From: Amanda Scholes on behalf of Planning.Responses

Sent: 22 October 2018 09:05

To: Planning Scanning

Subject: FW: LU/240/18/PL - Response to landscaping scheme (to be read-alongside WSCC

Highways report dated 10th October 2018)

From: Tim Townsend

Sent: 19 October 2018 13:55

To: Michael Eastham

Cc: Planning.Responses; David Lambert

Subject: LU/240/18/PL - Response to landscaping scheme (to be read-alongside WSCC Highways report dated 10th
October 2018)

Dear Michael,

Further to my highways report of 10™ October 2018, please find below comments in response
to the landscaping scheme as submitted:

The tree planting details are fing ~ the use of soil cells:

nttos: /fwww, greenblue.com/ab/type/soil-cells/ gives the reguired rooting volume whilst
providing icad bearing for hard swrfaces, so iU's almost a continuous rooting zone below
ground. Storm-water manageament does not appear to be incorporatad into the whole design
{that would have been WSCC's preferred

appreach} https Swww . gresnbiue . comy/ab/type/stormwater-management/ Please
respond saying why the design is a5 it is.

Pleass confirm that the utilities’ ducting will be located within the footway / cydleway or
highway, 35 appropriate. Any futurs excavation for maintenance could be very damaging
otherwize, Response reguired.

s still ondy an outline specification [LAL01] uniess the detail is slsewhere; not immediately
apparent scrolling through the documents online. The dear stem can be specified - currently
just shown as ‘sami-mature’ — depending on where they are sourced from, which should be
indicated in the detailed specification. 2.4m is easily achievable, Most will be at least Zm
minimum at the point of planting, s¢ when mature the iowast arown branches will be wall
apove that. There should also be details on post-planting management and

maintenance. Kepfy reguired. No reference to BSB545:2014 s made. Response
reguired.

Re the general tres pit detall shown on LALOE — 1 know this is just 3 drawing but it is gritical
that thea trees are not planted too deep. This drawing shows the root flare well below the
surface. Response required.

A contractor experienced in installing these systems is nesded.

In terms of species choice, there does need 1o be some continuity with the Lyminster bypass

[south] proposals. Just to the west of this section of main avenue, & Carpinus betulus Frans
Fontaine have been specifiad, so it is not clear as to why Tiia cordats Green Spire have baen
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specifiad for the rest of the avenue. They aither nead to be all Carpinus belulus FF or all Tilia
cordala G5, Response reguired,

Please also note that Ab the Section 38 stage and following review of a Stage 2 Road Safsty
Audit, the positions and number of treas shown on the adopted road system may need to be
raviewed again.

WSCC look forward to receiving answers to the points raised.

Thank you,

Tim

Tim Townsend, MOHT
Principal Planner, Highways - Planning Services
West Sussex County Council, Ground Floor Northisigh, County Hall, Chichester PO19 1RH
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make any other use of its content. West Sussex County Council takes steps to ensure emails and attachments
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