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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PJC Consultancy has been instructed by Carnegie Architecture to provide an arboricultural impact
assessment and arboricultural method statement to support a planning application for proposed
change of use of vacant land to event area for occasional use with installation of permanent
infrastructure and reinforced ground surfacing (cellular paving grid) to facilitate the erection of
annual marquee structures including ground level alterations, wash block and toilets,
generator enclosure and concrete ring together with the erection and dismantling of the temporary
marquee structure themselves (for a total maximum period of 84 days per year) and overflow car
parking for the Church and neighbouring sports clubs consisting of reinforced ground
surfacing (cellular paving grid) for up to 683 car spaces (comprising up to 113 cars (Area A) for no more
than 30 days per annum, 313 cars (Areas A & B) for no more than 13 days per year and up to 683 cars
(Areas A, B & C) for no more than 7 days per year), construction of a new access and internal road,
sustainable surface water and foul drainage provision, associated landscaping and ecological

enhancements, (Amended Description, Plans, Documents).

This report complies with the planning policies of Mid Sussex District Council and complies with the
recommendations of British Standard BS5837: 2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and

construction - Recommendations.

The initial tree survey was carried out on 2" July 2024 and an additional tree survey was undertaken
9™ October 2024. The tree constraints plan and tree survey schedule can be found at Appendix 1 and

Appendix 2 respectively.

A tree preservation order Ref: TP/15/007 was shown to cover Land at High Wood and The Plantation
directly north-west of the site and a check of ‘MAGIC’* map showed that an unnamed area of woodland
located at the centre of the site and High Wood located just beyond the north-west boundary to be

ancient semi natural woodland (ASNW).
The site is not located within a Conservation Area.

The proposed layout has been overlaid with the tree constraints plan in order to identify the impacts
to the trees to inform this impact assessment and this information has formed the basis of the tree
retention plan at Appendix 3, the root protection area incursions plan at Appendix 4 and the tree

protection plan at Appendix 5.

The proposed toilet block, generator and substation for Hobbs Field will be located outside the root

protection areas of retained trees. The existing barn located within Jurhing Field is to be demolished
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within the root protection area of G17. This must occur sensitively as described in the arboricultural

method statement.

Two tree groups require access facilitation pruning to facilitate the new access road and due to poor

structural and phycological conditions.

Four individual trees, two groups in their entirety, four partial groups and two sections of one
hedgerow require removal to facilitate the proposals. Of the individual trees to be removed, two have
been assessed as category B and two have been assessed as category C. Of the two entire groups to be
removed, one has been assessed as category B, and one has been assessed as category C. Of the four
partial groups to be removed, two have been assessed as category B, and two have been assessed as
category C. The two sections of hedgerow to be removed has been assessed as category C. The
removals are required due to a combination of direct conflict with the new access road, HGV turning
area and footpath. The Design and Access Statement Rev: A, indicates that new tree, shrub and mixed

wildflower and grasses will be incorporated within the design.

New permeable asphalt and resin bound gravel will be constructed within the root protection areas of
T1, G4, T11 and T36, and no-dig Groundtrax Cellpave (ranging in specifications and finished surfaces)
will be constructed within the root protection areas of G16, G17, G18, T21 and T53. This must be

undertaken sensitively as described in the arboricultural method statement.

Provided the exclusion zones and methodologies described in the arboricultural method statement at
section 3 and tree protection plan are followed, trees proposed for retention can be protected during

the construction phase and successfully integrated into the site post development.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Instruction

1.1.1 PJC Consultancy has been instructed by Carnegie Architecture to provide an arboricultural
impact assessment and arboricultural method statement to support a planning application
for proposed change of use of vacant land to event area for occasional use with installation
of permanent infrastructure and reinforced ground surfacing (cellular paving grid) to
facilitate the erection of annual marquee structures including ground level alterations,
wash block and toilets, generator enclosure and concrete ring together with the erection
and dismantling of the temporary marquee structure themselves (for a total
maximum period of 84 days per year) and overflow car parking for the Church
and neighbouring sports clubs consisting of reinforced ground surfacing (cellular paving
grid) for up to 683 car spaces (comprising up to 113 cars (Area A) for no more than 30 days
per annum, 313 cars (Areas A & B) for no more than 13 days per year and up to 683 cars
(Areas A, B & C) for no more than 7 days per year), construction of a new access and internal
road, sustainable surface water and foul drainage provision, associated landscaping and
ecological enhancements, (Amended Description, Plans, Documents).

1.1.2 This report complies with the planning policies of Mid Sussex District Council and complies
with the recommendations of British Standard BS5837: 2012 Trees in relation to design,
demolition and construction - Recommendations (the British Standard).

1.2 Objectives of report
1.2.1 This report has been undertaken with the following objectives:

¢ To identify the tree removals and pruning works that will be required as a result of the
proposed development and to assess the impact of the tree works.

e To assess the potential impact the proposed construction works will have on retained
trees and provide recommendations for mitigation measures to reduce the impact on
the trees.

e To provide a protection methodology for retained trees throughout the demolition and
construction period, including the above ground and below ground parts of the trees as
well as their rooting medium.

1.3 Contents of report
1.3.1 This report includes:
e Atree constraints plan and tree survey schedule at Appendices 1 & 2 respectively.

e Anarboriculturalimpact assessment at section 2, a tree retention plan at Appendix 3 and
a root protection area incursions plan at Appendix 4.

e An arboricultural method statement at section 3 and a tree protection plan at Appendix

5.
1.4 Documents and information provided
1.4.1 The following documents were used to aid the preparation of this report:

e PJC Initial Arboricultural Report Ref: 6617/24-01.

e Acad Mapping LTD - Topographical Surveys. No. N25 sheet 1, No. M1049 sheet 1, No.
M1042 sheet 1, No. M966-M958 sheet 1.

e Carnegie Architecture 1093_B_Pre-Application Document.
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e Carnegie Architecture - Existing and Proposed Location Plan Drawing No. 001 Rev P.
e Carnegie Architecture - Proposed Hobbs Field Site Plan Drawing No. 005 Rev K.

e Enplan - Landscape GA Plan Jurhing Field Ref: 1232-ENP-SI-00-DR-L-90103 Rev: P06
e Enplan - Landscape GA Plan Hobbs Field Ref: 1232-ENP-SI-00-DR-L-90104 Rev: P06

e Enplan - Juhring and Hobbs Field - Typical Paving Details Sheet 1 Ref: 1232-ENP-SI-00-
DR-L-90400 Rev: P03.

1.5 Limitations of report

1.5.1 The following arboricultural impact assessment and method statement have been prepared
for the proposal stated in section 1.1 and using the plans and information listed in section
1.4. The report should not be relied upon if the stated proposal or proposed design changes
unless the author confirms the changes do not have a bearing on the arboricultural impacts
or recommended mitigation measures.
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2.1
2.1.1

2.1.2

2.1.3

2.2
221

2.2.2

2.2.3

2.3
23.1

2.4
24.1

ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT

Tree survey

The initial tree survey was carried out on 2" July 2024, and an additional tree survey was
undertaken 9% October 2024 to survey additional sections of the site. Only trees in areas that
may be affected by the proposals have been surveyed. The tree constraints plan and tree
survey schedule can be found at Appendix 1 and Appendix 2 respectively.

The site is located to the north and west of Saint Hill Manor. The site comprises of two large,
grass fields with a mixed woodland to the centre of the site and mixed trees/tree groups
lining the boundaries. The surrounding land uses consists of East Grinstead Sports Club to
the north and, Saint Hill Road and Saint Hill Manor to the east. Woodlands and mixed use
fields are located to the south and west.

A check of ‘MAGIC’? map showed that an unnamed area of woodland located at the centre
of the site and High Wood located just beyond the north-west boundary to be ancient semi
natural woodland (ASNW). Ancient woodland is any area that’s been continuously wooded
since at least 1600 AD. Natural England and Forestry Commission standing advice on any
development near to ASNW states that you should have a buffer zone of at least 15m to
avoid root damage. This 15m buffer is shown dashed magenta on the tree constraints plan
at Appendix 1.

Statutory tree protection

Mid Sussex District Council’s online mapping tool was used on 1% July 2024 to check whether
there are any tree preservation orders (TPOs) within the site. A TPO Ref TP/15/007 was
shown to cover Land at High Wood and The Plantation directly north-west of the site.

The online mapping tool can be updated at any time, therefore any persons proposing to
undertake tree works should still check the status of the trees with the local planning
authority prior to undertaking any tree works. Failure to adhere to the TPO legislation could
lead to prosecution and if convicted a fine and criminal record. The crown of a tree and its
roots are protected. The person carrying out the works, the person instructing the works
and the Directors of that company are potentially liable. Failure to check whether tree/s are
the subject of TPO/s could not be used as mitigation.

The site is not located within a Conservation Area.

The proposals

The proposed layout has been overlaid with the tree constraints plan in order to identify the
impacts to the trees to inform this impact assessment and this information has formed the
basis of the tree retention plan at Appendix 3, the root protection area incursions plan at
Appendix 4 and the tree protection plan at Appendix 5.

Tree removals

Trees to be removed for the proposed development are shown with dashed outlines on the
tree retention plan at Appendix 3 and are shaded to indicate their BS5837 tree category. A
summary is listed at Table 1 below.

2 The DEFRA MAGIC map website provides authoritative geographic information about the natural environment across
government: www.magic.defra.gov.uk
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Table 1: Tree removals summary

Tree
number

Species Category Reason for tree removal

Two sections of H6 require removal due to direct conflict with the
new visibility splays and widening works to the existing site
H6 Mixed cypress (o entrance and conflict with the permanent parking bays. The two
sections to be removed can be seen highlighted on the tree
retention plan.

G8 requires removal due to direct conflict with the new visibility

68 Leylandi 5 splays and widening works to the existing site entrance.

T9 requires removal due to direct conflict with the new visibility
splays and widening works to the existing site entrance.

W

T9 Beech

T10 requires removal due to direct conflict with the new visibility

T10 Norway maple 5 splays and widening works to the existing site entrance.

T14 Pedunculate c T14 requires removal due to direct conflict with a proposed new
oak access road.

15 Pedunculate c T15 requires removal due to direct conflict with a proposed new
oak access road.

Pedunculate One individual tree from G16 require removal due to direct
G16 oak B conflict with a proposed new access road. The individual tree to
be removed can be seen highlighted on the tree retention plan.

One individual tree from G17 require removal due to direct
G17 Goat willow (o conflict with a proposed new access road. The individual tree to
be removed can be seen highlighted on the tree retention plan.

Two individual trees from G18 require removal due to direct
Gls Pedunculate B conflict with a proposed new access road. The two individual
oak trees to be removed can be seen highlighted on the tree

retention plan.

The northern section of G23 requires removal due to direct
G23 Mixed (o conflict with a proposed new HGV turning circle. The section to
be removed can be seen highlighted on the tree retention plan.

G37 requires removal due to direct conflict with proposed new

G37 Mixed (o footpath.

24.1 Four individual trees, two groups in their entirety, four partial groups and two sections of
one hedgerow require removal to facilitate the proposals. Of the individual trees to be
removed, two have been assed as category B and two have been assessed as category C. Of
the two entire groups to be removed, one has been assessed as category B, and one has
been assessed as category C. Of the four partial groups to be removed, two have been
assessed as category B, and two have been assessed as category C. the two sections of
hedgerow to be removed has been assessed as category C.

2.4.2 The Design and Access Statement Rev: A, indicates that new tree, shrub and mixed
wildflower and grasses will be incorporated within the site.

2.5 Access facilitation pruning
251 A summary of the proposed pruning required to enable the proposals is shown at Table 2
below.

PJC Ref: PJC/6617/25-02 Rev 02
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Table 2: Summary of access facilitation pruning

Tree Species Works required Reason for works
number
Pedunculate To provide adequate clearance for the
G16 Crown lift to 3m. installation of new no-dig parking

oak bays.

To provide adequate space for the
demolition of the existing barn and to
provide clearance for the installation

of new no-dig access road and parking
bays. It is recommended that the
G17 Willow Pollard remaining tree to 5m. crown of G17 is reduced irrespectively
of the proposals on health and safety
concerns due to Ganoderma
applanatum brackets at base and
stem and large deadwood and crown
dieback.

Pedunculate Crown lift over access road to To provide adequate clearance for
oak provide 4m clearance in height. construction traffic.

T21

252 Ash trees located on the north side of woodland W50 are in decline and displaying signs of
Ash Dieback Disease and are within falling distance of the proposed works area. Where Ash
Dieback Disease has been identified it has been noted on the tree constraints plan. It is
recommended that where Ash Dieback Disease is present within ash trees located within
falling distance of the proposed works area with folia dieback of more than 40%, should be
felled. Remaining ash trees should be inspected on a cyclical basis.

2.5.3 All works are to be carried out in accordance with BS3998: 2010 Tree works -
Recommendations.

2.5.4 Based on the information currently available, it is anticipated that the crowns of all
remaining retained trees will be located a sufficient distance from proposed construction
activities and expected construction access routes so as not to require pruning.

255 Any additional requirements for pruning that cannot be predicted at this stage in the design
process (e.g. for contractor compound or movement of large or specialist plant machinery)
shall be discussed at the pre-commencement meeting with the project arboriculturist and
agreed with the local authority arboricultural officer. No works may be carried out on
protected trees without prior permission from the local authority.

2.6 Building footings in proximity to trees

26.1 The existing barn located within Jurhing Field is to be demolished within the root protection
area of G17. This must occur sensitively as described in the arboricultural method
statement.

2.6.2 The proposed toilet block, generator and substation for Hobbs Field will be located outside

the root protection areas of retained trees, therefore use of specialist foundations for root
protection is not deemed necessary.

2.7 Hard standing in proximity to trees

2.7.1 New permeable asphalt for the widening of the existing entrance and proposed permanent
parking bays will encroach the root protection areas of T1 and T11 in the areas hatched
purple on the root protection area incursions plan. The proposed specification for the new
permeable asphalt can been seen in figure 1, but the final detailed specification (including

PJC Ref: PJC/6617/25-02 Rev 02
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levels) shall be provided by an engineer and must be signed off by the project arboriculturist
before implementation to ensure the roots and rooting medium are adequately protected.

P1 - Permeable asphalt with a buff aggregate
Surface course thickness and aggregate size to Civil
Engineer's details and specification

Z|

Build up
Refer to Civil Engineer’s details and specification

Existing Ground

< P1 Paving type 1 - Section
\1/ 1:20

Figure 1: Proposed specification for new permeable asphalt within the root protection areas
of T1and T11.

2.7.2 New resin bound gravel footpaths to match the existing footpaths will be constructed within
the root protection areas of G4 and T36 in the areas hatched light blue on the root protection
area incursions plan, the proposed specification for the new resin bound gravel can been
seen in figure 2. The final detailed specification (including levels) shall be provided by an
engineer and must be signed off by the project arboriculturist before implementation to
ensure the roots and rooting medium are adequately protected.

P2 - Resin bound Gravel to match existing
Supplier: Sureset or similar
Colour: Buff to match existing (sample to be provided for

TT-— Build up
Refer to Civil Engineer’s detalls and specification

Existing Ground

< P2 Paving type 2 - Section
&2/ 1:20

Figure 2: Proposed specification for new resin bound gravel within the root protection areas
of G4 and T36.

273 Within the root protection areas of T1, G4, T11 and T36 the proposed areas of new asphalt
and resin bound gravel should be built up above the existing ground level, however, minor
soil stripping may be required to enable the levels to tie in with the existing site access and
existing footpaths. The surface vegetation (e.g. grass sward) shall be carefully removed
using hand tools but the underlying soil must be fully retained and protected where feasible.
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If any of the underlying soil requires removal to achieve the desired levels, this shall occur
under the supervision of the project arboriculturist.

274 The proposed new access road will encroach the root protection areas of G16, G17, G18 and
T21 as well as the 15m ancient woodland buffer adjacent to T21 in the areas hatched pink on
the root protection area incursions plan. Within the ancient woodland buffer, the new
hardstanding will replace an existing unmade farm track. Use of an engineered, no-dig
surface in this area should reduce the continued compaction of soils within the ancient
woodland buffer. The proposed specification for the new access road is to be no-dig
Groundtrax Cellpave HD with no fines gravel fill suitable for HGVs. The proposed specification
can be seen infigure 3, but the final detailed specification (including levels) shall be provided
by an engineer and must be signed off by the project arboriculturist before implementation
to ensure the roots and rooting medium are adequately protected.

P3 - Loose gravel fill for ground reinforced grid
Material: Angular gravel to manufacturer’s
recommendation

Colour: Buff (sample to be provided for approval)

=—— Heavy Duty Grid System Build up
Refer to Civil Engineer's details and specification

Existing Ground

6\ P3 Paving type 3 - Section
-/ 1:20

Figure 3: Proposed specification for new Groundtrax Cellpave HD with gravel fill within the root
protection areas of G16, G17, G18 andT21.

2.75 New proposed all-weather parking bays will encroach the root protection areas of G16, G17,
and T53 in the areas hatched orange on the root protection area incursions plan. The
proposed specification for the new all-weather parking bays is to be no-dig Groundtrax
Cellpave with grass planting finish. The proposed specification can be seen in figure 4, but
the final detailed specification (including levels) shall be provided by an engineer but must
be signed off by the project arboriculturist before implementation to ensure the roots and
rooting medium are adequately protected.
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P4 - Grass fill for ground reinforced grid

Material: Topsoil and grass seed mix.

Seed mix to contain Dwarf Ryegrass and Creeping Red
Fescue.

a v e £ e 4 SN M il A L (W) wIvNY Roouone grOW|ng mﬁdium
s Material type and depth: to manufacturer’s

recommendation
— Grid System Build up
Refer to Civil Engineer’s details and specification

Existing Ground

~~ P4 Paving type 4 - Section
\ﬂ'_/’ 1:20

Figure 4: Proposed specification for new Groundtrax Cellpave with grass planting within the
root protection areas of G16, G17 and T53.

2.7.6 The above generic designs for the hardstanding to constructed within the root protection
areas of G16, G17, G18, T21 and T53, should result in the following three outcomes:

1. The hardstanding should be constructed without the need to sever or prune shallow
roots (most tree roots are usually found near to the surface).

2. Compaction of the underlying soil should be avoided both during the construction
period and post development.

3. The hardstanding should not significantly inhibit moisture ingress and gaseous
diffusion into or out of the soil.

2.7.7 The final detailed specification (including levels) for the new hardstanding to be
constructed within the root protection areas of G16, G17, G18, T21 and T53, have provided
by an engineer but must be signed off by the project arboriculturist before implementation
to ensure the roots and rooting medium are adequately protected. To achieve the three
outcomes described above, the design for hardstanding within root protection areas of G16,
G17, G18, T21 and T53, must adhere to the following basic specification (see also Appendix
6):

e  Within the root protection areas, the hardstanding shall be constructed directly onto
the existing ground level without soil stripping. The surface vegetation (e.g. grass
sward) shall be carefully removed using hand tools but the underlying soil must be fully
retained and protected. If necessary, a layer of sharp sand (or other inert granular fill)
may be used to fill divots to create a level surface onto which the hard standing can be
constructed.

e  The hardstanding must be constructed onto a three-dimensional cellular confinement
system (such as Groundtrax Cellpave or equivalent product signed off by the project
arboriculturist) filled with no-fines angular stone. This will provide a permeable base
for the surface that will spread loads to reduce compaction of the soil beneath
(compacting the rooting medium will have a significant detrimental impact on root
function and the health of surrounding trees).

e  Groundtrax Cellpave is available in a range of depths, depending on the soil conditions
and the load it is designed to support. Further guidance should be sought from the
geocell manufacturer when specifying the detailed surface design. In some cases, it
-
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may be necessary to lay additional sub-base beneath the cellular confinement system,
however this must also be permeable and laid onto the existing ground level.

e The cellular confinement system shall be installed directly onto a geotextile
membrane. A second membrane shall be installed above the cellular confinement
system as well. These membranes will prevent soil, construction debris and other
materials migrating through the cellular confinement system, which would otherwise
impact on the porosity of the completed surface. The membranes should also help
filter pollutants from vehicles leeching into the rooting medium.

e  Thewearing course for the new surfaces are proposed to be permeable (grass panting)
to allow for continued moisture ingress and gaseous diffusion with the rooting
medium.

e  Although a three-dimensional cellular confinement system should not in itself require
edge supports, however edge restraints are proposed for the wearing course. Standard
kerb stones set in concrete haunches that are usually dug into the ground will not be
suitable for use within root protection areas due to the likely damage to shallow tree
roots. As an alternative, one of the following edging types are proposed to be used:

1. Treated timber, peg and board edging.

2. Standard concrete/conservation kerbs on concrete-filled geocells (this
method is only suitable if the concrete-filled geocells are installed above the
existing ground level).

3. Small concrete/conservation kerbs set in concrete (above existing ground
level) and potentially also pegged into place.

2.8 Services

2.8.1 Details of the routing of services for the proposed development are not currently available.
All underground services should be located outside the root protection areas of retained
trees and above ground services should be located outside the anticipated mature crown
spreads. Sympathetic methodology to enable the installation of services within root
protection areas (in certain instances) is available, however there will always be a potential
arboricultural impact, and arboricultural advice must be sought regarding the suitability of
these methods before they are relied upon. If it is achievable, root protection areas should
always be completely avoided.

2.8.2 Once details of the routing of new services become available, prior to commencement,
these shall be reviewed by the project arboriculturist. The arboriculturist shall then confirm
either that no works will be carried out within root protection areas or provide details of the
methodology required to ensure the works are carried out in accordance with NJUG4
‘Guidelines for the planning, installation and maintenance of utilities in proximity to trees’
and BS5837: 2012.

2.9 Landscaping in proximity to trees

2.9.1 The Design and Access Statement Rev: A, indicates that tree/shrub planting and
turfing/wildflower will occur within the root protection areas of retained trees. In order to
protect both tree roots and the condition of the rooting medium, these works must occur
sensitively as described in the arboricultural method statement.
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3 ARBORICULTURAL METHOD STATEMENT

3.1 General requirements

311 The arboricultural method statement and tree protection plan shall remain on site for the
duration of demolition, construction and landscaping works and be available to site
operatives at all times. All operatives at the site shall be briefed about tree related factors
as part of their site induction.

3.1.2 Any variation from the methodology described in this method statement shall be discussed
with the supervising arboriculturist and agreed with the local authority arboricultural
officer.

3.2 Phasing of works

321 To ensure trees are protected throughout the development, the proposed development

shall occur in the following order:

Table 3: Phasing of works

Vc\)':;:: Operation Notes
The tree works contractor shall undertake the tree removals and
1 Initial tree works. access facilitation pruning specified in the arboricultural impact
assessment.
Tree protection fencing, Groundtrax Cellpave and temporary
Installation of tree  ground protection shall be installed in the locations shown on the
protection barriers. tree protection plan and to the specification described in this
method statement.
The project arboriculturist shall attend a site meeting with the site
Pre- manager. The local authority arboricultural officer shall be notified
so they may also attend. The above pre-start arboricultural works
3 commencement . . . . . .
meeting. shall be S|gned off by the project arborlculturl.st. during the meeting.
The meeting shall occur before any plant activity, ground works or
demolition/construction activities begin.
The tree protection barriers shall be maintained, and the
. construction exclusion zones observed throughout the demolition
4 Demolition phase.

phase. The existing barn located within Jurhing Field will be
demolished sensitively adjacent to G17.

The tree protection barriers shall be maintained, and the
construction exclusion zones observed throughout the
5 Construction phase. construction phase. New hardstanding shall be constructed
sensitively within the root protection areas of T1, G4, T11, G16, G17,
G18,T21,T36 and T53 as described in this method statement.

The tree protection barriers shall be dismantled when external
construction and hard landscape operations have been completed,

Soft landscaping

6 hase and plant machinery or excess construction materials have been
P ) removed from site. Soft landscape operations shall occur
sensitively as described in this method statement.
3.3 Initial tree works
331 The tree removals and access facilitation pruning specified in the arboricultural impact

assessment shall be carried out as the first stage of development. Any requirements for
access facilitation pruning which have not been anticipated on the date of this report shall
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be discussed at the pre-commencement meeting with the project arboriculturist and be
communicated to the local authority arboricultural officer.

332 Tree stumps and vegetation located within the root protection areas of retained trees shall
be cleared with controlled hand tools (e.g. stump grinder/brush cutter). Plant machinery
shall not be used to scrape vegetation, ‘grub out’ stumps within root protection areas, or
access the site until the tree protection barriers have been installed.

3.33 If bonfires are lit to dispose of arisings from the vegetation or tree clearance works, an
assessment of wind direction and strength shall be made to ensure flames cannot extend
within 5m of any part of a retained tree. No bonfires shall be lit within a root protection area.

3.34 Trees should be checked for protected species before works are undertaken. It is against the
law to disturb bats or their roosts under the Conservation of Habitat and Species
Regulations. Nesting birds are protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act. If protected
species are discovered, Natural England should be contacted for advice.

3.35 The tree works contractors should carry out all tree works to BS3998: 2010 Tree works -
recommendations as modified by research that is more recent. They should also carry
relevant, adequate and up to date insurance.

3.36 It is suggested that an Arboricultural Association approved contractor carry out all tree
works. Approved contractors are expected to work to industry best standards. The
Arboricultural Association website (www.trees.org.uk) contains contact details and
information on engaging a suitable contractor.

3.4 Tree protection barriers

34.1 The root protection areas of retained trees must be left free from disturbance and protected
from contamination or compaction during the proposed works. Protection shall comprise a
combination of tree protection fencing, Groundtrax Cellpave and temporary ground
protection.

3.4.2 The tree protection fencing, Groundtrax Cellpave and temporary ground protection shall be
installed and signed off by the project arboriculturist before any plant activity, ground works
or demolition/construction activities commence at the site. They shall be maintained in situ
until the soft landscaping phase of development when all other construction activities in
the vicinity have been completed, and excess construction materials and plant machinery
have been removed from site. Any damage that occurs to the tree protection barriers during
the construction period must be rectified immediately, prior to other construction activities
recommencing in the vicinity.

3.4.3 Tree protection fencing shall be installed in the locations shown on the tree protection plan.
The specification for tree protection fencing shall be metal welded mesh panels (e.g. Heras
panels), in concrete or rubber feet. The panels shall be supported by metal stabiliser struts
mounted on either a base plate secured by ground pins, or in a block tray (refer to Appendix
7). Any variation from this specification for tree protection fencing shall be discussed with
the project arboriculturist and agreed in writing with the local authority arboricultural
officer.

344 Tree protection fencing situated Infront of the ancient woodland W50 shall be fitted with
knitted high density polyethylene acoustic dust screening (or similar). This shall be installed
to reduce adverse impact from noise and dust pollution to trees/woodland in W50 during
construction activities.

3.4.5 Signs shall be affixed to the fencing as shown in Appendix 8 to explain its purpose. The signs
shall be affixed at a reasonable size and frequency to ensure they are easily visible to
operatives at the site.
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3.4.6 The specification for ground protection in the areas hatched purple on the tree protection
plan shall be interlocking proprietary ground protection boards (e.g. IsoTrack L Ground
Protection Mat or equivalent product signed off by the project arboriculturist) on a
compressible layer (150mm woodchip from the initial tree works or sharp sand), spread
across a geotextile membrane. This specification is designed to support loads of up to 2 tons
only. If larger loads need to be supported, a more robust ground protection specification
shall be agreed with the project arboriculturist.

3.4.7 Ground protection in the area highlighted green on the tree protection plan shall form the
base of the new access road and parking bays. The specification for ground protection in
this area shall be a cellular confinement system (such as Groundtrax Cellpave or equivalent
product signed off by the project arboriculturist) with a temporary surface such as a
sacrificial geocell (the lower geocell is later to be used as the base for the permanent road
hard and parking bays), plastic/metal road plates, pre-cast reinforced concrete slabs or a
bespoke ground protection system made to an engineer’s specification and signed off by
the project arboriculturist.

3.4.8 The areas protected by tree protection fencing (highlighted yellow on the tree protection
plan) or ground protection shall be referred to as the construction exclusion zones. The
following restrictions shall apply within the construction exclusion zones:

e No vehicular access shall be permitted unless on adequate temporary ground
protection measures that have been agreed with the project arboriculturist.

e  Regular pedestrian access shall be restricted unless on suitable ground protection
measures agreed with the project arboriculturist.

o Nostorage of construction materials shall occur.

e  No storage of building spoil or construction debris (including short-term temporary
stockpiling) shall occur.

e No harmful chemicals shall be stored or handled.

e Nofires shall be permitted.

e  No mechanical excavation including regrading of levels shall occur.

e  Thereshall be no changein ground level unless undertaken under the supervision of the
project arboriculturist.

e  No construction activities including installation of new permanent hard standing shall
be undertaken unless otherwise specified in this method statement.

3.5 Storage and handling of harmful chemicals

3.5.1 Provision must be taken to prevent the storage and handling of harmful chemicals within
the root protection areas of retained trees. Harmful chemicals include fuels, oils, bitumen,
builder’s sand (which has a high salt content) and cement. Provision shall also be made to
prevent the storage and handling of harmful chemicals in areas proposed for further
planting if the existing soil is intended to be retained.

3.5.2 Cement mixing shall always occur outside the construction exclusion zones. If cement
mixing is to occur close to the construction exclusion zones, or there is the potential for
cement washings to leech into a root protection area, adequate, bunded ground protection
measures must be used. This could comprise impermeable plastic sheeting under wooden
boards (to prevent tears) surrounded by a raised lip.

353 All other chemicals that are harmful to trees must be stowed in suitable containers and
stored away from the construction exclusion zones unless adequate, bunded ground
protection measures are implemented to prevent spillages leeching into root protection
areas.
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3.6 Contractor facilities

3.6.1 A suitable location for site cabins, contractor parking and site facilities for operatives shall
be agreed with the project arboriculturist during the pre-commencement meeting if not
already specified in a construction management plan that has been signed off by the project
arboriculturist. These facilities must be located outside the root protection areas of all
retained trees unless on adequate ground protection measures that have been signed off
with the project arboriculturist (potentially including existing hard standing). Provision
must be taken to prevent exhaust fumes or hot air from generators or kitchen facilities from
damaging foliage within the crowns of retained trees.

3.6.2 Care must be taken when unloading from flatbed lorries close to trees avoid damage to
retained trees. As such, a designated banksman must always be utilised to ensure the trees
are not contacted when plant machinery is used to access site or unloading a vehicle with a

hi-ab arm.
3.7 Demolition of existing barn adjacent to G17
371 Demolition of the above ground parts of the barn adjacent to G17 must occur carefully to

avoid accidental contact with the tree. Where possible the barn shall be dismantled by hand,
however if plant machinery is used, a banksman must always be present. The machine must
be of areasonable size so it can be controlled safely in proximity to the tree and must always
be operated from outside the construction exclusion zones.

3.7.2 Within the root protection area of G17 the existing foundations shall be broken up using
controlled hand tools (e.g. pneumatic breaker) and removed from the root protection area
by hand. Debris must not be stockpiled within the root protection area. If due to the scale of
the works it is deemed impractical or unsafe to remove the foundation using hand tools
only, plant machinery may be used under the supervision of the project arboriculturist to
ensure no over dig into the root protection area occurs. It must also be operated from
outside the root protection area at all times and be fitted with a grading bucket (without
teeth). Extreme care must be taken to ensure no excavation of the underlying soil or damage
to tree roots occurs. Debris from the demolition works must also be stockpiled outside the
construction exclusion zones.

3.8 Constructing new hard standing within root protection areas of T1, G4, T11
and T36
3.8.1 New permeable asphalt for the site entrance extension and permanent parking bays and

resin bound gravel for new footpaths will be constructed within the root protection areas of
T1, G4, T11 and T36 in the areas hatched purple and light blue on the root protection area
incursions plan. These areas may require minor soil stripping to ensure the levels tie in with
the existing site entrance and footpaths. The soil stripping shall occur carefully using
controlled hand tools such as a spade or turf cutter under the supervision of the project
arboriculturist. Minor roots revealed shall be cleanly pruned using secateurs to leave the
smallest feasible wound. Small clean pruning wounds require less energy from the tree to
heal and reduce the chance of infection by tree pathogens. Roots over 25mm diameter must
not be pruned unless approved by the supervising arboriculturist.

3.9 Constructing new hard standing within root protection areas of G16, G17,
G18,T21 and T53

3.9.1 Within the root protection areas of G16, G17,G18, T21 and T53, the new Groundtrax Cellpave
surfaces shall be constructed to the basic specification described in the arboricultural
impact assessment. The final detailed specification (including levels) shall be provided by
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an engineer but must be signed off by the project arboriculturist before implementation to
ensure compliance with arboricultural requirements.

3.9.2 Prior to construction of the surfaces within the root protection areas of G16, G17, G18, T21
and T53, the existing ground vegetation (e.g. grass sward or up to 50mm of leaf litter) shall
be removed using controlled hand tools such as a spade or turf cutter. The underlying soil
must be fully retained and protected. Plant machinery may not be used to scrape vegetation
unless under the supervision of the project arboriculturist and tree stumps should be
removed from root protection areas carefully using a stump grinder. If obvious surface tree
roots are present or if the soil if known to be shallow, then use of plant machinery will not
be appropriate.

3.93 The surfaces shall be installed by a process of ‘rolling out’ the cellular confinement system.
This means that as one section of the cellular confinement system is installed, it will provide
ground protection and create access for plant machinery to allow the next section to be
installed (a tracked excavator and dumper truck are usually required to install a cellular
confinement system). Vehicular access onto exposed ground within the root protection
areas of retained trees shall be prohibited at all times unless adequate temporary ground
protection measures are agreed with the project arboriculturist.

3.94 If access is required onto a cellular confinement system before the wearing course installed,
atemporary surface (such as thick plywood or metal boards depending on the load needing
support) shall be installed above a geotextile membrane to prevent soil and other building
debris blocking the airspaces in the cellular confinement system, which could otherwise
reduce the porosity of the completed surface.

3.9.5 When the cellular confinement system has been filled with clean angular stone, this should
not be compacted to the point it compacts the underlying soil. Four passes with a smooth
roller (max weight 1000kg without vibration) or several passes by a tracked excavator
should be sufficient. Checks should be made before laying the wearing course to ensure the
infillis fully consolidated.

3.9.6 The finished level of the no-dig surface will be higher than the surrounding un-surfaced
ground. To mitigate this, clean-screened topsoil may be banked around the edge of the
surface. It is recommended that no less than a gradient of 1:3 is created as increasing the
ground level within a root protection area can disrupt root function. It is also necessary to
avoid banking soil around the buttresses or buttress roots of retained trees.

3.10 Soft landscaping within root protection areas

3.10.1  Soft landscaping within the root protection areas of retained trees shall occur as the final
phase of development, when all other construction activities in the vicinity have been
completed, and it is safe to dismantle the tree protection barriers.

3.10.2  All planting stock, topsoil and other soft landscaping materials shall be stockpiled outside
the root protection areas of retained trees. When the tree protection barriers have been
dismantled, the extents of the root protection areas shall be made clear to operatives at the
site by other means (e.g. ground marker paint or similar). The standard restrictions to works
within the construction exclusion zones will still apply during the soft landscaping phase of
development.

3.10.3  Where new turf or grass/wildflower seed is to be laid within the root protection areas of
retained trees, topsoil will likely need to be imported. The existing soil may be lightly tilled
by hand but use of rotavators or plant machinery will be prohibited. A maximum increase of
100mm of topsoil may be introduced to a root protection area to avoid suffocating existing
root growth. Care must be taken to prevent soil being piled against tree buttresses or
buttress roots.
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3.10.4  Whensoil or other materials are transported across a root protection area in wet conditions,
scaffold board pathways must be used to prevent compaction of the rooting medium. It
should be noted that even pedestrian traffic can compact the soil in wet conditions.

3.10.5  All planting pits within root protection areas shall be individually hand excavated (no trench
planting). Care must be taken to avoid severing or damaging roots with a diameter greater
than 25mm.

3.11 Pre-commencement arboricultural consultancy input

3.11.1  Prior to the commencement of works, arboricultural input will be required for the following
aspects of development:

1. The construction management plan.

2. Therouting of utility services.

3. Therouting of drainage services.

4.  Final levels based on the detailed design.

3.11.2 If these aspects of the project have a material impact on the guidance in this method
statement, the arboricultural method statement shall be updated and the revised
information submitted to the local authority tree officer for approval.

3.12 Pre-commencement meeting

3.121 A pre-commencement meeting shall be held between the contractors and the project
arboriculturist. The local authority arboricultural officer shall be given reasonable notice of
the pre-commencement meeting so they may also attend. The purpose of the pre-
commencement meeting shall be:

1. Toclarify the tree protection methodology with the site manager.

2. Toexplain the implications of the tree preservation order.

3. Todiscuss the chronology and phasing of the project with the site manager.
4

To sign off that the pre-commencement tree works have been completed as
specified in the arboricultural impact assessment, and to discuss any
requirements for any further pruning which had not been anticipated prior to the
meeting.

5. To sign off that the tree protection fencing and ground protection have been
installed in the correct locations and to the agreed specification.

6. To agree with the local authority arboricultural officer the type and timings of
arboricultural monitoring necessary.

3.12.2  Following this meeting, if the local authority arboricultural officer has not been able to
attend, an email outlining the actions discussed will be sent to the tree officer for approval.
If necessary, a revised tree protection plan and method statement will be issued for
approval.

3.13 Arboricultural supervision
3.13.1  The project arboriculturist shall supervise:

e the demolition of the existing barn within the root protection area of G17 if plant
machinery is used.

e if plant machinery is used to scrape vegetation within root protection areas.
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e any soil stripping for new hardstanding within the root protection areas of T1, G4, T11
and T36.

3.14 Arboricultural monitoring

3.141  The site manager shall provide a monthly update to the project arboriculturist including
photographic evidence that the tree protection barriers are intact and that the construction
exclusion zones have been observed.

3.14.2 In addition to the above, a system and programme of onsite monitoring by the appointed
arboricultural consultant shall be agreed with the Local Authority Arboricultural Officer. The
form and frequency of site monitoring shall be agreed at the pre-commencement meeting.

3.15 Process if an unforeseen issue relating to trees arises

3.15.1 If significant root growth is disturbed during construction activities that are not within the
scope of this report, the work shall cease until the project arboriculturist has been
consulted. Roots greater than 25mm in diameter or dense/matted fibrous roots shall be
considered significant root growth. It should be remembered that whilst root protection
areas are part of industry best practice, tree root growth is influenced by a number of factors
and may not conform to expected ideals.

3.15.2 If at any time during the construction process, damage is inadvertently caused to a tree, the
project arboriculturist shall be notified to assess the likely implications and to prescribe
potential remedial measures to be implemented. Damage can be in the form of chemical or
fuel spillage, mechanical damage to either the above ground parts of the tree or the roots,
fire or any other unforeseen circumstance.

3.15.3  Thesupervising arboriculturist shall be appointed by the contractor. It will be necessary for
the arboriculturist to report to the local planning authority on the outcome of the site visits
as well as any unforeseen tree related issues.
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Appendix 1: Tree Constraints Plan
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Site: Saint Hill Manor
Survey date: 02/07/2024

Surveyor:  N.Hollett

Tree Survey Schedule

PJC

. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N: 3 Crown: Co-dominant stems from 1.5m with
included bark. Significant upper crown
i E 2 2 average i i
- Ash (Fra)fmus 12 390 Early Fair Fair . dleb.ack and de.adwood. Some Monitor tr.ees health c1 68.8 47
excelsior) s 4 Branch: mature epicormic growth in lower and centre annually in August.
' ' tree. Minor bark cracking. Located by
w3 4 average footpaths.
N: 2 Crown:
i ili E 2 3 average i i i i i
™ Small leaLh;n)e (Tilia 13 360 Setml Good Good Previously crotv;/]n llftted. Epicormic No action required. B142 58.6 43
cordata s 3 Branch: mature growth on stem.
W: 3 4 average
N: 4 Crown:
Dual stemmed from 2m with minor
i ili E 5 2 west i i i i
T3 Small leaf lime (Tilia 14 490 Mature Good Good bark |ncl.u5|on. P!'ewously crowr.1 “.ﬂed' No action required. B1+2 108.6 5.9
cordata) . . Crossing rubbing branches within
S: 4 Branch:
crown.
w: 4 3 south
Tulip tree 57 12 Similar age and size trees lining the
G4 (Liriodendron 130 average 2 average  Young Good Good road edge. Formatively pruned. No No action required. B2 7.6 average 1.6 average
- average average L
tulipifera) major visible defects.
. . Previously crown lifted. Garden waste
G5 Mixed (beech, yew, 10-16 350 average 1> 2-3 average semi Good Good around stem bases. Ash in decline No action required. c2 55.4 average 4.2 average
ash, sweet chestnut) average est average mature -
within group.
. Young - . Remove two sections
H6 Mixed cypress 26 Up to 100, 12 0 average semi Good Good Some newly planted. M;'3|nta|ned highlighted on the tree c2 2.5average 0.9 average
(Cupressus spp) average T75average average hedgerow providing screening benefits. .
mature retention plan.
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m’) Radius (m)
Holly maintained into hedgerow
G7 Mixed (h°ll¥’ elm, 24 75 average 13 0 average semi Good Good structure Wlth sporadic elmsmthm. No action required. c2 2.5average 0.9 average
buddleia) average average mature Elm trees previously pruned. Provides
screening.
" Group of x3 companion trees forming
G8 Leylandii (Cup.r.essus 1820 450 average 14 4 average  Mature Good Good one canopy. Previously crown lifted. Fell to ground level. B2 91.6 average 5.4 average
x leylandii) average average
Camera on stem.
N: 3 Crown:
E 4 1 average i i i
T9 Beech (l.:agus 14 270 semi Good Good Mlnqr suppre§5|on from G8. Some Fell to ground level. B1+2 33.0 3.2
sylvatica) . . mature previous pruning works over road.
S: 4 Branch:
W: 5 1.5 average
N: 4 Crown:
E 5 1 north Minor sparse section in upper crown,
T10 NorW?z,)/t:;?)i[LlES()Acer 14 430 Mature Good Good previously crown lifted. Exposed roots Fell to ground level. B1+2 83.7 5.2
P S: 6 Branch: on footpath.
W: 4 2 east
N: 5 Crown:
E 5 1 south i ithi i
T11 Norwlay ma!jjle (Acer 14 450 Mature Good Good Old wire fence Wlthlpfitzm' Previously No action required. B1+2 91.6 5.4
platanoides) s 5 Branch: crown lifted.
W: 6 2 average
N: 6 Crown:
Multi stemmed from 0.5m with
7 3 west i
T12 Sycamore (Acer 14 500 est Mature Good Fair . .|ncluded bark. Qraﬂed stems. No action required. C1+2 113.1 6.0
pseudoplatanus) s 6 Branch: Significantly crown lifted to south-east.
) ' Fence around base inhibits inspection.
W: 6 3 average
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Mixed (cypress, 817 14 Semi Third party boundary group. Minor
G13 silver birch, Norway 280 average 1average mature - Good Good deadwood. Previous pruning works No action required. B2 35.5 average 3.4 average
average average ; . -
maple, field male) mature undertake. Provides screening to site.
N: 4 Crown:
4 1 average i i i
Ti4 Pedunculate oak 8 280 est semi Good Fair Multi stemmed from 0-5m. Minor Fell to ground level. C1+2 35.5 3.4
(Quercus robur) . X mature deadwood. Companion tree to T15.
S: 1 Branch:
W: 4 1 average
N: 2 Crown:
5 1 average i i ithi
T15 Pedunculate oak 8 300 est Semi Good Fair Multi stemmed from 1m with included Fell to ground level. c142 40.7 36
(Quercus robur) . . mature bark. Companion tree to T14.
S: 5 Branch:
W: 4 0.5 average
Group of similar size and age trees Fell individual tree
. with interlocking crowns. Most multi ~ highlighted on the tree
G16 Pedunculate oak 6-10 300 average L6 1 average semi Good Good stemmed from base. Minor deadwood. retention plan and crown B2 40.7 average 3.6 average
(Quercus robur) average average mature ; - - .
Minor squirrel damage. Open growth  lift remaining trees to
habit. Small ash within group. 3m.
2x large willows located in overgrown Fell individual tree
area by barn. Tree closest barn has S
. . highlighted on the tree
Goat willow (Salix 14-16 16 . . Ganoderma applanatum brackets at > 113.1
G17 500 average 1 average Mature Fair Fair R retention plan a reduce c2 6.0 average
caprea) average average base and stem with large deadwood = . average
- . . willow closest barn to 5m
and crown dieback. Previously limb .
. to create monolith.
failure.
Group of oaks of similar size and age.
. Good open growth habit. 1x ash with = Fell two individual trees
G18 Pedunculate oak 12-14 300 average 15 1 average semi Good Good significant dieback within group. highlighted on the tree B2 40.7 average 3.6 average
(Quercus robur) average average mature

Sheet 3
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N: 7 Crown:
E 6 2 north i
T19 Pedunculate oak 18 560 Mature Good Good Minor deade)od. .S.upressed to south. No action required. Al 141.9 6.7
(Quercus robur) X . No major visible defects.
S: 3 Branch:
W: 6 4 west
N: 12 Crown:
Minor west leaning stem. Multi
E 6 2 west
T20 P(gi::zzlsa:jbiar;( 17 710 Mature Good Good stemmed from 2m. Previously crown No action required. Al 228.1 8.5
S: 4 Branch: lifted. Minor deadwood.
Ww: 10 2 north
N: 12 Crown:
E 9 1 south Previously crown lifted over track. . .
T21 P(gji?iﬁlsa:sb?ﬁ;( 17 880 Mature Good Good Good open growth habit. Minor Crown gisfat:;vme 4m Al 350.4 10.6
S 11 Branch: deadwood. No major visible defects. ’
W. 12 2 average
Dense group of beech trees. Crowns
G22 Beech (Ifagus 1720 700 average 110 2 average  Mature Good Good form one canopy. Locat.ed_on top of No action required. B1+2 2217 8.4 average
sylvatica) average average bank. Old limb failure within crown. average
Minor deadwood. Barb wire in stem.
Remove northern section
Mixed (oak, ash, Semi Mixed boundary group. Ash in decline = highlighted on the tree
623 hazel, field maple, 4-18 Up to 400, 16 0average mature - Good Good within group. Larger oak and ash.W|th rgtentlon plan and c2 28.3 average 3.0 average
sycamore, field average 250 average average mature hazel dominant understorey. Minor  monitor ash trees for Ash
maple) deadwood. Dieback Disease annually
in August.
Crown dieback. Large deadwood.
. Previous limb failure within crown. . .
G24 Ash (Fra>.<|nus 17-20 750 average 18 2 average  Mature Fair - poor Fair Dense understorey inhibits inspection Monitor annually in c2 254.5 9.0 average
excelsior) average est average . . August. average
of base. Daldinia concentrica present
in crown.
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ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation  grading 2 .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N: 7 Crown:
Previously crown lifted with poor
E: 10 3 east ishi i
T25 Pedunculate oak 14 640 Mature Good Good finishing cuts. Mmor dgadwood. Small No action required. B1 185.3 7.7
(Quercus robur) s 10 Branch: area of crown dieback in upper crown.
' Included bark at 6m branch union.
W: 8 3 east
N: 10 Crown: Previous pruning works Deadwood
E 13 2 north within crown. Co dominant stems
T26 P(gi::zzlsa:jbiar;( 18 1220 Mature Good Good from 4m. Included bark at branch No action required. Al 673.4 14.6
S 12 Branch: union. Historic branch failure within
wW: 9 4 average crown.
N 5 Crown:
Multi stemmed from base. Minor
E: 4 0 average ithi i
T27 Sycamore (Acer 14 410, 220, Mature Good Fair deadwood within crown. Sgwrrel No action required. c1 116.1 6.1
pseudoplatanus) 200 s 5 Branch: damage throughout crown with some
' occlusion wood growth.
W: 5 1 average
N 11 Crown:
E: 10 1 average i i
T28 Pedunculate oak 17 1050 Mature Good Good Minor deade)od. .O.pen growth habit. No action required. Al 498.8 12.6
(Quercus robur) s 10 Branch: No major visible defects.
w: 11 2 east
Mixed (elm, Semi Mlxe.d boundgry.group‘ Sycamqre
69 Up to 400, 15 . . multi stem within group. Standing . .
G29 sycamore, oak, laverage mature - Fair Fair . . . No action required. c2 28.3 average 3.0 average
average 250 average average dead elms and elms in decline. Squirrel
hawthorn) mature .
damage in sycamore.
N7 Crown: Multi stem from base. Minor decay at
basal union. Minor deadwood and tip
E: 3 1 average i i i
T30 Sycamore (Acer 16 520, 490, Mature Good Fair dieback. l?( ste'm north leaning with No action required. Cc1 249.1 8.9
pseudoplatanus) 200 s 8 Branch: compression ribs at base. Deer and
) ' squirrel damage. Crossing/grafted
w7 1 average branches. Companion tree to T31.
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N: 6 Crown:
Companion tree to T30. Multi
E 5 2 north ithi
T31 Sycamore (Acer 16 560 Mature Fair Good ste.mmef:I fr<?m 4m Wl.th included bark. No action required. C1 141.9 6.7
pseudoplatanus) s 4 Branch: Minor tip dieback. Minor bark loss on
' ' stem to 4m.
W: 3 4 east
N: 6 Crown:
E 5 1 north Dual stemmed from 2m. Minor
132 Szecjgolraetgf:i; 18 740 Mature Good Good deadwood. Metal fence within stem. No action required. B1 247.8 8.9
P P S: 8 Branch: Reaction growth wood at union.
W: 6 1 east
Row of x4 similar size trees. Intwined
crowns. Several multi stemmed from
G33 Sycamore (Acer 16-18 650 average 18 0 average  Mature Fair Fair base with included bark. Minor No action required. B2 191.2 7.8 average
pseudoplatanus) average est average . . average
deadwood. Squirrel damage in crown.
Metal fence within stems.
N: 3 Crown:
E 8 2 average i i i i
T34 Red oak (Quercus 15 550 Mature Fair Good .Prewousl)./ crom{n lifted. Mlnor. tip No action required. Bl 136.9 6.6
rubra) s 3 Branch: dieback. Epicormic growth on limbs.
W: 7 2 west
. . 2x companion trees. Intwined crowns.
G35 Field maple (Acer 11-13 300 average 14 0 average semi Good Good Multi stemmed from 1m with included No action required. c2 40.7 average 3.6 average
campestre) average est average mature L -
bark. Historic pruning wounds.
N: 8 Crown:
Sycamore (Acer . E 8 2 east . . Dense |v¥ on stem into cr.own inhibits . .
T36 seudoplatanus) 16 590 over ivy Mature Fair Fair thorough inspection. Previously crown No action required. C1 157.5 7.1
P P S: 7 Branch: lifted. Minor deadwood within crown.
w: 11 4 average

Sheet 6



Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
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Mlxz(il(:;aﬁz al(;aua, 38 100 average 13 Young - Mixed bay and maple group. Area of
G37 e, & 2 average semi Good Good newly planted saplings. Formatively Fell to ground level. c2 4.5average 1.2 average
hawthorn, cherry, average est average NN
. mature pruned. No major visible defects.
whitebeam, bay
N: 6 Crown:
. - 6.2 amended
False acacia (Robinia E 7 1 west . Previlousl)./ pruned for.bwldmg. old . . on tree
T38 - 17 520 Mature Good Good limb failure in crown. Minor deadwood. No action required. B1 122.3 .
pseudoacacia) s 6 B . . ) constraints
: ranch: Crossing/rubbing branches. plan
W: 6 1 west
N: 5 Crown:
Previous pruning wounds. Old stack
E 7 3 average ithi i i
T39 European aspen 18 530 Mature Good Good Wlt.hm stem at base. Sma.ll cavity with No action required. B1 127.1 6.4
(Populus tremula) s 6 Branch: minor decay at old pruning wound at
) ' 1.5m east stem.
W: 7 2 west
N: 12 Crown:
Previously crown lifted with poor
E 8 3 north ishi
T40 European aspen 17 480 Mature Good Fair finishing cuts. Inc.luded bark at 2m No action required. B1 104.2 5.8
(Populus tremula) s 5 Branch: west branch union. Crown over
' ' building.
W: 7 3 average
Young - . .
G41 European aspen 810 150 average 13 1 average semi Good Good Smallrow on fence line. Minor No action required. c2 10.2 average 1.8 average
(Populus tremula)  average average deadwood.
mature
N: 8 Crown: Significant crown dieback and large
deadwood. Overhanging building. Bark 7.3 amended
Ash (Fraxinus E 9  4average L ging bulcing. . . ontree
T42 xcelsior) 17 610 Mature Poor Poor cracking and cankering within crown. No action required. U 168.4 nstraint
excelsio S: 7 Branch: Old stem wound at 2m north face with co ;u; s
W8 5 average exposed heartwood and bark loss.
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(mm) (m) (m) Area (m’) Radius (m)
N: 6 Crown:
E: 5 3 west i i i
T43 Pedunculate oak 16 440 Mature Good Good Previously crown l'ft?d' Minor No action required. B1 87.6 53
(Quercus robur) X . deadwood. No major visible defects.
S: 7 Branch:
W: 6 3 west
N: 6 Crown:
E: 4 3 west i i isi
T44 P(edunculateboa;( 16 490 Mature Good Good Minor deadwc()jo?. Nto major visible No action required. B1 108.6 5.9
Quercus robur s 7 Branch: efects.
W: 8 4 west
G45 Pedunculate oak 14-17 550, 590 18 2 average  Mature Good Good com par'no.n trees. Int.wmed crowns. No action required. B2 294.4 9.7
(Quercus robur) average average Fence within stem. Minor deadwood.
N: 5 Crown:
E: 6 3 south Dual stemmed from base. Dense
T46 P(chllji:Ezlsartjbt?;( 18 410, 390 est Mature Good Fair understorey inhibits access and No action required. B1 144.9 6.8
S 10 Branch: thorough inspection. Minor deadwood.
w: 8 2 south
N 4 Crown:
Significant crown dieback and large Recommend fell to
i E: 4 10 average i i
T47 Ash (Fra>f|nus 18 450 Mature Poor Poor deadwood. §ome epicormic gro.wt.h. ground level due to U 91.6 5.4
excelsior) . Bark cracking and cankering within A -
S 6 Branch: A proximity to building.
crown. Historic limb loss.
W: 4 4 west
N: 12 Crown: Open growth habit. Deadwood and
historic limb failure within crown. Old
E: 12 4 average ithi i
T48 Pedunculate oak 18 1250 Mature Good Good haza.rd beams within crowr}s. I s'pl|.t No action required. Al 707.0 15.0
(Quercus robur) s 13 Branch: hanging/partially attached limb within
' southern crown. Previously crown
W: 14 5 south lifted south.

Sheet 8



Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
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G49  Mixed (beech, oak) 17-20 750 average 18 3average  Mature Good Good Prewous}y crown llﬂ?d south. Historic No action required. B2 254.5 9.0 average
average est average limb wounds in crown. average
Mé);iirgoilz;Z[Sh’ 520 Ub to 700 16 Semi Ash in decline within woodland. Large Monolith ash trees within
W50 ’ ’ P ’ 0-4 average mature - Fair Fair oak and beech. Deadwood throughout. falling distance of paths c2 40.7 average 3.6 average
hawthorn, hollow, = average 300 average average - .
. mature Desire line footpaths throughout. and parking areas.
laurel, willow)
Mixed (oak, ash, field
maple, laurel, holly, 220 Ub to 700 16 Semi Some poor previous pruning works for
G51 Norway maple, P ! 0-8 average mature - Fair Fair security cameras visibility splays. No action required. c2 40.7 average 3.6 average
average 300 average average . . h
beech, yew, sweet mature Some ash with minor dieback.
chestnut)
N: 2 Crown:
Co dominant from base with included
i 2 2 average i i
T52 Ash (Fra)fmus 9 130, 130 semi Good Good ba.rk. Crossing and grafted branch?s No action required. C1+2 15.3 2.2
excelsior) s 2 Branch: mature with natural brace. Minor canker in
' ' crown.
W: 2 2 average
N: 4 Crown:
E 4 1 average i i i
T53 Pedunculate oak 8 340 semi Good Good PrEVIOl.JSly crow!q l|ﬂ§q. Open growth No action required. B1+2 52.3 4.1
(Quercus robur) s 2 Branch: mature habit. No major visible defects.
W: 4 2 average
N: 5 Crown:
Multi stemmed from 4m. North limb
E 8 5 east i
T54 Pedunculate oak 18 650 Mature Good Fair prewously .'e.”.“’"ed at 6m north for No action required. B1+2 191.2 7.8
(Quercus robur) s 6 Branch: camera visibility splays. lvy on stem
) ' into crown.
W: 5 4 average
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N: 4 Crown:
Significant deadwood within crown.
E 5 1 average
T55 Sweet chest.nut 17 630 Mature Good Good Dense ivy on stem into crown inhibits No action required. C1+2 179.6 7.6
(Castanea sativa) . . . .
S: 6 Branch: inspection.
W: 6 4 average
N: 7 Crown:
E 8 1 east i i i
T56 Copper bee<.:h (Fagus 18 760 Mature Good Good Prevpusly croyvn lifted. Cawtyh on No action required. Al+2 261.3 9.1
sylvatica) . . upper side of primary 4m east limb.
S: 8 Branch:
W: 8 4 average
. . TPO - Third party woodland. Viewed Inform owner of
Mixed (ash, oak, Semi . : ) .
. ; 2-19 300 average 16 . . from site only with no direct access. dead/dying ash trees
W57 silver birch, 0-10 average mature - Fair Fair . _ . - c2 40.7 average 3.6 average
- average est average Large area of dying/dead ash trees  within falling distance of
hawthorn, willow) mature . .
located opposite access track. site/track.
Mixed (oak, . . .
G58 hawthorn, field 412 250 average 1> 0-2 average semi Good Good Bounc]ary group‘.PrO\.nf:Jes screening to No action required. c2 28.3 average 3.0 average
maple) average average mature site. No major visible defects.
Mixed (oak, ash, .
G59 hawthorn, field 212 200 average 14 0-2 average semi Fair Fair Forms l{nderst.orey .to !arger trees. Ash No action required. c2 18.1 average 2.4 average
maple) average est average mature in decline within group.
Large group of oak trees lining
woodland edge. Previously crown
G60  Mixed (beech, oak) 17-20 800 average 1-10 3average  Mature Good Good lifted south although crowns extend No action required. B2 289.6 9.6 average
average est average average

over field. Historic limb wounds in
crowns. Large deadwood in crowns.
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N: 6 Crown: Multi stemmed from base. Minor upper  Recommend remove
E 7 3 average crown dieback and deadwood. Small = deadwood over 50mm in
T61 (E!Isigag:i;tt?:;) 14 82(;’2-(/)30’ Mature Fair Fair stem previously reduced. Small diameter or 1m in length B1+2 707.0 15.0
S: 6 Branch: Beefsteak fungus bracket present at =~ over footpath. Monitor
W: 6 4 average old pruning wound at base. annually.
N: 5 Crown: Dual stemmed from 2m with included
Ash (Fraxinus E: 6 3 east . . bark. Minor crown dlepack and . .
T62 excelsior) 16 850 Mature Fair Fair deadwood. Ivy on stem into crown No action required. C1+2 326.9 10.2
S: 7 Branch: inhibits inspection. Recent limb drop
W: 6 5 east evident.
N: 3 Crown:
Hawthorn
E: 2 2 average i i i i
T63 (Crataegus 7 190 semi Good Good Previously crown lifted. Co dominant ¢ No action required. C1+2 16.3 2.3
X . mature stems from 1.5m.
monogyna) S: 2 Branch:
W: 2 1 average
N: 4 Crown:
. Multi stemmed from 0.5m with
E: 6 1.5 average i
T64 Beech (I.:agus 13 300, 180, semi Good Good reaction growth wood. Exposed roots No action required. B1+2 84.7 5.2
sylvatica) 180, 180 X . mature
S: 4 Branch: to east.
W: 5 0 south
N: 7 Crown:
Minor deadwood within crown.
E: 8 T average inhibit i i i i i
T65 Poplar (Populus 18 570 Mature Good Good Understorey. inhibit inspection of high ~ No action required on B142 147.0 6.8
tremula) s 6 Branch: crown. Previously pruned. Located on date of survey.
’ ' edge bank with exposed roots.
W: 8 6 average
G66 Mixed (cypress, 68 Uptto 120 13 0 average semi Good Good Mixed grou‘p pﬂ."TEd for footpath. No No action required. c2 6.5 average 1.4 average
laurel, holly) average  average average mature major visible defects.
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G67 Cherry_ (Prunus 35 80 average 12 2 average Young Good Good Group of x3 saplings. Previously No action required. c2 2.9 average 1.0 average
avium) average average pruned.
N 7 Crown: Previously crown lifted. Minor
E 9 4 south deadwood within crown. Old wound
European aspen sou s A - A . .
T68 (Populus tremula) 18 610 Mature Good Good within 10m union with occlusion wood No action required. Bl 168.4 7.3
P S Branch: growth. Historic limb damage within
W 6 6west crown.
N7 Crown: Identified as veteran/notable tree on
Horse chestnut the Woodland Trust Ancient Tree 15.0 (15x stem
E 6 2 average i i i i
69 (Aesculus 18 1040 & Mature Fair Fair Forum. quomlnant from 6m. Eastern Monitor extent of dieback A14243 489.4 dl.ameter
. . . crown dieback extending from 6m annually. applied due to
hippocastanum) S: 7 Branch: o ]
union into crown. Old pruning wounds tree status).
wW: 9 4 south with minor decay.
Neo 7 Crown: Identified as notable tree on the
E 6 4 north Woodland Trust Ancient Tree Forum.
T70 P(chllji:Ezlsartjbt?;( 21 1050 Mature Good Good Previously crown lifted. Minor No action required. Al+2 498.8 12.6
St 10 Branch: deadwood within crown. Minor
W8 8 average southwest leaning stem. High crown.
N: 4 Crown: Identified as veteran/notable tree on
the Woodland Trust Ancient Tree 14.5 (15x stem
i E 5 3 average ioni i i
T71 Ash (Fra>f|nus 18 970 Mature Poor Fair Florum.. Significant crown dieback. No action required. C1+2 425.7 d|§meter
excelsior) s 5 Branch: Epicormic and stress growth on stem applied due to
’ ' and in crown. Pruning burrs around tree status).
W: 4 3 south base.
N: 6 Crown:
Co dominant from 6m. Dense crown
i E 5 1 average ith limi i
T72 Field maple (Acer 15 530 Mature Good Good W.lth limited view of tree scaffold. No action required. B1 127.1 6.4
campestre) s 4 Branch: Minor deadwood. Exposed roots at
) ' base. vy on stem into crown.
W: 4 4 average
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N: 3 Crown:
East leaning stem with no evidence of
E: 10 7 east i
T73 European aspen 16 360 sem! Good Good re.cent root plat.e movement.. No action required. C1 58.6 4.3
(Populus tremula) . . mature Previously crown lifted. Companion
S: 4 Branch:
tree to T74.
W: 0 6 average
N: 0 Crown:
European aspen E 8 5 south . Minor southe:asF leaning stem. M|r'10r . .
T74 (Populus t la) 16 480 Mature Good Fair deadwood within crown. Companion No action required. C1 104.2 5.8
opulus tremula s 10 Branch: tree to T73.
W: 3 6 average
N: 6 Crown: Sparse crown with large deadwood.
Historic branch failure in crown.
i E 7 8 average i ' i i
75 Ash (Fra>.<|nus )1 910 & Mature Fair Poor Car.lkerlng on ste.zm.and branch s: Monitor extent. of dec'llne U 3747 10.9
excelsior) s 8 Branch: Sounding hammer indicates hollowing. annually. Fell is required
) ' Short potential only due to Ash
w7 7 east Dieback and surrounding targets.
N: 4 Crown:
i E 6 2 south i i
T76 Field mapli (Acer 15 500 Mature Good Good Fluting on s.tem.. Mtl){’w; d;ea(iwood. No No action required. B1+2 113.1 6.0
campestre) s 6 Branch: major visible defects.
W: 7 4 average
N: 6 Crown:
European aspen E 9 4 north .Mmor sFem lean. Prewoysly crown . .
T77 18 620 Mature Good Good lifted. Minor deadwood within crown. No action required. B1+2 173.9 7.4
(Populus tremula) . .
S: 9 Branch: Ivy on stem.
W: 8 5 west
N: 5 Crown: Multi stemmed from base with
480. 350 included bark. Minor upper crown 9.3 amended
i 2% E 6 2 east i i i
T78 Ash (Fra>.<|nus 11 310, 280, Mature Fair Fair dleba.Ck with mlnor' deadwood. No action required. C1+2 274.5 on tre:e
excelsior) 270 s 8 Branch: Previously crown lifted. Short constraints
) ' potential only due to the presence of plan.
W: 6 4 average Ash Dieback in the vicinity.
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Group of similar size and age.
G79 Sitver maPle (Acer 67 160 average 13 2 average Young Good Good Previously crown lifted to 2m. Minor No action required. Cl+2 11.6 average 1.9 average
saccharinum) average average damage to exposed roots from
mechanical mower.
N: 6 Crown:
Horse chestnut Significant crown dieback and
E 6 4 south g i i
T80 (Aesculus 17 730 Mature Poor Fair deadwood in upper crown. Minor Monitor ::\:}ir;t“c’f dieback C1 241.1 8.8
hippocastanum) S: 7 Branch: canker and bark loss on stem. y:
W: 4 4 west
N: 5 Crown:
. E 6 3 south Multi stemmed from base. Located on
T81 Flelcda:azﬁr(e/\)cer 13 36(;’2:2)50’ Mature Good Good edge bank with exposed roots. Large No action required. B1 160.4 7.1
p S 5 Branch: hung up limb within crown.
W: 6 5 average
. Mixed tree group growing in close
Mixed (poplar, ash 14-20 Up to 550 1-7 Semi proximity with each other. Narrow
G82 > ’ 3-6 average mature - Good Good . ] ) No action required. B2 72.4 average 4.8 average
sweet chestnut)  average 400 average average mature upright growth habit. Located on edge
of waterbody. Sparse ash within group.
N: 4 Crown: ;
R 10m. L
primaer;es:tal?f(:l(zip;):éjE)tliag?rer::;liiing 11.3 amended
E 3 5 west ’
T83 é;‘g::;g::i?:;) 10 940 Mature Fair Fair Cavity with decay at base. Bark loss No action required. B3 399.8 cocr)1rs]ttr§2ts
St 5 Branch: with exposed heartwood on stem. plan
W 3 4 west Beefsteak fungus present at base.
N: 4 Crown:
Minor deadwood visible. Epicormic
E 4 2 average
T84 Sweet chestr)ut 16 580 Mature Good Good growth on stem. Restricted view of No action required. B1+2 152.2 7.0
(Castanea sativa) . .
S: 5 Branch: crown scaffold.
W: 5 2 average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N: 6 Crown:
E 5 1 south Identified as veteran/notable tree on 8.4 .(15x stem
Beech (Fagus sou . . . diameter
T85 sylvatica) 15 560 Mature Good Good the Woodland Trust Ancient Tree No action required. Al+2 141.9 applied due to
Y S: 6 Branch: Forum. No major visible defects. PP
tree status).
W: 6 4 average
N:4 Crown: Co dominant stems from 5m. Vast
dieback with large deadwood. Crown
i E 1 N/A 8 i
T86 AS:X(CF:S);(I;:;J > 13 500 Mature Poor Poor consisting of small epicormic growth ﬁiliéifr:f:fggni::g:? u 113.1 6.0
S1 Branch: on limbs. Not within falling distance of & ’
W6 6 east building. Short potential only.
Silver maple (Acer 68 13 Young - Row of x6 trees of similar size and age.
G87 p 180 average 1-2 average semi Good Good Previously crown lifted to 2m. Minor No action required. B2 14.7 average 2.2 average
saccharinum) average average . .
mature squirrel damage on limbs.
Mixed (cherry, . . L
G88 whitebeam, 35 UptoT75 L3 1-2 average = Young Good Good Small mixed saplings. No major visible No action required. c2 2.5 average 0.9 average
average  average average defects.
hawthorn, holm oak)
N: 9 Crown:
E 7 2 east i i i ic li
T89 (PEurolpeatn aspeln) 17 580 Mature Good Good Prewou;ly crown llﬁed Historic limb No action required. B1+2 152.2 7.0
opulus tremula s 10 Branch: amage within crown.
W: 6 4 average
. - . Group along fence line. 1x multi
G90 False acacia (R9b|n|a 89 250 average 15 1 average semi Good Fair stemmed from base. Historic limb No action required. c2 28.3 average 3.0 average
pseudoacacia) average average mature
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N: 4 Crown:
Horse chestnut B2 5  2average  gemij Minor bark inclusions at branch
T91 (Aesculus 8 350 mature Good Fair ‘unctions. Previously crown lifted No action required. C1+2 55.4 4.2
hippocastanum) S: 5 Branch: J - Yy -
W: 4 2 average
N: 3 Crown:
E 4 2 average i i i
192 HolAlfy l(.llex 6 170 & Setml Good Good Previously crovr\]/.n l|ftedbtc.>l§.m. Crown No action required. C1+2 13.1 2.0
aquifolium) s 3 Branch: mature encroaching on building.
W: 2 2 average
G93 Mixed (pear, 35 Upto 100 12 2 average Young Good Good Small group. Previously crown lifted to No action required. c2 4.5 average 1.2 average
hawthorn) average  average average 2m.
Multi stemmed from base specimens.
G94 Paper bII’C.h (Betula 35 Up to 100 13 2 average  Young Good Good Similar S1ze and age. Some |ncluqed No action required. c2 4.5average 1.2 average
papyrifera) average  average average bark at unions. Previously crown lifted
to2m.
N 6 Crown: Large multi stem from base and 1.5m.
410, 390, Included bark at unions with reaction
E 8 2 west i i
T95 Sycamore (Acer 17 370, 360, Mature Good Fair growth wood. !’rewously crown lifted No action required. B1+2 397.5 11.3
pseudoplatanus) 350, 350, s 8 Branch: to 4m. Crossing/grated stems and
250 ’ ' branches. Minor deadwood. Light cable
W: 8 4 average in crown.
N: 4 Crown:
Minor east leaning stem. Previously
E 4 2 average
T96 Nor.way Sp.”‘ce 21 700 Mature Good Good crown lifted. Electrical box and lights No action required. Al+2 221.7 8.4
(Picea abies) . . : >
S 4 Branch: on stem. Typical example of species.
W: 4 4 west
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m’) Radius (m)
N: 1 Crown:
i i E 2 1 south i i
T97 SCOtSlpI net (.Pmus 8 190 Young Good Good Suppressed by.:'E_G. Hanging dead limb No action required. C1+2 16.3 2.3
sylvestris) s 2 Branch: within crown.
W: 1 3 average
N: 6 Crown:
E 6 2 average i i i
Tog ~ Pedunculate oak 13 560 Early Good Good Previously crown lifted. Minor No action required. A1+2 141.9 6.7
(Quercus robur) . . mature deadwood. No major visible defects.
S: 7 Branch:
W: 7 2 average
G99 Silver birch (Betula 911 250 average 13 1 average semi Good Good 2x similar 5|.ze .ar?d a.ge. Der)se No action required. c2 28.3 average 3.0 average
pendula) average average mature understorey inhibits inspection.
G100 Rhododendron 24 75 average 14 0 average semi Fair Fair lelt?d access t(.) ster.n.s. some No action required. c2 2.5average 0.9 average
(Rhododendron spp)  average average mature historic pruning visible.
N: 7 Crown:
Dual stemmed from 2m with minor
E 7 2 east
T101 P(gi::zzlsa:jbzar;( 13 530 nf;trlze Good Good bark inclusion. Included bark at branch No action required. B1+2 127.1 6.4
S: 5 Branch: unions. Previously crown lifted.
W: 6 3 east
N: 11 Crown:
Multi stemmed from 2m. Large limb
E 9 2 west istori
Tiop  Pedunculate oak 15 910 Mature Good Good historically removed at 0.5m south. o o e quired. A1+2 374.7 10.9
(Quercus robur) . . Ivy on stem into crown. Understorey
S 10 Branch: [ .
inhibits inspection.
W. 12 2 average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m’) Radius (m)
N: 9 Crown: Multi stemmed from 2m with included
Lime (Tilia x E 7 1 average bark.and reac’tlon growth wood. . .
T103 europaea) 14 610 Mature Good Good Crossing/rubbing branches. Some No action required. B1+2 168.4 7.3
P S: 8 Branch: exposed roots. Typical example of
W: 6 2 average species.
N: 9 Crown:
Multi stemmed from 3m with included
i ili E 7 1 west i
T104 Lime (Tilia x 16 570 Mature Good Good bark ?nd reaction growth WQOd' No action required. B1+2 147.0 6.8
europaea) s 8 Branch: Crossing/grafted branches. Minor
deadwood. No major visible defects.
W: 8 3 average
N:o 3 Crown: Multi stemmed from 2m with included
Lime (Tilia x E 6 1.5 south Early . bark and r§act|on grO\.Nth Wood. . .
T105 europaea) 7 420 mature Fair Good Sparse and thin crown. Historic wound No action required. C1+2 79.8 5.0
P S: 5 Branch: on 2m eastern limb. Epicormic growth
W: 5 2 average at base.
Mixed
(rhododendron, 07 Up to 250, 13 Semi Pruned into arch/tunne.l over footpath. . '
G106 laurel, oak, tea tree, 0 average Good Good Rhododendron dominant. Small No action required. c2 10.2 average 1.8 average
average 150 average average mature A L
sweet chestnut, saplings within group.
yew, hazel, cypress)
N: 10 Crown: Identified as veteran/notable tree on 18.0 (15x
Pedunculate oak 11 4 west the Woodland. Trust Anuent. Tree . . .stem
T107 (Quercus robur) 18 1200 Mature Good Good Forum. Previously crown lifted. No action required. Al+2 651.5 diameter
S 12 Branch: Historic limb damage and deadwood applied due to
w11 5 east within crown. tree status).
N: 3 Crown:
i i E 3 1 west i
T108 I-'Ilmalaya.n p.me 220 semi Good Good Minor north leaning stem. No action required. C1+2 21.9 2.6
(Pinus wallichiana) . . mature
S: 2 Branch:
W: 3 2 average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
Mixed (cypress, Semi . I
G109 laurel, cherry, 0-11 250 14 0 average mature - Good Good Mixed group. .No major visible defects. No action required. B2 28.3 average 3.0 average
. average  average average Garden spoil piled around cypress base.
thorny olive, pear) mature
N: 3 Crown:
Pedunculate oak EE 2 laverage o . )
T110 5 150 Young Good Good No major visible defects. No action required. C1+2 10.2 1.8
(Quercus robur) s 2 Branch:
W: 2 1 average
. Young - Small mixed sapling group Sparse
G111 Mixed (larch, maple, T Upto 200 13 1 average semi Fair Good cherry with little crown and significant No action required. c2 18.1 average 2.4 average
cherry, hackberry) =~ average  average average S
mature stem decay within group.
N: 4 Crown:
i E 5 3 average i
T112 Paper bII’C.h (Betula 11 420 at 1m semi Good Good Minor deadwood within crown. No action required. B1+2 79.8 5.0
papyrifera) s 5 Branch: mature
W: 4 1 north
N: 5 Crown:
i E 4 2 average i i i
T113 Paper blrc.h (Betula 1 220 & Semi Good Good Included bark with react|.on wood No action required. B142 1.9 26
papyrifera) s 5 Branch: mature growth at branch unions.
W: 4 2 average
N: 4 Crown:
Multi stemmed from 2m with included
i i E 2 2 average i i i i
T114 Silver birch (Betula 10 370 & Semi Good Good bark. Historic wound with gxposed No action required. B1+2 61.9 44
pendula) s 3 Branch: mature heartwood and some occlusion wood
) ' growth at 0.5m south stem.
W: 4 2 average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N: 4 Crown:
i i 3 1 average i i i
T115 Silver blr;hl(Betula 11 240, 230 Setm| Good Fair co domma.nt sltzmds Eror:: 0.5m with No action required. Cl+2 50.0 4.0
pendula) s 4 Branch: mature included bark.
W: 2 2 average
N: 5 Crown:
E 4 1 average i i i i
T1i6 Atlas cedar. (Cedrus 9 380 Semi Good Good Minor sap exudation from old pruning No action required. B142 65.3 46
atlantica) . X mature wounds on stem.
S: 4 Branch:
W: 4 1.5 average
N: 3 Crown:
Dawn redwood E 3 1average Semi Slightly suppressed by T120. Brambles
T117 (Metasequoia 11 380 mature Good Good & )i/nhiEiFi ins ect?/on of t;ase No action required. B1+2 65.3 4.6
glyptostroboides) S: 3 Branch: P :
W: 3 0.5 average
N: 3 Crown:
E 5 1 south i i
T118 Pedunculate oak 11 540 Mature Good Good com panion tree to T119. previously No action required. B1+2 131.9 6.5
(Quercus robur) X . crown lifted over path to east.
S: 9 Branch:
w: 8 1.5 south
N: 6 Crown: Companion tree to T118. Large
historic wound on east stem extending
i i E 5 1 north . i
T119 Silver birch (Betula 14 550 Mature Good Good from 0.5-1m with ?XPOSEd heartwood No action required. B1+2 136.9 6.6
pendula) s 6 Branch: and some occlusion wood growth.
’ ' Previously crown lifted east over
W: 6 2 south footpath.
N: 8 Crown: Gap in north canopy from historically
E 7 1 south removed adjacent tree.
T120 P(gji?iﬁlsa:sb?ﬁ;( 20 970 Mature Good Good Snapped/partially attached hanging No action required. Al+2 425.7 11.6
S 13 Branch: limb 5m east crown. Minor deadwood
W: 13 5average within crown. vy on stem.
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
N 4 Crown: West leaning stem. Minor crown
dieback with minor deadwood.
i E 0 6 west i inhibit i i
T121 Ash (Fra)fmus 13 320 Semi Fair Fair Understorey |nh|t.>|t inspection of base. No action required. c1 46.3 3.8
excelsior) s 4 Branch: mature Small ash saplings at base. Short
’ ’ potential only due to the presence of
w11 5 west Ash Dieback on site.
N: 3 Crown:
i i E 4 10 average
T122 Scots pine (Flnus 17 630 Mature Good Good Ivy on stem. Restricted view of crown. No action required. B1+2 179.6 7.6
sylvestris) S: 4 Branch:
W: 4 10 average
N: 4 Crown:
Large west limb historically removed
E 0 3 west i i
T123 Pedunculate oak 11 510 Mature Good Fair at 3m. Unfjeswable crown form;'atlon. No action required. B1+2 117.7 6.1
(Quercus robur) s 7 Branch: Crown bias west. Ivy on stem into
) ' crown.
W: 9 4 average
. . Ash group with Ash Dieback. Standing .
G124 Ash (Fra)fmus 813 350 average 1> 4 average semi Poor Poor dead stems. Sparse to no crowns with F.ell i frequenq./ of access U 55.4 average 4.2 average
excelsior) average average mature in target area increases.
large deadwood.
N: 5 Crown:
E 6 2 north Suppressed by T126. ivy on stem into
T125 P(edunculateboa;( 15 480 Eatrly Good Good crown. Previously crown lifted west to No action required. B1+2 104.2 5.8
Quercus robur s 8 Branch: mature am.
W: 10 4 average
N: 4 Crown:
i i E 6 11 average i i
T126 Scots pine (Plnus 18 620 Mature Good Good East lear?lng stem. vy on. stem Into No action required. B1+2 173.9 7.4
sylvestris) s 4 Branch: crown. Limited view of high crown.
W: 3 10 average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m) Radius (m)
No 2 Crown: Ash tree with Ash Dieback. Sparse
. E 3 4 west crown with stress growth and large .
T127 Ash (Fra)fmus 15 480 Early Poor Poor deadwood. Historic limb failure within F.ell i frequenq./ of access U 104.2 5.8
excelsior) . . mature . in target area increases.
S: 4 Branch: crown. lvy on stem. Previously crown
W: 8 4 west lifted west. Short potential only.
Noo 2 Crown: Ash tree with Ash Dieback. Sparse to
. E 2 6 west no crown with stress growth and large .
T128 AS:X(CF;?S);(I;:;J > 14 490 nf;trlze Poor Poor deadwood. Historically reduced. ﬁiliéifr:f:fggni::g:? u 108.6 5.9
s 3 Branch: Historic large limb failure within & ’
W: 6 5 west crown.
Mixed (hawthorn, 25 Up to 75 192
G129 whitebeam, cherry, P 0-2 average = Young Good Good Line of young newly planted saplings. No action required. c2 2.5average 0.9 average
average  average average
holm oak)
N: 4 Crown:
i i E: 1 2 west i i i
T130 Silver birch (Betula 14 320 Semi Good Good Minor north leaning sten_w. Included No action required. B1+2 46.3 3.8
pendula) s 2 Branch: mature bark at branch unions.
W: 2 4 average
N: 8 Crown: Northwest leaning stem. Large cavity
Beech (Fagus E 4 1 south . with exposed heartwood zfnd decay  Monitor extent of decay
T131 sylvatica) 14 650 Mature Good Fair from ground to 2m occupying 20% of = annually for structural B1+2 191.2 7.8
y S 6 Branch: the north stem face. Decayed fruiting stability.
W 9 3 west bracket at base.
. . Tree stems located in close proximity
G132 Scots pine (!Dmus 14-18 600 average 14 8-10 average Mature Good Good to each other. Limited view of high No action required. B2 162.9 7.2 average
sylvestris) average average crowns average
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Site:  SaintHill Manor Tree Survey Schedule u
Survey date:  02/07/2024 ﬂ
Surveyor:  N.Hollett m
. Stem Branch Crown . . Root Root
Tree . Height . Age Physiological Structural Management Category . .
Species diameter spread clearance A . Comments . A Protection Protection
ref. (m) class condition condition recommendation grading : .
(mm) (m) (m) Area (m’) Radius (m)
Ash group with Ash Dieback. Standing
dead stems. Sparse to no crowns with
6133 Ash (Fra)fmus 8-14 300 average 14 3 average Semi Poor Poor stress growth anq large deadwood. F.ell if frequenC)./ of access U 40.7 average| 3.6 average
excelsior) average average mature Some stems previously reduced by  intarget area increases.
footpath. Cavity and decay on stems
and limbs.
2x companion oak trees. Preciously
crown lifted over footpath. East tree
G134 Pedunculate oak 14-18 700 average 812 4 west Mature Good Good overbears west tree. West tree bias No action required. A2 2217 8.4 average
(Quercus robur) average average . L average
west due to suppression. Minor ivy on
stem.
Multi stemmed from base group.
G135 Alder. (Alnus 12-14 400 average 16 2 west Mature Good Good Crf>55| n.g/g.rafted stems a.nd.branches. No action required. B2 72.4 average 4.8 average
glutinosa) average average Historic limb damage within crown.

Old pruning wounds visible.
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Appendix 5: Tree Protection Plan
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Root protection area for category A* tree to be retained
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Canopy of tree with tree preservation order to be
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Ground protection to comprise of Groundtrax Cellpave

Temporary ground protection

e Tree protection fencing
Construction exclusion zone
E— Extent of ancient woodland
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@ Topographical tree

* Tree categorised in accordance with BS 5837:2012 'Trees in relation
to design, demolition and construction - Recommendations'.

Tree survey schedule contains further information for each tree.
This drawing should be viewed in colour.

Tree numbers suffixed with PA indicate the tree position is approximate.
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* Tree categorised in accordance with BS 5837:2012 'Trees in relation
to design, demolition and construction - Recommendations'.

Tree survey schedule contains further information for each tree.

This drawing should be viewed in colour.

Tree numbers suffixed with PA indicate the tree position is approximate.
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Appendix 6: Example No-dig Surface Specification

GEOTRAX GC 75/100/150/200

TREE ROOT PROTECTION INSTALLATION EXAMPLE

SUB GRADE - EXISTING SOIL OR
BEDDING LAYER

*.««4

EXAMPLE ONLY ) 4 ‘ ;
Contact us for site specific advice. (' & Rv} ,‘g p' N ® GEOTEXTILE - GEOTRAX TS1000
f’ (If a heavy grade geotextile is required, please contact
us as other grades are also available)

OPTIONAL GEOGRID - GEOTRAX GX 20/20
ORGX 30/30

h
/’ )‘ 2 GEOTRAX GC 75/100/150/200
f‘ nv

25-50MM WEARING LAYER OVER
THE CELLS (FROM INFILL MATERIAL)

GEOTEXTILE LAYER (FOR PERMANENT
USE WITH ITEM ‘G

@ CELLULAR PAVERS (PERMANENT USE)
CrS B2
/;«s” 7§
r’ -~
. 1

PR~ - 4" ol
73 ‘?’-"\v,'lf *af.:-’af /” "",'."D" ¢

L ‘-‘*

ILLUSTRATION ONLY: NOT TO SCALE

E;"\E For more information, contact us GR Ou nD ' R a X
today or visit our website: Ground Protection and Reinforcement
& www.groundtrax.com | Telephone: 08456 800008 | Fax: 08456 800208
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Appendix 7: Tree Protection Fencing Specification
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b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray
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Appendix 8: Example Protective Fencing Sign

PROTECTIVE FENCING. THIS el e
KEEP OUT!
FENCING MUST BE (TOWN & COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990)

TREES ENCLOSED BY THIS FENCE ARE PROTECTED BY

MAI NTAI NE D l N Acco RDANC E PLANNING CONDITIONS AND/OR ARE THE SUBJECTS OF A
TREE PRESERVATION ORDER.

WITH TH E APPROVE D P LAN s CONTRAVENTION OF A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER MAY
AND DRAWINGS FOR THIS LEADTO CRIMINAL PROSECUTION

ANY INCURSION INTO THE PROTECTED AREA MUST BE
DEVELOPM ENT‘ WITH THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF THE LOCAL
PLANNING AUTHORITY
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