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ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 
ADC PARKS & GREENSPACE ARBORICULTURE  

 

Date: 04/03/2015 

FROM: Dafydd Lloyd                TO: David Eastern 

 
PLANNING APPLICATION: A/8/15/T 
 
ADDRESS: Kalyvaki Mulberry Hollow Angmering BN16 4JB 
 
BRIEF DESCRIPTION: Fell 1 No. Quercus Ilex tree 
 
INSPECTION DATE: 03/03/2015 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 

Objection  No Objection x Split Decision    

       

Comment x Recommendation x Suggested Conditions   

       

Tree Replacement  Dead/Dangerous  CA & Amenity Value   

       
 
T1 Species: Holm Oak Quercus ilex Height: 19 meters Average Branch 
Spread: 14 meters Crown Condition: poor Form: poor Age Class: Over 
mature  
 
 
Comments: 
 

• This individual is located in the back garden of Kalyvaki, Ham Manor 
Close. This ‘private’ estate has an unusually high stocking density of 
early/semi/over mature trees of varying species. The back garden where 
this tree is standing is over mature, with further large/medium sized trees 
surrounding the northern boundary. 

 

• T1 is in particular poor condition. Also from the site inspection that there 
is a presence of Mycelium/bark flaking on the main limbs/scaffolds. It is 
also evident that the leaf density is lower than you would expect to find 
on a Holm Oak. Unfortunately there were no fruiting bodies present on 
T1 at the time of my inspection. The applicant has however provided 
photographic evidence of fruiting bodies of Collybia fusipes, which is a 
white rot pathogen that will devalue the root structure. This does leave 
T1 more susceptible to windthrow occurring as this pathogen develops.  
 

• This poor condition now experienced by T1, can be attributed to a 
previous reduction/s. This previous reduction has led to the degradation 
occurring on the scaffolds within the canopy of T1. I have asserted the 
previous reduction was the cause of the degradation witnessed on T1, 
due to the final cut size of the pruned scaffolds. These cuts have far 
exceeding the criteria set by the BS 3998:2010 section 7.2.4. The criteria 
within section 7.2.4 states ‘the diameter of the final cut should generally 
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not exceed one-third of that of the parent stem or branch. If the tree is 
old or declining, the maximum diameter of individual cuts should be even 
smaller, to allow for the relatively small proportion of sapwood and the 
slow rate of wound occlusion. It is clear from the site inspection the 
previous reduction has caused a cross sectional area exposed from the 
finishing cuts in the canopy has actually exceeded the cross sectional 
area at the base of T1. This action has evidently contravened the BS 
3998:2010 section 7.2.4. This level and size of wounding present would 
have caused a high amount of stress to T1.  
 

• When surveyed, T1 had clear signs of degradation and/or decay on the 
main scaffolds within the crown. This degradation does appear to be 
extensive and it does appear to be affecting all the given scaffolds.   

 
 
 
Recommendation: 
 

• I have no objection to the proposed operation of the felling of T1, as 
it poses a risk to the persons/property of major limb/scaffold failure 
occurring. 

 

• As this tree has an active TPO, felling this tree will have to be mitigated 
against. As stated on the application the resident has already planted 3 
olive trees to mitigate against the loss of T1. Usually these smaller trees 
would not be suitable mitigation, however the surrounding landscape has 
a heavy stocking density of mature/over mature trees. Because of the 
already richly stocked landscape, I would be happy to allow the newly 
planted olive trees to act as mitigation to the loss of T1.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Dafydd Lloyd 
Arun District Council 
Tree Officer 
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