From: Rob Huntley |

Sent: 16 March 2015 10:04
To: Anita Gardner
Subject: RE: A/10/15/PL -2 no. houses with garages - Land at West Drive, Angmering

Pear Ms Gardner,

Attached s the Arboricultural Constraints and Tree Survey Report to which the Tree Sarvey drawing
previously submmutied relates. As vou will know, the Trees referred o in that Report as GRPZ? (in the NE
corner of the sile}, were replaced by new planting as a result of the TPO Appeal Decision dated 20 June
2011, For convenience I atiach a copy of that appeal decision letter,

RHPC

Rob Huntiei BSc DipTP MRTPI

http /A www rigiconsultants.com/consuliant/mainy/ 1294

From: Anita Gardner [inaiio: Anita.Gardner@anun.aov.uk]
Sent: 16 March 2015 09:50

Subject: A/10/15/PL -2 no. houses with garages - Land at West Drive, Angmering

Dear Mr Huntley,

| refer to the above application. The Council’s arboricultural officer has queried that there is no tree report, only a
tree survey plan. It may be that a report was submitted with the application and has not been scanned. | would
therefore appreciate receipt of a further copy so that this can be considered as part of the application.

Many thanks

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL A/10/15/PL



Anita Gardner

A

Anza Gardner | Principal Planner, Planning Department, &run Bistrict Councit | Location: First Floor, Arun Civic Centre, Maltravers Road,
Littlehampton, BN17 5LF

Internal: 37529 | External: +44 (Q) 1903 737529 | E-mail: anitz.gardner@anun.gov.uk

Visit Arun's web site al www.arun.gov.uk \\\‘Q\‘\ Save the

wosoricck IMPORTANT NOTICE: This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may
contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended recipient (or authorised
to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying,
or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options
presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District Council. The
information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000,
therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole or part of this e-mail to a third party. The
Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-
mails are checked for viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or
changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail" in this disclaimer
includes any attachments, **### k% heen-ffowwew arun. zov.uk : NLPG UPRN 100062237016 : DX
57406 Littlehampton &

NLPG UPRN 100062237016
DX 57406 Littlehampton

Important Notice This e-mail is intended exclusively for the addressee and may contain information that is confidential and/or privileged. If you are not the intended
recipient (or authorised to receive it for the addressee), please notify the sender and delete the e-mail immediately; using, copying, or disclosing it to anyone else, is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful. Any views, opinions or options presented are solely those of the author and do not necessarily represent those of Arun District Council. The
information in this e-mail may be subject to public disclosure under the Freedom of Information Act 2000, therefore we cannot guarantee that we will not provide the whole
or part of this e-mail to a third party. The Council reserves the right to monitor e-mails in accordance with relevant legislation. Whilst outgoing e-mails are checked for
viruses, we cannot guarantee this e-mail is virus-free or has not been intercepted or changed and we do not accept liability for any damage caused. Any reference to "e-mail”

in this disclaimer includes any attachments.
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BIH.0449

L CONSTRAINTS ASSESSMENT

for

ARBORICULTUR

West Drive, Angmering, West Sussex

-prepared on behulf of Hargreaves —
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BIH. 0448

Tree Survey Schedule

+ T/S Notes & BS5837 Flow Diagram
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BJH.0449
TREE SURVEY NOTES
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- BIH.0449
TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE

Client 2 Hargreaves
Site Location ¢ West Drive, Angmering, West Sussex
SETVeyors 1 Bernio Harverson MArb, Date Swrveyed : 2™ Augost 2010
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BIH.0449

ROOT PROTECTION AREA SCHEDULE

Client

Xite Location

Hargreaves

West Drive, Angmering, West Sussex
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Tree Survey & Constraints Pl

(Attached as a separate AutoCAD drawing)
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BIH 0449

OQUALIFICATIONS AND EXPERIENCE

My name i Bemnie Harverson and Lam aself employed independent sarbonicultural consultant in private practive, | ake imstructions prinarily

iry the South of England buat also on oceasions work paticnwide gnd abroad and have oifices at: —
3 Poxcombe Cotiages, South Harting, Wesd Sussex GUZR ! SPL and also at Cedar Courty 3 College Street, Petersfield
Thold the following arbodeultural qualification - Master of Arboriculture (Royal Forestry Society ~ 1976)

{ have over forty vears of practical and managerial cxperience in the arborcaltuial industry including périods in both the public and private

SECHOTS.

My Local Government seetor experience comprises one year as o tree surgeon with Brighton Parks and nine years spent in Arboricultiral
Oftficer posts with both Westminster City Council and Porismouth City Coungil

My past practical experiemckz inthe private sector includes two years at Tithill Fovest Nussery and over ten years for variows companies as g
Climbing Arborist/Tree Surgeon,

Managerial work in the private sector inglades two years as manager of Beechings tres swrgery company and twelve years with UBA Trees a5
an Arboriculinral Consuliant.

As an independent self minployed Arboricultaral Consultant  now provide a comprehensive tange of services incinding -

tree surviys, appraisals, assessments and inspections with particalar reference - planning and development and tree safety audits with a

service offerad as a climber to tudertake full climbing {nspections to batter understand the condition of a given tree before preseribing a

managenenl siraiegy.
{ also undertabe litisation work gppearing as an Expert Witness in Coust Actions and at Planning Appeals, Hearings and Public Loeal

fnguivies,




The Planning
" Inspectorate

Appeal Decision
Site visit made on 17 May 2011

by Jonathan Fulcher

an Arboricultural Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for the Department for Communities and Local
Government

Decision date: ? } M«!N ﬁlﬁ

Appeal Ref: APP/TPO/C3810/1710
Land between Victoria Cottage and Taskers/Wentworth, West Drive,
Angmering, West Sussex BN16 4JF

o The appeal is made under section 78 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990

against a refusal to grant consent to fell 8 trees protected by a Tree Preservation
Order.

¢ The appeal is made by Mr R Huntley of Rob Huntley Planning Consultancy as agent
for Hargreaves against the decision of Arun District Council.

o The application Ref: A/159/10/T dated 24 November 2010 was refused by notice
dated 25 January 2011.

» The proposed tree work is the felling of 8 sycamore trees.

e The relevant Tree Preservation Order is the Arun District Council Tree Preservation
Order Ref; TPO/1/06/A which was confirmed on 27 November 2006.

Decision

1. 1 allow the appeal, subject to the following conditions:

(1) 7 replacement trees shall be planted at or near the same place as the
appeal trees at locations to be agreed in writing with the local planning
authority. The replacement trees shall be of sizes and species to be
agreed in writing with the local planning authority and shall be planted
within 12 months of the date of the removal of the 7 sycamores hereby
permitted.

(2) This consent is valid for two years from the date of this decision after
which the consent lapses.

Main Issues
2. In my view the main issues in this case are:-

i) The effects of the proposed felling on the character of the area and on
amenity.

i) Whether or not there are sufficient grounds for the works as proposed.
Preliminary matters
3. The original application did not explicitly state the number of trees to which the
application applied, but referred to the Bernie Harverson arboricultural report

ref BJH.0449 and the tree survey schedule attached to it. This identified 7
sycamores and one sweet chestnut in G2 of the schedule, and it is clear from

http://www.planning-inspectorate.gov.uk
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Appeal Decision APP/TPO/C3810/1710

the supporting plans that the sycamores in this group are part of G4 of the
TPO. The Arun District Council decision notice refers to 8 sycamore trees. I
saw /7 sycamore trees on the site and one sweet chestnut. The first schedule
of the TPO refers to G4 as 12 sycamores. There is no reference in the TPO first
schedule to sweet chestnut. I am satisfied that the sweet chestnut is not
included in this TPO and does not form part of this appeal. I will make my
decision in relation to the 7 sycamores presently on site, as this appears to be

the intent of the application and this approach does not disadvantage the
parties to the appeal.

Reasons

The trees

4. The appeal trees are 7 sycamores in a small group, of up to about 16m in
height and with trunk diameters up to about 40cm. Two of the sycamores
have multiple trunks from ground level. Crown forms are narrow and upright,
and the crowns of the single-stemmed trees are generally poorly formed with
few branches, tending to be one-sided and drawn up in appearance. The trees

stand at the north east end of an area of open ground on the west side of the
carriageway of West Drive.

The effects of the proposed felling on amenity

>. West Drive is part of a small residential enclave on the west side of Angmering,
set to the north of the A259 New Road and accessed from here by South Drive,
with access to the east to Station Road and Angmering via East Drive. West
Drive and its houses are separated from the main through route of the A259 by
some 350m of arable fields, with golf courses to the west, north and east.
Although it is possible to drive through the enclave from South Drive to
Angmering via East Drive, the majority of the light traffic is for residential
access and access to the golf courses and the enclave is secluded and quiet in
character. There are many trees in the vicinity of the appeal trees, some on or
close to the same piece of open ground and others in front and rear gardens of
nearby properties. The fields to the south are edged with belts of trees and
there are many trees in the golf courses to the west, north and east. The trees
and buildings within West Drive form the horizons and limits of view and there
are no long views into or out of the site of the appeal trees. Although
individually the trees have little specimen merit, they have a degree of local
prominence because they stand near the highway and together give the
impression of a large single crown. They have little amenity significance
beyond the part of West Drive in which they stand. I find that the appeal trees
have moderate amenity value as a group and that their loss would have a
moderate adverse effect on amenity.

Grounds for felling

6. I note from the letter dated 17 February 2010 (which I suspect should have
been dated 2011 to judge by references in the letter to dates in August and
November 2010) the submission from Bernie Harverson that trees have been
removed from this group and from the close vicinity since 2008 and I agree
with his comment that this has accentuated the etiolated nature of the trees
and the unbalanced appearance of their crowns. I accept that the trees are

http://www.planning-inspectorate.gov.uk 2
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Appeal Decision APP/TPO/C3810/1710

7.

10.

likely to have a limited life expectancy because of their form and habit and that
they offer little in terms of long term amenity value.

I accept that the TPO as originally made sought to secure a feature of the area
that the Local Planning Authority considered should be preserved. In fact the
appeal trees are now all that remains of what is referred to in the appeal
submissions as a large wooded area. Even as elements in a woodland, normal
management would have included thinning to favour the better trees. The
current form of the appeal trees is evidence that that management did not
happen, to the detriment of the quality of the appeal trees. I do not agree that
these trees serve to maintain the rural nature of the area. They are not
mature (in the last third of their expected life), but young and although they
appear to be in normal health, their form is generally poor. These trees appear
to be naturally regenerated rather than purposefully planted, and have the
character of trees too close in unmanaged and unthinned woodland. As a
single-species group of uniform size and condition they do not represent the
character of well-managed mixed woodland and in this respect are not typical
of the local rural character.

The appeal trees will not develop new branches on their trunks and so their
forms will not improve much in the long term. I accept that the trees help to
stabilise the elevated ground on which they stand but there are other means of
securing ground stability, including the planting of replacement trees. I have
seen no evidence that the appeal trees provide sound amelioration or that they
are necessary as a windbreak for properties in their lea. I do not agree that
the appeal trees are of extreme importance as a habitat. They offer little
nesting cover for resident indigenous birds, and replacement vegetation
including trees would provide a habitat as good as that provided by the appeal
trees. I am not persuaded that these matters taken together give significant
weight to the arguments for the retention of the trees in amenity terms.

Two planning decisions are included in the appeal submissions. One is
permission given on 29 September 2006 for an outline application for the
erection of 2 detached dwellings and detached double garages on land at West
Drive, the location of the appeal trees. The other, dated 22 February 2007, is
the approval of reserved matters relating to the outline application. The plan
included with these submissions indicates a detached garage close to the
appeal trees. Allowing for inaccuracies of copying and scale, the garage
appears to be well within the root protection zones (as recommended in BS
5837:2005 Trees in relation to construction) of nearby appeal trees. If this is
the permitted plan, it does not accord with the principal requirement of
condition 4 of the outline permission. This requires that protective fencing is
erected 5m from the trunks of retained trees. The conditions of the consent
refer to tree protective fencing, the installation of services near trees and a
general requirement for detail of measures for the protection of the trees.
Neither consent refers to the provision of comprehensive tree protection details
in an arboricultural method statement and tree protection plan, as
recommended in BS 5837. This is relevant because the indicated layout
suggests that the development cannot be implemented without harm to the
trees, notwithstanding compliance with such conditions as refer to trees.

The grant of planning permission for development has established a change in
the character of the land on which the appeal trees stand, and confirmed that it
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is suitable for development. This changes the way in which the management of
the appeal trees should be considered. In this respect I agree with Bernie
Harverson that reference to paragraphs 6.1 and 6.3 of BS 5837 is relevant, and
is a persuasive argument for removing the trees. I also agree that new
planting is appropriate and could be an improvement in terms of tree quality
and variety.

Conclusions

11. I find that the appeal trees have modest localised amenity value, and that their
removal would have a moderate and local adverse amenity impact.

12. 1 find that although the trees give the impression of a single crown, they are
individually of little merit, with poor form, poor habit and poor long-term
prospects.

13. T am satisfied that the appeal trees do not serve to maintain the rural nature of
the area because they are of a single species, generally the same age and of

similar size, features that are not characteristic of typical semi-natural
woodland.

14. I find that the appeal trees are not of extreme importance as a habitat and that
the matters of sound amelioration, modification of wind, drainage and ground
stability do not outweigh the poor character of the trees.

15. The planning permission further changes the circumstances in which the appeal
trees need to be considered, and I find that removing these trees is reasonable
management in the circumstances.

16. T consider that in consideration of all the circumstances the grounds for felling
outweigh the adverse effects on the local amenity and can be partially
ameliorated by replacement planting, and I therefore allow the appeal, subject
to replacement planting conditions.

Arboricultural Inspector
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