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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 LandArb Solutions Ltd have been instructed by Heyford Park Settlements LP to prepare 

an Arboricultural Statement to accompany a planning application for a proposed pocket 

park on land off Camp Road adjacent to the previous Phase 1 development. 

1.2 With reference to the above information and BS 5837:2012, LandArb Solutions Ltd was 

subsequently also instructed to assess the impact of development proposals on the 

site’s arboricultural resource and to produce the following: 

• Arboricultural Impact Assessment; and 

• Tree Retention/Removal and Protection Plan. 
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2 REPORT LIMITATIONS 

2.1 Trees are living organisms as well as self-supporting dynamic structures.  Their 

physiological and structural condition can change rapidly in response to a wide range 

of biotic/abiotic factors.  They have the potential to fail structurally, without prior 

manifestation of any reasonably observable symptoms.  It is therefore not possible to 

categorically state that any tree is ‘safe’.   

2.2 This report is prepared for planning application purposes only and does not evaluate 

the degree of risk posed by trees.   

2.3 It is beyond the scope of this report to comment in relation to structural damage – 

direct or indirect, existing or potential – that might be associated with vegetation 

growth, or vegetation-related soil subsidence or heave. 

2.4 Any management recommendations set out within this report are of an advisory and 

preliminary nature only and relate to trees within the context of current site use.  Any 

physical alterations to site conditions subsequent to the date of the site survey will 

have the potential to change/invalidate the findings and recommendations of this 

report. 

2.5 The findings and recommendations of this report are limited to a period of 24 months 

from the date of this report. 
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3 DOCUMENTS AND INFORMATION RECEIVED 

3.1 For the purposes of preparing this Arboricultural Impact Assessment LandArb 

Solutions were provided with the following information: 

1. Previous Arboricultural Impact Assessment Report and Tree survey prepared 

by West Waddy ADP (February 2018). 

2. Detailed Landscape Proposals, Pegasus Group, Drawing BIR4322_35K 

dated 21.12.2018 

3. Detailed Landscape Proposals, Pegasus Group, Drawing BIR4322_35L 

dated 11.02.2019 

4. Detailed Landscape Proposals, Pegasus Group, Drawing BIR4322_35M 

dated 18.03.2019 
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4 DESCRIPTION OF THE SITE AND TREES 

Description of the site 

4.1 The site is located on land on the corner between the entrance to Heyford Leys 

Camping Park and Camp Road, opposite Larsden Road, RAF Upper Heyford. 

• Post Code OX25 5LX 

• Grid reference: SP 51788 25710 

4.2 The site comprises a small area of open space/grassland enclosed behind chain-link 

fence and site hoarding.  Immediately to the south-west of the site area is an electric 

substation.  Access to the sub-station is located to the Southern boundary of the site 

off the Heyford Leys camp site access.  To the West of the site is residential 

development completed as part of Phase 1.  To the North of the site is Camp Road 

and to the East is Duvall Park. 

4.3 In terms of vegetation the interior of the site and North, Western and Southern 

boundaries are void of any trees or shrub.  On the Eastern boundary is a small linear 

group of Leylandii cypress trees, many of which have been topped in the past.  The 

majority of the group form understorey vegetation to a mature Norway Maple and 

mature Horse Chestnut tree. 

Tree Survey 

4.4 The site was included as part of a tree survey of the Phase 1 site area in 2013 

(Application 13/01394/REM). The survey was carried out by Pegasus Group.  The 

previous survey identified the existing cypress group (G293) and Horse Chestnut 

(T292) tree as being of Low Quality (Category C). A further tree, T26 which comprised 

a Leylandii cypress was also identified and considered to be of Low Quality (Category 

C. 

4.5 A re-survey of the site area was undertaken on 7th February 2018 by West Waddy 

ADP.  Survey data is set out within Appendix 1 with tree locations shown on the Tree 

Retention/Removal and Protection Plan at Appendix 4. The re-survey was carried out 

in accordance within BS.5837:2012.  The re-survey identified both G293 and T292 as 
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being of low quality.  A large mature Norway Maple T26 was identified and considered 

to be of Moderate Quality (Category B).  
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5 STATUTORY TREE PROTECTION 

5.1 The site is located within the RAF Upper Heyford Conservation Area.   

5.2 It must therefore be noted that the trees that are located within the Conservation Area 

are subject to statutory protection.  Notwithstanding specific exemptions and in 

general terms, a Conservation Area prevents the cutting down, uprooting, topping, 

lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction of trees or woodlands without the prior 

consent of the local planning authority.   

5.3 Penalties for contravention of a Conservation Area tend to reflect the extent of damage 

caused but can, in the event of a tree being destroyed, result in a fine of up to £25,000 

if convicted in a Magistrates’ Court, or an unlimited fine if the matter is determined by 

the Crown Court. 

5.4 Any proposed tree works that are planned to be carried out on site must be carried 

out in accordance with the statutory controls outlined. 
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6 DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS AND IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

Description of Proposals 

6.1 Proposals are for the creation of a Pocket Park.  Proposals are shown on the Detailed 

Landscape Proposal Plan, Drawing BIR.4322_35-M, prepared by Pegasus Group 

(See Appendix 2) 

Arboricultural Impact Assessment 

6.2 With reference to BS5837:2012 ‘Trees in relation to design, demolition and 

construction’, this AIA evaluates the direct and indirect effects of proposals on the 

site’s arboricultural resource. With reference to BS5837:2012, the AIA includes the 

following information: 

• Tree Retention / Removal and Protection Plan (Appendix 4); and 

• a description of the potential impact of proposals (Appendix 3 and 6.3-6.10 

below). 

Tree Removal  

6.3 It is proposed to redevelop the site to create a new Pocket Park.  Both T292 and G293 

are to be removed.   

6.4 T292 has a poor form due to suppression from T26.  It also exhibited signs of bleeding 

canker.  G293 has been topped beneath the canopy of T26 and T292.    Both T292 

and G293 are assessed to be of low quality due to their condition.  It is considered 

that their removal would be acceptable with their loss being of minor significance. 

Assessment of Impacts to retained trees 

6.5 T26 is a mature tree with public visual amenity value given its location in proximity to 

Camp Road.  It has been assessed as having a good physiological condition with 

some minor deadwood and overall being of moderate quality.   

6.6 A review of the proposed Landscaping Plan shows that T26 can be retained.  

Furthermore, its shows that proposals have responded to arboricultural constraints by 

locating a new Hoggin footpath, park benches and new parking bays outside of the 

RPA of T26.  Although these works will occur outside of the RPA of T26, there is a 
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potential for some compaction impacts/ground disturbance to occur within the RPA 

(i.e. through storage of materials/equipment etc).  It is therefore recommended that 

temporary tree protection fencing is installed to deter encroachment until the works to 

the western part of the pocket park are completed. 

6.7 Proposals show that a 1m high flat top railing boundary fence is to be installed which 

encroaches into the RPA.  Given the nature of the proposals, it is not considered that 

installation of the new fencing will cause any significant adverse impacts to T26.  

However, post hole excavation has the potential to cause minor root 

damage/severance therefore it is recommended that the following working methods 

are observed when carrying out any post hole excavations: 

• Post holes to be excavated using hand tools only; 

• If during post hole excavation large roots under 25mm are found these should 

be pruned back to edge of excavation using sharp cutting tool.  Roots over 

25mm are discovered these must be retained and alternative post hole 

locations excavated; and 

• Post holes should be lined with an impermeable membrane prior to any 

concrete pouring. 

Tree Protection 

6.8 As a precaution it is recommended that following the removal of T292 and G293, 

temporary tree protection fencing is installed as shown on the Tee Retention/Removal 

and Protection Plan.  Fencing will prevent access into the RPA whilst works are 

undertaken installing a new acoustic fence on the south-western boundary and new 

parking area, hoggin path and benches.  Once these works are completed, the 

temporary fencing could be removed to allow installation of the flat top railings.   

New Planting 

6.9 It is noted that proposals are to be supported by new tree and shrub planting.  The 

Detailed LAP proposals plan (drawing BIR.4322_35-M) proposes three replacement 

trees, including two Carpinus betula ‘Frans Fontaine’ (at Extra Heavy Standard) and 

one Fagus sylvatica f. Purpurea (at Semi Mature).  Along with these three replacement 
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trees, proposals include for new climbers, shrub planting and native hedgerow 

planting.  

6.10 The proposed creation of a pocket park represents a significant opportunity to 

increase the multifunctional green infrastructure quality of the site well beyond its 

current value and use.  Although proposals will result in the loss of two survey items, 

proposals will more than compensate for the loss through new tree and shrub planting. 

More importantly new tree and shrub planting will help contribute to the creation of 

new high-quality open space for the benefit and enjoyment of local residents.   
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7 Summary 

7.1 LandArb Solutions has been commissioned to prepare and Arboricultural Statement to 

support a planning application for the creation of a new Pocket Park. 

7.2 The application site contains three survey items including mature field maple (T26), 

Horse Chestnut (T292) and early-mature line of cypress (G293). 

7.3 It is proposed to retain mature field maple T26 and remove low quality items T292 and 

G293.  Given the assessed quality, it is considered that the loss of these items is 

acceptable and can be mitigated by new tree and shrub planting on the site. 

7.4 It is considered that proposals are acceptable from an arboricultural perspective for the 

following reasons; 

• Proposals will retain moderate quality (Category B) T26; 

• All survey items to be removed are of low quality (Category C); 

• The loss of surveyed items T292 and G293 can be compensated/mitigated by new 

tree and shrub planting on site; 

• New tree and shrub planting has the potential to enhance the visual amenity of the 

site compared to the existing situation as well as lead to an increase in tree/shrub 

numbers and species diversity. 
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APPENDIX 1: TREE SURVEY SCHEDULE 

  



Date: 07.02.18 Site: Upper Heyford Client: Dorchester Group
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APPENDIX 2: LANDSCAPE PROPOSALS PLAN 
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APPENDIX 3: ARBORICULTURAL  IMPACT SCHEDULE 

 

  



    Arboricultural Impact Assessment Significance Matrix   

    Level of Impact    

    High Medium Low Slight None   

    

e.g. removal required to facilitate 
development.  Excessive root 
severance.  Excessive above 
ground pruning.  Hedgerows: 
>50% loss of overall length. 

e.g root damage, soil compaction or 
above ground impacts tree management 
works unacceptable in terms of 
BS3998:2010.  Hedgerows: >25% loss 
of overall length. 

e.g. minor fine root loss,  installation of no 
dig surfacing, temporary ground 
protection.   Moderate tree works within 
the parameters  of BS3998:2010.  
Hedgerows: 5-10% loss of overall length. 

e.g.very minor works within  root 
protection areas for example the 
installation of lightweight fencing or 
soft landscaping. Hedgerows: <5% 
loss of overall length. 

E.g. trees located at a 
significant distance from 
development and 
construction activities. 
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B Major Moderate Minor Insignificant None 

C Moderate Minor Insignificant Insignificant None 

U Minor Minor Insignificant Insignificant None 

    Significance of effect   

 

Significance of 

effect - 

definitions   

Major 

Removal/acute damage to structural integrity/vitality/appearance of a high quality 

arboricultural feature.   Depending on circumstances, may result in the loss of 

all/greater majority of public visual amenity value.  Mitigation planting unlikely to be 

effective except in the long term (40+ years). 

Moderate 

In the case of damage: unlikely to give rise to tree death but likely to noticably 

reduce vitality and deterioration of appearance in the short and medium term, with 

corresponding reduction in public visual amenity value where relevant.  Tree 

removals that can be effectively mitigated in the medium term (20-40 years).  For 

example notable crown dieback, foliage discolouration, low leaf density, or tree 

management works unacceptable in terms of BS3998:2010. 

Minor 

Short-term damage with limited distribution that can be reasonably compensated for 

by new growth. Unlikely to result in observable symptoms of damage in relation to 

structural integrity/vitality/appearance.  No obvious impact on public visual amenity.  

Tree removals that can be mitigated in the short-term (10-20 years) 

Insignificant Minimal damage in very small amounts.  No obvious impact on public visual amenity. 

None No impact to above or below ground components of tree reasonably anticipated.  

 



Arboricultural Impact Schedule Site: Heyford Phase 1 Eastern Gateway Ref:LAS 35
No Species Quality Arboricultural effects (direct and indirect) of proposed design - 

description
Unadjusted scale of 

effect
Unadjusted 

significance of 
effect (scale 

effects x quality)

Recommended mitigation Adjusted scale of 
effect following 

mitigation

Adjusted 
significance of 

effect (adj .scale 
effects x quality)

Tree removal 
required

T26 Norway maple B1
Potential impacts from general  construction activities 

associated with creating the pocket park.  New railing fence to 
be constructed within the RPA

Medium Moderate 
Temporary tree protection fencing to deter encroachment into RPA during 

construction works for parking bays,, hoggin pathway and benches.  Flat top 
railings to be installed with reference to AIA section 6.17

Slight Insignificant Retain

T292 Horse chestnut C1 Remove as part of proposals High Moderate Replacement tree planting Medium Minor Remove

G293 Cypress C2 Remove as part of proposals High Moderate Replacement tree planting Medium Minor Remove
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APPENDIX 4: TREE RETENTION/REMOVAL AND PROTECTION PLAN 
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