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Ay guestions ralating to the content of this report should be directed, in the

I June 2019, ArborCall

Lt was instructed by Drew Smith Group o undertake a tree

survey and produce this report, 1o support the ng application for

residential dwell Susseyx, within

Document supplied 1o assist this assessment inclug

H v Y AR
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P~ SITE PLAN
:

ree Survey and Impact Assessment by ArporTech, dated May 2015

e impact of the proposal on the constraint presented by

he site, and those on adiacent land. Such impact can be caused

b

“remove the trees. The latter s often due 0 2

betweean the propoesal and the traes,

The root a minimum area in m® that

shouid bs
cirdle but is fundarmentally an are
for constraints to root growth wit
Recommendations are provided i
trees during the construction process. This is achisved by ansuring g free protection
strategy is implemented before any demolition or construction on site.

A

instance, to ArborCall Lid,, at mail@mwelby com or 01730 239 492 gueting the site

address and report re
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2.4 he site is

sdge of the existing settlement area of Pagham.

currently unused land on the g

NS
2

[tis predominantly £

at in nature and covered by sorub and seedling trees that were too

small to be included wi

S

hin this assessment.

ce Survey Grid Reference:




Arboricuitural bmpact Assesament
Land off Summer Lane, \;gham West Sussex

tCouncil’s on-line service’, there is one tree praservation o

[€8
e

ad at the date of writing),

3.2 Scant date was avallable through the online portal 5o, based upon previous

Coire

nondence from the tree offi

protection. These are numbered 3

41 Treesurvey data can be found on the plan at Appendi

4.2 The tree survey has been carmed out following the recommendations of The British

crively ang {without reference 1o ar ny site layout

e
e R ¥

ard ohj

Standard and the trees are asses,

proposals, Categories are based on each tree’s health and condition, togsther with an

it surroundir S WEre 1o

ngad,

a

plan, which is appended

drawing. Stem locations within groups may be estimated, and indicative of canopy oniy.

survey was carned out fro ith the aid of binoculars as

wing the Visual Tree Ag

45 Where trees are locat mated appraisal has bee

=ir guahiy and dimeansions.

-

i oa full assessment of

rmeasured with a cinometer or estimated in relation to those

s are measured abt 1.5m above ground level

bl

43

where this is not DGRSH

then Figure 1 of the British Standard s followed.

iarun.gov. {
Ea*w‘b E\ L& r@icm H., 1998,
London:H.M.S.C.
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Tree ¢ r}"‘("'!i‘\ S, wherg marked WV oasyimmet ”LA. Were measurad {C-f' astim

1 by pacing)

(‘“E': yoare measured n 2

cur directions usi

Ser meaasiye. S'\,‘:’ET‘:T‘:’K’_U'ECS can

g a ia

dimensions in the remaining directions assumed 1o be similar. For

measured

sups of trees, the maximum radius for each compass pointis

s will have further notes taken and an accurate renresentatio

Gentad ar
{more com nCated groups

will be shownon
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Appendix 2 on the tree survey plan.

BS Category

B

%

NC

#U

Ash, Common

Hawthorn, Common

Clo|w @

1 Mixed species

Oak, pedunculate
Willow, Goat

RId|Rr|R]|R

s ooour dunng works,

5.4 Both tress are displaving indications of physiciegical stress in the form of epicormic

shoots on the stem and branches, Neither tree is espediaily tail thus providing only

H

limited wider landscape valus.
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1 where room allows.
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6.5 Thus, notres protection MeAasUres are reguired
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" any use

Re basis of ArborCall Lid, using due skill, care and
.1t should be
ti@ﬂ supplied

ﬁw i provided as
any o 1 the docu




Arboricuitural bmpact Assesament
Land off Summer Lane, Pagham, West Sussex

APPENDIX 1: TREE CATEGORIES EXPLAINED

BS5837:2012 Table 1 -Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Category and definition

Criteria (including subcategories where appropriate)

Trees uhsuitable for retentioh (see Note)

Those in such a condition that
they cannot realistically be
retained as living trees in the
context of the current land use
for longer than 10 years

*Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to
collapse, including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g. where,
for whatever reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)

*Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline
*Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or
very low quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality

NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to

preserve; see 4.5.7.

1 Mainly arboricultural
qualities

2 Mainly landscape qualities

3 Mainly cultural
values, including
cohservation

Trees to be considered for retention

Trees of high quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 40 years

Trees that are particularly
good examples of their
species, especially if rare or
unusual; or those that are
essential components of
groups or formal or semi-
formal arboricultural
features (e.g. the dominant
and/or principal trees within
an avenue)

Trees, groups or woodlands of
particular visual importance as
arboricultural and/or landscape
features

Trees, groups or
woodlands of
significant
conservation,
historical,
commemorative or
other value (e.g.
veteran trees or wood-
pasture)

- “

aNaSeNg
LAWEMY »

Trees of moderate quality with
an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 20 years

Trees that might be
included in category A, but
are downgraded because of
impaired condition (e.g.
presence of significant
though remediable defects,
including unsympathetic
past management and
storm damage}, such that
they are unlikely to be
suitable for retention for
beyond 40 years; or trees
lacking the special quality
necessary to merit the
category A designation

Trees present in numbers, usually
growing as groups or woodlands, such
that they attract a higher collective
rating than they might as individuals;
or trees occurring as collectives but
situated so as to make little visual
contribution to the wider locality

Trees with material
conservation or other
cultural value

Trees of low quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 10 years,
or young trees with a stem
diameter below 150mm

Unremarkable trees of very
limited merit or such
impaired condition that
they do not qualify in higher
categories

Trees present in groups or woodlands,
but without this conferring on them
significantly greater collective
landscape value; and/or trees offering
low or only temporary/transient
landscape benefits

Trees with no material
conservation or other
cultural value
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APPENDIX 2: TREE SURVEY PLAN

intentionally blank - Plan is on naxt page
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DatelNotesIRev

BS5837:2012 survey by M Welby RCArborA 03.07.2019

Surveyed Trees
Est.
\ \ Remaining BS

: " Crown :
Common Name | Height | Stem Diameter Canopy NESW Clearance| Age Class | Observations aini cat
Contribution

Species
55N55E5S 4 No obvious significant
Fraxinus excelsior Ash, Common 10m 0.35m . W im Early-Mature | defects.Downgraded due to limited 10 Years c1
life expectancy.
Recent ditch excavation and

associated works have severed roots

B3 Quercus robur | Oak, pedunculate | 10m 0.41m S§NGE55S6W | 0.5m | Early-Mature | 2rokenlimbs and damaged bark on 10 Years | C1
\ trunk. Brambles in crown and
\ epicormic flushing on southern side A
B of stem.
'\\\\Q N -
&\‘\§‘ Quercus robur Oak, pedunculate om 0.3m; 0.2m 6N4E0SS4W 2m Early-Mature | Poor shape and form. Split at base 0 Years U
\\x Tree severely impacted by recent
RERES  Quercusrobur | Oak, pedunculate | &m 04m;05m | 2N6E7S8W | 25m Mature | ditch excavation. Epicormic growth 10 Years | C1
\ throughout crown. Extensive root loss
&\\ north and east.
Ao
§§\\:§ Salix caprea Willow, Goat 5m 0.3m 4N4E4S4W Early-Mature | Tree of low quality and value. 10 Years c1 K
‘\\\{\“§ Crataegus Hawthorn Small with limited wider landscape 515 ﬂ
N ' 4m | 025m;025m | 3N3E3S3W Early-Mature 10 Years c1 . 98650mN
B3R \\\\ monogyna Common value.
§ Fair overall Physiological and
e Structural condition.No obvious
8 a\ Quercus robur Oak, pedunculate om 0.45m BNBEBS6W 1.5m Mature significant defects.Oft-site and 20 Years B1 Canopy sprea Tree/Group
&\ inaccessible. number
Surveyed Tree Groups ™~
! Est ™, § $
- N
Species Common Name | Height | Stem Diameter Canopy NESW Crown Age Class | Observations Remaining BS \»4.99 % s\‘S
Clearance Contribution | 2t LY § 5:5
i § N
Crataegus Hawthorn, i § l\s =~
monogyna Common Boundary hedge cl ) N Stem location &
x10Prunus &
" x10Blackthorn x10 < 8§ BS5837 Category colour
spinosa x10 k) \§ Root protection:
P
3 \§ area (RPA)
¥
N\
‘.‘\ N
4.90\\\33\\‘\;'\" ! BS 5837:2012 Tree Quality Categories - Table 1
+ '
:‘\\\\“\ . Category A - High guality
@ Category B - Moderate quality
N
& "
gs § Category C - Low quality
& . N
s::s @ Category U - Unsuitable for retention
R
§
& .
& :
§ . -
N ' N How to use this data
As recommended by BS5837:2012 this plan provides information for designers ta interpret the
canstraints presented by trees. A planning application will typically require arboricultural impact
assessment (AlA) and method statement (AMS)

Designers shall seek to retain all A & B category trees, and work within the constraints posed by
them. C category trees may not be a material constraint and may be removed to facilitate
development. However, their retention may be sought where practical, but any proposals need

nat be designed around them

Root protection areas (RPAs) - The minimum area around a tree deemed to contain sufficient
raots and rooting velume to successfully retain it. This is initially represented by a circle but is
fundamentally an area of racting volume. It may be adjusted to account for constraints to ract
growth within the site (primarily highways and buildings). In the RPA, the protection of the raots
and sail structure is treated as a priority. BS5837:2012 advises that default position is that
structures & surfaces are located autside this area. However, where there is an ovemiding
justification for construction within the RPA, technical slutions might be available that prevent
damage to the tree(s). It is essential that any proposals within this area are discussed with the

98600mN

project arbariculturist before finalising the design.

Future tree growth - Any design should only place small non-habitable buildings (garages, cycle
stores, etc) within 2m of, or under, tree crowns. VWhilst providing space for the tree's growth, this
also provides working room needed for construction. In some instances it may be viable to cany
out some pruning but his often raises objections and therefore should only be implemented under

advice, before finalising any design
Shade - Any design shall alsa avoid unreasonable obstruction of light, by siting buildings so that
anly flank walls and/or non-habitable/dual aspect raoms are close to retained trees. Gardens.
should be orientated to provide some shade free areas during the day. Guidance can be found in
BRE209 Site Layout Planning for Daylight and Sunlight (2011). Detailed shade analysis can be
provided on request

If you have any questions regarding the details presented an this plan, or before finalising any
layout design, please seek advice and quidance

Scope and Methodology

This tree survey has been camied out following the recommendations of The Biitish Standard and
the trees are assessed objectively and without reference to any site layout proposals. Categories
are based on each tree’s health and condition, together with an assessment of its life expectancy

98500mN

it its surroundings were ta be unchanged
The reference numbers of surveyed trees and groups of trees are shown on the tree reference
plan, which is appended to this report and based on the supplied survey drawing. Stem lacations
within groups may be estimated, and indicative of canapy only,

The tree survey was carried out from ground level only, with the aid of binculars as necessary.
following the Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) method

Where trees are located on neighbouring land an estimated appraisal has been made of their

quality and dimensions

Wwhere stems ar branches are abscured by ivy ar ather materials a full assessment of thase parts

will nat be passible,
Tree heights were measured with a clinameter or estimated in relation ta thase measured.

_ | Trunk diameters are measured at 1.5m abave ground level, where this is not passible, then
Figure C.1 of the British Standard is fallowed.

Church View

25,

Tree canopies, where markedly asymmetrical, were measured (or estimated by pacing) in four

3
N
§
&
8§
&
& 98550mN directions using a laser measure. Symmetrical canopies are measured in one direction only, with
3
& dimensions in the remaining directions assumed to be similar. For the canopies of groups of
& trees, the maximum radius for each compass point is measured (more complicated groups will
have further notes taken and an accurate representation will be shown an the plan)
All estimated dimensions are noted in the data

JW0S068Y

3JW00068Y

L] .

Five Acres

N\

RS

98450mN
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