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ARUN DISTRICT GOUNGIL ‘AL 4121 /RES 70 1%

eserved matters application. Therefore, this report has

or raquired to enable the local planning suthority to

> duty placed upon thern by se

amendad, 20214

included are & BS5837:201 St tree sunvay, arboriculiural impact assessmant, and &

i
i

tree protection strategy including a method statement and prot

urveved, twenty-three are proposed for removal

o

Those to be removed are all of low and poor quality. Any foss that may be felt as a result of

sval can be mitigeted through new planting within the site.

:

Al areas of proposed construction occur outside the RPAs of retained trees.

i

Taren s e e ORI X R P S5 P T ST O 0y TP S T USROS
free protection commitrmants include: erecting barriers and a pre-start audit/meeting.

Provided the protection strategy is implemented as outlined, B is my opinion that this

applization is of low arboricultural impact, and thus acceptable.
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BS5837:2012 Table 1 -Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Category and definition

Criteria (including subcategories where appropriate)

Trees unsuitable for retention (see Note)

Those in such a condition that
they cannot realistically be
retained as living trees in the
context of the current land use
for longer than 10 years

*Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to
collapse, including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g.
where, for whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)

*Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline
*Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or
very low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality

NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to

preserve; see 4.5.7.

1 Mainly arboricultural
qualities

2 Mainly landscape qualities

3 Mainly cultural
values, including
conservation

Trees to be considered for retention

Trees of high quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 40 years

Trees that are particularly
good examples of their
species, especially if rare or
unusual; or those that are
essential components of
groups or formal or semi-
formal arboricultural
features (e.g. the dominant
and/or principal trees within
an avenue)

Trees, groups or woodlands of
particular visual importance as
arboricultural and/or landscape
features

Trees, groups or
woodlands of
significant
conservation,
historical,
commemorative or
other value (e.g.
veteran trees or wood-
pasture)

Trees of moderate quality with
an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 20 years

Trees that might be included
in category A, but are
downgraded because of
impaired condition (e.g.
presence of significant
though remediable defects,
including unsympathetic
past management and storm
damage), such that they are
unlikely to be suitable for
retention for beyond 40
years; or trees lacking the
special quality necessary to
merit the category A
designation

Trees present in numbers, usually
growing as groups or woodlands, such
that they attract a higher collective
rating than they might as individuals;
or trees occurring as collectives but
situated so as to make little visual
contribution to the wider locality

Trees with material
conservation or other
cultural value

Trees of low quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 10 years,
or young trees with a stem
diameter below 150mm

Unremarkable trees of very
limited merit or such
impaired condition that they
do not qualify in higher
categories

Trees present in groups or woodlands,
but without this conferring on them
significantly greater collective
landscape value; and/or trees offering
low or only temporary/transient
landscape benefits

Trees with no material
conservation or other
cultural value
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Est.
Height | Stem Diameter Canopy NESW Crown Age Class | Observations Remaining | Date Surveyed BS
\ Clearance Contribution Cat
\ § Fair overall Physiological and
X Structural condition. Growing in
k)
\;\\ Acer campestre ém 200#mm 3N3E3S3W 2m Mature hedge. Diameter estimated as stem 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
&\ inaccesible.
SREE i i
\}s\ Cupressocyparis 12m 300#mm Mature | Boundary screen. Formally olipped at |4 vooee | 247072021 c2
k\\\\\ leylandii X base. Top becoming overgrown.
Sy ; -
Spn Cupressooyparls | o onece | qam 300#mm Mature | Boundary screen. Formally clipped at |15 vears | 24/9/2021 c2
&\\\\\\ leylandii X base. Top becoming overgrown.
§\§ CuDressocyparis Group of two mature specimens.
§-;‘\ ’IJe Iandiiyg( 14m 800mm 55N55E55855W 3m Mature Little foliage in lower crown. Limited 10 Years 24/9/2021 C1
&\\\ y long term value
AR
\\§&§ Salix babylonica 2.5m 100#mm 2NZ2ZE2S2W 1im Semi-Mature | Small ornamental 10 Years 24/9/2021 C1
REaEs
6 uercus robur edunculate Oa m mm oung eedling ears
\\\“\\S Q b Pedunculate Oak | 3 200# 2N2E2S2W Y Seedli 10V, 24/9/2021 ct
w Fair overall Physiological and
2 Pinus sylvestris 9m 600#mm 6N5SE5S5W Mature Structural condition but short so has 20 Years 24/9/2021 B2
&\\% limited wider landscape value
M Unremarkable. Seedling becoming
Q‘\\\% Fraxinus excelsior m 200mm 25N25E25825W 1m Early-Mature | established. Limited long term life 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
B expectancy.
%\\\ Historic reduction. Now regrown.
23] Populus alba 19m 600mm 9N9E9S9W 2.5m Mature Limited potential for retention within 10 Years 24/9/2021 c2
&\\% residential development.
\\ x Group, mixed Group comprising Leyland cypress
'\S\ p.T 15m 500#mm 1m Mature and poplar seedlings. Limited quality 10 Years 24/9/2021 c2
species
\\\ and long term value.
\\ Fair overall Physiological and
R Populus alba 15m 700#mm 9NOE9S9W 2m Mature Structural condition.Off-site and 20 Years 24/9/2021 B2
&\\ inaccessible- dimensions estimated.
RS " -
Q\\% Salix fragilis 6m 200#mm im | Early-Mature S‘Srg”b’ii;’;sged""gs becoming 10 Years 24/9/2021 c1
B
. i
§\\§ C“’I’gf::dciiy;’(a”s Leyland Cypress | 1.5m 100mm Early-Mature | Formal hedge 10 Years 24/9/2021 c1
B
\\Q : - -
\\\%§ Cupressocyparis 2.5m 100mm Early-Mature | - 0"mal roadside hedge. Requiring 10 Years 24/9/2021 c1
&\\\\ leylandii X management to maintain if retained.
\\\\§ Cupressocyparis Hedgerow plant becoming
S I Leyland Cypress 9m 200#mm 3N3E3S3W 2m Early-Mature | established Not plotted on survey 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
&\\\ leylandii X base plan- location estimated.
\\§ Seedling becoming established Not
\\i\\ Populus alba 8m 200#mm 3N3E3S3W 1.5m Semi-Mature | plotted on survey base plan- location 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
R \ estimated.
M Fair overall Physiological and
FaE Prunus cerasifera 5m 400#mm 4N4E4S4W 2m Mature Structural condition.Not plotted on 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
&\% survey base plan- location estimated.
3
\\\*\\‘\\\ Populus alba m 200#mm 2N2E2S2W 3m Semi-Mature | Seedling becoming established 10 Years 24/9/2021 Cc1
L - iologi
§\\\\\§ Prunus cerasifera 5m 400#mm ANAE4ASAW 2m Mature Z?:L;\ﬁ;?"cs:(ﬁﬂoglcal and 10 Years 24/9/2021 e
B .
\\\N Group of seedlings becoming
\?A@\ Salix fragilis 5m 100#mm 1m Semi-Mature | established. Notable amount of 0 Years 24/9/2021 U
m deadwood and dieback
R
&;\:@ Salix fragilis 5m 200#mm 2N2E2S2W 3m Semi-Mature | Seedling becoming established 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
s
\\§ Group comprising plum, willow and
\1@‘.\ Mixed species 5m 400#mm 2m Mature hazel. Fair overall Physiological and 10 Years 24/9/2021 (@]
m Structural condition.
TEE i
\‘\.\é\ Cupressoc:_ypans 14m 300#mm am Mature Overmature screen. Two e?nd trees 0 Years 24/9/2021 U
x\\\\\ leylandii X have heaved and are leaning.
\ § Boundary group comprising Leyland
\\\\ Cupressoayparis 15m | 300#mm 3m Mature | CYPress. Becoming unmanaged. 10 Years | 24/9/2021 c2
“ eylandii Retzq_uln(rjlg management if to be
§ retained.
R
&;\\\Q Ulmus sp. om 400#mm ANAE4SAW 2m Mature | Dead OYears | 24/9/2021 U
3 Fraxinus excelsior 9m 400#mm 4N4E4S4W 2m Mature Dead/dying 0 Years 24/9/2021
Fair overall Physiological and
Quercus robur Pedunculate Oak 11m 600#mm 3NBEBSBW 3m Mature Structural condition. Diameter 20 Years 24/9/2021 B1
estimated as stem inaccesible.
Mixed boundary group comprising
Leyland cypress hedge to 1.5m and
Mixed species 10m 200#mm Early-Mature | trees over - mostly elm. Some in 10 Years 24/9/2021 c2
decline. Scattered cypress. Provides
a screen but of limited quality.
Fair overall Physiological and
Populus nigra | | bardy Poplar | 25m 400#mm 3N3E3S3W 5m Mature | Structural condition. Questionable 10 Years | 24/9/2021 c
italica suitability within residential
development

Total :38

Survey by Mark Welby DipArb(RFS), TechCert(ArborA), FArborA

Arboricultural Association Registered Consultant
www.mwelby.com

# denotes estimated dimension. Typically due to the tree being inaccessible.

Where dimensions are not listed please refer to the plan graphics for an indicatvie representation (typically

for groups).

Common Name

Category

338 \)’g\\\

RS

Y ,
}\Q\i\\\\{\{% Species Common Name Tree Work

Category

APPrOX B

grownd the grownd wnkil
secure (el D{ﬁ‘Pth D.6M)

Default specifieation for protective barrier

Panels seeured to wprights and
cross-menhers with wire ties

7

Ground Protection

Foot traffic Scaffolding

wel protected by geotextile
fabric, woodchip and side-butting scaffold boavds

Sround undisturbed a

Platform level
at first Lift of,

brickwork

A Protective
2
o barriers

For pedestrian movenents DWLU, a single thickness of seaffold boards should be placed either
ow top of a driven seaffold frame, so as to form a suspended walkway), or ow top of a
compression-resistant Layjer (e.g. 100w depth of woodehip), laid onto a geotextile.

For pedestiian operated plant up to a gross weight of 2 t proprietary, inter-linked ground
protection boards should be placed on top of a conpression-resistant layer (6.9, 150 wum depth
of woodehip), Laid owko a geotextile.

For wheeled or tracked constrvetion traffie exceeding 2 t gross weight, an alternative system
(e.00. pre-cast veinforeed concvete slabs) should be empLoWz;{ to an enoinesring specifieation

designed b conjunction with arborewltural advice to accommodate the Likely) loading to which
it will be subjected.

Cupressocyparis leylandii

Leyland Cypress

c2

Cupressocyparis leylandii

Leyland Cypress

c2

Cupressocyparis leylandii

Leyland Cypress

C1

Fraxinus excelsior

Common Ash

C1

Populus alba

\White Poplar

c2

Group, mixed species

Mixed Species Group

c2

Salix fragilis

Crack Willow

C1

Cupressocyparis leylandii
X

Leyland Cypress

C1

Populus alba

\White Poplar

C1

Salix fragilis

Crack Willow

U

Cupressocyparis leylandii

Leyland Cypress

U

Ulmus sp.

Fraxinus excelsior

Common Ash

Populus nigra italica

Lombardy Poplar

C1

82 \White Poplar

/ PR Mixed
¢ ‘_\.)

%

%

B R
m Acer campestre Field Maple

C1

umber/category/species

Standard scaffold poles

Heavy gawge 2w tail galvanised
tube and welded wesh infill panels

§\‘\\\\.§ Salix babylonica

e
3

Weeping Willow

C1

B
i o
RN
§§\\\\\:§ Quercus robur

Pedunculate Oak

C1

§\§\\$§ Pinus sylvestris

Scots Pine

Sever ivy at base if retained

B2

&\\‘\@ Populus alba

White Poplar

B2

Cupressocyparis leylandii

N

Leyland Cypress

Clip to tidy

C1

Cupressocyparis leylandii

- x

Leyland Cypress

Reduce height to hedgerow

C1

Prunus cerasifera

Cherry Plum

C1

White Poplar

C1

R
&i‘\‘\%\: Populus alba
R §§ Prunus cerasifera

Cherry Plum

C1

B Q\\& Salix fragilis

Crack Willow

C1

Q\i{& Mixed species

Mixed species

C1

i\% Cupressocyparis leylandii

Leyland Cypress

Reduce cypress to about 10m and

clip back north face to rejuvenate the
screen.

c2

§\}:\§§§ Quercus robur

Pedunculate Oak

B1

x b od con
&\\\\\\ ixed species

Mixed species

Remove dead/dying elm and clip

cypress to tidy/maintain.

c2

Construction Exclusion Zone

foliage.

- No vehicular access;
- No fire lighting.

It is the responsibility of everyone engaged in the construction
process to respect the tree protection measures and observe
the necessary precautions within and adjacent to them.

Inside the exclusion zone, the following shall apply:

No mechanical excavation whatsoever:

No excavation by any other means without arboricultural
site supervision:
No hand digging without a written method statement having
first been approved by the project arboriculturist:

No lowering of levels for any purpose (except removal of
grass sward using hand tools):

No storage of plant or materials:

No storage or handling of any chemical including cement
washings:

In addition to the above, further precautions are necessary
adjacent to trees:

No substances injurious to tree health, including fuels, oil,
bitumen, cement (including cement washings), builder’'s sand,
concrete mixing and other chemicals shall be stored or
used within or directly adjacent to the protection area of
retained trees:

No fire shall be lit such that flames come within 5m of tree

All weather signs shall be erected at reasonable intervals on the
barriers. See example inset

/ Stem location &
. Category colour
Root protection gory

area (RPA)
BS 5837:2012 Tree Quality Categories - Table |

Category A - High quality
Category B - Moderate quality

Category C - Low quality

&
$
8

Category U - Unsuitable for retention

Construction Exclusion Zone (CEZ)

CEZ extent. To be protected with temporary
protective barriers or ground protection to
allow construction access. See insets and
method statement for details.

% Tree to be removed

Notes:

Base plan/site survey reference:

2105086 - Lee's Yard, Woodgate
Final.dwg

Planning layout:
211207_21452_5000A_Planning
Layout.pdf

Statutory Tree Protection
Tree Protection Orders: none found
with aonline LPA search

Conservation Area: NO

Felling licence required for tree
removals [exemptions may apply]l

This oian o 3
coicur. A monochrome version
must not be relied upon

Soaan O SN

DatelNotesl|Rev

Land North of Lee's Yard,
Lidsey Road
Woodgate

Date: Scale:
08/12/2021 1:200 @AO

[ DWG Ref:
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Mark Welby
DipArb(RFS), TechCert{ArborA), FArborA
Registered C
01730 239 482 | mark@nmwelby.com
www.mwelby.com
M Welby Ltd. | Hampshire | UK

Arboricuttural
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