5.0 Tree Survey Schedule
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w 00 LOIMLSIA NNAY

TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE

ey:
§o Ht = Height estimated in metres. o General observations = Particularly of structural and/or physiological condition,
io Stem Diam = Stem or trunk diameter, measured and calculated in accordance significant features and defects, and the effect these may have on the health,
’ with Annex C and section 4.6 of BS5837:2012. stability and safe retention of the tree.
o oi = Measurement taken over ivy, which is likely to produce an exaggerated o Preliminary management recommendations = any significant works identified as
figure. necessary in the current context, and not taking into account any development of
o Crown Spread = Crown spread to the cardinal points in metres, measured by the site..
pacing. o Rem’ cont’ = an estimate, in years, of the remaining period over which the tree can
o 1% significant branch ht’ & direction = First significant branch height in be retained at an acceptable level of risk whilst still providing significant amenity
metres and direction of growth e.g. N = North. benefits with no significant management intervention.
o Crown base ht’ = Minimum distance between surrounding ground level at the o Reten’ Cat’ = Desirability for retention category. Refers to BS5837:2012 which
trunk base and the base of the main crown, estimated by eye in metres. categorises trees on development sites into one of four categories— A, B, CorU, A
o Life stage is chosen from the four following categories; being very good and U meaning that felling is appropriate regardless of any
= Y =Young; proposals. The suffix 1, 2 or 3 refers to a subcategory relating to tree, landscape or
=  SM = Semi mature; cultural/ecological values respectively.
= EM = Early mature; o AGL = Above ground level
= M= Mature; o # = Estimated dimension.
=  OM = Over Mature. o TYP = Typical dimension where several are present.
o n/a = Not applicable.
o n/k = Not known.
Ref Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
N E S W branch| (m)
T1 Elm 8 180 1 21222 1.3 SE 1.3 Y |e The tree was not plotted on the o No works currently 10-20 C1
supplied topographical survey plan identified.
and its position was estimated by eye|e RPA: radius = 2.2
whilst on site. If the position of this metre; area = 15 square
tree becomes critical to any metres.
proposed development of the site,
the position of this tree should be
confirmed by a competent land
surveyor and this report amended
accordingly.
e The tree was part of the roadside
hedgerow.
e However, it was considered likely
that it would succumb to Dutch Elm
Disease within the next 10-20 years
at least, therefore the long term
survival of this tree was not
anticipated.
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oRef Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
§no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
F (mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
3 N E S W branch| (m)
%GZ Hawthorn 8 | 320 1 As [ As | As | As | N/A N/A 0 Y-SM The linear group comprised an ¢ No works currently 10-20 | C1
@ and max | typical | 520 | San| man| ptan overgrown section of hedge that had identified.
Elm become dominated by two ElImtrees.[e  RPA per individual:
However, it was considered likely radius = 3.8 metre; area
that it would succumb to Dutch Elm = 46 square metres.
Disease within the next 10-20 years
at least, therefore the long term
survival of this group was not
anticipated.
G3 Elm 11 | 150 1 As [ As | As| As | N/A N/A 0 Y It was considered likely that the e No works currently 10-20 | C1
max | tical | typical | 520 | Sanl San| pian group would succumb to Dutch Elm identified.
Disease within the next 10-20 years |e¢ RPA per individual:
at least, therefore the long term radius = 1.8 metre; area
survival of this group was not = 10 square metres.
anticipated.
T4 Holm Oak 10 | 450 2 4 (761 3.2 N 1.3 SM Extensive lower trunk decay was ¢ Monitor and assess 10-20 C1
+ present making the long term and condition at 18-monthly
380 adequately safe retention of this tree intervals, especially the
= unlikely. extent of basal decay in
589 the trunks.
mean e RPA:radius =71
metre; area = 157
square metres.
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Poplar

24

1700

-
o

H*

4

Access around the tree was impeded
by dense vegetation, therefore some
measurements and assessments
used were estimates made from a
distance.

The tree was heavily covered in lvy,
both live and dead, which greatly
restricted the extent of visual survey
possible, particularly of the trunk and
the lower parts of the first order
branches.

The crown had been heavily reduced
in the past and had regrown strongly,
although significant quantities of
small diameter deadwood were now
present in the outer crown.

On the north eastern side of the
central stem at a height of
approximately 7 metres above
ground level was a large wound
where a branch had broken out in the
past. The wood exposed was
bleached and seemed to be
beginning to decay.

The tree was prominently visible from
the public highway but given the age
and the noted propensity of this
species to branch breakage in
maturity, the long term retention of
this tree was not anticipated.

Monitor and assess
condition at 18 monthly
intervals, taking care to
assess the danger
posed by this tree to the
nearby road and
approved residential
development of the site.
RPA: radius = 15 metre;
area = 707 square
metres.

10-20

C1

T6

Holm Oak

11

370

0.2

0.2

SM

The tree has potential for future
growth.

The tree was set back from the
public highway within a surrounding
group and was therefore of limited
public visual amenity value.
However, its public visual amenity
value may increase in the future as a
result of its future growth and the
inevitable demise of the surrounding
Elm trees.

No works currently
identified.

RPA: radius = 4.4
metre; area = 62 square
metres.

40+

B1
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Leyland
Cypress

18%#

1000

1
typical

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

N/A

N/A

EM

The group was offsite and
inaccessible therefore all
assessments and measurements
used were estimates made from a
distance.

The group comprised 2 individuals
that had grown up to form a single,
unified and mutually interdependent
crown.

The group was large enough to be
visible from the public highway but
set far enough back to not be a
prominent individual.

Therefore, the group was of limited
public visual amenity value.

No works currently
identified.

RPA per individual:
radius = 12.0 metre;
area = 452 square
metres.

20-40

B1

T8

Holly

100
typical

13#

0.1

EM

The tree was multi stemmed from
ground level and seemed centred on
a dead and decayed central stem,
suggesting that the original tree had
long since died back and new growth
had arisen from the base to form the
existing tree.

The tree was set well back from the
public highway and was therefore of
limited public visual amenity value.

No works currently
identified.

RPA: radius = 4.3
metre; area = 59 square
metres.

20-40

B1

T9

Holly

200#

EM

Close access to the base of the tree
was not possible due to dense
surrounding undergrowth. Therefore,
the trunk diameter was estimated by
eye.

The upper crown was becoming
sparse and was slightly deformed as
a result of past storm damage and a
thicket of Brambles was developing
around the base.

This reduced vitality could be
indicating the slow dieback of the
main tree. However, some basal
sucker stems were present and it
seemed likely that these could
ultimately regrow in the way that they
have with tree no. T8.

No works currently
identified.

RPA: radius = 2.4
metre; area = 18 square
metres.

10-20

C1
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Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
N E S W branch| (m)
2110 Hawthorn 7 |350# 1 515|5|5]| 11 N 0.5 M The tree was heavily covered with Monitor and assess 10-20 | C1
e vy which restricted the extent of condition on an 18-
visual survey possible and access to monthly basis and
the trunk base. assess the risk this tree
Therefore, some estimates used poses to the nearby
were estimates. footpath.
Extensive basal trunk decay was RPA: radius = 4.2
present, making the long term metre; area = 55 square
retention of the tree unlikely. metres.
T11 | Common Oak | 15 [ 1000 1 7 1112|110 3.5 S 1 EM Access to the trunk base was No works currently 40+ B2
# impeded by dense surrounding identified.
undergrowth, therefore, the trunk RPA: radius = 12.0
diameter has been estimated by eye. metre; area = 452
The tree was heavily covered in Ivy square metres.
which restricted the extent of visual
survey possible.
The tree was a prominent boundary
feature large enough to be seen from
several public vantage points at
distance from the site.
Therefore, the tree was considered
to be of some public visual amenity
value.
T12 | Common Oak | 10 | 700# 1 119|117 4 SE 2 EM See comments made for tree no. See recommendations | 20-40 B2
T13. made for tree no. T13.
RPA: radius = 8.4
metre; area = 222
square metres.
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Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
N E S W branch| (m)
2113 | Common Oak | 12 | 850# 1 10|10 7 (11 3 S 1.5 EM The tree formed a unified and e No works currently 40+ B2
e mutually interdependent crown identified.
structure with that of the immediately [e  RPA: radius = 10.0
adjacent tree no. T12 and they metre; area = 327
should therefore be regarded in square metres.
visual terms as a single entity.
T12 was heavily asymmetric as a
result of competition for light and
space with T13. However, this is not
an unusual situation for this species
of tree.
Collectively, the two trees formed a
prominent boundary feature large
enough to be seen from several
public vantage points at distance.
Therefore, they were of some public
visual amenity value.
H14 | Predominantly | 12 | 180 1 As | As | As | As | N/A N/A 0 Y-EM The hedge was an overgrown feature|e  Consider laying the 10-20 C1
EIm max | max | typical | 520 | 550l Sanl mian becoming gappy at the bottom. hedge in a traditional
and Individual EIm trees had grown into manner to form a dense
Hawthorn distinct small trees and were boundary screen and
with some considered very likely to succumb to manage thereafter as a
Bramble Dutch EIm Disease in the hedgerow through
and foreseeable future. regular clipping.
Dogwood Some dead stems were present ¢ RPA perindividual:
within the hedge and these were radius = 2.2 metre; area
most likely EIm stems that had dies =15 square metres.
in the past.
The hedge divided a verdant division
between the main site and the
neighbouring field.
However, if it was to be maintained
as a boundary feature, it would be
necessary to re-lay this hedge.
MJC Tree Services Limited - Rep BS5837 TS AIA TPP AMS MJC-19-0213 rev1 Drove Lane 09 07 20 20 of 46
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Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
N E S W branch| (m)
2115 | Common Oak [ 11 | 850 1 10| 8| 5(10| 4.5 E 5 EM (e The tree was large enough to be e No works currently 40+ B2
@ oi visible from several public vantage identified.
points at a distance. ¢ RPA:radius=10.2
o Therefore, it was of some public metre; area = 327
visual amenity value. square metres.
¢ Minor deadwood was present in the
lower and inner crown as is
commonly the case in this species.
e The trunk was becoming covered in
Ivy which was beginning to restrict
the extent of visual survey possible.
T16 Ash 14 | 300# 5 9 |8#| 7|9 2 SwW 1 EM |[e The tree was multi stemmed from ¢ Monitor and assess 10-20 C1
+ just above ground level, mostly likely condition on a 6-monthly
280# as a result of past coppice or basis.
+ hedgerow management. e Fell at the first signs of
270# e This multi stemmed structure had Chalara Ash Dieback.
+ given rise to potentially weak basal |e RPA: radius =6.6
200# forks. metre; area = 137
+ ¢ Given the presence of these square metres.
150# potentially weak basal forks and the
= fact that current Government
551 guidance is that 75% of all native
mean Ash trees in the UK will be dead as a
result of Chalara Ash Dieback within
the next 10 years, the long term
retention of this tree is considered
very unlikely.
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Predominantly
Elm
and
Hawthorn
with some
Bramble
and
Dogwood

12
max

180
max

1
typical

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

N/A

N/A

Y-EM

The hedge was an overgrown feature
becoming gappy at the bottom.
Individual EIm trees had grown into
distinct small trees and were
considered very likely to succumb to
Dutch Elm Disease in the
foreseeable future.

Some dead stems were present
within the hedge and these were
most likely EIm stems that had dies
in the past.

The hedge divided a verdant division
between the main site and the
neighbouring field.

However, if it was to be maintained
as a boundary feature, it would be
necessary to re-lay this hedge.

Consider laying the
hedge in a traditional
manner to form a dense
boundary screen and
manage thereafter as a
hedgerow through
regular clipping.

RPA per individual:
radius = 2.2 metre; area
= 15 square metres.

10-20

C1

G18

Field Maple

11
max

350
typical

1
typical

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

As
per
plan

N/A

N/A

0.5

EM

The group was not plotted on the
supplied topographical survey plan
and its position was estimated by eye
whilst on site. If the position of this
group becomes critical to any
proposed development of the site,
the position of this group should be
confirmed by a competent land
surveyor and this report amended
accordingly.

The group comprised 4 individual
trees that had grown up to form a
single unified and mutually
interdependent crown structure.
The group was large enough to be
visible from several public vantage
points at distance.

Therefore, the group had some
public visual amenity value.

The group contributed to boundary
screening between this site and the
neighbouring field.

No works currently
identified.

RPA per individual:
radius = 4.2 metre; area
= 55 square metres.

20-40

B2
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Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
N E S W branch| (m)

2119 | Common Oak | 12 | 790 1 1010 7 |11 5 SwW 1 EM The tree was large enough to be e Severatground level all| 40+ B2

@ oi visible from several public vantage Ivy stems growing up
points at distance. this tree and re-survey
Therefore, the tree had some public in 12 months time when
visual amenity value. the lvy has died back.
The tree contributed to the boundary ¢ RPA: radius = 9.5
screening between this site and the metre; area = 282
neighbouring field. square metres.
The tree was heavily covered in Ivy
which greatly restricted the extent of
visual survey possible.

T20 | Common Oak | 10 | 400# 1 5(3[5]|7 1.5 S 1.5 EM Close access to the trunk was e Sever at ground level all| 20-40 B1
impeded by a dense covering of lvy Honeysuckle and lvy
and Honeysuckle, therefore, the stems growing up this
trunk diameter had to be estimated tree and re-survey in 12
by eye. months time when the
The tree was not large enough to be Honeysuckle and Ivy
publicly prominent although it had have died back.
some potential for future growth. o RPA:radius =4.8
This future growth was likely to be metre; area = 72 square
impeded by the nearby, larger and metres.
overgrowing Common Oak, tree no.
T19.
Therefore, this tree is unlikely to be
publicly prominent, even in the
future.

G21 Elm 8 | 130 1 As | As | As | As | N/A N/A 0 Y It was considered likely that the ¢ No works currently 10-20 C1

max | max | typical | 520 | 550l Sanl mian group would succumb to Dutch EIm identified.

Disease within the next 10-20 years [e RPA per individual:
at least, therefore the long term radius = 1.6 metre; area
survival of this group was not = 8 square metres.
anticipated.

G22 Elm 10 | 280 1 As [ As | As| As | N/A N/A 0 Y It was considered likely that the e No works currently 10-20 | C1

max | max | typical | 5o | San| man| pian group would succumb to Dutch Elm identified.
Disease within the next 10-20 years |e¢ RPA per individual:
at least, therefore the long term radius = 3.4 metre; area
survival of this group was not = 36 square metres.
anticipated.
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Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15tsig’ Direc- | Crown | Life General observations
(m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage
(mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht'
N E S W branch| (m)

Preliminary management

recommendations

Rem’
cont’
(years)

Reten’
Cat

saazgz 8L/A DI
N
w

Hawthorn 6 | 200 | Various| As | As | As | As [ N/A N/A 0 EM |e The group was an overgrown hedge

max | max otan | atan| ptan| alan becoming gappy at the bottom with
Bramble, lvy and Bay Laurel .
becoming established.

e The group provided a degree of
boundary screening between the site
and the neighbouring residential
property.

o However, this value would diminish
in the future as the hedge continues
to become overgrown.

e Judging by the position of the
concrete fence posts, it would seem
that this group is offsite.

No works currently
identified.

RPA per individual:
radius = 2.4 metre; area
= 18 square metres.

10-20

C1

G24

Hawthorn 5 | 300 | Various| As | As | As | As| N/A N/A 0 EM |e The group was not plotted on the )

max | max otan | pian| pran| alan supplied topographical survey plan
and its position was estimated by eye| e
whilst on site. If the position of this
group becomes critical to any
proposed development of the site,
the position of this group should be
confirmed by a competent land
surveyor and this report amended
accordingly.

e The group was an overgrown
fragment of an old hedge and may
have been offsite.

No works currently
identified.

RPA per individual:
radius = 3.6 metre; area
= 41 square metres.

10-20

C1

G25

Holly 6 | 300 |Various| As | As [ As| As | N/A N/A 0 EM |e The group was not plotted on the )

and max | max otan | atan| ptan| alan supplied topographical survey plan

Hawthorn and its position was estimated by eye|e
whilst on site. If the position of this
group becomes critical to any
proposed development of the site,
the position of this group should be
confirmed by a competent land
surveyor and this report amended
accordingly.

e The group was an overgrown
fragment of an old hedge and may
have been offsite.

No works currently
identified.

RPA per individual:
radius = 3.6 metre; area
= 41 square metres.

10-20

C1
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Ref Species Ht |(Stem| No. of | Crown spread 15t sig’| Direc-|| Crown| Life General observations Preliminary management Rem’ | Reten’
no (m) | diam| stems (m) branch| tion of| base | stage recommendations cont’ Cat
F (mm) ht' (m)| 1°*sig| ht' (years)
3 N E S W branch| (m)
E£26 Hawthorn 5 | 200 | Various| As | As | As | As| N/A N/A 0 EM The group was not plotted on the No works currently 10-20 C1
@ max | max otan | atan| ptan| alan supplied topographical survey plan identified.
and its position was estimated by eye RPA per individual:
whilst on site. If the position of this radius = 2.4 metre; area
group becomes critical to any = 18 square metres.
proposed development of the site,
the position of this group should be
confirmed by a competent land
surveyor and this report amended
accordingly.
The group was an overgrown
fragment of an old hedge and may
have been offsite.
H27 Hawthorn 2.5 | 200 | Various| As | As| As| As | N/A N/A 0 EM The hedge had been regularly Consider laying the 20-40 | B1
per | per| per| per . . . -
max | max plan | plan| plan| plan clipped to a square sided shape. hedge in the traditional
As a result, it was becoming manner and maintaining
increasingly gappy at the base. as a hedge thereafter
The hedge provided a publicly visible through regular clipping
verdant division between the site and into an A-shaped
the neighbouring recreation ground, profiled.
therefore, it was of some public RPA per individual:
visual amenity value. radius = 2.4 metre; area
However, clipped hedges of this type =18 square metres.
are not a material constraint in the
planning application determination
process in the same way that trees
are, but that does not mean that they
are without significance.
If the hedge is to be maintained as
an effective boundary screen, it
should be re-laid and then managed
thereafter as a hedge by regular
clipping into an A-shaped profile.
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6.0 Arboricultural Impact Assessment Plan
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W Arboricultural Impact Assessment 2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively LIMITED
‘\\ accrue some public amenity value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of
N T 1.0 Introduction these trees is unlikely to form a substantive reason for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed Site:
SN 1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan. development. However, the LPA is likely to take note of the collective loss of these trees and groups, and to Land east of Drove Lane,
‘ \ : 1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour. require the mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs as part of the proposed development to compensate for this Main Road, Yapton, Arundel,
SCALE IN P 1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is collective loss. BN18 OEB.
\ also illustrated in pale grey. 2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. T5, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when
METRES { N 1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance mature (Lonsdale 1999), often with little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT
3 with the key. already poses a significant risk of harm to users of that road. The proposed development will greatly increase the ASSESSMENT PLAN
N S )
Nl vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the route of the existing road and under the crown of this tree, and this will Plan no. MJC—-19—-0213-02
h 2.0 Tree Works. greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons and property. Therefore the tree should be removed for rev:2
2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out. reasons of health and safety if the proposed development is to go ahead.
0 10 20 2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over 2.2.1.4 An illustrative new tree and shrub planting scheme is illustrated in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that Sheet 01
the proposed road and tracks. the proposed development has allowed sufficient room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than This is based on the
2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks. mitigate for the identified tree and group losses. Cadmap topographical survey
2.1.2 Group no. B3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce 2.2.1.5 The LPA can ensure the adequacy of this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the plan no. CM/19796 and the
the remaining group and associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed proposed development subject to the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft Carlton layout plan no.
road and tracks, all as illustrated with @ red crown margin in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown landscaping proposal for the proposed development. PLN—1-1101, amended by
to be removed, the green crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back. 2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application MJC on 08/07/2020.
2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks. determination process in the same way as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in , ,
2.1.3 Tree no. T5 — Fell. arboricultural planning terms. Therefore the identified removal and cutting back of hedges and scrub should not form a T"‘:':Ioz';’" X":ngr:gg;‘f::e'"
2.1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development. version must not be relied
poses a significant risk of harm to persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so upon.
close to both the existing and proposed road and tracks. 3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA).
2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green 3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees. Therefore the proposed KEY
crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back. development dwellings do not have any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately @ |
2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road. protected from the proposed development dwellings through the use of appropriately constructed and located tree protection i1 Existing site
2.1.5 Group no. 622 — Fell. ] ] barriers (see Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement for details). . layout in grey
2.1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are 32 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no's. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4.
Elm trees they will die of Dutch Elm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point However, this encroachment only takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These . Proposed site
in retaining these trees within the proposed develogment. . . areas of encroachment are illustrated in this plan as the hard surface retention areas. In these areas, the existing hard layout in colour
2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red surface will be retained intact and the new road or track constructed on top of the existing hard surface. If it is not o
crown margin. . ) . possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the proposed road and track will be constructed in accordance with the
2.1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. . methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. ® Ccategory U tree
2.1.7 Hedge along south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove 33 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a T or group and
three sections as illustrated ‘f“th red crown margins in 'th'S plan. . L. . loss of less than 1.4% of the total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the ref’ no’
2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with existing access road. It is likely that this road has restricted root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a Category A tree
the immediately neighbouring development site. small encroachment into a part of the RPA where it is unlikely that any roots from G7 are present is considered acceptable T™  or group and
2,1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the in arboricultural planning terms. ref’ no'
proposed road, pavement and tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. 3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the
2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks. site that is not restricted by the RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the @ﬁ Category B tree
2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the RPA. The LPA have the power to ensure this occurs by granting permission subject to a condition requiring the orf’groqp and
entrance — Remove (not specifically illustrated in this plan). pre—commencement submission and approval of an underground service and drain plan. ret- no
2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. 3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit S  Category C tree
2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons. this impact to an acceptable level, the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out ™  or group and
2.2.1 G2, G3, T4, T5, G21 & G22. in accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. ref’ no

2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all 'C’ grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of Trees in a group

BS5837:2012. BS5837:2012 describes such trees as 'Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life 4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees that have been
expectancy of at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm’. 4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the collectively
new development and the trees, thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained survzyzd and
recoded.

in the design and development process. Section 5.3.4 d) of BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided

at the design stage of a proposed development. In order to comply with this requirement the following considerations have Crown spread of

been made. § % surveyed trees
4.2 Crown proximity. 5 / to be retained,

4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained a minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of S amalgamated for|
retained trees of 7.5 metres metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact groups
with the fabric of the dwellings or overswaying the dwellings, even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. SN Hedges and
Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the existing crown spreads of retained ™\ serub vegetation
trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and crown to be retained
proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. ~\_ Crown spread of

4.2.2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring A\ surveyed trees
their crown edges closer to the proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any N { to be removed,
crown edge any closer than 7.5 metres away from the fabric of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed N amalgamated for
development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the potential future crown spreads of retained trees that groups
legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and potential future SN Hedges and
crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the ™\ scrub vegetation
future. to be removed

4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact
on the useable amenity space in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any
legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree

Crown spread of
surveyed trees
and groups to
be pruned back

related debris, e.g. twigs, leaves, honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will i.e. red margin
not create any conflict between the trees and the owners of parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate indicates crown
pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. to be removed,
4.3 Tree shade. .gfg.entmm’gm
4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used :-:t::?:ezsa?"t’:rn
to assess the impact of shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings. pruning

4.3.2 This assessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast

by the retained trees. Estimated
4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the m mature crown

useable amenity space in the proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to \_‘/1 spread for trees

unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. with significant

4.4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development. ?:::::i‘:r;mh

5.0 Summary. S Indicative root

5.1 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed \ protection area
development, providing the tree protection measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan & } i (RPA),
Arboricultural Method Statement are undertaken, along with adequate mitigation planting of new trees as illustrated in this AN amalgamated for|
plan. In order to ensure that these measures take place, it is likely that, if the LPA grant planning permission for the groups
proposed development, they will make that permission conditional of the following:
5.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement: W Direction of
5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed \® E’rvé:it‘ Silg:i;it%dnt

development that includes adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree

B of arrow
losses: . R . . indicates height
5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained i.e. the longer
trees. the arrow the
5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions higher the
should not f&iin a legitimate reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development. branch

Areas of
potentially
significant shade
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MJC TREE SERVICES
LIMITED

Site:
Land east of Drove Lane,
Main Road, Yapton, Arundel,
BN18 OEB.

ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT PLAN

Plan no. MJC-19-0213-02
rev:2

Sheet 02

This is based on the
Cadmap topographical survey
plan no. CM/19796 and the

Carlton layout plan no.
PLN—-1-1101, amended by

MJC on 08/07/2020.

This plan was produced in
colour. A monochrome
version must not be relied
upon.

KEY

Existing site
layout in grey

Proposed site
layout in colour

®  Category U tree
™ or group and
ref’ no’

Category A tree
or group and
ref' no’

40

@  Category B tree
™ or group and
ref’ no’

®  Category C tree
™ or group and
ref’ no’

@01 Trees in a group
that have been
S) collectively

= surveyed and
wel recoded.

~ Crown spread of
i surveyed trees
/ to be retained,
“ew” amalgamated for
groups

. Hedges and
™ scrub vegetation
to be retained

=~ Crown spread of

H \ surveyed trees
b ¢ to be removed,
\\ amalgamated for
groups
N
M Hedges and

™ scrub vegetation
to be removed

. Crown spread of
% surveyed trees
and groups to
be pruned back
i.e. red margin
indicates crown
to be removed,
green margin
indicates crown
retained after
pruning

Estimated
mature crown
spread for trees
with significant

potential for
future growth

T, Indicative root
\ protection area
U (ReR),

M amalgamated for
groups

X Direction of
lowest significant
branch, length
of arrow

indicates height
i.e. the longer
the arrow the
higher the
branch

""" -,  Areas of

% potentially

"""""" significant shade
constraint for A,
B & C grade
trees and
groups, based
on surveyed
heights and
amalgamated for
groups

Existing hard
surface retention
areas

SCALE
1:250 @ A0

Arboricultural Impact Assessment

1.0 Introduction

1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan.

1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour.

1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is also illustrated in pale grey.
1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance with the key.

2.0 Tree Works.

2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out.

2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road and tracks.
2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.

2.1.2 Group no. G3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce the remaining group and
associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road and tracks, all as illustrated with a red crown margin
in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting
back.
2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.

2.1.3 Tree no. TS5 — Fell.
2.1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that poses a significant risk of harm to

persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so close to both the existing and proposed road and tracks.

2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown margin illustrates the crown
to be retained after cutting back.
2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road.

2.1.5 Group no. G22 — Fell.
2.1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are Elm trees they will die of

Dutch Elm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point in retaining these trees within the proposed development.

2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red crown margin.
2.1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement.

2.1.7 Hedge along south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove three sections as illustrated with
red crown margins in this plan.
2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with the immediately neighbouring

development site.

2.1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the proposed road, pavement and
tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan.
2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks.

2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the entrance — Remove (not
specifically illustrated in this plan).
2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement.

2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons.
2.2.1 G2, G3, T4, T5, G21 & G22.
2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all ‘C' grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of BS5837:2012. BS5837:2012
describes such trees as 'Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem
diameter below 150 mm’.
2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively accrue some public amenity
value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of these trees is unlikely to form a substantive reason for the
Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development. However, the LPA is likely to take note of the collective loss of these trees
and groups, and to require the mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs as part of the proposed development to compensate for this collective
loss.
2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. TH, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when mature (Lonsdale 1999), often with
little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it already poses a significant risk of harm to users of that road. The
proposed development will greatly increase the vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the route of the existing road and under the crown of this
tree, and this will greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons and property. Therefore the tree should be removed for reasons of
health and safety if the proposed development is to go ahead.
2.2.1.4 An illustrative new tree and shrub planting scheme is illustrated in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that the proposed development has
allowed sufficient room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than mitigate for the identified tree and group losses.
2.2.1.5 The LPA can ensure the adequacy of this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the proposed development subject to
the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping proposal for the proposed development.
2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application determination process in the same way
as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in arboricultural planning terms. Therefore the identified removal and cutting
back of hedges and scrub should not form a substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.

3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA).

3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees. Therefore the proposed development dwellings do not have
any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately protected from the proposed development dwellings through the use
of appropriately constructed and located tree protection barriers (see Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement for details).

3.2 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no’s. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4. However, this encroachment only
takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These areas of encroachment are illustrated in this plan as the hard
surface retention areas. In these areas, the existing hard surface will be retained intact and the new road or track constructed on top of the existing
hard surface. If it is not possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the proposed road and track will be constructed in accordance with the
methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement.

3.3 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a loss of less than 1.4% of the
total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the existing access road. It is likely that this road has restricted
root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a small encroachment into a part of the RPA where it is unlikely that any roots from G7 are
present is considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms.

3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the site that is not restricted by the
RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the RPA. The LPA have the power to ensure this occurs by
granting permission subject to a condition requiring the pre—commencement submission and approval of an underground service and drain plan.

3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit this impact to an acceptable level,
the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out in accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection
Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement.

4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees
4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the new development and the trees,
thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained in the design and development process. Section 5.3.4 d) of

BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided at the design stage of a proposed development. In order to comply with this requirement

the following considerations have been made.

4.2 Crown proximity.

4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained @ minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of retained trees of 7.5 metres
metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact with the fabric of the dwellings or overswaying the dwellings,
even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the existing crown
spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and crown proximity
should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4.2,2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring their crown edges closer to the
proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any crown edge any closer than 7.5 metres away from the fabric
of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the potential future crown spreads of
retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and potential future crown
proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact on the useable amenity space
in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained
trees in the future.

4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree related debris, e.g. twigs, leaves,
honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will not create any conflict between the trees and the owners of
parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4.3 Tree shade.

4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used to assess the impact of
shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings.

4.3.2 This assessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast by the retained trees.

4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the useable amenity space in the
proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4.4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development.

5.0 Summary.

5.1 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development, providing the tree protection
measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement are undertaken, along with adequate mitigation
planting of new trees as illustrated in this plan. In order to ensure that these measures take place, it is likely that, if the LPA grant planning permission
for the proposed development, they will make that permission conditional of the following:

5.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement:

5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed development that includes adequate
mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree losses:

5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained trees.

5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions should not form a legitimate
reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.
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3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA).
3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees.

Arboricultural Impact Assessment
Therefore the proposed

1.0 Introduction development dwellings do not have any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately
1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan. protected from the proposed development dwellings through the use of appropriately constructed and located tree protection
1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour. L . barriers (see Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement for details).
1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is 3.2 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no's. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4.

also illustrated in pale grey. . . ) ) ) However, this encroachment only takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These
1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance areas of encroachment are illustrated in this plan as the hard surface retention areas. In these areas, the existing hard

with the key. surface will be retained intact and the new road or track constructed on top of the existing hard surface. If it is not N " 3
ei} &

possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the proposed road and track will be constructed in accordance with the S
2.0 Tree Works. . . . methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement.
2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out. 3.3 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a
2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over loss of less than 1.4% of the total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the
the proposed road and tracks. existing access road. It is likely that this road has restricted root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a
2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks. small encroachment into a part of the RPA where it is unlikely that any roots from G7 are present is considered acceptable
2.1.2 Group no. G3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce in arboricultural planning terms.
the remaining group and associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed 3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the
road and tracks, all as illustrated with a red crown margin in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown site that is not restricted by the RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the
to be removed, the green crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back. RPA. The LPA have the power to ensure this occurs by granting permission subject to a condition requiring the
2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks. pre—commencement submission and approval of an underground service and drain plan.
2.1.3 Tree no. T5 — Fell. 3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit
2.1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that this impact to an acceptable level, the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out
poses a significant risk of harm to persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so in accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement.
close to both the existing and proposed road and tracks.
2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green 4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees
crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back. 4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the
2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road. new development and the trees, thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained
2.1.5 Group no. G22 — Fell. in the design and development process. Section 5.3.4 d) of BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided
2.1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are at the design stage of a proposed development. In order to comply with this requirement the following considerations have
Elm trees they will die of Dutch EIm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point been made.
in retaining these trees within the proposed development. 4.2 Crown proximity. s
2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red 4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained a minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of
crown margin. retained trees of 7.5 metres metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact
2.1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. with the fabric of the dwellings or overswaying the dwellings, even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. AN
2.1.7 Hedge along south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the existing crown spreads of retained -
three sections as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and crown
2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.
the immediately neighbouring development site. 4.2.2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring
2.1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the their crown edges closer to the proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any
proposed road, pavement and tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. crown edge any closer than 7.5 metres away from the fabric of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed
2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks. development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the potential future crown spreads of retained trees that NTR
2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and potential future SIS
entrance — Remove (not specifically illustrated in this plan). crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the
2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. future.
2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons. 4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact
221 G2, G3, T4, T5, G21 & G22. on the useable amenity space in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any B
2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all 'C' grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. ) .
BS5837:2012. BS5837:2012 describes such trees as 'Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life 4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree

related debris, e.g. twigs, leaves, honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will
not create any conflict between the trees and the owners of parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate
pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

Tree shade.

4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used
to assess the impact of shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings. s

4.3.2 This assessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast
by the retained trees.

4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the
useable amenity space in the proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to
unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.

4,4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development.

expectancy of at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm’.

2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively
accrue some public amenity value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of
these trees is unlikely to form a substantive reason for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed 4.3
development. However, the LPA is likely to take note of the collective loss of these trees and groups, and to
require the mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs as part of the proposed development to compensate for this
collective loss.

2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. T5, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when
mature (Lonsdale 1999), often with little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it
already poses a significant risk of harm to users of that road. The proposed development will greatly increase the
vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the route of the existing road and under the crown of this tree, and this will
greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons and property. Therefore the tree should be removed for

reasons of health and safety if the proposed development is to go ahead. MY
2,2.1.4 An illustrative new tree znd shrutF: pFI)anting schenE:e is iIIustrat%d in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that g? .ls.:;?;n%?e' no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed BES e ) \\\\\\ §$§
::i?ci F:Jzzp?:fdthie\/izz’r%?i:zt tI::es ::]Igwe:io: Mﬁf;::; room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than ’ development, providing tlhe tree Iprotection measures suggested abové <.<;Jnd detc;il):ed in the Trecj-: Protection pPI(?n & \\\
2.2.1.5 gl'he LPA can ensure the adequagy o? this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the AlrboncTItuqu Me;chod Stqte;?‘e?ttﬁre under‘tqken,thonglmth .c'l(dc'equlglzcel rrlll"]clgtatl'cfmthplarll’gxg of Fewl trqes as |Ilgst'rqte? 'n,d:h's \ N )
proposed development subject to the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft plan. 2 Zr e:’ 0 erlsu:: °." es: n:relofures lake poce,dqlt' 'sl' ?yth °f'"' . e. grant planning permission for the \\\\\\\\
landscaping proposal for the proposed development. proposed development, they will make that permission conditional o e fo own?g. N N
2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application 3.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement: \

5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed
development that includes adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree s
losses:
5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained
trees.
5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions
should not form a legitimate reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.

determination process in the same way as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in
arboricultural planning terms. Therefore the identified removal and cutting back of hedges and scrub should not form a
substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.
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Arboricultural Impact Assessment
1.0 Introduction
1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan.
1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour.
1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is also
illustrated in pale grey.
1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance with the key.
2.0 Tree Works.
2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out.
2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the
proposed road and tracks. st
2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks. e
2.1.2 Group no. G3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce the remaining
group and associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road and tracks, all as
illustrated with a red crown margin in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown
margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back.
2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.
2.1.3 Tree no. TS — Fell.
2.1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that poses a . i
significant risk of harm to persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so close to both the
existing and proposed road and tracks.
2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown margin
illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back.
MJC TREE SERVICES 2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road.
LlMlTED 2.1.5 GI’OUp no. G22 - Fell.
2,1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are Elm trees
Site: they will die of Dutch Elm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point in retaining these
Land east of Drove Lane, trees within the proposed development. 5 s
Main Road, Yapton, Arundel, 2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red crown margin. A
BN18 OEB. 2,1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement.
2.1.7 Hedge along south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove three e
AR%@S;’;&%Z?LP'&ZACT sections as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan.
2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with the
Plan no. MJC—19—0213—02 immediately neighbouring development site.
rev:2 2.1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the proposed e
road, pavement and tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. a0 e
Sheet 04 2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks.
This is based on the 2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the entrance —
Cadmap topographical survey Remove (not specifically illustrated in this plan). ]
plan no. CM/19796 and the 2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement.
Carlton layout plan no. 2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons.
PLN—1-1101, amended by 2.2.1 G2, G3, T4, T5, G21 & G22.
MJC on 08/07/2020. 2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all 'C’ grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of BS5837:2012. o o
This plan was produced in BS5837:2012 iiescribes suc!'\ trees as ‘Trees of |0:N quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 10 years, or s
colour. A monochrome young trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm'. R
version must not be relied 2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively accrue
upon. some public amenity value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of these trees is unlikely
to form a substantive reason for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development. However, the LPA
KEY is likely to take note of the collective loss of these trees and groups, and to require the mitigation planting of new trees and A5
U Existing site shrubs as part of the proposed development to compensate for this collective loss.
. layout in grey 2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. T5, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when mature (Lonsdale e
, 1999), often with little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it already poses a significant risk
. . of harm to users of that road. The proposed development will greatly increase the vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the
Proposed site route of the existing road and under the crown of this tree, and this will greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons
layout in colour and property. Therefore the tree should be removed for reasons of health and safety if the proposed development is to go
ahead.
2.2.1.4 An illustrative new tree and shrub planting scheme is illustrated in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that the proposed s
§1 Category U tree development has allowed sufficient room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than mitigate for the identified -
°rf.gr°‘fp and tree and group losses.
ret- no 2.2.1.5 The LPA can ensure the adequacy of this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the proposed
Category A tree development subject to the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping proposal for the
™  or group and proposed development.
ref’ no 2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application determination process
@  Category B tree in the same way as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in arboricultural planning terms. s
T  or group and Therefore the identified removal and cutting back of hedges and scrub should not form a substantive reason for the LPA to object to
ref’ no’ the proposed development.
§1 gftgggt% (én':jree 3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA).
ref’ no' 3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees. Therefore the proposed development
. dwellings do not have any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately protected from the
Ir';efsh'" °b9"°“P proposed development dwellings through the use of appropriately constructed and located tree protection barriers (see Tree Protection e
cotlllecti(\]/‘:y een Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement for details).
surveyed and 3.2 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no’s. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4. However, this
recoded. encroachment only takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These areas of encroachment are
_________ illustrated in this plan as the hard surface retention areas. In these areas, the existing hard surface will be retained intact and the
™., Crown spread of new road or track constructed on top of the existing hard surface. If it is not possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the
f:“é:ye'it:'i::: proposed road and track will be constructed in accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural
“....  amalgamated for Method Statement. ) )
groups 3.3 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a loss of less
e than 1.4% of the total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the existing access road. |t is
N Hedgbes °"‘,: i likely that this road has restricted root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a small encroachment into a part of the
" b be retained RPA where it is unlikely that any roots from G7 are present is considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms.
3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the site that is
g "™, Crown spread of not restricted by the RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the RPA. The LPA have
3 f:r‘éiye'fir:"::j the power to ensure this occurs by granting permission subject to a condition requiring the pre—commencement submission and approval
N amalgamated for of an underground service and drain plan.
groups 3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit this impact to
. an acceptable level, the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out in accordance with the
’\\\ Hedges and methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement.
scrub vegetation
to be removed 4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees
""""" . Crown spread of 4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the new
: i surveyed trees development and the trees, thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained in the design
e g:dpg:'r‘::gsb:‘;k and development process. Section 5.3.4 d) of BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided at the design stage of a
- i.e. red margin proposed development. In order to comply with this requirement the following considerations have been made.
indicates crown 4.2 Crown proximity.
to be removed, 4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained @ minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of retained
green margin trees of 7.5 metres metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact with the fabric of the
indicates crown dwellings or overswaying the dwellings, even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. Therefore, the proposed development has
retained after avoided placing dwellings so close to the existing crown spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and
pruning dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to
oo Estimated unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.
( mature crown 4,2.2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring their crown
\D spread for trees edges closer to the proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any crown edge any closer
with significant than 7.5 metres away from the fabric of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings
potential for so close to the potential future crown spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be
future growth created in the minds of future residents, and potential future crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to
L unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.
™ '"d'f"t,zf’e root 4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact on the
y E’égf)c fon area useable amenity space in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any legitimate pressures
N amalgamated for to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future.
groups 4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree related debris,
e.g. twigs, leaves, honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will not create any conflict
N Direction of between the trees and the owners of parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or
\® lowest significant fell the retained trees in the future.
branch, length 4.3 Tree shade.
of arrow 4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used to assess
indicates height the impact of shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings.
the E‘:,ml'?"tglg 4,3.2 tT!wisdesessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast by the
: retained trees.
E:-%?,i:, the 4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the useable amenity
space in the proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the - .
""""""" . Areas of retained trees in the future. N
g%t:irfliﬂzll!n{ shade 4.4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development. AN
constraint for A, N
B & C grade 5.0 Summary. \\
trees and 5.1 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development, providing :
groups, based the tree protection measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement are SCALE IN ST
on surveyed undertaken, along with adequate mitigation planting of new trees as illustrated in this plan. In order to ensure that these measures \
he'g'rts °"tdd § take place, it is likely that, if the LPA grant planning permission for the proposed development, they will make that permission METRES }
ggﬂg:mae or conditional of the following: N ]
5.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement: ANy
Existing hard 5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed development that -
surface retention includes adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree losses:
@ areas 5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained trees. 0 10 20
5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions should not
SCALE form a legitimate reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.
1:250 @ A0
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Arboricultural Impact Assessment

1.0 Introduction

1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan.

1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour.

1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is also illustrated in
pale grey.

1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance with the key.

2.0 Tree Works.
2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out.

2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road
and tracks.
2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.

2.1.2 Group no. G3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce the remaining group
and associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road and tracks, all as illustrated with a
red crown margin in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown margin illustrates the crown
to be retained after cutting back.
2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.

2.1.3 Tree no. TS — Fell.
2,1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that poses a significant risk

of harm to persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so close to both the existing and proposed
road and tracks. MJC TREE SERVICES
2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green crown margin LIMITED

illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back.
2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road.
2.1.5 Group no. G22 — Fell.

Site:
Land east of Drove Lane,
Main Road, Yapton, Arundel,

2.1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are Elm trees they will BN18 OEB.
die of Dutch Elm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point in retaining these trees within the
proposed development. ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT
2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red crown margin. ASSESSMENT PLAN
2.1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. Plan no. MJC—19—0213—02
2.1.7 Hedge dalong south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove three sections as T rev:2
illustrated with red crown margins in this plan.
S S 2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with the immediately Sheet 05
....... e g\\\\\§ R neighbouring development site. L
N N S NN 2.1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the proposed road, This is based on the
\ s pavement and tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. Cadmap topographical survey
S N N N e N BV T NN 2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks. p'“ga:'lfc""ncmglgzgp?a:":o'the
""" \\\s\\s \% NN §\§§\§ 2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the entrance — PLN—1—1101, amended by
T Y A N N N Remove (not specifically illustrated in this plan). MJC on 08/07/2020.
:@3 S o < & o o L e 2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. THis ol duced |
NN NN ﬁ@\\\\@\@\\\y\s\*g@\\\\\\s\\\\\ﬁ\\g @\\%\\\\ 2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons. is plan was produced in
PG D FPRRE ) O lCRe  I el T A 2.2.1 G2, G3, T4, T5, G21 & G22. colour. A monochrome
A s N ' 2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all 'C’ grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of BS5837:2012. version muz';’or:l?t be relied

BS5837:2012 describes such trees as 'Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of at least 10 years, or young
trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm’. KEY
2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively accrue some

public amenity value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of these trees is unlikely to form a . Existing site
substantive reason for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development. However, the LPA is likely to take ~ layout in grey
note of the collective loss of these trees and groups, and to require the mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs as part of the
proposed development to compensate for this collective loss. R Proposed site
2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. TS, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when mature (Lonsdale 1999), layout in colour
often with little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it already poses a significant risk of harm to i
users of that road. The proposed development will greatly increase the vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the route of the existing
&Y road and under the crown of this tree, and this will greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons and property. Therefore S Category U tree
SR the tree should be removed for reasons of health and safety if the proposed development is to go ahead. ™  or group and
2.2.1.4 An illustrative new tree and shrub planting scheme is illustrated in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that the proposed ref’ no

\‘\‘Q\ development has allowed sufficient room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than mitigate for the identified tree Category A tree
S and group losses. T or group and
2.2.1.5 The LPA can ensure the adequacy of this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the proposed development ref' no’
subject to the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping proposal for the proposed development.

2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application determination process in the ®.i;1 ggtegg{jy Engee
same way as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in arboricultural planning terms. Therefore the ref'gno'p
identified removal and cutting back of hedges and scrub should not form a substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed
development. @; Category C ':jree

or group an

3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA). ref. no

3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees. Therefore the proposed development dwellings do Trees in a group
not have any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately protected from the proposed development & that have been
dwellings through the use of appropriately constructed and located tree protection barriers (see Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method S) collectively
Statement for details). & surveyed and

01 recoded.

3.2 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no’s. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4. However, this
encroachment only takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These areas of encroachment are 7 Crown spread of
illustrated in this plan as the hard surface retention areas. |In these areas, the existing hard surface will be retained intact and the new road { % surveyed trees
or track constructed on top of the existing hard surface. |If it is not possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the proposed road and 5, ¢ to be retained,
track will be constructed in accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. “e - amalgamated for

3.3 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a loss of less than 1.4% “ groups
of the total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the existing access road. It is likely that this ™. Hedges and
road has restricted root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a small encroachment into a part of the RPA where it is unlikely ™ scrub vegetation
that any roots from G7 are present is considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms. to be retained

3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the site that is not ™ Crown spread of
restricted by the RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the RPA. The LPA have the power to } surveyed trees
ensure this occurs by granting permission subject to a condition requiring the pre—commencement submission and approval of an underground \ ¢ to be removed,

NN service and drain plan. ~<"  amalgamated for
LR 3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit this impact to an - groups
acceptable level, the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out in accordance with the methodologies ™\._ Hedges and
set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. "N scrub vegetation

to be removed
4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees ~~*._ Crown spread of
4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the new development and 5 % surveyed trees
the trees, thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained in the design and development process. : { and groups to
Section 5.3.4 d) of BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided at the design stage of a proposed development. In order be pruned back
to comply with this requirement the following considerations have been made. !-“a, "e;(d margin
4.2 Crown proximity. Indicates crown

to b d,
4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained a minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of retained trees of g?.ee: ,':;T.;i\:,,e

NN

O 7.5 metres metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact with the fabric of the dwellings or indicates crown
overswaying the dwellings, even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing retained after
. . . ) . y , dwellings so close to the existing crown spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in pruning
s PR NG % . ¢ 5 K the minds of future residents, and crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained X
""" \ : Ky E | trees in the future. EStlcm"ted
. 4.2.2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring their crown edges :;::,euq': gfv,::ees
SO closer to the proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any crown edge any closer than 7.5 with significant
metres away from the fabric of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the potential for
ST potential future crown spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future growth
&Fs future residents, and potential future crown proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained
trees in the future. #7™_  Indicative root
4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact on the useable } protection area
amenity space in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably \ & (RPA),
prune or fell the retained trees in the future. amalgamated for
4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree related debris, e.g. twigs, groups
RN leaves, honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will not create any conflict between the trees N
SRS and the owners of parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in \@ %&Z‘:‘tm:i ?11irficant
the future. branch, I%ngth
4.3 Tree shade. of arrow
4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used to assess the indicates height
& \\\\ impact of shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings. ] ) ) o ] L: the Iontgher
\\\\\\\\\\\\\ %\\\\\\\ 4.3.%rel'2|s assessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast by the retained hi:h:r"?r‘:le e
& .
\\\\\\ K Q 4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the useable amenity space branch
e 5\\\‘ in the proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained T Areas of
............. R trees in the future. -:-.:‘ potentially
& ; ) \\ 4.4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development. e ' signizicqn;t 1=r3h<:<11‘\e
S N : \ constrain or A,
M i : 5.0 Summary. B & C grade
SIS \ N SCALE IN ™ Y . . . . . . g trees and
\\\ \ 5.1 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development, providing the groups, based
\‘\\\‘\N“ METRES i tree protection measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement are undertaken, along with on surveyed
] N adequate mitigation planting of new trees as illustrated in this plan. In order to ensure that these measures take place, it is likely that, if the heights and
\ LPA grant planning permission for the proposed development, they will make that permission conditional of the following: amalgamated for
e 5.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement: groups
5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed development that Existina hard
A & 0 10 20 includes adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree losses: surchg retention
PN 5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained trees. areas
5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions should not form a
legitimate reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.
SCALE
1:250 © A0
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Arboricultural Impact Assessment

1.0 Introduction
™ ¥ 1N ; ) ; 1.1 It is proposed to construct a residential development on site as illustrated in this plan.
L NI . Lo P : L \ \ o ‘ - AT ; : S SN : 1.2 In this plan, the proposed development layout is illustrated in colour.
; N ‘ : . N ) = X N NER ~ NG ‘ 1.3 In order to provide context with the existing site, and highlight the proposed development, the existing site layout plan is
1 : - SN i i N ) ‘ ' also illustrated in pale grey.
' ] 1.4 The trees, their constraints, and areas where specific tree protection measures are required, are illustrated in accordance
................................. N with the key.
y Sk& : o‘\)&\{ i §e N ’ R ’ - 3 ) ’ na ‘ & 3 2'0 Tree works'
Sad ‘ S FENTG N ’ R . ’ 2.1 The proposed development requires the following tree and hedge/scrub works to be carried out.
\ ‘ e ] 2.1.1 Group no. G2 & tree no. T4 — Crown lift and/or reduce as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over
10 the proposed road and tracks.
AN S8 s [T 2.1.1.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.
..... ‘\\\ e 2.1.2 Group no. G3 — Remove the south western end of this group and associated hedge, and crown lift and/or reduce the
remaining group and associated hedge as necessary in order to create a 5.5 metre clearance over the proposed road
. < N and tracks, all as illustrated with a red crown margin in this plan i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be
................................................................................................................ ‘S\‘F‘\‘“ § § r.em<)ved' the green Crown mqrgin i”ustrqtes the crown to be retqined Ofter cutting chk.
§ { 2.1.2.1 These works are required to provide adequate access over the proposed and existing road and tracks.
T B R S N \ 2.1.3 Tree no. TS — Fell.
N 2.1.3.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and tracks, and to remove a tree that poses
...................................................... a significant risk of harm to persons and property by virtue of it structural characteristics and its location so close
........................................ to both the existing and proposed road and tracks.
2.1.4 Group no. G21 — Cut back as illustrated i.e. the red crown margin illustrates the crown to be removed, the green
----- . N crown margin illustrates the crown to be retained after cutting back.
. v 2.1.4.1 This work is required to create clearance over and beside the proposed internal access road.
______ W 2.1.5 Group no. G22 — Fell.
E\\‘\Q { 2.1.5.1 This work is required as the trees are a dominant presence in the rear garden of plot no. 70, and as they are
) SR v\ SO ElIm trees they will die of Dutch Elm Disease within the next 10 to 20 years at least. Therefore there is little point
-------- ‘ v QQ\\\ §\\ ' in retaining these trees within the proposed development.
g‘\\\\\?\%\\\\\\\\\ 2.1.6 Hedge no. H27 — Remove a 5.5 metre length of this hedge from the north western end, as illustrated with a red
““““““““““ ) \ N \\\\\“\\\\\ N crown margin.
““““ N 118 N \\\\§ 2.1.6.1 This work is required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement.
SN N A\}:\“\Q \\\\\\ 2.1.7 Hedge dalong south eastern boundary between this site and the immediately neighbouring development site — Remove
\\\%\\&§\§ § __§\s\ three sections as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan.
' : T I R R s e 2.1.7.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and footpaths connecting this site with MJC TREE SERVICES
e R U I T S R A BRI S the immediately neighbouring development site. LIMITED
i ST e 2.1.8 Scrub growth and scrubby hedges in the vicinity of the site entrance — Cut back as necessary in order to clear the
------------------------------ _ proposed road, pavement and tracks, as illustrated with red crown margins in this plan. Site:
....... § 1oy SN : ; ¢ S . \ S ‘ N 2.1.8.1 The works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road, pavement and tracks. Land_east of Drove Lane,
NN ] A L " J N N 2.1.9 Several small and discontinuous sections of hedge immediately to the south east of the existing access road near the Main Rocngacpggg. Arundel,
AN . ‘ & NN S | : : o ’ entrance — Remove (not specifically illustrated in this plan). )
Vi AN ’ ' e : ; § ; o A 2.1.9.1 These works are required to allow the construction of the proposed road and pavement. ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT
v ~ \ TN ‘ 2.2 These works are considered acceptable in arboricultural planning terms for the following reasons. ASSESSMENT PLAN
T e T \ | " S | | - 2.2.1 G2, G3, T4, TS, G21 & G22. Plan no. MJC—19-0213-02
- oL . 2.2.1.1 These trees and groups are all 'C’ grade with regard to their quality assessment as defined in Table 1 of T revi2
e B T S ] N \S}g‘g\e o ‘ = ; . NOSNE ‘ oS BS5837:2012. BS5837:2012 describes such trees as 'Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy
=~ T H— ) R g N \ , of at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm’. Sheet 06
\ A g S ! C < i 2.2.1.2 Such trees cannot be considered to be of high public amenity value as individuals, although they may collectively This is based on the
§§(\§ \ \ accrue some public amenity value if they are present in sufficient numbers. The required removal or pruning of Cadmap topographical survey
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ * ) 5 these trees is unlikely to form a substantive reason for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed plan no. CM/19796 and the
A development. However, the LPA is likely to take note of the collective loss of these trees and groups, and to require PL%‘"";‘°"1 1'8>1’°“t P""é noy
5 the mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs as part of the proposed development to compensate for this ~ T e, amendec by
U e Yo pE——— IS0y H b h b N collective loss. MJC on 08/07/2020.
_______ : 2.2.1.3 In the specific case of tree no. TS, this species of tree has a reputation for shedding large branches when This plan was produced in
e £ S48 mature (Lonsdale 1999), often with little warning. Given the location of this tree overhanging the existing road, it colour. A monochrome
------ { { NN already poses a significant risk of harm to users of that road. The proposed development will greatly increase the version must not be relied
“““ 118 vehicular and pedestrian traffic along the route of the existing road and under the crown of this tree, and this will upon.
N N e . b greatly increase the risk of this tree damaging persons and property. Therefore the tree should be removed for KEY
- T : : : : ; : \\\: Ny reasons of health and safety if the proposed development is to go ahead.
N oaw - 5 5 : : 1 : ‘ ' . 2.2.1.4 An illustrative new tree and shrub planting scheme is illustrated in this plan and this clearly demonstrates that the 7 Existing site
‘ proposed development has allowed sufficient room to accommodate substantive new planting that will more than i i layout in grey
e mitigate for the identified tree and group losses.
N ! S s : 2.2.1.5 The LPA can ensure the adequacy of this new tree and shrub planting by granting planning permission for the [ . Proposed sit
H g . \ . . . . posed siie
b i N proposed development subject to the pre—commencement submission and approval of a comprehensive soft i layout in colour
Vo GGESS e GG R e Ny ) s 4 ’ ‘ landscaping proposal for the proposed development.
2.4 Hedge no. H27 and other hedges and areas of scrub are not a material consideration in the planning application T
R N I N - . o - determination process in the same way as trees are, and they are not regarded as being of the same value of trees in ®  Category U tree
N R N S \3§\ NN T §\\3\\\‘ arboricultural planning terms. Therefore the identified removal and cutting back of hedges and scrub should not form a T  or group and
N S S S T substantive reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development. ref’ no’
\“\\3 . Category A tree
VOt E e sy S g 3.0 Root Protection Areas (RPA). T or group and
s 3.1 The proposed development dwellings footprint has avoided the RPA of all the retained trees. Therefore the proposed ref’ no’
development dwellings do not have any direct impact on the RPA of the retained trees, and these RPA can be adequately @  Category B tree
™ \ protected from the proposed development dwellings through the use of appropriately constructed and located tree protection Tt or group and
— \\ \ barriers (see Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement for details). ref’ no’
\ AN \ 3.2 The proposed construction of roads and tracks encroach over the RPA of group no’s. G2 and G7, and tree no. T4. S  Category C tree
\ \ However, this encroachment only takes place where there is an existing tarmac road or compacted hardcore track. These T or group and
' 3 \\ N\ . areas of encroachment are illustrated in this plan as the hard surface retention areas. In these areas, the existing hard ref’ no’
. ) N A ! e S ; S surface will be retained intact and the new road or track constructed on top of the existing hard surface. If it is not .
A N S AN S possible to retain the existing hard surfaces, the proposed road and track will be constructed in accordance with the I;g‘t’sh;’:le"bg';“p
z {d e SS N e ‘ ) ) ' methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. Sy collectively
S T e B N T 3.3 A small section of proposed road encroaches into the RPA of group no. G7. However, this encroachment represents a loss surveyed and
i Y of less than 1.4% of the total RPA for this group, and the area of encroachment is located at the far side of the existing @61 recoded.
. o access road. It is likely that this road has restricted root growth in the direction of the encroachment. Such a small
encroachment into a part of the RPA where it is unlikely that any roots from G7 are present is considered acceptable in Crown ZP';“" of
arboricultural planning terms. § ::ngzyeretali':::
3.4 No underground service or drain plan has been supplied, however, it is considered that sufficient space exists across the S amalgamated for|
site that is not restricted by the RPA of retained trees for these to be routed around, and therefore avoid conflict with, the groups
RPA. The LPA have the power to ensure this occurs by granting permission subject to a condition requiring the AN Hed
. . s N ges and
pre—commencement submission and approval of an underground service and drain plan. ™™ scrub vegetation
_ 3.5 Fences and soft landscaping works have the potential to adversely impact the RPA of retained trees. In order to limit this to be retained
N impact to an acceptable level, the fencing and soft landscaping works in the RPA of retained trees will be carried out in ==~ Crown spread of
e accordance with the methodologies set out in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement. \ surveyed trees
3 { to be removed,
.......................................................................................................................................................... 4.0 Future Pressures to Unreasonably Prune or Fell Retained Trees N’ amalgamated for
4.1 The inappropriate retention of trees within a new development can lead to future conflicts between the residents of the new . groupa
. development and the trees, thereby creating future pressures to unreasonably prune or fell trees that had been retained in \\\\ Hedges and
the design and development process. Section 5.3.4 d) of BS5837:2012 requires this issue to be considered and avoided at ™ scrub vegetation
the design stage of a proposed development. In order to comply with this requirement the following considerations have been to be removed
R made. e Crown spread of
..... &\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 4.2 Crown proximity.
§ \\\\\\\\\\\\\ 5

surveyed trees

and groups to
be pruned back

4.2.1 The proposed development layout has maintained a minimum clearance between the dwellings and the crown edge of
retained trees of 7.5 metres metres. This is considered more than sufficient to avoid the crowns coming into contact
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N with the fabric of the dwellings or overswaying the dwellings, even when the trees are swaying in a storm event. ;;,e&ic:i‘ism;';gv',?,
§ Therefore, the proposed development has avoided placing dwellings so close to the existing crown spreads of retained to be removed,
\S\ trees that legitimate feelings of overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and crown green margin
§ B § § _ . proximity should not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. indicates crown
é ! ‘ : : ; o N B 4.2.2 Some of the retained trees have potential for future crown growth that will increase their crown spread and bring their retained after
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, : S ; T ' crown edges closer to the proposed dwellings. However, it is considered that this future growth will not bring any crown pruning
edge any closer than 7.5 metres away from the fabric of the proposed dwellings. Therefore, the proposed development Estimated
has avoided placing dwellings so close to the potential future crown spreads of retained trees that legitimate feelings of mature crown
overbearance and dominance will be created in the minds of future residents, and potential future crown proximity should spread for trees
LY not create any legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. ‘”'tt"' ?glnn;ncant
§\\§ 4.2.3 None of the significant trees overhang the proposed gardens, Therefore crown overhang will have no adverse impact ?t?t::elagrosl";h
S on the useable amenity space in the proposed gardens. Therefore, crown overhang of the gardens will not create any
N legitimate pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. _ Indicative root
\ 4.2.4 None of the proposed parking bays are overhung by the retained trees and parked cars will not experience tree related ; \ protection area
o debris, e.g. twigs, leaves, honeydew and bird droppings, falling directly onto them. Therefore crown overhang will not 1\ ¢ (RPA),
N create any conflict between the trees and the owners of parked cars and this issue will not create any legitimate S amalgamated for|
N pressures to unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. groups
B ) 4.3 Tree shade. L
‘\ 4.3.1 At the layout design stage, the indicative shade segment suggested at section 5.2.2 Note 1 of BS5837:2012 was used X P"’ec"tm", °ff. t
A to assess the impact of shade on the proposed gardens and dwellings. braooh s'lg:'g't‘;f"
4.3.2 This assessment indicated that none of the proposed dwellings or gardens will experience any significant shade cast by of arrow
the retained trees. indicates height
4.3.5 Therefore tree shade will not have any impact on either the living conditions inside the proposed dwellings or the i.e. the longer
useable amenity space in the proposed gardens, and tree and tree shade will not result in any legitimate pressures to ;“'?eh"""f(’r“” the
unreasonably prune or fell the retained trees in the future. branan ¢
4.4 The proposed layout has achieved a harmonious juxtaposition between the retained trees and the proposed development.
Areas of
5.0 Summary. e potentially
5.1 There are no substantive arboricultural reasons for the Local Planning Authority (LPA) to object to the proposed development, 2:?:3'2':;‘;:: f:r"ie
providing the tree protection measures suggested above and detailed in the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method B & C grade
SCALE IN Statement are undertaken, along with adequate mitigation planting of new trees as illustrated in this plan. In order to ensure trees and
that these measures take place, it is likely that, if the LPA grant planning permission for the proposed development, they will groups, based
make that permission conditional of the following: g", .;t:rveyeg
5.1.1 Adherence to the Tree Protection Plan & Arboricultural Method Statement: a:,'%lg:r::ted for
| | | | | | | | | 5.1.2 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of a comprehensive soft landscaping scheme for the proposed groups
development that includes adequate mitigation planting of new trees and shrubs to compensate for the identified tree
losses: Existing hard
0 10 20 5.1.3 The pre—commencement drawing up and approval of an underground service plan that avoids the RPA of retained trees. surface retention
5.2 The use of these conditions is reasonable, necessary and commonplace. Therefore the required use of these conditions areas
should not form a legitimate reason for the LPA to object to the proposed development.
e SCALE
MJC Tree Services Limited -
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