
Alderwood Consulting Ltd, 1 Peartree Road, Southampton, SO19 7GU

Tel: 02380 444612 Mobile: 07736 230057

Email: jonathan@alder-wood.co.uk

Caroline Belmont

Planning and Design Manager
Vistry Thames Valley
550 Oracle Parkway
Thames Valley Park
READING
RG6 1PT

My Ref: D2218AMSL1
8th August 2022

Dear Caroline,

RE: READING GOLF CLUB, KIDMORE END ROAD, EMMER GREEN, READING
RG4 8SQ
PLANNING REF: 211843

In accordance with your instructions for Vistry Thames Valley, I have looked at the
recently amended layout proposed as a non-material amendment and compared its impact
on trees with the layout submitted in support of the outline planning application and my
observations are set out below.

1 The plans

1.1 Outline planning application: The outline application was supported by a tree
schedule and annotated layout, showing root protection areas (RPAs) and
indicating temporary tree protection measures and special measures e.g. for the

installation of surfacing. The ‘tree’ plan was the Arbortrack Systems Ltd ‘Tree
Protection Plan’ Rev: L dated November 2021. This was based on a topographical
survey of the site and showed the trees on and closely adjacent to the site.

1.2 Reserved matters non-material amendment revised layout: This is shown on the
ECE Architecture ‘Site Layout’ drawing no: 6960-PL-053 Revision H dated 29.07.22.
In almost all respects the relationships of proposed buildings and surfaces to trees

remain the same between the approved layout 2054-PL04 Site Layout, Rev L and
the proposed amended Revision H. There are minor differences:

1.2.1 Plot 83 – The rear garden is slightly larger, taking the rear fence line about 1m
further from the closest trees T183 and T184.
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1.2.2 Plot 97 - The rear fence has a minor realignment talking it further from T211.

1.2.3 Plots 181/182 - The rear west fence of Plot 181 has been realigned, with no significant
consequences for T51.

1.2.4 Plots 184/185 – The side fences of these plots have been realigned closer to the side
elevations of the dwellings, making the rear gardens slightly smaller but enlarging
the public open space that the tree stands in and improving its visibility from the
access.

2 Conclusion

2.1 Conclusion: The non-material amendment revised layout shows no substantive
changes to the tree/building/structure relationships. Trees may be retained and
protected with the same measures as indicated in the outline application drawings,
with appropriate details and methods to be shown in the AMS, which will use the
ECE Architecture ‘Site Layout’ drawing. The proposed minor amendment will not

cause additional harm to retained trees and for these reasons the proposals should
be acceptable to the Council in tree terms.

Please call me if you would like to discuss any of these points.

Yours sincerely

Jonathan Fulcher DipArb FArborA


