I refer to your letter dated 25 May 2010, in connection with conditions 3 and 7 of the above mentioned permission.  
Condition 3

I have consulted Moray Simpson (the Council’s tree officer) regarding the specification, and he has commented as follows:


The specification of the materials to be used is inadequate and it 
appears that the method statement does not follow a logical method of 
construction. It appears that no arboricultural or engineering advice has 
been taken in drawing up this method statement.


Point 1:  No mention is made of working methods which should be 
employed to prevent damage to the soil structure during this operation. 
Also I question the consolidation of the soil.  How much consolidation 
will be done.  How will this be achieved and how will the CBR be 
checked to ensure that the soil hasn't been over compacted?  An 
arboriculturist and an engineer will be required to advice on these 
matters.


Point 2:  Is it not usual to undertake this task after the geo-grids have 
been charged with aggregate?  Also, what dimensions are the edge 
boards and how will these be installed.  What material are they made 
from?


Point 3:  See point 6.


Point 4:  I don't understand this point.  Are we talking about a three 
dimensional geo-grid here, as one dimensional geo-grids are not 
acceptable?  If it is a three dimensional geo-grid, such as Cellweb or 
Geoweb, then these are charged with the aggregate. 


Point 5:  Is this the wearing course, or does this refer to the three 
dimensional geo-grid base course?  I don't quite understand this point.


Point 6:  It is usual to use a geo-textile. This should not be optional 
unless it can be proved that the fabric layer isn't required.  The geo-
textile must be placed over the ground layer first, to ensure the 
aggregate doesn't work down into the soil layer over time. 


Point 7: Angular stone isn't optional either. For geo-grids to work 
properly, they must be charged with angular clean 20-40 mm (non 
limestone aggregate). The use of 5-14 mm aggregate will block up the 
pore spaces, thus defeating the purpose of using a system which is 
supposed to allow air and moisture to diffuse through to the ground. 


It is unclear what wearing course is to be used.  No product 
specification sheets have submitted.  A cross sectional drawing should 
be submitted to clarify matters.  Additionally drawings showing existing 
and proposed levels haven't been submitted with the method statement 
as the condition requests.  With regards to levels where the new 
driveway meets the existing driveway, there hasn't been any 
information submitted which shows how the difference in levels can be 
married up without excavating within the adjacent trees' root protection 
areas.’
Based upon this information, it is not possible to confirm that condition 3 is satisfied.  It is suggested that the consideration is given to the 3D geogrids from Cellweb and Geosynthetics, and it is believed that both companies will provide expert advice on their products, which should enable sufficient details for the condition to be complied with.  If you are unclear about the points raised by our tree officer, please discuss directly with him – on telephone no. 01978 292529.
Condition 7

Since the planning permission includes the green hatched area as part of the application site, technically I still require details for a landscape management plan for this area even though it is your clients’ intention for this area not to be sold with the new properties.  This area still forms part of the application site, and this area cannot be excluded (including the condition) unless a further planning application is submitted.
To try and resolve matters without having to submit another application, can your client confirm that the area will agreed to be maintained in its current state, ie as a grassland/woodland area, and that the grassland area (ie the area of the former railway line) will not subdivided by fencing or other enclosures along the original plot divisions, or used for ancillary residential purpose(s)?  The appearance should remain as similar to the appearance as inspected in 2009, as shown in the 3 photos below.  If this can be confirmed, I believe this planning condition will be satisfied.  If alterations to this management scheme or other planting is intended within this area, then the further details should be submitted to verify these details. 
[image: image1.jpg]



[image: image2.jpg]


[image: image3.jpg]



I apologise for the delay in replying, but I hope this clarifies the position regarding the pre-commencement conditions. 
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