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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

1.1 This report should be read in conjunction with arboricultural survey ref. PJC/5302/19-
01.

1.2 Site location: The site is situated on the south side of Courtwick Lane, opposite the
junction with Goldcrest Avenue, more broadly to the north of Littlehampton Town Centre. It
has a central national grid reference of TQ 02373 03608. The surrounding land use is
comprised of suburban residential development beyond Courtwick Lane to the north, and
large commercial buildings to the east, south—east and south. A parking area for a
commercial unit is located to the south—west of the site and there is a largely unmanaged
wooded area to the west. The location of the site within its environs is shown in figure 1.

Figure 1. Location of Site and Environs (Map data: @ 2019 Google)

1.3 Proposal: A proposal has been outlined to construct four new commercial units to the
north of the existing units on the east and west site boundaries. These will replace the two
existing site entrances, therefore a new site entrance with associated soft landscaping shall
be constructed at the centre of the northern site boundary. There shall also be minor
amendments to the existing parking layout within the site, including the addition of an
accessible parking space for all existing and proposed units.

1.4 Tree removals: Trees G1-T9 will be removed to facilitate the proposed development.

1.5 Access facilitation pruning: No access facilitation pruning is anticipated in addition to
the initial tree/vegetation clearance works to enable the proposed construction works.

1.6 Works within root protection areas: All proposed buildings and hard standing will be
located outside the root protection areas of all retained trees.
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2 INTRODUCTION

2.1 Instruction: PJC Consultancy has been instructed by Cordatus Property LP to provide an
arboricultural impact assessment in accordance with BS5837: 2012 ‘Trees in relation to
design, demolition and construction — Recommendations for the proposed development at
Minster Court in Littlehampton.

2.2 Objectives of report: This report has been undertaken with the following objectives:

e To identify the tree removals and pruning works that will be required as a result of
the proposed development and to assess the impact of the tree works.

e To provide recommendations on mitigation measures to reduce the impact of tree
removals from the development site.

e To assess the potential impact the proposed construction works will have on retained
trees and provide recommendations for mitigation measures to reduce the impact
on the trees.

e To assess the post development relationship between trees and the proposed
development.

2.3 Scope of this report: This report is concerned with all significant trees and arboricultural
features located within the site boundary. Additionally, trees located around the curtilage of
the site have also been assessed when they are considered likely to have the potential to
impact on the development (in relation to root and crown protection or foundation design).

2.4 Contents of report: This report includes the following:

e A schedule of trees to be retained/removed.

e A schedule of access facilitation pruning required for the development.

¢ An assessment of the impact construction works will have on retained trees and
mitigation measures to be implemented.

e An assessment of post development pressures on ftrees resulting from the
development.

e Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Retention Plan and Tree Protection Plan.

e Tree Survey Schedule including management recommendations related directly to
the proposed development.

2.5 Documents and information provided: The following documents were used to aid the
preparation of this report:

e Drawing ref. 40430 — Topographical Survey
e Drawing ref. 1054486/P02 Rev B — Proposed Site Plan — Option B

2.6 Limitations of report: The following arboricultural impact assessment has been prepared
for the proposal stated in paragraph 1.3 and using the plans and information listed in
paragraph 2.5. The report should not be relied upon if the stated proposal or proposed
design changes unless the author confirms the changes do not have a bearing on the
arboricultural impacts or recommended mitigation measures.
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3 ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSSMENT

3.1 Tree removals: Trees to be removed for the proposed development are shown with
dashed outlines on the Tree Retention Plan in Appendix 1 and are shaded to indicate their
BS5837 tree category. These comprise trees G1-T9.

3.2 Group G1 needs to be removed to enable construction of the new site entrance. G1 has
been awarded category B2 due to its collective landscape value on Courtwick Lane. Soft
landscaping areas on the northern boundary, adjacent to the new site entrance and within
the site are included on the proposed layout, however it is intended that the detailed soft
landscaping scheme is conditioned with any planning approval.

3.3 Trees T2-T9 are all category C specimens located in the north—west corner of the site.
They will be removed as a result of direct conflict with units 13 and 14, as well as the
maintenance/fire escape pathway on the site boundary. The loss of these trees should not
result in a significant loss of screening or local visual amenity as the adjacent, third party
wooded area including the TPO trees will be unaffected by the proposed development.

3.4 The tree works contractors should carry out all tree works to BS3998: 2010 ‘Tree works
- recommendations’, as modified by research that is more recent. They should also carry
relevant, adequate and up to date insurance. It is also recommended that all tree works are
carried out by an Arboricultural Association approved contractor. Approved contractors are
expected to work to industry best standards, and the Arboricultural Association website
(www . trees.org.uk) contains contact details and information on engaging a suitable
contractor.

3.5 Access facilitation pruning: Based on the information currently available, it is anticipated
that the crowns of all retained trees will be located a sufficient distance from proposed
construction activities and expected construction access routes so as not to require access
facilitation pruning.

3.6 Any requirements for access facilitation pruning that cannot be predicted at this stage
in the design process (e.g. for contractor compound or movement of large or specialist
plant machinery) shall be discussed at the pre—commencement meeting with the project
arboriculturist and agreed with the local authority arboricultural officer. No works may be
carried out on protected trees without prior permission from the local authority.

3.7 Building footings in proximity to trees: All four of the proposed new commercial units
will be located outside the root protection areas of all retained trees, therefore use of
specialist foundations for root protection is not deemed necessary. The foundation depth
and type for the new units will be provided by a structural engineer, and should take into
account existing/proposed trees and other vegetation surrounding the buildings as well as
soil profiles at the site.

3.8 Hard standing in proximity to trees: All new hard standing will be located outside the
root protection areas of retained trees, and no existing hard standing will be removed from
a root protection area. The amendments to the car park layout and site access will therefore
not impact on retained trees.
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3.9 Services: Details of the routing of services for the proposed development are not
currently available. All underground services should be located outside the root protection
areas of retained trees and above ground services should be located outside the anticipated
mature crown spreads. Sympathetic methodology to enable the installation of services within
root protection areas (in certain instances) is available, however there will always be a
potential arboricultural impact and arboricultural advice must be sought regarding the
suitability of these methods before they are relied upon. If it is achievable, root protection
areas should always be completely avoided.

3.10 Once details of the routing of new services become available, prior to commencement,
these shall be reviewed by the project arboriculturist. The arboriculturist shall then confirm
either that no works will be carried out within root protection areas or provide details of the
methodology required to ensure the works are carried out in accordance with NJUG4
‘Guidelines for the planning, installation and maintenance of utilities in proximity to trees
and BS5837: 2012.

3.11 Vulnerability of trees during construction period: Construction activities can cause
compaction or contamination of the rooting medium, which can have a significant
detrimental impact on root function and the long—term health of trees. Similarly construction
activities can result in damage to the above ground parts of trees that are not sufficiently
segregated from the works area. However, the potential impact on the retained trees at this
site resulting from construction activities is deemed to be low. This is because G10 (including
the group root protection area) is located outside the site boundary in an inaccessible
location (third party private land), and G11 is surrounded by hard standing and located on
the far side of the site to the main construction activities.

3.12 The potential impact on the retained trees can be further reduced by implementing the
following tree protection measures:

1. The areas highlighted yellow on the Tree Protection Plan shall be referred to as the
construction exclusion zones. The following restrictions shall apply within the
construction exclusion zones:

¢ No vehicular access shall be permitted.

e Regular pedestrian access shall be restricted unless on suitable ground
protection measures agreed with the project arboriculturist.

e No storage of construction materials shall occur.

e No storage of building spoil or construction debris (including short—term
temporary storage) shall occur.

¢ No harmful chemicals shall be stored or handled.

¢ No fires shall be permitted.

¢ No mechanical excavation including regrading of levels shall occur.

e There shall be no change in ground level unless undertaken under the
supervision of the project arboriculturist.

2. Tree protection fencing shall be installed in the location shown on the Tree Protection
Plan to protect the group canopy of G11. The requirement for tree protection fencing
may be reviewed when a construction management plan has been created. The
specification for tree protection fencing shall be metal welded mesh panels (e.g.
Heras panels), in concrete or rubber feet. The panels shall be supported by metal
stabiliser struts mounted on either a base plate secured by ground pins, or in a block
tray (refer to Tree Protection Plan).
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3. The existing boundary chain-link fence adjacent to G10 shall be maintained
throughout the construction period to segregate the construction exclusion zone from
the works area.

3.13 Post development tree pressures and management: The proposed development has
been assessed to determine the likely impact of tree shade, and also the likely future
pressure to prune or remove additional trees.

3.14 Tree shade is not expected to have a detrimental impact on the function of the
proposed commercial units because there will be no windows (other than potentially within
the fire escape doors) on the west elevation of the building. Also relatively large commercial
structures such as these do not generally rely on natural light for their function.

3.15 There shall be no post development impact on group G11 as the only layout change in
proximity to these trees will be to the parking arrangement, and the new parking spaces will
not conflict with G11.
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4 CONCLUSIONS

4.1 One group categorised as B along with seven trees and one group categorised as C will
be removed to facilitate the proposed development. The proposed layout includes provision
for soft landscaping, including potentially mitigation tree planting, however it is intended that
the detailed soft landscape proposals will be provided and approved following the attainment
of planning permission.

4.2 All proposed buildings and areas of new hard standing will be located outside the root
protection areas of retained trees. Provided the exclusion zones and methodologies
described in paragraph 3.12 and on the Tree Protection Plan are followed, trees proposed
for retention should not be adversely affected by the construction works.

4.3 Based on the above assessment, trees recommended for retention in this report can be
protected during the construction period and successfully integrated into the site post
development.
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APPENDIX 1
Tree Constraints Plan, Tree Retention Plan and
Tree Protection Plan
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APPENDIX 2
Tree Survey Schedule
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Site:  Minster Court, Littlehampton Tree Survey Schedule

Survey date:  30/07/2019 \\\\\\\\\\\%\

Surveyor: Peter Davies

T Heiaht tem Branch Crown A Physiological Structural M ; Cat Root Root
ree . ol . e slologica ructural anagemen egol . .
Species 9 diameter spread clearance 0 4 ”g " Comments 9 . g ry Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition  condition recommendations grading > .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m?) Radius (m)
Leyland cypress LInite Cypress screen:alohgroad
e 6.7 150 0-1 Early ‘ ! 5 - 18,1
G (Clbregstisix 200 Good Fair irontage. Topped and crown Eelland remove stumps: B 24 average
B average average average:matire : average
leyiandii) average lifted over-pavermenticar park:
N: 3 Crown:
Leyland cypress E: 3 4 average Early . Group G3 inhibits inspection of N
T2 (Cupressus x 9 350 est Good Fair stem and suppresses lower Fell and remove stump. o8 55.4 4.2
-- s: 3 Branch: ~ Mmature
leylandii) crown.
W: 2 2 south
oo Scrubandsmall trees around
Mixed: thawthorn: 3-8 123 03 Seril : i 10:2
G3 { 150 Good Fair base:of T2 Pruned back fromi Falland remiove stumps: U 18 average
sycamore) average average average: s mature average
average car patk;
N: 3 Crown:
Leyland cypress E: 4 0 average Asymmetric crown due to group _
T4 (Cupressus x 12 500 est Mature Good Fair pressures. Multi-stemmed. lvy Fell and remove stump. G 113.1 6.0
leylandii) s2 Branch: inhibits inspection of stem.
W: 3 1 average
N Crowr:
Leylarid cypress 260320 8 :
Y B E: 3 Oinorth : Multi=stemimed @ vy clad: stems: B
15 [Cupressus % 12 20 over Matire Good Fair e e Eelland remove stump: 109:9 59
[eyiandii) iy Si e Brarich: :
Wi g G north
N: 2 Crown: Lower crown trimmed to formal
Leyland cypress . )
400, 150, E: 3 0 average ) line on edge of car park. Upper .
T6 (Cupressus x 13 Mature Good Fair ) ) Fell and remove stump. (% 92.7 5.4
R 150 est s: 2 Branch: crown lifted over car park. Multi—
leylandii) : :
stemmed. lvy clad.
W: 3 0 average
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Site:  Minster Court, Littlehampton Tree Survey Schedule
N N
N
Survey date:  30/07/2019 A - B
Surveyor: Peter Davies
T Heiaht tem Branch Crown A Physiological Structural M ; Cat Root Root
ree . ol . e slologica ructural anagemen egol . .
Species 9 diameter spread clearance 0 4 ”g " Comments 9 . g ry Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition  condition recommendations grading > .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m?) Radius (m)
N 2 Crown: Lower crown trimmed:to: formal
Levland typress 190,220, B 4 0 average line oh edge of car park. Upper
T (Clpressis:x 12 : : Mature Good Fair : g pafk. pp’ Eell and remove stump: it 11056 5:9
B 400 ost & 4 Braneh: crown itted over:car park:: Multi=
[eytaridii) 2 :
stemimed vy clad:
Wi 8u 0 averdge
N: 2 Crown:
Leyland cypress E: 2 0 average Early . Il_ower crown trimmed to formal B
T8 (Cupressus x 8 300 est Good Fair line on edge of car park. Upper Fell and remove stump. (o 40.7 3.6
-- S: 4 Branch: ~ Mmature -
leylandii) crown lifted over car park.
W: 3 0 average
2 Crown. Third partyitres only viewed from Redlice stern to site
Sycarore (Acer E: 4 4:oast Seni : site: Stem leans: over sitesand i boundary:or fellito ground i
T:9 10 150881 Good Fair : i : 53 10:2 1.8
psaudoplatanis) 8o Branch: . fhature on boundary ferice. Drawn Lo level it perimission is
growth habit: granted by frees:owrier:
W 1 hreast
Ub to Third party trees only viewed
Sycamore (Acer 14-15 b 4-5 2-6 from site and road. No direct ) i - 91.6
G10 450 Mature Good Good T+~ No action required. 5.4 average
pseudoplatanus) average averade average average access to survey so all average
9 dimensions approximate.
N 3 ;
Cypress screen: on i southern: site
Leyland cypress thpito :
89 E: g boundary: Topped: reduced from : T 124
611 (Cllbressts x 400 2-average:: sMature Good Falr : : No:action:required: R 4.8 average
: average S third:party: warehouse -and: it ted average
[eytaridi) gverage
overcarpark:
Wi
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