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ARUN DISTRICT C

s Anarboriculturalimpactassessmentofthe developmentproposa
was prepared.

s Implementation ofthe development proposaldocs notrequire
the removalofany trees.

1.0 INTRODUCTON

1.1 Ihave received mstruction from MichaelBish B.A (Hons) Dip. Arch.
RIB.A, of ADM Architects, to provide arboriculturalconsultancy
servicesin relation to treesata proposed development site within
the groundsofthe Inglenook Hotel, Pagham Road, BognorRegis
PO21 3QB.

1.2 'The purpose of the instruction was to:

s Asgsessithe gunality ofany treesthatcould be affected by the
proposed development.

s Prepare a method statementand tree protection plan.

1.3 'The survey wasconducted and the report prepared with reference
to the guidelinesdetailed in BS 5837:2012 “Tree s in rela tion to
design,demolition and construction — Recommendations” and
according to good arboriculturalpractice.




1.4 Contentsofthe reportare e xclusively forthe use of the client;
liability doesnot extend to any third party without our writte n
consent.

2.0 DOCUMENTS PRO VIDED

2.1 Plansprovided by Midland Survey Ltd:

H1086-1&2 Topographicalsurvey 1:200 @Al

1594 SK Site plan as existing

3.0 SURVEY FORMAT

3.1 Treesincluded in the survey were those with the potentialto be
affected by the development proposaland with a stem diameter,
at1.5m high, greaterthan 75mm. The trees were inspected from the
ground only and no specialistdecaydetection wasundertaken.
Trees were assessed from within the site or from public areas.

3.2 The tree identification numbersused are forthe purpose of this
reportand maynotreflectnumbersused in pre vious surveys or Tree
Pre serva tion Orders.

3.3 Data wasrecorded on a handheld computer, the trees plotted via
GPS and theirrpositions marked on the 1:1000 @ A4 tree survey plan
(Appendix 4).

34 Adetailed tree survey sheetisshown as Appendix 1 with an
explanation of the termsand categoriescovered as Appendix 2.

3.5 'The extent of the survey waslimited to collecting sufficientdata to
nform upon the feasibility of the proposed development, it was not
a detailed tree hazard orrisk assessmentand, unlessspecified, no
guarantee,expressed orimplied,can be givenregarding the safety
ofthe trees ortheirsuitability for safe long term retention.
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4.0

4.1

4.2

5.0

5.1

5.2

6.0

6.1
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Thisreport may commentin generalterms on foundation type or
design but should notbe used forcalculating foundation depth.
Foundation depth should be determined by the architectora
structuralengineerand with reference to NHBC Chapter4.2 —
Buiding neartrees.

GRADING CATEGORIES

The quality of the surveyed trees wasassessed and they were
categorised to reflect the criteria recommended in Table 1 of BS
5837:2012 asdetailed at Appendix 3.

The following isa breakdown of the numberoftreesin each BS
category:

Category U
Category A
Category B
Category C

STATUTORY CONTROLS

Consulta tion with the IocalPlanning Authority confirmed that the
application site isnot within a designated Conservation Area butis
subjectto Tree Preservation OrdernumberTPO/P/2/15.

UnderPart 1 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act (1981), with only a
few exceptions,itisan offence to intentionally take, damage or
destroy the nestofany wild bird while the nestisin use orbeing
built. Bat speciesare protected under Section 39 of the 1994
Conservation (Natural Habitatsetc.) Regulations (asamended), the
1981 Wildlife and Countryside Act(asamended) and the 2000
Countryside and Rightsof Way Act. ltisilllegalto damage ordestroy
any batroost, whetheroccupied ornot, ordisturb orharm a bat.
Furtherspecialist nve stigation may be required before undertaking
anyrecommended works.

DEVELO PMENTPRO PO SAL

The development proposalis forthe construction ofnine dwellings.



7.0 SIIE DESCRIPTION

7.1 The Inglenook Hotelissetin broadly levelgrounds of a little under
lhectare (Fig.1), while the area outlned forpotentialdevelopment
coversaround 0.4 hectares (Fg.2).

Accessto the site isvia a tarmac driveway from Pagham Road that
runs parallelto the southemn boundary before opening into a small
car-park behind the hotel The area forproposed development, a
field at the westerm end of the site, is just be yond four sta tic
caravansand variousoutbuidingsin a landscaped area of formal
planting, onamentaltreesand clipped hedges. Current use of the
field is forstabling and grazing horses. A 1.2m high postand rail
fence extendsalong the north and eastboundaries of the field with
partially collapsed postand railfencesalong the south and west
boundaries.
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Fg. 2

7.2 'The Inglenook Hotelisin a semirural/suburban setting with open
farmland to the north and west. The widerlandscape includes
individualtrees orsmallgroupsasroadside trees, in dome stic
settings and within smallcopsesand hedgerowsalong field
boundaries.

7.3  The site geologyisrecorded aslondon Clay Formation ssdimentary
bedrock while the superficialgeologyisdescribed by the National
Soils Resources Institute asa loamy soil with naturally high
groundwater. No detailed analysis of the soil struc ture, composition
orpHwasundertaken and these details should notbe relied on for
design purposes.

8.0  'TREE SURVEY

8.1 Surveyed trees consisted of 12 within the site and 2 beyond the
southem boundary. Amixed Leyland and lawson cypresshedge,
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9.0

9.1

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/58/19/PL

marked as G1 on the survey plan along with a mixed specieslinear
group just to the north ofthe accessdrive, shown as G2, were
recorded and are detailed below. Treestoo smallto be recorded or
beyond influence included elderson the bramble-covered bank on
the western boundaryand a clipped, multistemmed Leyland
cypresson the boundary with 15 Mill Farm Drive.

Group 1 (category C) —leyland and Lawson cypress hedge; height
6-Tm;2m-3m wide; maximum stem ¢ 300mm.

Group 2 (category C) —Leyland cypress, goat willow, spotted laurel,
cabbage palm and Euonymus; height 3-7m; 2m-3m wide;
maximum stem ¢ 100mm.

TREE APPRAISAL

Individualtree detailsand comments are listed in the appended BS
5837 survey schedule detailed at Appendix 1.



10.0

10.1

10.2

10.3

10.4

11.0

11.1
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BELOW GROUND CONSTRAINTS — ROOTPROTECTION AREA (RPA)

Section 3.7 of BS5837: 2012 states that —“The Root Protection Area
(RPA)isa layoutdesign toolindicating the minimum area around a
tree deemed to contain sufficient roots and rooting volume to
maintain the tree’s viability, and where the protection of the roots
and soilstructure istreated asa priority.

The RPA calculations have been produced using the informa tion
gathered from the tree survey and section 4.6.1 of BS 5837:2012. 'This
indicates the RPAin m2and the mininum required allround radial
distances forrooting zone protection and allowsa view to be taken
asto whetherthe treescanbe retained safely without undue
damage to theirroot systems. The RPA calculationsare detailed in
the appended tree survey and the nitialdimensions marked on the
1:750 @ A4 RPA and shade plan (Appendix 5).

Tree oot morphologycan be affected by numerous factors;
availability of water, aeration, soiltype, temperature and structure,
compacted orimpervious surfacesand proximity to buildings and
otherstructuresallaffect the wayrootsdevelop and although the
RPAsare marked on the plan asuniform polygonsthe actualroot
systems willbe farmore iregular. Root mapping orhand excavation
underarboriculturalsupervision could determine whe ther significant
roots e xtend beyond the RPAsand require greaterprotection in
relation to construction orwhetheritmaybe possible to develop
within the RPA without a negative impacton the rooting
environment.

The majority of the individualsurveyed treesare growing in
unsurfaced ground and Ithink it unlkely that the nominal RPAs vary
significantly from those indicated at Appendix 5; however, the
heaviy compacted surface ofthe accesstrackmeansthatroot
developmentofTl, TI3, TI4, and the cypresshedge (G1)is
probably more e xtensive to the south.

ABOVE GROUND CONSTRAINTS

Consideration should be given to the effects that the cumrent tree
size , future growth potential shade levelsand leafand fruit



12.0

12.1

12.2

12.3
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nuisance may have on the proposed development. Tree height
and crown spread measurementsare detailed in the appended
tree survey; the crown spread of the tree and the shadow pattem
through the main part ofthe dayisindicated on the 1:750 @ A4 RPA
and shade plan (Appendix 5).

COMMENT

The 1:750 @ A4 Development proposalin relation to RPA plan
(Appendix 6) shows that with the exception of Unit 1, which impacts
on around 0.3% ofthe nominal RPA of T2, construction of the
proposed dwellingstakesplace beyond the RPA of the surveyed
tre e s.

The two poplars beyond the southern boundary (Tl & Tl1) are
mature and approaching their fullheight and while the shade
pattern castby Tl may impactmarginally on Unit 1 early in the
moming, forthe bulkofthe day the proposed dwellings wilbe mn full
sunlight. The oaks, limesand eucalyptusin the group immediately to
the eastofthe proposed developmentare stillrelatively smalland
have the potentialto attain large dimensions. Proximity of the trees
to the static caravansmeans thatwhetherthe development
proceedsornotthere islikely to be a require ment for future tree
management; however, theirprotected statusmeansthiscanbe
determined by the localPlanning Authority to ensure standards
meetthose setout in BS 3998:2010 British Standards Tree work —
Recommendations. Whilst the effectofleaffallisnotconsidered a
greaternuisance to the development proposalthan at present,
provision should be made forease of maintenance of gutters and
gullie s.

The heaviy compacted butunsurfaced accesstrackextends
partially through the RPAoftreesalong the southem boundary. The
narrow drive from Pagham Road meansthere wilbe restricted
accessforheavyplantso Ianticipate thatthe nature of the track
willprovide suitable ground protection foranticipated levelsof
plantand machinery activity. If the surface ofthe accesstrack is
notconsidered suitable in the long-term, installation of a no-dig
Three DimensionalCellular Confinement System (Geoweb®by
Greenfix orsimilar), a method statement for which is shown at
Appendix 11, willprevent furthercompaction of the rooting
environment.



12.4 While the Category Uapple (I9) and willow (T10) are not viable in
the long term neitherdo theyrepresent a significant risk. Their
retention may provide a degree of habitat potential

13.0 CONCLUSION

13.1 With appropriate precautionary measuresIconsiderthe
development proposalatthe Inglenook Hotelis feasible, in relation
to the surveyed trees, forthe following reasons:

s 'There are no requirements fortree removalorpruning so the
arboriculturalcharacteristics ofthe area remain unchanged.

s 'The use ofprotective barriers, precautionary measures and arboricultural
supervision and monitoring willpreventdamage and detrimentalimpact
onthe currentand long-term health ofthe trees. "

14.0 DETAILS

14.1 Date oftree survey -23.02.2018 & 28.02.2018

14.2 Presentattree survey -Jonathan Rodwell Cert Atb 14(ABC); BchArborA
14.3 Date ofreport -02.03.2018

144 Contactdetails:

[ocalPlanning Arun Distric t
Authority Council
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Arc hitects

ADM Architec

Arboricultural Beechdown
Consultants Arboric ulture
Ltd

N N
[ N
YRe fere nc e sy

AME T —-_—_

Roberts, J. Jackson, N. Smith, M. (2006). Tree Rootsin the Buit Environment. The Stationery Office
BSI British Standards (2012) BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to demolition and construction —
Recommendations, Fourth (Pre se nt) Edition. BSI

Jonathan Rodwell Cert Ab 14(ABC); BchArborA

Beechdown Arboriculture Itd 2nd March 2018
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Appendix 7 1:750 @A4 Tree protection plan showmg position of
. protective barriers.

15.0 PROTECTIVE BARRIERS AND CONSTRUCTION EXCLUSION ZONE.

15.1 Priorto the commencement of site workand before any machinery
ormaterialsare broughtonto the site, protective barriers, marked as
a darkgreen dotted line on the tree protection plan (Appendix 7),
mustbe erected, around the Root Protection Area (RPA) to create
a construction exclusion zone beyond the working area.

15.2 'The construction e xclusion zone, shown as green horizontal
hatching on the tree protection plan, wilbe afforded protection at
alltimes during the development process; strictly no access,
construction activitie s, mixing materials or storage wilbe allowed.

15.3 'The barmriers wilhave weatherproofsignsattached stating thatitis
protecting a construction e xclusion zone and thatno works are
permitted beyond the barrier; the protective barrier should remain
in place forthe duration of the development process.

154 'The protective barriers should be positioned in accordance with the
tree protection plan (Appendix 7) and should be constructed as
perfigure 2 of BS 5837:2012 (shown at Appendix 8) and consist ofa
verticaland horizontalscaffold framework, wellbraced to re sist
impacts. The verticaltubesshould be spaced ata maximum
intervalof3m and driven securely into the ground. Onto this, weld
mesh panels should be fixed with wire orscaffold clamps. Care
should be taken when locating the verticaland bracing poles to
avoid roots; if the presence ofroots precludesthe use of driven
poles,above ground stabilising using struts mounted ona block
tray,constructed asperfigure 3b) of BS 5837:2012 may be used.

16.0 FOUNDATION CONSTRUCTION

16.1 Foundation depth should be determined by the architectora
structuralengineerand with reference to NHBC Chapter4.2 —
Buiding neartrees.
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16.2

16.3

16.4

17.0

17.1

17.2
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Excavation forstrip founda tions within the RPA of T2 should be
undertaken by hand and underarboricultural supervision. Any roots
exposed should be mmediately covered to prevent drying; the
projectarboriculturalist wildetermine whetherindividualroots le ss
than 25mm diametermay be severed. If the size and quantity of
rootsencountered during excavation forthe foundationsexceed
levelsthatthe projectarboriculturalist findsacceptable anengineer
designed piled foundation positioned to avoid majorroot masses
and leaving the rooting environmentintactmay be required.

A piled foundation willleave the soillevel within the RPA of T2
unchanged and the surface undisturbed. A 150mm biodegradable
void formerwillallow gaseousexchange and waterinfiltra tion
where the foundation interacts with the RPA. The piles willbe
sleeved to a depth of3m to reduce friction and the potentialfor
heave;the sleeved piles willalso reduce the potentially harmful
effectsofuncured concrete on tree roots.

The location of the individualpiles should follow hand excavation or
compressed airsoildisplacement, to a depth ofatleast 600mm, to
avoid significantroots orroot massesand preventroot severance.
Use of the smallest sized pile possible willboth reduce the risk of
hitting and damaging significantroots and limit the size of the piling
rig required .

INFRA STRUC TURE REQ UIREMENTS

Ifservice runs impactupon RPAs, installation should be undertaken
with reference to section fourofthe NationalJoint Utilitie s Guidance
—volume 4 Guidelnes forthe Planning, Installation and
Maintenance of Utility Apparatusin Proximity to Trees, to reduce the
riskofdamage to the rootsand rooting environmentofretained
tre e s.

Undisclosed siting of service runs, above ground services, CCTV
cameras, electricalsub-stations, re fuse stores, lighting and other
infra struc ture requirementscanlead to unnecessary tree pruning or
rootlossduring orpostdevelopment. Should any infra struc ture
requirementsbecome necessary post planning theirdesign should
be discussed with the projectarboriculturalist and, if necessary, the
permission of the localplanning authority obtained.



18.0 ADDITIONALPREC AUTIONS

18.1 No storage ormixing of materials to take place within the
construction e xc lusion zone orin the ground protected RPA.

18.2 No storage ormixing of materials willtake place nanylocation
where they may leak into the construction e xclusion zone or RPA.

18.3 Materials which may contaminate the soilwillnotbe discharged
within 10m of the tree stemsormixed in any location where
gradients allow contaminants to run towards RPAs.

19.0 SUPERVISION AND MONITORING

19.1 Itwilbe the responsibility of the main contactorto ensure that any
conditions attached to the planning consentare adhered to atall
times and thata monitoring regime with regard to tree protection
on site isadopted.

19.2 An arboriculturalist should be appointed to monitortree protection
measuresand addressany arboriculturalissues that may arise.

19.3 'The projectarboriculturalist should mark the positions of the
protective barriers and inspectthem once erected and priorto site
workcommencing.

194 Inaddition to the scheduled supervision re gular site visits to inspect
the protective bamiers may be required. Frequency of the visits is
dependenton the progressofthe developmentbutshould take
place every two to fourweeks of continuous site ac tivity.

19.5 Acopyofa site visitand arboricultural supervision record is shown
at Appendix 9.

19.6 Acopyofanarboriculturalmonitoring record is shown at Appendix
10.

19.7 'The main contractorwilbe responsible forensuring subcontractors
comply with the arboriculturalmethod statementand do not
undertake any operation thatislkely to impactadverselyupon any
tree on site.
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19.8 'The main contractor wilensure that the build sequence is
appropriate to ensure thatno damage occursto the treesduring
the development process.

20.0 SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

20.1 Sequence oftree protection measuresin relation to phasesof
development.

Site meeting Projectarboric ultura list to discuss tree protection
5 . measures with architect/developerand localauthority |
arboriculturalofficer.

- Superyvision - Atboriculturalsupervision ofexcavation forfoundations

within RPA of 12,

. Protective . Removalofprotective bariersone completion of
barriers .development proposal.

20.2 Should circumstances arise where unscheduled work may impact
upon treesortree protection the work should cease untilthe project
arboriculturalist hasbeen consulted and the localplanning
authority artboriculturalofficerinformed.
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Client: ADM

iProject: Inglenook Hotel
§Survey Date: 23/02/2018 - 28/02/2018
§Surveyor: Jonathan Rodwell

BS5837:2012 Tree Survey

Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd

Club Cottage, Top Road
Slindon

Arundel

West Sussex

| Tree and Tag No Hght Stems Crown RP Phvs Structural
: : y: ructur:
| Species " No ] Spread | Clear [Age A(m? » . :
. Sp (m) (mm) | (m) (m) R(m) |Condition| Condition Survey Comment ERC
Estimated Measuremenis
- Lombardy Poplar 24 927 (Eq) N 6 6 M A38.1 Far  C Fair B.1
| Populus nigra Ttalica’ E 7 7 R: 11.12 S: Fair 20 to 40
i S 7 3 :
W 3 3

. Cider Gum 15 531 (Eq) N 4 35 SM A 1277 Good C: Fair By
- Eucalyptus gunnii E 5 2 R: 6.37 S: Fair 20to 40 |
W 5 3
Sycamore 12 145 N 1 5 Y A:95 Good C: Good ¢y
 Acer pseudoplatanus E 1 6 R: 1.73 S: Fair >40 yrs
5 S 2 3 B: Fair 3
w 3 3
i Common Oak 13 360 N 3 7 Y A:58.6 Good C: Good 2.1
- Quercus robur E 7 4 R: 4.31 S: Good >40 yrs
‘ S 3 B: Good ?
W 5 3
Age Classifications: N Newly planted EM: Early Mature Condition: G Grown Stems: @ Diameter
Y Young M Mature S Stem (Eq) Eguivalent stem diameter using BS5837:2012 definition
SM Semi-mature OM  Over Mature B Basal area
Page 1 TreeMinder 28 February 2018
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{ Tree and Tag No % Stems Crown RP L .

' Soedi o Hght G TSpremd | Ciear  Age A(mz _ Phys  Structural _ Preliminary Recommendations = cat

; ecies 3 o iti iti ;

. Sp (m) | (mm) (m) (m) R(m) |Condition  Condition Survey Comment 3 ERC

i Small-Leafed Lime 13.5 1 380 N 4 3 SM  A:65.3 Good C: Good 2.1

| Tilia cordata E 7 4 R: 4.55 S: Fair >40 yrs

: S 3 2 B: Fair f
w 4 2

 Small-Leafed Lime 13 1 440 N 3 2 SM A:876  Good  C: Fair BL

 Tilia cordata E 5 4 R: 5.28 S: Fair >40yrs

: S 15 3 B: Fair :
w 4 2

- Common Oak 12 1430 N 4 2 Y A:8.7  Good  C: Fair B1

' Quercus robur E 6 2 R: 5.16 S: Good >40 yrs

: S 3 5 B: Good f
w 5 4

. Scots Pine 7 1170 N 3 4 Y A131 Fair C: Fair L

' Pinus sylvestris E 2 4 R: 2.04 S: Fair 20 to 40

| S 1 3 B: Fair yrs
w 4 15

- Apple 4 1 110 N 1 05 Y A:55 Decline  C: Good ¥

- Malus domestica E 1 0.5 R:1.32 S: Poor Bark stripping at base of stem. <10yrs |

1 S 1 0.5 B: Poor :
w 1 1

. Weeping Willow 8 1 190 N 1 2 SM  A:16.3 Dead C: Poor 8.3
| Salix chrysocoma E 15 2 R: 2.27 S: Poor n/a
: S 2 3 B: Poor
w 1 4
Age Classifications: N Newly planted EM: Early Mature Condition: G Grown Stems: @ Diameter
Y Young M Mature S Stem (Eq) Eguivalent stem diameter using BS5837:2012 definition
SM Semi-mature OM ~ Over Mature B Basal area
Page 2 TreeMinder 28 February 2018
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| Tree and Tag No % Stems Crown RP - . %
i _ 9 Hght | G arend |G A(mz . Phys  Structural . Preliminary Recommendations = cat
i Species (m) | No prea ear | Age Condition|  Condition S| C ERC
s (mm) (m) (m) R (m) urvey Comment ‘
Estimated Measurements
Lombardy Poplar 26 2 640 (Eq) N 4 3 M A 1855 Fair C: Fair R
- Populus nigra Ttalica’ E 6 2 R:7.68 st Iwy 20t0 40
: B: yrs

; Common Hawthorn
| Crataegus monogyna

Poor
Fair
Fair

Sy

New N

20to 40
yrs

: Sweet Chestnut 7.5 1 490 N 1 15 M A:108.6 Fair C: Poor Lo N
 Castanea sativa E 1 2 R: 5.87 S: Fa!r Pollard >40 yrs
: S 2 3 B: Fair :
w 1.5 2
. Sweet Chestnut 7 1 390 N 1 0.5 SM A:68.8 Fair C: Poor (o0
 Castanea sativa E 1 0.5 R: 4.67 S: Fa!r Pollard >40 yrs
: S 2 1 B: Fair :
w 1 0.5
Age Classifications: N Newly planted EM: Early Mature Condition: G Grown Stems: @ Diameter
Y Young M - “Mature S Stem (Eq)  Equivalent stem diameter using BS5837:2012 definition
SM Semi-mature OM  Over Mature B Basal area
Page 3 TreeMinder 28 February 2018
18 -Inglenook Hotal -~ B3 5837 tree survay/
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Common and/orscientific name .

Stem diametermeasured at 1.5m orequivalent
with reference to Annex C of BS5837:2012.

Mcasured atthe cardinalpoints in metres.

Rootprotection arca (m?) and length ofradial
protection (m).

Over- Tree having reached itsmaximum life
mature spanand declnmg in health and size .

Generalcondition oftreecrown . ste mand basalareca
striic ture and form - assessed as:




Treesmsuch a condition thattheycannotrealistically be
retained ashving trees i the contextofthe curment land use
forlongerthan 10 years-shownmdarkred on plans.

1l -Mamly atboriculturalqualities - treesthatare good
examplesofthewrspecies,especiallyifrare orunusualor
those thatare essentialcomponents of groups. formalor
semiformalarboriculturalfeatures.

2-Mamlylandscape gualities ~trees, groupsorwoodlandsof
particularvisualimportance asarboriculturaland/or
landscape features.

3-Mamlvculluralvalues mcliding conservation — frees,
groupsorwoodlandsofsignificant conservation, historica l,
commemorative orothervalue.

1 -Mamly arboriculturalqualities - treesthat mightbe
mcluded n category Abutarc downgraded because of
mpaned condition (e.g.presence ofsignilicant but
remediable defects) to the extent thatthey are unlkely to be
suitable forretention beyond 40 years;ortreeslacking the
particularquality necessary forcategory Adesignation.

2-Mamly landscape gqualities treespresent m numbers,
usually growing as groupsorwoodlands. thatattracta higher
collective rating than they mightasindividuals; orgroupsof
trees situated so asto make little visualcontrbution to the
widerlocality.

ARUN DISTRICT COUNCIL P/58/19/PL



3-Mainly culturalvalues, including consecrvation — tre e s with
malteralconservation orotherculturalvalues.

1 -Maimly artboriculturalqualitics —unrematkable treesof very
Imite d mexit orsuch impaired condition thatthey do not
qualify m highercategorics.

2-Mamlylandscape qualities —freespresentin groups or
woodlands but without this conferrmg on the m signific a ntly
greatercollective landscape value;and/ortrees offering low
oronlytemporary landscape bene fits.

3oMamlveulturalvalues, inchiding conservation — trees with
no materialconservation orotherculturalvalues.
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Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd

Club Cottage, Slindon, Arundel, W. Sussex BN18 ORP
Tel- 01243 814740 Email - jonathan.rodweli@beechdown.com

Inglenook Hotel
Appendix 4 - tree survey plan

N

SCALE : DATE .

1:1000 @ Ad 01/03/2018
Beechdown ref5/0189/18 u
Inglenook Hotel - BS5837 surveyireport - February 2018

Mag data shown may contain Ordnance Survey ® products supplied by
ear Technology Services Lid; Email: info@peartechnology.co.uk
© Crown Copyfight and database rights from date shown above
Ordnance Survey ® licence number 100023148
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Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd

Club Cottage, Slindon, Arundel, W. Sussex BN18 ORP
Tel- 01243 814740 Email - jonathan.rodweli@beechdown.com

Inglenook Hotel
Appendix 5 - RPAand shade plan

SCALE : N

ATE .
1:750 @ Ad 01/03/2018

Beechdown ref:B/0189/18
Inglenook Hotel - BS5837 survey/ieport - February 2018

Map data shown may contain Ordnance Survey ® products supplied by
ear Technology Services Lid; Email: info@peartechnology.co.uk
© Crown Copyfight and database rights from date shown above

Ordnance Survey ® licence number 100023148
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Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd

Club Cottage, Slindon, Arundel, W. Sussex BN18 ORP
Tel- 01243 814740 Email - jonathan.rodweli@beechdown.com

Inglenook Hotel
Appendix 6 - development proposal
in relation to RPA

SCALE : DATE :
1:750 @ Ad 01/03/2018

Beechdown ref:B/0189/18
Inglenook Hotel - BS5837 survey/ieport - February 2018

Map data shown may contain Ordnance Survey ® products supplied by
ear Technology Services Lid; Email: info@peartechnology.co.uk
© Crown Copyfight and database rights from date shown above
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Beechdown ref:B/0189/18

protection at all times during the
Inglenook Hotel - BS5837 survey/report - February 2018

development process; strictly no access,
construction activities,mixing materials or
storage will be allowed.

[ —— Ny = e - B // - i /f Beechdown Arboriculture Ltd
\’“\~\—7\,,‘;\; J !‘ : ) ; { P4 | J
\~\~\;\;\\\\\; / “/ T - // ( Club Cottage, Slindon, Arundel, W. Sussex BN18 ORP
\~\—\;\,\7\;\;\; // l ) /‘ // Tel - 01243 814740 Email - jonathan.rodwell@beechdown.com
MiLL T e \ /
—_— FARM DRivE T \\\ p— A (\ Inglenook Hotel

I Tre—— T Appendix 7 - Tree protection plan

i ... | The construction exclusion zone, shown as . .

6 1 green horizontal hatching, will be afforded SC1A l:'$5'0 @ Ad DA(EI/_:oé/zms N

Mag data shown may contain Ordnance Survey ® products supplied by
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Hedges and structures forming
effective protective barriers to
construction exclusion zone.
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Position of protective barriers, marked
as dark green dotted line, forming
construction exclusion zone.

Existing compacted surfaces
: providing suitable ground
Key protection for anticipated
levels of vehicle activity.

Tarmac surfaced access drive

l:| Construction exclusion zone

Combined RPA
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Inglenook Hotel, Pagham Road, BognorRegis PO21

ADM Arc hitects 30B.

Arun District Council

Construction of nine dwellings.

Pre -c onstruc tion Mark position of protective barrier forming construction e xclusion zone.

NOTE- COPY OFCOMPIEIED FORM TO BE SCANNED AND SENTTO IPA
ARBORIC ULIURAL O FFICER
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Inglenook Hotel, Pagham Road, BognorRegis PO21

ADM Arc hitects 30B.

Arun District Council

Construction ofnine dwellings.

Site visit to check position of protective barrier prior to construc tion

Pre -c onstruc tion ..
a c tivity.

NOTE- COPY OFCOMPIEIED FORM TO BE SCANNED AND SENTTO IPA
ARBORIC ULIURAL O FFICER
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Inglenook Hotel, Pagham Road, BognorRegis PO21

ADM Arc hitects 30B.

Arun District Council

Construction of nine dwellings.

Construction Supervise hand excavation forfoundationsimpacting on the RPA of T2.

NOTE- COPY OFCOMPIEIED FORM TO BE SCANNED AND SENTTO IPA
ARBORIC ULIURAL O FFICER
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Inglenook Hotel, Pagham Road, BognorRegis PO21

ADM Arc hitects 30B.

Arun District Council

Construction of nine dwellings.

NOTE- COPY OF COMPLEIED FORM TO BE SCANNED AND SENTTO IPA
ARBORIC ULIURAL O FFICER
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Geoweb Tree Root Protection Installation Guide
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Installation Recommendation

1. Preparation of the subgrade ready for Geoweb tree root protection no dig solution. Whilst inside the tree rooting
area, all actions must ensure no detrimental effect on the ground condition. The tree rooting area is the surface
which is being protected

e  Removal of surface vegetation using prior agreed methods with local authority. No methods of removal which
will cause compaction to the subgrade can be used. This includes the use of plant, vehicles and machinery.
Examples of appropriate methods include hand tools or herbicide

e  When creating a level subgrade, do not grade off humps or level off through compaction, as these may
contain tree roots. Rather infill hallows with a permeable material such as clean stone or sharp sand to create
a level surface.

e All external debris, such as rocks and waste, should be removed

®  When an existing hard surface is scheduled for removal, care should be taken not to disturb tree roots that
may be present beneath. Hand held tools or appropriate machinery should be used to remove the existing
surface, working backwards over the area so not trafficking the exposed area

2. TRP4000 Non-woven Geotextile

e  Lay out the TRP4000 over the prepared area, overlapping joins by a minimum of 300mm, dependent on soil
conditions

®  When overlapping the TRP4000, ensure the overlap is in the same direction as the Geoweb will be extended.
This will ensure the geotextile does not pull up when extending the Geoweb

e If asite specific solution has been provided by Greenfix which includes a sub-base, this will require installation
through non compaction methods

3. Installation of the Geoweb panels
e lLay out the collapsed Geoweb on the TRP4000 and secure at one end in the middle of the width.
e  Extend the panel to 6.6m length, and secure its length at the other end
. Extend the width of the Geoweb to 2.6m wide, and secure each corner
e  Ensure the panel is secured at 6.6m x 2.6m, as this will achieve the 259mm by 224mm cell diameter required.
4. Connection of the panels to create one single mattress

e  All panels must be adjoined to one another both side by side and end to end

®  Simply connect the Geoweb with the supplied ATRA® keys, through the aligned slots

AN AN\
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Geoweb Tree Root Protection Installation Guide
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1. Infill of the Geoweb for tree root application

e  Compacted, non-porous material, such as M.O.T. Type 1/ crushed stone with fines should not be used for tree root
protection

® Infill Geoweb panel with 4-20mm clean angular stone, ensuring Geoweb is not visible and is overfilled by a minimum
25mm. Plant and tracked vehicles should not drive on exposed Geoweb as this will lead to tearing and damage.

e Infill towards the tree, using the filled Geoweb cells as the working platform

®  For a stone specification sheet please contact Greenfix Itd go to www.greenfix.co.uk

2. Compaction of the infilled material

®  Compaction of the Geoweb system is not required on generic site conditions, as the infill will secure its own level when
trafficked over a short time

® |fon poor / site specific conditions, complete 4 passes of a non-vibrating, smooth wheeled roller over the 25mm overfill.
Refill and roller as necessary to ensure a 25mm surcharge remains

3. Edging options

e  Where edging is required for light structures, such as footpaths, above ground peg and treated timber edging may be
acceptable. Where areas of hard surface require edge support, the use of pinned sleepers, gabions or non-invasive
haunch kerbing can provide appropriate solutions.

®  For recommendations and details (CAD or PDF), please contact Greenfix for assistance

4. Surface options available

®  Geoweb acts as a sub-base to all available surfaces on the market, including asphalt, block-paving, resin bound, grass
vegetation or gravel etc.

®  For tree rooting areas, the surface must be porous unless approved otherwise by local authority.

e  For details of surface options please contact Greenfix for assistance

Additional Greenfix services available

For an on-site installation visit on the day of installation on any purchase of Geoweb TRP, please contact Greenfix for
recommendations and support.

Site specific calculations and technical recommendations are also available via Greenfix.

Greenfix can offer an on-site visit to recommend correct installation to the calculated recommendation if it has been complete via
Greenfix

This information corresponds to our current knowledge on the subject. It is offered solely to provide possible suggestions for your own experimentation. It is not
intended however to substitute for any testing you may need to conduct to determine for yourself the suitability of the product for your particular use. Since we
can not anticipate all variations in actual end use conditions, Greenfix [tdx make no warranties and assumes no liabilities in connection with this information.
Nothing in this publication is to be considered as a licence to operate under or a recommendation to infringe any patent right
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For enguiries and recommendations please contact
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