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Arboricultural Comments (Development applications):
Date:




09/06/2011
Comments by:

J. Brewin (arboricultural officer – south)
Comments to:



L. Griffiths (Senior Planning Officer – Major Dev.)
CDC Reference:


11/00565/CDC
Site Address:
 Whitelands Farm, Chesterton, Bicester
Applicant / Agent (highlight one):
CDC, Bodicote House, Bodicote, Banbury, Oxon.
Applicants name/address (if different):
-
Statutory Protection:


 No
T.E.M.P.O guidance notes completed:
 No

Date of site visit:


11/05/2011
Trees / Proposal (brief description):
Reserve Matters (ref. Outline 06/00967/OUT) - Construction of winter games pitches, cricket outfield and cycle track at South West Bicester Sports Village.
Significant comments:

The Landscape drawing submitted for ‘Phase 1’ of the development (ref: DE101824 007) indicates a number of proposals to protect existing trees within the site and to increase tree and hedge cover primarily to the boundaries. Supporting information to the planting scheme has also been provided in the form of documentation submitted by consultants STRI (May 2011).
Retained Trees:
The drawing indicates a small percentage of identified trees highlighted with an RPA. No specifications regarding the distances have been provided in accordance with BS5837:2005. The supporting document from STRI states within ‘General Comments’ section 2 that the retained trees are to be protected in accordance with BS5837:2005 then specifies that chestnut pale fencing will be used. This type of fencing may be considered suitable for protecting certain identified sections of existing hedgerow but will not be acceptable in providing adequate protection for the existing trees (particularly the oak in W1 and the four trees to the NW corner). Prior to commencing any operations the protective fencing, type and location should be agreed in writing.
Section 2 of the supporting document provides protective measures for the retained trees when there is a risk that it may be necessary to encroach within the unspecified RPA. The protective measures take the form of trial holes to identify potential roots within 300mm depths and to mitigate this by increasing and grading soil levels within the RPA. The use of trial pits to ascertain the presence of any roots may be considered an acceptable practice is certain scenarios however there should be no alteration of soil levels within the RPA unless agreed in writing with LPA. Encroachment within the RPA along with soil alterations may be possible following the submission of further details such as specified measurements for individual RPA’s and the results of trial pits within the RPA undertaken using hand tools only.
Three areas within the submitted drawing are identified for tree planting, W1, W2 & W3. Within these ‘islands’ the trees, quantity and sizes are acceptable, although there are concerns that the overall size of W2 will be reduced to accommodate the construction of a proposed car parking area for the planned pavilion proposed within Phase 2 of the development. It must be stated that details of the proposed pavilion and car park as yet have not been submitted however, should the size of W2 be reduced by future development then any loss in area or tree quantity should be mitigated through further planting.
Outside of the ‘W’ planting areas there is very little additional tree planting specified. Further individual specimens of standard sizes should be planted particularly toward and parallel with the northern and southern boundary of the site. Retained trees aside, no trees should be planted within 2.0m of the adjacent cycle track or proposed ‘Fitness Trails’. This will reduce the potential long-term risks of surface root ground disturbance. The northern boundary provides considerable scope for additional tree planting adjacent to the boundary with seemingly available space for further group and individual tree plantings. This can be achieved without significantly compromising allocated space for proposed grassland/wildflower mix and will also allow for a more visually sympathetic blending of the sports field boundary with the adjacent Whitelands Farm open space area with the additional benefit of bringing W1 closer to a more substantial green corridor.
Additional planting towards the northern boundary may consist of standards selected from species such as oak, ash, field maple and birch.
The southern boundary has been identified for hedge planting to mitigate the losses of the two sections of hedgerow removed to facilitate the development. Clarification of the exact siting of the hedgerow need to be provided as the drawing itself indicates significant proportions of the hedgerow to be outside of the site boundary. 

Specifications for the hedgerow are provided within the drawing and in general these are acceptable and will, in the long-term, go someway towards mitigating the loss of the existing hedgerows however there is again further requirement for the planting of individual standard trees at regular intervals within the hedge itself. Again, an agreed mixture of oak, ash, field maple and whitebeam would not only provide a visual balance to the agreed planting on the opposite side of the access road but, would also provide a more substantial green corridor in connecting up to both W2 & W3.
The hedgerow specifications provided indicate protection of planted species with either individual tree guards of chicken wire fencing. The latter may be more effective providing the wire is buried beneath ground level to discourage burrowing pests and the fencing itself is supported with an agreed system of posts.

Recommendations:


· Tree Protection Plan (TPP) to be provided with details of individual RPA’s of retained trees and to include the type of fencing required to provide adequate protection i.e. heras and / or chestnut pale
· If possible, relocate cycle path outside of the RPA of individual trees to reduce the need to increase soil levels and provide unnecessary gradients.
· Significantly increase tree planting and confirm size and species outside of the acceptable ‘W’ plantings. Particular emphasis on the northern and southern boundaries. Confirm no new tree planting within 2.0m of the proposed cycle path or ‘Fitness Trail’
· Confirm exact route of proposed hedgerow on southern boundary. Increase tree planting quantities within hedgerow and agree size and species mix.
Key: TPO – Tree Preservation Order, CA – Conservation Area, TEMPO – Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders (guidance only)
        TPP – Tree Protection Plan, AIA – Arboricultural Impact Assessment, AMS – Arboricultural Method Statement


        RPA – Root Protection Area, CEZ – Construction Exclusion Zones.   
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