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Richard D. Ostler
‘Silvergates’

52 The Drive
Craigweil-on-Sea
Bognor Regis
PO214DT

AW-47-14-T Fell Macrocarpa — 32 Fernhurst Gardens 26-3-2014

Head of Planning Services
Arun District Council
Maltravers Road
Littlehampton

BN17 SLF

26 March 2014

Dear Sir

OBJECTION — AW/47/14/T — 32 Fernhurst Gardens — Fell one Macrocarpa tree

This handsome; noble, veteran and extremely valuable public amenity Monterey Cypress
(Macrocarpa) tree stands, as it has done for around 100 years, towering over and
safeguarding Aldwick, as one of a group, gallantly and very effectively taking the brunt
of all wind, rain and storm. Its amenity value, therefore, is not just in its statuesque form
and group value but in the service it has provided in creating a wind break that protects
the surrounding houses which were mostly erected in the 1930’s.

As photograph 9363 shows, it now guards the western entrance to the footpath leading
through to Barrack Lane, together with that larger Macrocarpa nearby in No. 30, located
in a quiet, sylvan setting with its very individual and rare sense of place in this verdant
part of Aldwick Parish but which appears not to be appreciated by the applicant.

This splendid tree is legally protected by Arun District Council (ADC), for all its merits,
by two Tree Preservation Orders — BR/2/1958 and AW/229/10 - and that speaks
volumes. ADC has twice taken on — and the last time was as recently as late 2010 - a
duty of care in relation to this tree and must now be seen to honour that responsibility and
duty to Aldwick by refusing this application.

This tree felling application, like so many others in this Parish, emanates by another
‘new’ import from elsewhere — one of those who arrives, having bought because of the
beautiful, treed setting and then sets about seeking to fell and mutilate trees that probably
stood before they were born — the major travesty perpetrated by Aldwick new arrivals.



This majestic Macrocarpa, undoubtedly unlawfully, has been ‘butchered’ by some
unqualified chainsaw enthusiast through the years and should now be given only such
minimal and professional tree surgery as the Consultant Arboriculturalist deems to be
necessary and in the best interests of the tree.

None of the cutting on this tree, shown on attached photographs (see 9342), can be
considered to be professional or acceptable, or the interests of the tree, and the pity is that
it exhibits a gross abrogation of that duty of care held by Arun and that is shameful.

I consider that the Local Planning Authority should now direct the owner/applicant
to engage a professional, qualified tree surgeon properly. in accordance with the
provisions of BS3998:2010 (Img. 198 attached), or, in the alternative — exercising
their duty of care under the Tree Preservation Orders — carry out the work and
charge it to the applicant/owner, Mr. Higson, who seeks to destroy a part of
Aldwick’s heritage.

The claim that the tree roots are damaging the adjacent footpath is spurious (see Photo.
9332) for there is but a slight crack in the heavily worn Tarmacadam surface and, if the
tree be thought to have caused this then the onus of proof lies with the applicant who
completed Section 8 of the form to this effect. There is no report from an Engineer or
Arboriculturalist supporting this spurious claim and it should either be substantiated or
ignored by ADC.

The public amenity value of this tree is irreplaceable and I ask that the application be

refused.

Yours faithfully

Richard D. Ostler

Att: Three photographs and one BS3998:2010 sketch.






