
 

 

Arun District Council                                                     Date of report: 9th January 2020     

Planning Officer:   Mr F Gardner          

Planning Application Ref:      BR/347/19/T 

Location:                                         4 Pinewood Gardens, Bognor Regis                     

Description of works:         Fell 1no. liquidambar tree 

Reasons Given:       Direct root damage to built structures and potential indirect damage to 

neighbouring dwelling.  

Comments on Application:  

Sweet Gum Liquidambar styraciflua     Height: 9m    Average Spread:  4m    Age: early mature   

● This is a repeat application to fell, following receipt of BR/273/17/T validated on 13th November 2017 (Refused) and 

BR/267/18/T validated on 18th October 2018 (Refused and dismissed on Appeal). 

• Significant ornamental tree with moderate growth potential. This tree appears to have good vitality and certainly 

displays good form.  

• Limited view from the main road at this time but a focal point for surrounding properties and local residents. 

• Structurally important roots are prominent in the surrounding grass area, which suggest it is growing on largely made-

up ground (construction spoil).  

• No other significant trees or large shrubs in the immediate locality, although historic records reveal a mature birch tree 

in the rear garden (up until c2008). 

• Garden boundary wall has a deep stepped vertical crack from near ground level to the top, both along pointing and 

through bricks. The crack is notably wider at the top and so indicative of a heave event. There does not appear to have 

been any obvious deterioration (widening) since last inspected (15-Jan-2019).  

• A letter to the applicant dated 19 November 2015 from a private company (Environmental Services) who were 

instructed by insurers acting for neighbour’s property (number 5 Pinewood Gardens) has been submitted in support of 

this application. This letter states that an Arboricultural Report (not provided) highlighted the above tree as having 

‘potential to influence clay soil moisture volumes, should the actions recommended in the report not be taken.’ 

Recommended action for the above tree is: ‘Crown reduce to 7m in height and maintain at reduced dimensions by 

biennial pruning.’ 

 

Conclusions:            

• This tree has significant amenity value and its retention is highly desirable. 

• No evidence or technical data has been submitted which confirms this tree’s involvement in any damage to built 

structure nor qualify/quantify foreseeable risk of future damage. This must be provided if we are to properly consider 

giving consent to fell (or substantially prune) this tree.  

 

Recommendations: 

•  I recommend REFUSAL for this application.  
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Advisory:   

● If the applicant remains concerned about this tree’s potential involvement in deterioration of their brick boundary wall, 

then I advise a narrow (<300mm wide) exploratory excavation be attempted parallel to the wall, to a depth sufficient to 

determine both the extent and condition of the footings. Any problematic root material (<25mm diameter) closely 

associated with the damage event could be removed at that time, under supervision and in agreement with the local 

planning authority’s tree officer. Note: All parts (above and below ground) of the tree are similarly protected by the 

existing Order (TPO). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Mark Warwick      

Tree Officer / Parks and Greenspace Team 
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