converts to diameter and assumes a circular trunk cross section.

1.10 DRB. The trunk Diameter above Root Buttress in centimetres was measured over
bark using a metal tape which automatically converts to diameter and assumes a
circular trunk cross section.

1.11 Height. Estimated overall height in metres.
1.12 Spread. Measured with a metal tape measure and shown in metres.
1.13 Useful Life Expectancy (ULE)2.
A systematic pre-development tree assessment procedure developed by Jeremy

Barrell, Hampshire, England. It gives a length of time that the Arborist feels a
particular tree can be retained with an acceptable level of risk based on the

! Mattheck, Dr. Clause & Breloer, Helge (1994) — Sixth Edition (2001) The Body Language of Trees
— A Handbook for Failure Analysis The Stationery Office, London, England

2 Barrell, Jeremy (1996, 2001) Pre-development Tree Assessment Proceedings of the International
Conference on Trees and Building Sites (Chicago) International Society of Arboriculture, Illinois, USA
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information available at the time of the inspection. SULE ratings are Long
(retainable for 40 years or more with an acceptable level of risk), Medium,
(retainable for 16 — 39 years), Short (retainable for 5 — 15 years) and Removal
(tree requiring immediate removal due to imminent hazard or absolute
unsuitability).

1.14 The Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) and Structural Root Zone (SRZ) have been
calculated in terms of AS 4970 — 2009 Protection of trees on development site
Section 3.

1.15 Retention value & landscape significance as described by ICAC — STARS ©
have been used for the trees in this report.

1.16 To prepare this report we have reviewed the following documents:
e Detail survey by JBW Surveyors Pty Ltd dated 23.3.2021
e Architectural plans by FK Architects dated 31.08.2023.
e Landscape plans by Urbis dated 1.9.2023, Rev 1.
e City of Parramatta Development Control Plan 2011, Part 5.4 Preservation of
Trees or Vegetation (DCP).
e Australian Standard AS 4970 — 2009 Protection of trees on development sites.

2. OBSERVATIONS as seen on the days of inspection (2.8.2023)

2.1 Our tree observations can be found in Annexure A. N.B. Since our initial site
inspection, the trees in this report are those found on site (the other trees number are
trees not found during the site inspection)

3. DISCUSSIONS.

3.1 We have been commissioned by Meriton Group, to examine the health and
condition of the trees on and around this development site.

It is proposed to demolish the existing and the construction of a new apartment
buildings on Site (development works).

3.2 We have examined the trees on site and can suggest the following considerations
for the development works:

1. The following are street trees along Shirley Street: Tree 1 Eucalyptus
parramattensis, tree 3, 4 & 5 Lophostemon confertus showing good condition except
tree 1 that has suspect structural integrity due to a Bracket Fungus at 2m — refer plate
1.

Tree 1 may live for many years without eventually succumbing to the loss of
structural stability by the effects of the bracket fungus, however, it may be expedient
to remove it now and replant a replacement tree in a similar situation.

Plus, the entire canopy is composed of epicormic regrowth which appears to be from
environmental stress — refer plate 2.



Trees 3, 4 & 5 can be retained as established street trees — refer plate 2.

Note tree 1 for removal and replacement planting and retain trees 3, 4 & 5 in the
development works.

/ / .,
oo

Plate 1: Bracket fun| now growing through the trunk rotéctlon

Plate 2: Tree 1 with entire foliage being epicormic regrowth.



Plate 3: Trees 3, 4, & 5.

2. The following trees are located on site: Tree 6 Liquidambar styraciflua (good
condition — refer plate 4), tree 8 Callistemon viminalis (low retention value — refer
plate 5), tree 9 Melaleuca linariifolia (good condition — refer plate 5), tree 10, 11, 12
Lophostemon confertus (good condition — refer plate 5), tree 20 Cedrus atlantica
(High retention value & good condition, low branches may require pruning — refer
plate 6), tree 21 Jacaranda mimosifolia (poor form & low retention value — refer plate
6), tree 22 Lagerstroemia indica (good condition & low retention value — refer plate
7), tree 23 Liquidambar styraciflua (fair condition with major upper canopy storm
damage, low retention value — refer plate 7), tree 24 Acer palmatum (trunk damage &
low retention value — refer plate 8) tree 26 Jacaranda mimosifolia (poor form — refer
plate 9), tree 27 Cedrus atlantica (good condition & high retention tree in streetscape
— refer plate 10), tree 28 Callistemon viminalis (low retention value — refer plate 11),
tree 29 Camelia sasanqua (low retention value — refer plate 11), tree 30 Cedrus
atlantica (poor form — refer plate 12), tree 35 Angophora costata (poor form — refer
plate 13) tree 36 Callistemon viminalis (poor form & OHPL pruning — refer plate 14),
tree 38 Grevillea robusta (low retention value — refer plate 15), tree 40 Callistemon
viminalis (fair condition & covered in Ivy — low retention value — refer plate 16), tree
44 Lagerstroemia indica (low retention value — refer plate 16), tree 45 & 46
Liquidambar styraciflua (low retention value — refer plate 17), tree 58 Pittosporum
undulatum (suppressed form — low retention value), tree 68 Chamaecyparis sp. (good
condition, exotic tree of low retention value — refer plate 18), tree 69 Quercus robur
(good condition with high retention value — refer plate 19), tree 71 Grevillea robusta
(poor form — topped & low retention value — refer plate 20), tree 72 Brachychiton
discolor (topped & many branch pruning — refer plate 21), tree 73 Jacaranda
mimosifolia (poor form & low retention value — refer plate 21), tree 74 Brachychiton
acerifolia (topped & low retention value — refer plate 18), tree 75 Acacia decurrens
(low retention value).

It is proposed to remove all these trees on site.



It is noted that the landscape plans include the replanting of hundreds of trees as part
of the future landscaping on site to maintain the next generation of trees in this
locality.

Plate 4: Tree 6.

Plate 5: Trees 8, 9, 10, 11 & 12.



Plate 6: Tree 20 & 21.
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Plate 7: Trees 22 & 23.



Plate 9: Tree 26.
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Plate 13: Tree 34 & 35.
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Plate 15: Tree 38.
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Plate 16: Tree 40

41 & 44.

Plate 17: Tree 45 & 46.
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Plate 19: Tree 69.
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Plate 20: Tree 71, 72 & 73.

3. The following trees are classified as exempt species in Council’s DCP and can be
removed: Tree 7 & 41 Ligustrum lucidum, tree 25 Magnolia soulangiana Nigra and
tree 34 Photinia glabra.

Note these trees for removal in the development works.
4. The following trees are located in the neighbour’s properties Tree 25A Morus nigra
(Good condition & behind brick wall along site boundary — refer plate 8) & 76 Celtis

australis is located in the neighbour’s property north — refer plate 21.

The development works are confined to site to ensure the retention of these
neighbour’s trees.

Plate 22: Tree 76.
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3.3 The landscape plan shows so many more trees being replanted on site and along
the street frontages that more than compensates for the number of trees being
removed. The landscape plan is supported by JINW.

3.4 The drainage plan shows where the trees are impacted on site and those trees have
been accounted for in this report.

4. RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations are advised:

a)
b)

c)
d)
e)
f)

9)

h)

)
K)

Remove the following street tree: Tree 1.

Retain the following street trees: Tree 3, 4, 5.

Remove the following Exempt trees on site: Tree 7, 25, 34, 37, 41.

Remove the following tree on site: Tree 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24,
26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 35, 36, 38, 40, 44, 45, 46, 58, 68, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75.
Retain the following neighbour’s trees: Tree 25A & 76.

Tree removal work shall be carried out by an experienced tree surgeon in
accordance with Safe Work Australia Guide for Managing Risks of Tree
Trimming and Removal (2016).

Install the following Tree Protection Measures around the retained street tree:
Tree 3, 4 & 5, tree protection measures shall be a temporary fence of chain
wire panels 1.8 metres in height (or equivalent), supported by steel stakes or
concrete blocks as required and fastened together and supported to prevent
sideways movement. Existing boundary fences or walls are to be retained shall
constitute part of the tree protection fence where appropriate. A sign is to be
erected on the tree protection fences of the trees to be retained that the trees
are covered by Council's tree preservation orders and that "No Access" is
permitted into the tree protection zone — refer Annexure D.

Trunk protection shall consist of a padding material such as hessian or thick
carpet underlay wrapped around the trunk. Timber planks (50mm x 100mm or
similar) shall be placed over the padding and around the trunk of the tree at
150mm centres. The planks shall be secured with 8-gauge wire or hoop steel at
300mm spacing. Trunk protection shall extend a minimum height of 2 metres
on trees 3, 4, 5 — refer Annexure D.

Install the following Tree Protection Measures around the retained trees: Trees
3,4,5,25A & 77, tree protection measures shall be a temporary fence of chain
wire panels 1.8 metres in height (or equivalent), supported by steel stakes or
concrete blocks as required and fastened together and supported to prevent
sideways movement. A sign is to be erected on the tree protection fences of
the trees to be retained that the trees are covered by Council's tree preservation
orders and that "No Access" is permitted into the tree protection zone — refer
Annexure D.

The Tree Management Plan & Specifications shall be prepared for the issue of
the Construction Certificate.

An AQF Level 5 Project Arborist shall be engaged to supervise the building
works and certify compliance with all Tree Protection Measures.

The tree location plans can be found on Annexure B; &
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m) The tree impact plans can be found on Annexure C.

LS
Ross Jackson M.A.A. & M.A.ILLH. Co-written by
Consulting Arborist 1695 Luke Jackson

Graduate Certificate in Arboriculture AQF Level 8 (Honours) Arborist AQF Level 5
Diploma Horticulture (Arboriculture) — AQF Level 5

Certificate 111 in Horticulture

Certificate in Horticulture (Landscape — Honours)
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Annexure A: Observations as seen on the day of inspection of trees 2.8.2023

Tree | Botanical Name Age | Height | Spread | D.B.H. | D.R.B. | TPZ SRZ Condition comments as seen on site | ULE Landscape Retention value
No Class | (m) (m) (cm) (cm) (radius m) | (radius m) significance
Eucalvotus G vitality, ST, surface roots along Medium Medium - Low
1 YPus M |16 10 65 80 7.8 3 kerb, 10% DW, bracket fungus @ | 2 (4e)
parramattensis ;
2m with dead branch above
itali imbi i High High
3 Lophostemon M 9 8 50 60 6 27 G V|§aI|ty, ST, climbing Ficus 2 g g
confertus pumila up 1/2 of tree
4 | Lophostemon M |8 6 30 |35 |36 21 G vitality. ST. 2 High High
confertus
itali imbi i High High
5 Lophostemon M 8 6 45 50 54 95 G V|§aI|ty, ST, climbing Ficus 5 g g
confertus pumila up 1/2 of tree
iqui Medium Medium
6 quU|d_ambar M 10 10 55 65 6.6 2.8 G vitality, branches 6m into site 2
styraciflua
7 Ligustrum lucidum M 6 - - - - - Exempt species 4 Low Remove
8 Callistemon viminalis | M 7 6 3x20 |45 4.2 2.4 G vitality, branches 6m into site 2 Medium Low
N Exempt species, N.B. Celtis Low Remove
9 Melaleuca linariifolia | M 5 7 35 40 4.2 2.3 9x9X50/60 adjacent G vitality 4
10 | Lophostemon M |10 |8 40 45 4.8 24 G vitality 2 Medium Low
confertus
Lophostemon - Medium Low
11 confertus M 10 8 40 45 4.8 2.4 G vitality 2
12 | Lophostemon M |9 8 35 40 4.2 2.3 G vitality 2 Medium Low
confertus
G vitality, low hanging branches to High Medium
20 Cedrus atlantica M 8 16 80 95 9.6 3.2 Nth corner, N.B. 5m Date Palm 1
adjacent
g1 | Jacaranda M |9 7 40 45 48 2.4 F vitality, ivy up to 7m 4c Low Low
mimosifolia
22 Lagerstroemia indica | M 6 4 2x20 |40 3.4 2.3 G vitality 2 Low Low
iaui itali i Low Low
23 L|qU|d_ambar M 10 10 60 75 79 29 F vitality, snapouts on every major 4c
styraciflua limb
24 | Acer palmatum M 7 7 2x25 |50 4.2 25 F vitality, trunk decay 4d Low Low




i Low Remove
25 Magnoll_a T M 5 5 2x15 | 45 2.5 2.4 Exempt species 4
soulangiana 'Nigra
25A | Morus nigra M 7 7 5x10 | 40 2.7 2.3 G vitality, ND, behind brick wall. 2 Medium Medium
itali Low Low
2% Ja}cara_ndg M 7 6 60 20 79 28 F wtahty, 1/2 canopy pruned due to 4c
mimosifolia OHPL, ivy
27 Cedrus atlantica M 8 8 40 45 4.8 2.4 G vitality 2 Medium Medium
28 | Callistemon viminalis | M 8 7 2x35 |50 5.9 25 G vitality 2 Low Low
29 | Camellia sasanqua M 6 6 20 25 2.4 1.8 G vitality, suppressed by T28 4e Low Low
itali Low Low
30 | Cedrus deodara M |12 |10 55 65 6.6 2.8 G vitality, OHPL, canopy prunedto | 2 (4c,
boundary = poor form 4e)
34 | Photinia glabra M 4 4 2x15 | 25 2.5 1.8 Exempt species, 4 Low Remove
itali 0 i Low Remove
35 Angophora costata M 8 8 25 30 3 2 P vitality, :.30 % DB/DW thin 4c
canopy foliage
. Lo 2x20 o Low Remove
36 Callistemon viminalis | M 6 3 25 " | 50 4.5 2.5 P vitality, OHPL pruned 4c
38 | Grevillea robusta M 8 6 2x20 |35 34 2.1 G vitality 2 Medium Low
itali Low Low
40 | callistemon viminalis | M | 8 8 2%30 |50 |5.1 25 Fvitality, topped @ 2m > 4c
endocormic regrowth
41 | Ligustrum lucidum M - - - - - - Exempt species 4 Low Remove
44 | Lagerstroemia indica | M 6 4 4x10 |30 2.4 2 G vitality 2 Low Low
i Medium Medium
45 | Liquidambar M |10 |10 50 50 6 25 G vitality 2
styraciflua
iaui Medium Medium
a6 | Liquidambar M |10 |8 35 45 |42 24 G vitality 2
styraciflua
5g | Pittosporum M |10 10 50 60 6 2.7 G vitality 2 Medium Low
undulatum
68 | Chamaecyparis sp. M 10 8 30,45 |75 6.5 2.9 G vitality 2 Medium Low
69 Quercus robur M 14 18 65 75 78 29 S{X:;allty, 3 X dead stubs. Snap out 1 High Medium
71 | Grevillea robusta M 12 8 60 70 7.2 2.8 G vitality — topped at 7m 2 (4e) | Low Low
i itali Medium Low
72 B_rachychlton M 10 8 95 105 114 34 G vitality, topped @ 10m, branches 2 (4¢)
discolor pruned towards house
73 | Jacaranda M |10 10 2%x35 | 60 5.9 2.7 F vitality 3 Low Low
mimosifolia
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Brachychiton - Low Low
74 acerifolius 4 35 40 4.2 2.3 G vitality, topped 2 (4e)
75 | Acacia decurrens M 5 4x10 |30 2.4 2 G vitality 3(4e) | Low Low
76 Celtis australis M 10 2x35 | 60 5.9 2.7 G vitality, ND 2 Medium Medium

21




Terms used in Tree Survey & Report:

Age Class

(Y) — Young refers to a well-established but juvenile tree. Less than 1/3 life expectancy

(SM) — Semi-mature refers to a tree at growth stages between immaturity and full size. A tree has
reached First Adult Form i.e., displays adult characteristics. 1/3 to 2/3 life expectancy

(M)- Mature refers to a full-size tree with some capacity for future growth. Older than 2/3 life
expectancy

(OM) — Over-mature refers to a tree approaching decline or already declining. Older than 2/3 life
expectancy and showing signs of irreversible decline.

Health refers to a tree’s vigour, growth rate, disease and/or insects.

Vitality summarises observations about the health and structure of the tree on a scale of: (G) Good, (F)
Fair, (P) Poor & (D) Dead.

Good: Tree is generally healthy and free from obvious signs of structural weaknesses or significant
effects of pests and diseases or infection.

Fair: Tree is generally vigorous although has some indication of being adversely affected by the early
effects of disease or infection or environmental or mechanical damage. Appropriate tree maintenance
can usually improve overall health and halt decline.

Poor: Tree in decline and is not likely to improve with reasonable maintenance practices or has a
structural fault such as bark inclusion.

Dead: Tree no longer capable of sustained growth.

Deadwood (DW) — deadwood found in canopy as a percentage.

Over Head Power Lines (OHPL) — upper canopy pruned to accommodate power lines at a given
height.

Height expressed in metres refers to estimated overall height of tree.

Next Door tree (ND) — tree located in the neighbour’s property.

Street Tree (ST) — tree located in Councils footpath reserve.

Spread expressed in metres refers to estimated spread of crown at the drip line.

(DBH) Diameter at Breast Height expressed in millimetres refers to the trunk diameter at 1.4 metres
above ground level. Where there are multiple trunks the combined diameter has been calculated in

terms of Appendix A — AS 4970 — 2009, shown in brackets.

(DRB) Diameter above Root Buttress expressed in millimetres refers to the trunk diameter above root
buttress.

(TPZ) Tree Protection Zone & Structural Root Zone (SRZ) as defined by AS 4970 — 2009 Section 3

(ULE) The various ULE categories indicate the useful life anticipated for an individual tree or trees
assessed as a group. Factors such as the location, age, condition and vitality of the tree are significant to
the determination of this rating. Other influences such as the tree’s effect on better specimens and the
economics of managing the tree successfully in its location are also relevant to ULE (Barrell 1993,
1995, 2001).
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IACA Significance of a Tree, Assessment Rating System (STARS)D
(IACA 2010)®

In the development of this document LACA acknosiedges the conbribution and onginal concept of the Foolprint Green Tree
Significance & Retenticn Value Matrix, developed by Footpeirt Green Py Lid in Jure 2001.

The landscape significance of a fres (4 an essenlial arterion o establish ke imporiance that a panicular ires may have on &
site. However, rating the significance of a tree becomes subjective and difficult to ascertain in a consistent and repetitive
fashion dus to assessor bias. B is therefore recessany o have a rating system utilising mﬂmmm to assis
in chebermaning the retanbion value fof a iree, To assist this process all definiions for 1efms used in e Tres

Azzeszment Crilerna and Tree Refention Valve - Prionly Mainx, are taken from the LACA Dictionary for Managing Tr“sm
Lirban Envircnments 2008,

This rating system will assist i the plarning prosesses. for proposed works, above and below ground whene rees ane 1o be
retained on of adpcent a development site. The sysbem uses a scale of Righ, Medivm and Low significance in the

. Dnee the landscape significance of an indridual tree has been defined, the rebenbon value can be determined.
An exampie of its we inan Arboricutural Feport [ shown a8 Append A

FRETIMUTE diF KDSTHLLIRS

Tree Significance - Assessment Criteria 1 A-Coa
1 Hﬂh smﬂlﬁ'ﬂl“m in |ﬂﬂm (Pl |.1|1.| I-1IIIIHr' i

The tres is in good condon and good vigour;

- The inesa MIMWWMM

= The e is & remnand of i & planded localy indigenous specimen and'or i rere of uncomemen in the local area or of Botanical
inSgrasd or of substantial age:

=  The tree is listed as a Hadtage Hem, Threatened Speces or part of an Endangered ecalogical community or listed on Councis
signficant Tree Regisber,

- The brew ts visually promirent and viskie from o considerable dstance when viewed fram mesd directions within the landscage
due bo fts size and scale and makes a posive contribution o the ocal ameniy,

= ﬂ-hniuppahmcﬂ.l.ruiculurllHMWWWI.“MWMMMEmmuW
GroUD of had Commamorative villes:

= The tree's growih i unresincied by above and below ground inflsnces, supporting s abilty io reach dimensions typical for ha
taws i sily = Inss |5 appropriabe 1o e Sie condiions.

2. Medium Significance in landscape

- The ires is bn falr-good condiion and good o ke vigeour:
= The tree has Sorm bypical or atypical of the speciss:

The tren ts & plarted lccally indigenous of a commaon spacies with s taxa commonty planied in the local area
The iree & visible Brom surcanding properies. although not wisually prominen B8 partally obatrucied by ofher vegetation of

buildings wivan vigwed from the steed,
= Tha tres provides & fair contnbation to the visual chamacter and amanity of the local anes,

= The tree’s grosth is moderately restricied by above or below ground influences, reducing 5 abiiity bo reach dimensions typical
fiaf Shi b in gl

3. Low Significance in landscape

Thee tréd |8 in Tair-poar condition and good of lgw vigour,

Thss trése Feirs foim atyphcal of the species

The tréed (8 ned visible or i pantly visiok from sumoundiing propedies 8 obsinscied By iher vegetation or Bulldings,

The trea provides a miner contribution or has & negatve impact on the visual characier and amanity of the focal area,

The tree is a young speciman which may or may not have reached dimersion to be protected by local Tree Presersation ordess

of similar protection mechanisms and can easily be repiaced with & suftabie specimen.

- The lree's growih i stvensly restricted By above of Balow ground influsnces, uwnikely to reach dimensions typleal for the Lax in
S - ree i Inappropriate 1o the site conditions,

«  The tnes is ksted a3 sxempt under the provisicns of the local Councd Tree Preservation Order or similar profection machanisms,

= The tres havs & wound or defect that has potential to become structurally wsound.

Enwironmental Pesi ¢ Hoxlous Weed Species
- The tres (s an Enviconmaentsl Pest Specis duse 1 its vasivensss of poisancus’ allengenic praperties.

= The ires ts 0 Seciged noxious weed by legisiation,
H 1] Ena

= The iTes (5 Sinsciuraily urdound and'or ungiabie and is consigensd pobeniinly daNGRITUS,
= The tren is dead, o is i imeversible decline, or has the potentiad bo Tall or colapse in full or part in B iImmediate o short bem,

The tree is to have a minimum of three (3) criteria in a category to be classified in that group.

MNota: The assesament criteda are for Indlvidual trees anly, however, can be spplied 15 & manecuteal stand In s entively &.4.
hedge.

IACA HHD PACA Sariifdaing of e Tree A Rahag 5 [RTARS), Wb of Aotk Ciduling ABONnculiists, wvey WcE oG s
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Table 1.0 Tree Retention Value - Priority Matrix.

Significance
1. High 1, Mgdum 3, Lips
Significances in Significance in Significancs in Envinonmessnial Hazardous |
Landscaps Landscaps Landscaoes Past ' Moxkoun brerrara i
W eeed Elﬂ- D Hine
1, Lang
=4 pwars

g

=

a 2. hadiam

ﬁ_ 15-40

= Years E

(1]

gl

S | 3 shen

E =1=13

- LT ]

.ﬁ

w Daad /

7
INERITI NE G0 AN SETELLIGN
Lﬂgng for Mgl'ﬂ:l: Mﬁﬁn‘l ”
T T L Ik

— —
I-Frlnrity' for Retention (High) - Thess trees are considersd importart for retention and shouid be retained and
prodected. Dadign madfcaton of re-ocalion o buldings should Bd considersd 1o accommodaly [he setbaciy as
prescribed By e Australian Standand ASESTO Profecicn of bees on déwelopmes 2fes. Tree sanslive conmsimiction
medsuTes must be implemanted 0.g. pHer and beam eic ifworks an o proceed wNin the Tres Prolecion Zone:

. I Conslder for Retention (Medium) - Trass tress may be o and protected. Thess are considersd as
efifical. Fowever Bair relenticn should remain pricrly with memoval considensd only it adversaly afecting the propossd
bulidingf=orks and all other aRemneaties heee been considened and exhasusied

Consider for Removal [Low) - Thess e aee net considensd imporant Tor nelenticn, nor regquire special =oiks
or design modificaion |0 be mpismenied for thair resengion,

Frin:rrit:,r for Removal - Thess trees are considersd harsidous, oF in mreverible decing, of weeds and should Be
/ rerrvoreed Imespectve of devslopment
Z

USE OF THIS DOCUMENT AND REFERENCING
The 1ACA Significance of a Tree, Assessment Rating System (STARS) & free b use. bul only i its entinety and must

be cited as folows:;

IACA, 2010, ACA Sgrifcance of @ Tree, Assessment Ratng Syafem (STARS), Insttute of Auwsbralian Consulting

Arbonculurists, Austrakia, wwiw laca, ong.au

REFERENCES

Sarsirafin ICOMAOES e REER), he B (havdesr

s s R B P T AT |

Fha Amiralian OOUOS Charisr e Pigoss of Cilersl Sapnificancs, Inlsmobonal Counal of Moresmaents snd

Drageet B0 and Richards PA 3000, [iciosgry ko Managing Freas in Ulden Dovioaments, naliute of Lpsdralon Corauling Srbonouliumsts (L4 ] IR0

Fudefiany, LoSngwood, YWickon, Ausirka

T oodprnt (arpon PRy U 200 Foolpeind (rovsy Trew Sgeaficanos & Relation Vel et Syalon, RI3W fasbraks, s inplpenigress qom gy

WCA A0, MCA Sapndfcnton of a Tl ASSlSamand e Syomes |5 TARST lahnms of Adriraian Consuling Arbonosil el w06 (95
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Appendix A

The following example shows the I|ACA Significance of a Tree,
Assessment Rating System (STARS) used in an Arboricultural report.

Tree Significance

Determined by using the Tree Significance - Assessment Crtenia of the [ACA
Sigmificance of a Tree, Assessment Raling System (STARSFD (IACA, 2010), Appendix
B.

Trees 14, 16, 17/3, 19 and 20/4 are of high significance with the remaining majority of
medium significance and a few of low significance. Tree 14 is significant as a prominant
specimen and a food source for indigenous avian fauna., Tree 16 as a non-locally
indigencus planting is of good from and prominent in situ; Tree 17/3 as a stand of 8
street trees along the Davey Street frontage screening views to and from the site and
contiguous with trees in Victoria Park extending the aesthetic influence of the urban
canopy to the site. Similarly for Trees 204 as street trees in Long Road and Tree 19 as
an extant exotic planting as a senescent compenent of the original landscaping. The
trees of low significance are recent plantings as fruit trees — Avocados, and 1
Cootamundra Wattle as a non-locally indigenous free in ireversible decline and
potentially structurally unsound

Significance Scale

Bigmificance 1 | 2 ' 3
1 = High Ecale
2 ~ Medium Thee 190, W, 16, 1773, 1, | UL,2.4,5.6.7.8, |3, 152
3 = Low SAnndg MO 0 | 9 10,11, 12715,
18, 21

Tree Retenfion Value

Determined by using the Retention Value - Priorty Matrix of the 1ACA Significance of a
Tree, Assessment Rating System (STARSD (JACA, 2010}, Appendix B.

Retention Value

i T Medium 1l Low —F~ Remove

High = Priority for Retention : Ciesidior Jor Sele Covraicder fof Pricaby for
Medium — Consider for Retention - Illl /
Luw-Cnrﬁl-_:lar_Fu:Rmmﬂ e 1.5 2 4.6,7 B 312213, 22
Remove - Pricrty for Removal Stand o 179, 19 9,10, 11,

14, 15, 18,

18, 204",

2%

* Trors Iocmind within he maighbounng propsety ond shoukd be retnned ard poseciod

LA 200, MCA Sipaafeance of a Tree, Assessmend Rang Syshem [STARSH nstiule of Saaamian Consiing ATbOnouiensis, wass VIca o]
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Annexure B: Tree location plan
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Annexure C: Tree impact plans

1.8 GROUND FLOOR - LANDSCAPE CONCEPT PLAN

The te (ot proonet o Cotoghord wil tm o vlrwe
ared rw g spece T corvwel s geopie b cebr The
Contral ek will b the bt of the precincs, grovidng &
Shace W recrostion, relasalinn, ) Comra sty everts.
The pors will e dtmigred 1s be retuves oxd sccesslie

%0 ML with & variety of fsatures 12wt pecple of o

agen end siiSes. The park will Do wsounded ty &

AN mixot al, L, s retad develope
The averadi goal o 10 create & westanatie s Svatie
CONem iy TR i Gonreetied %0 NS

Propered by Wrtte S Mewon

35



1.9 LANDSCAPE CONCEPT PLAN - CENTRAL PARK

N The park will festure & playground with a vacety of
£ x?vmlladia-\ddmnwvndnom
< e With tables and benches. The park also

Seatures an amghitheater whech can cater for a dver sty

! of growp ses. A walking track winds through the park,

T oftering sturning views of the surrounding Landscape

,  and punciated with Stness stations. Native vegetation

will be ytilised to estabinh » vense of place whilst slso

. prowicing hatatat for the local teadvernty and creste an

N ecclogical connection 10 mumounding reerves.

" 263141 e Slis Road, wherd L Paes eg Procoast
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1.I2ZLANDSCAPE CONCEPT PLAN - COMMUNITY LINK

CONCEPT

The Erttry Plazs will creste s sense of wrivel anc a
wwicoming and acceilile wace for cecple of wl sges
ard abilties. It witl be Sesigned to be 8 gathering place kor
the community, a place 1o relax, learn and explore. The
Plaza will sl so inchude o number of scoessibie features,
uch 8 ramgs, whde walkoway's, and a0cessidle seating.
Ths will eniure Tt everyone Can enjy The plazs,
regardiess of thew abvliny.

Legond

(3) Seating Pods
’ (@) entryPlaza

(3) Accessible Path

v _' (® Centrai Acsess Stars

Landscape Concept Plan

bl TE I8 Povwant Pl Mol Cortrgir d Landu apm Paning Pogenasl
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1.14LANDSCAPE CONCEPT PLAN - RETAIL PLAZA

T s SALE v | CONCET
— £ v ' g The design of Bhe retal plars will create o welcoming
_ : ) v 8 space for sheppers. The goal is 1o creste
’ . v} » space that is both functional and atiractive, and that
L ’ ! ) | " I ENOoUrages peaple 50 Unger and spend e, The plaze
. - | will be designed 10 be pedestrian-iriendly, with wide
walkways and plonty of seating. The Landscaping will be
hassh and inwng. with an arrival farecoun

Legend

(1) Outdoor Dining
(3) Roised Placters
@ Certral Seating Lourge Areas

() Entry Arbour

/ (5) Parmeatile Paving

@ Arrival Forecourt

2 : 5 ,-" \ l
Landscape Concept Plan —"“ﬁ) 9

Figure 8

x TP J0L Pannent Hile Sl Cortingford L asou siw Plwca g Pogensl
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Annexure D: Tree protection details

LEGEND:
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FIGURE 3 PROTECTIVE FENCING
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	Appendix 11 – Arboricultural Impact Assessment



