Arun District Council Date Inspected: 30" May 2019

Planning Officer: Mr F Gardner

Planning Application Ref: R/71/19/T

Location: Rustington Methodist Church & between Rustington Methodist Church & Dental
Practice

Description of works: Crown lift by 3m 1 No. holm oak tree. Fell 1 No. holm oak tree. Crown reduction of

approx. 3m to 1 No. yew tree and 1 No. holly tree. Re-pollard by approx. 4m to
previous pollard points 11 No. lime trees

Reasons Given: 1. Excessive growth from established pollard points 2. Obstruction of vehicle access
onto property

Comments on Application:

Note: Tree numbers below (eg.T1) are for the sole purpose of interpreting this application (no tree reference numbers were provided) and have no relationship
(intended or otherwise) with those referred to elsewhere, such as may be recorded on the original Tree Preservation Order(s).

T1 - Holly / llex aquifolium Approx. height: 9m Average spread: 2.5m Age class: Mature
T2/T3 - Yew / Taxus baccata Approx. height: 9m Average spread: 2.5m Age class: Semi-mature
T4 - Holm oak / Quercus ilex Approx. height: 11m Average spread: 3m Age class: Semi-mature
T5 - Holm oak / Quercus ilex Approx. height: 14m Average spread: 6m Age class: Mature
G6 - 11x Lime / Tilia sp. Approx. height: 18m Average spread: 4m Age class: Mature

e T1-Although ivy-clad around its main stem, this tree appears to be outwardly healthy and stable with a relatively
unmodified and attractive crown profile. It has a prominent roadside position and is highly visible to the public. The
work proposed has not been justified on arboricultural grounds.

e T2/T3 are twin and multi-stemmed yew trees, partially obscured by the aforementioned holly and nearby holm oaks.
Their form suggests a degree of crown reduction work may become necessary (if not already so, although not
evidenced as necessary by the applicant/agent) to retain them in a structural state appropriate for this location. They
appear to be in a fair physiological state.

e T4 -—This is clearly a fine specimen of its type and with high growth potential. It appears to be in a fine physiological
state with a dominant main stem and presents an attractive crown profile. It is visible to the public although to some
extent visually marginalised by its impressive companion (T5). There may be implications for this aspect of the in/out
driveway as the stem and buttress roots expand over time, although at present it makes a valuable contribution to the
character of the area and there is no obvious evidence of obstruction to vehicles servicing the property.

e T5-This landmark tree appears to be outwardly healthy and stable with an attractive crown profile. It gives the
impression of being slightly stunted, a probable consequence of it growing in such hostile conditions. It is prominent to
the front of the property, growing as it does from within the publicly maintainable highway (footway). This is a tree of
high public amenity value.

e  G6 — This linear group of trees help define the character of the area by virtue of their size and prominence; forming an
impressive belt of high canopy and which constitutes a significant public amenity. They can be described as ‘high-level
pollards’ although that work appears to have been crudely initiated with a ‘topping out’ of the main stem and severe
truncation of limb framework. Repeat operations such as now being asked for by the applicant will be necessary
throughout the remaining life-span of these trees, to achieve a reasonable degree of structural integrity appropriate for
their location. Nonetheless, this type of tree is known for its tolerance of hard pruning so long as there is adequate time
between operations to replenish stored energy reserves.
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Conclusions:

e T1,T2/T3 -1 consider the work proposed has not been justified on arboricultural grounds and see no obvious reason to
support these elements of the application. The abrupt termination of leading stems and extent of crown volume loss
will irrevocably spoil their appearance. As such, their amenity value and contribution to character of the area would be
unduly diminished.

e T4 —The removal of this tree has not been justified on arboricultural grounds.

e T5-The removal of low branches to achieve adequate overhead clearance above driveway and footway is necessary
and can be achieved without undue detriment to the trees ongoing health and vitality, so is justified on arboricultural
grounds.

e (6 - The proposal to remove regrowth from established pollard points is justified and consistent with previous works
approved by the Local Planning Authority. It is assumed (and recommended) that this operation will also involve the
careful removal of epicormic and basal growth. While a temporary loss of aesthetic value is inevitable, satisfactory
canopy renewal and recovery should occur if the work is undertaken to a high standard and at an appropriate time of
year.

Recommendations:

e Asitstands, | recommend REFUSAL for this application.

Advisory:

e  Where trees are situated on land not owned by the applicant (T5) the granting of consent by this authority does not by
association give permission to undertake such works that require access onto/from that land, without first obtaining
authority from the tree owner.

e | would like to see the applicant submit a revised application, by way of removing work proposals for T1, T2/T3 and T4.
This would allow justified works to proceed without further delay and prevent undue diminution of the above tree’s
landscape and public amenity value:

e If the applicant is prepared to re-submit in line with this advice, then | would be able to recommend APPROVAL subject
to the following conditions:

Conditions To Be Applied to All Approved Works: -

e  Where whole branches are to be removed and final cuts made close to the trunk or branch union they are to be made
as shown in Figure 2 of BS3998:2010

e  Where branches are to be shortened back the final cuts are to be made at the correct angle shown in B53998:2010 and
adjacent to a live bud or lateral.

e G6 - The removal of crown material which has developed since the last operation must be done sympathetically and
with respect to established ‘knuckles’ so as not to extend beyond the point of origin.

e  G6 - The long-term vitality of these trees is best respected when significant pruning work such as proposed, is
undertaken during the late-spring to summer period (May to August). The work proposed must only be undertaken
during this period.

Reasons: In the interests of the trees continued health and vitality and to accord with current industry guidelines and
sound arboricultural practice.

- See also the standard pruning guidance notes issued with the consent letter

Mark Warwick
Tree Officer / Parks and Greenspace Team
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BRITISH STANDARD o BS 3998:2010

Figure 3 Crown lifting
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BRITISH STANDARD ‘ BS 3998:2010

Figure 2 Positions of final cuts

R(c)

N (d)

a) Recommended (R) b) Not recommended (N)

Key

1 Branch bark ridges

2 Branch collar

R(a) Cut where branch collar and branch bark ridge are apparent

R(b) Cut where neither branch bark ridge nor branch collar are apparent

R(c) Position for end-cut in crown reduction — maximum size of cut in relation to size of lateral branch
N(a) Cut too close (removing the branch collar and cutting into the bark branch ridge)

N(b) Cut too close (injuring parent stem in the crotch and too steeply angled)

N(c/d) Cut too far out, leaving a stub (but see C.2, Note 2 for exceptions)

N(e) Incorrect end cut (made beyond a branch that is too small, but see 7.2.4 regarding groups of branches,
rather than one branch of a required size)

----------- Recommended cut
———- Notrecommended cut
|___| Basal flare of the branch that does not show a distinct collar or ridge

NOTE The optimum position and angle of the end-cut cannot be exact/y prescr/bed as branch unions vary
considerably in their conformation.
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