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Executive Summary

Land at Reeds Lane, Sayers Common, West Sussex has been assessed for its below ground archaeological
potential.

No Scheduled Monuments or other designated assets lie on the Site and the Site is not considered to contribute
to the significance of any nearby designated heritage assets. The Site is not located within an Archaeological
Notification Area as defined by Mid Sussex District Councll

Based on the available evidence the site is considered to have a low potential for evidence dating to all past
periods of human activity and as a conseguence the proposed development is considered unlikely to have a

significant archaeological impact.
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1.1
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1.6

Introduction & Scope of Study

This below ground archaeological desk-based assessment has been prepared by RPS on behalf of
Reside Holdings Ltd.

The subject of this assessment, also known as the study site, is land at Reeds Lane, Sayers
Common, West Sussex. The site is centred at National Grid Reference TQ 26234 18177 (Figure 1)
within the administrative area of Mid Sussex District Councill.

Reside Holdings Ltd have commissioned RPS to establish the archaeological potential of the site
and to provide guidance on ways to address any archaeological constraints identified.

In accordance with relevant policy and guidance on archaeology and planning, and in accordance
with the ‘Standard and Guidance for Historic Environment Desk-Based Assessments’ (Chartered
Institute for Archaeologists October 2020), this assessment draws together the available
archaeological, topographic and land-use information in order to clarify the archaeological potential
of the site.

This desk-based assessment comprises an examination of evidence on the West Sussex Historic
Environment Record (HER), and other sources, and includes the results of a comprehensive map
regression exercise. HER data has a time limit of 12 months from the original search date and cannot
be relied on after that.

This assessment thus enables relevant parties to assess the archaeological potential of various
parts of the site and to consider the need for design, civil engineering, and archaeological solutions
to the archaeological potential identified.
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Planning Background & Development Plan
Framework

In March 2012, the government published the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), which
was most recently updated in December 2024. The NPPF Is supported by the National Planning
Practice Guidance (NPPG), which was published online 6th March 2014 and has since been
periodically updated.
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-planning-policy-framework--2

The NPPF and NPPG are additionally supported by three Good Practice Advice (GPA) documents
published by Historic England: GPA 1: The Historic Environment in Local Plans; GPA 2: Managing
Significance In Decision-Taking in the Historic Environment (both published March 2015). The
second edition of GPA3: The Setting of Heritage Assets was published in December 2017.

National Planning Policy

Section 16 of the NPPF, entitled Conserving and enhancing the historic environment provides
guidance for planning authorities, property owners, developers and others on the conservation and
Investigation of heritage assets. Overall, the objectives of Section 16 of the NPPF can be
summarised as seeking the:

e Delivery of sustainable development;

¢ Understanding the wider social, cultural, economic and environmental benefits brought by the
conservation of the historic environment;

e Conservation of England's heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their significance; and

e Recognition that heritage makes to our knowledge and understanding of the past.

Section 16 of the NPPF recognises that intelligently managed change may sometimes be necessary
If heritage assets are to be maintained for the long term. Paragraph 207 states that local planning
authorities should require applicants to describe the significance of any heritage assets affected by
their development proposal, and that the level of detail supplied by an applicant should be
proportionate to the importance of the asset and should be no more than sufficient to review the
potential impact of the proposal upon the significance of that asset.

Heritage Assefts are defined in Annex 2 of the NPPF as: a building, monument, site, place, area or
landscape positively identified as having a degree of significance meriting consideration in planning
decisions. They include designated heritage assets (as defined in the NPPF) and assets identified
by the local planning authority during the process of decision-making or through the plan-making
Process.

Annex 2 also defines Archaeological Interest as a heritage asset which holds or potentially could
hold evidence of past human activity worthy of expert investigation at some point.

A Designated Heritage Assef comprises a:. World Heritage Site, Scheduled Monument, Listed
Building, Protected Wreck Site, Registered Park and Garden, Registered Battlefield or Conservation
Area.

Significance (for heritage policy) I1s defined as: The value of a heritage asset to this and future
generations because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological, architectural,
artistic or historic. Significance derives not only from a heritage asset's physical presence, but also
from its setting.

Sefting 1s defined as: The surroundings in which a heritage asset is experienced. Ilts extent is not
fixed and may change as the asset and its surroundings evolve. Elements of a setting may make a
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2.12

2.13

positive or negative contribution to the significance of an asset, may affect the ability to appreciate
that significance or may be neutral.

In short, government policy provides a framework which:

e Protects nationally important designated Heritage Assets;
e Protects the settings of such designations;

e |n appropriate circumstances seeks adeguate information (from desk based assessment and
field evaluation where necessary) to enable informed decisions;

e Provides for the excavation and investigation of sites not significant enough to merit in-situ
preservation.

The NPPG reiterates that the conservation of heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their
significance Is a core planning principle, requiring a flexible and thoughtful approach. Furthermore,
It highlights that neglect and decay of heritage assets is best addressed through ensuring they
remain Iin active use that is consistent with their conservation. Importantly, the guidance states that
If complete, or partial loss of a heritage asset Is justified, the aim should then be to capture and
record the evidence of the asset’s significance and make the interpretation publicly available. Key
elements of the guidance relate to assessing harm. An important consideration should be whether
the proposed works adversely affect a key element of the heritage asset's special architectural or
historic interest. Additionally, it is the degree of harm, rather than the scale of development, that is
to be assessed. The level of 'substantial harm’ is considered to be a high bar that may not arise In
many cases. Essentially, whether a proposal causes substantial harm will be a judgment for the
decision taker, having regard to the circumstances of the case and the NPPF. Importantly, harm
may arise from works to the asset or from development within its setting. Setting Is defined as the
surroundings In which an asset Is experienced and may be more extensive than the curtilage. A
thorough assessment of the impact of proposals upon setting needs to take into account, and be
proportionate to, the significance of the heritage asset and the degree to which proposed changes
enhance or detract from that significance and the ability to appreciate It.

In considering any planning application for development, the planning authority will be mindful of the
framework set by government policy, in this instance the NPPF, by current Development Plan Policy
and by other material considerations.

Local Planning Policy

The Mid Sussex District Plan 2014-2031 was adopted in March 2018. It contains the following
relevant policy:

DP34: Listed Buildings and Other Heritage Assets
Other Heritage Assets

Development that retains buildings which are not listed but are of architectural or historic
merit, or which make a significant and positive contribution to the street scene will be
permitted in preference to their demolition and redevelopment.

The Council will seek to conserve heritage assets in a manner appropriate to their
significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the character and quality
of life of the District.

Significance can be defined as the special interest of a heritage asset, which may be
archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic.




Archaeological Desk Based Assessment

2.14

2.15

Proposals affecting such heritage assets will be considered in accordance with the policies
In the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and current Government guidance.

The Mid Sussex Local Plan (2004) contains the following saved policy relating to archaeology:

B18

SITES OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL INTEREST AND THEIR SETTINGS WILL BE PROTECTED AND
ENHANCED WHERE POSSIBLE. IN PARTICULAR, THE FABRIC AND SETTING OF SCHEDULED
ANCIENT MONUMENTS AND OTHER NATIONALLY IMPORTANT ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES SHOULD
BE PRESERVED INTACT.

DEVELOPMENT PROPOSALS OR CHANGES OF USE OR MANAGEMENT WHICH WOULD HAVE A
DETRIMENTAL IMPACT ON SITES OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE AND THEIR SETTINGS WILL
NOT NORMALLY BE PERMITTED. AN EXCEPTION MAY BE MADE ONLY WHERE THE BENEFITS OF
THE PROPOSAL (WHICH CANNOT REASONABLY BE LOCATED ELSEWHERE) ARE SO GREAT AS TO
OUTWEIGH THE POSSIBLE EFFECTS ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE OF THE SITE.

WHERE IT APPEARS THAT A PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT MAY AFFECT THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL OR
HISTORIC INTEREST OF A KNOWN OR POTENTIAL SITE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL IMPORTANCE, THE
APPLICANT WILL BE REQUIRED TO CARRY OUT AN ARCHAEOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT AND FIELD
EVALUATION. A STATEMENT OF THE FINDINGS WILL BE REQUIRED TO ACCOMPANY THE
PLANNING APPLICATION. THERE WILL BE PREFERENCE FOR PRESERVATION IN-SITU IN
PREFERENCE TO EXCAVATION RECORDING AND PUBLICATION OF FINDINGS.

WHERE APPROVED DEVELOPMENT WILL AFFECT A SITE OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL INTEREST, THE
DEVELOPER WILL BE REQUIRED EITHER BY AGREEMENT OR BY CONDITIONS OF PLANNING
PERMISSION TO HAVE UNDERTAKEN A FULL INVESTIGATION AND RECORDING BY EXCAVATION
AND THE PUBLICATION OF FINDINGS.

The draft Mid Sussex District Plan 2021-2039 Is currently under examination by the Planning
Inspectorate. The Regulation 19 Submission Draft contains the following draft policy:

DPBZ2: Listed Buildings and Other Heritage Assels
Other Heritage Assefs

Development that retains buildings which are not listed but are of architectural or historic merit, or
which make a significant and positive contribution to the street scene will be permitted in
preference to their demolition and redevelopment.

The Council will seek fo preserve and enhance hernitage assets and their seftings in a manner
appropriate to their significance, so that they can be enjoyed for their contribution to the character
and quality of life of the district, and will look at opportunities to enhance or beftter reveal their
significance.

Proposals affecting such heritage assets will be considered in accordance with the policies in the
Naftional Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and current Government guidance.

Proposed development must undertake pre-determination evaluation of potential archaeological
features on the site prior to any planning applications being submitted, unless it can be
demonsirated that such evaluation is not appropriate for the site. Appropriate mifigation may be
required depending on the outcome of that evaluation.
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2.18

Where appropriate, a Heritage Impact Assessment must be provided to establish the significance
of heritage assets and their setfings, the impact of development on this significance, and if
appropriate, mitigation strategies.

No designated heritage assets lie on or close to the site. The closest Listed Building ‘Aymers
Sayers’ lies approximately 400m east of the study site and is separated from the site by modern
development. As a result the proposed development is considered unlikely to impact on the
significance of this Listed Building and as such built heritage matters are not considered further in

this assessment.

The study site Is not located within an Archaeological Notification Area as defined by Mid Sussex
District Councill.

In line with relevant planning policy and guidance, this desk-based assessment seeks to clarify the
site’s archaeological potential and the likely significance of that potential and the need or otherwise
for additional mitigation measures.
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3 Geology & Topography
Geology

3.1 The British Geological Survey (BGS Online 2017) records the underlying geology of the study site
as Weald Clay Formation (Mudstone). No superficial deposits are recorded.

Topography
3.2 The study site is generally level at a height of c.17m Above Ordnance Datum (AQOD).

0. There are a number of watercourses In close proximity to the site, the nearest of which is ¢.60m
north of the study site.
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4.4

4.5

Archaeological & Historical Background with
Assessment of Significance

Timescales used In this report

Prehistoric

Palaeolithic 900,000 - 12000 BG
Mesolithic 12,000 - 4 000 BC
Neolithic 4 000 - 1.800 BC
Bronze Age 1,800 - 600 BC
lron Age 600 - AD 43
Historic

Roman AD 43 - 410
Saxon/early medieval AD 410 - 1066
Medieval AD 1066 - 1485
Post medieval AD 1486 - 1799
Modern AD 1800 - Present
Introduction

This chapter reviews the available archaeological evidence for the study site and the
archaeological/historical background of the general area, and, in accordance with NPPF, considers
the potential for any as yet to be discovered archaeological evidence on the study site.

What follows comprises a review of known archaeological assets within a 1km radius of the study
site Appendix 1, also referred to as the study area, held on the Kent Historic Environment Record
(HER), together with a historic map regression exercise charting the development of the study area
from the 18th century onwards until the present day.

Chapter 5 subsequently considers the site conditions and whether the proposed development will
Impact the theoretical archaeological potential identified below.

Previous archaeological work

No previous archaeological work has taken place on the site. However a programme of
archaeological evaluation trial trenching was undertaken on land approximately 200m east of the
study site (CgMs/ASE 2019 EWS1950). No archaeological finds or features pre-dating the late Post

Medieval period was recorded.

Prehistoric

Prehistoric findspots within the study area are limited to isolated finds, a scatter of Mesolithic
fintwork found ¢.700m south east of the study site (HER Ref: MWS3764, TQ 2701 1783), and an
Early Bronze Age macehead recorded in the same area (HER Ref: MWS1246, TQ 270 180).
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4.13

4.14

4.15
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417

This absence of prehistoric remains within the study area could be, at least in part, a product of a
lack of previous systematic archaeological survey in the area. However, despite this, it is likely that
the study site lay within woodland from at least the Mesolithic period, and it is considered to have a
low potential for prehistoric remains.

Roman

There are no records of Roman remains within the study area. The nearest recorded Roman road
Is ¢c.3km to the south (Margary 1955).

The study site most likely lay within woodland during the Roman period and therefore will have
probably been located away from areas of occupation or intensive human activity. Therefore, a low
archaeological potential is identified for this period at the study site

Anglo-Saxon and Medieval

No records of Saxon remains are recorded by the HER within the study area.

Sayers Common is not mentioned in the Domesday Survey of 1086 and the nearest recorded
estates were at Benefeld and Hurstpierpoint (Domesday Online 2017).

The surrounding area was most likely characterised by scattered farmsteads during the Medieval
period and the study site itself most likely lay within common land from which the settlement name
‘Sayers Common’ would later be derived. Therefore, a low archaeological potential is identified for
Anglo-Saxon and Medieval settlement evidence.

Post Medieval & Modern (including map regression
exercise)

During the Post Medieval period the site continued to comprise agricultural land in a landscape
comprising scattered farmsteads. A probable farm and north/south trackway was located to the west
of the site by the 18" century (Fig. 2). There was no change by the early 19" century (Fig. 3).

A number of further farmsteads are recorded by the HER, although none are relevant to the study
site.

The Tithe Map records the site in more detail as comprising part of 3 parcels of land:
17- Brick Yard Field: arable
18- Acre Plat; pasture

19- Brick Yard Field; pasture

Field name evidence therefore suggests that the site historically been in use as part of a brick field
(Fig. 4).

By the late 19" century 3 wells were located in the west of the site, potentially remnant of former
quarrying of the site. The site was also traversed by two footpaths by this date (Fig. 5 and 6)

There was no change by the early 20" century (Fig. 7) apart from the removal of all field boundaries
and by the 1930s one of the footpaths had been removed (Fig. 8).
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4.21
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4.23
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4.25

More recently the north-east of the site has been occupied by a site compound used for parking
vehicles and a large mound of spoil most likely associated with the construction works occurring on

the adjacent site to the east (Fig. 10).

Based on the available evidence the site has a low/nil potential for significant evidence dating to the
Post Medieval and modern period

LIDAR

No significant archaeological anomalies are identified on the LIDAR image. The remains of the
former field boundaries are visible on the plot (Appendix 2).

Assessment of Significance (Designated Assets)

Existing national policy guidance for archaeology (the NPPF as referenced in section 2) enshrines
the concept of the ‘significance’ of heritage assets. Significance as defined in the NPPF centres on
the value of an archaeological or historic asset for its ‘'heritage interest’ to this or future generations.

There are no designated heritage assets on the site and no designated archaeological assets will
be directly physically impacted by the proposed development.

Assessment of Significance (Non-Designated Assets)

NPPF describes significance as: The value of a heritage asset to this and future generations
because of its heritage interest. This interest may be archaeological, architectural, artistic or historic.
Significance derives not only from a heritage asset’s physical presence, but also from its setting.

The site Is considered to have a low potential for archaeological evidence dating to all past periods
of human activity.

As identified by desk based work, archaeological potential by period and the likely significance of
any archaeological remains which may be present is summarised in table form below

Period ldentified archaeological ldentified archaeological
potential significance

Prehistoric Low Low (Local

Roman Low Low (Local

Medieval Low Low (Local

( )
( )
Anglo-Saxon Low Low (Local)
( )
( )

Post medieval Low Low (Local




Archaeological Desk Based Assessment

o

0.1

9.2

2.9

5.4

9.9

Site Conditions, The Proposed Development &
Review of Potential Development Impacts on
Archaeological Assets

Site Conditions

The bulk of the site comprises a treelined pasture field with a PROW leading from the south-eastern
corner of the site on a north-west/south-east trajectory. The north-east of the site is currently being
used to store spoil associated with the adjacent construction whilst the east of the site Is being used
as a car park for construction vehicles associated with the adjacent construction works (Figure 10).

Any soll stripping ahead of the construction of the site compound in the east of the site could have
had a potential below ground impact whilst the excavation of wells in the west of the site will have
removed any archaeological potential from within their footprint. Field name evidence from the early
19th century Tithe map could suggest that the site was once in use as part of a brick field and if this
Is the case then such quarrying will have removed any archaeological interest from the site. Past
ploughing on the site may also have a cumulative below ground impact.

Proposed Development

It Is proposed to develop the site with residential houses and associated landscaping and
Infrastructure.

Review of Potential Development Impacts on Designated
Archaeological Assets

There are no designated heritage assets on or close to the site and as such the proposed
development will not have a direct impact on any designated heritage assets.

Review of Potential Development Impacts on Non-
Designated Assets

Based on the available evidence the proposed development Iis considered unlikely to have a
significant archaeological impact.
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6.1

6.2
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Summary & Conclusions

In accordance with relevant government planning policy and guidance, a desk based assessment
has been undertaken to clarify the below ground archaeological potential of the Study Site

There are no Scheduled Monuments or other desighated assets on or close to the Site and the Site
Is considered to have a low potential for remains dating to all past periods of human activity.

Based on the available evidence therefore the proposed development is considered unlikely to have
a significant archaeological impact.
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Figure 4

1839 Albourn Tithe Map
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Figure 5

1879 Ordnance Survey Map

© Crown Copyright and database right 2025. All rights reserved. Licence number 100035207



Project Ref: N:'\794-PLN-HER-01000-01999\019/4 - Reeds Lane, Sayers Common\Figures\Mapping\GIS\Projects\Figures. mxd NB 20/10/2025

0 50 100 150m @
| | | |

Scale at Ad: 1:5,000 TETRA TECH

Figure 6

1899 Ordnance Survey Map
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1912 Ordnance Survey Map
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1938 Ordnance Survey Map
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Figure 9

2001 Aerial Photograph
(GoogleEarth)
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2025 Aerial Photograph
(GoogleEarth)

© Crown Copyright and database right 2025. All rights reserved. Licence number 100035207




Archaealagical Desk BESE‘Eﬂ ASSE‘SSI‘T\E‘Ht

Appendices




Archaealagical Desk BESE‘Eﬂ ASSE‘SSI‘T\E‘Ht

Appendix 1
HEFQ Lacati{jn P|Elr'\ (We&at Sus&aex HiStDFiE EﬂViFDﬂI‘T‘IE‘ﬂt REC{]Fd 2025)




[e12] UD pauIRgo SEM |BLIBJELL SIU] UI paulelLod J8seleq 3yl "szoz [#2inog] & "czoz bl eseqejep pue JYBuAdoD umolo G elep AeAINg 8JUBUPIO SUIBJUOD "cZoZ puelbug suolsiH & 20ZSS000L 18quinu 8ausadi "paassal siybul |1y "szoz Wbu asegelep pue wbuAdon umoln &

(CZ0Z PJoo9y JUSLIUOIIAUT
OLIOJSIH X8ssSNS JSOAN) Ueld ¥3H

| XIpuaddy

ANYSROD HOILVHLIL Y

HO3l Vilil

0008l '€V e 9/eds
| ! |

wooce 001 0

suobAj0 4 sluaAg MIH

SiUIod sjiuaAd H4H

MIOAA [EDIDO|0SEBYDIY SNOIASIH
sjuswnuoly [/ /
suobA|od splooay MIH

souapiad aanebay ¢

sjodspuld

SJUSWNUO) @

SjUlod Splo23y ¥M3H

'S]195SY obEJIoH peleubISap-UON

snipe yoress iyl [}

0Z0Z 1ubu asegelep pue 1ybluAdon umolD @ elep SO SUIBlUoD

r
&
F
AR
F F 4 F #
iy s r #
4 o .....-.._... 4 ¢’ - F
F r .........n F ...... u..... F i ........ ’ .._.....
F uv o & o F 3 &
F i
.......“..... .>.... i ..._... ....... ..._u... i .... . ...... o
4 i
0636 SMIA ~0686SMIN" .~~~
il ........ rFa .,...... F
# F . F # F 3
. # ..1",. y ..u..... o b g T ,.v.... .rv.......
L F r i ra r 2
r 4 ...1_ .....a. ....,." F
il e S
r ...... ....." F
& --
: ; EVCELSMIN
#
r

FOJESMIN — ¢ gLvEe _‘mEEﬂ

~ .
e h\h ’ H..‘ Fiav iy, 7
’ P £ il o
P S S S R S ‘mm 7 P A
S ReVISMA S
& P ....u. & .....n. B } 2 ....u_ .....

AR A o o J

PV A rRP i S T
i A A R U O ST
F F -n-u. .-n.r -u.r n-.- J.“.r .r“.r aF -I.r -.n- --u- -- i --u. F
e AR A R I e W g S S e e

. Py A, ¥

--u.-
n-u- F

--u.
-.u.

r
&

pXwriold ¥ IHKSBI0IAS D\DUIdARIANSSINDI AUOWIWOD) SISABS "SUBT SPasy - .61 0\6661 0-0001 0--4IH-NTd-P6LN J9Y Ppsloid

hmwmrng* .
216 LESMIA

- -—
L,

y ;
T i 4
# ’ ........... ¥ = i
r i e o o L g
r, ¥ Fo r .“..... # r /
| 4 o 7 S i s 7 — r o .....“,. ’ Y S NN Y
P »F s P e .“...... P R i
377 A VLSS
LSS YO V4 Vs & ry WFEUAEA
0 lfor gl gl g gl g g R Al A R F
§ F r ¥ F & r 'd W r # # i, &
A G A P i A O S Bl AP S R e
8PP LS M3 P77 (eSS
F s g g g R ; e
ASE A S S S ok e SR S e W i P
EESLLSMIA POV I Iy IvIds
20Z0LSMIN S S S HA ST A S A
i ol 3 i A # A r
i F F & # F F 4

20Z0LSMIA //
€861 1L SMIN <

F F

VZ/8SMIN

kit b 218SMIA

cmmm_‘mEE%

888 vvng* ?
Z89ELSMIN

LrOZLSMIN
LOZLSMIN

G20c/0L/0C dNWN



Hm#m_u_ uo n.m:_m_n_n. SeMm [BLI8]ELW SIY} Ul paulejuod jeseleq oyl ‘gzog [e24nos] @ "sz0e Em: aseqejep pue Jubuidon umoid o ejep mmE:m 9OUBUPIQ SUIBJUOYD "GZ0T n:m_m_._m_ JUOISIH @ 202SS0001 d9qunu 9s5usdl ‘pasesad siybll ||y "szoz Wbu aseqejep pue WbuAdoD umold &

@%NE@:.mmmﬂ@.l_n pue 1ubluAdes umo.: > suIBIUO: m

L

-

(GZ0Z ploosy JuswiuoldiAuUg f : 2
OLICSIH X8SSNS 1SOAA) UBld OTH | _ Lzz9sMH

| Xipuaddy f

0ZZ9SMH
ANVSWNOD HOILVHLILY —I-umh d_.mhmh

50J i (i

000'8:} €V e 9/eds
1
Wooe 00l 0

056 2SMH

PXW0IA ¥ IH\SIIBI0IAS IINDUIAARIANS2INDI ALIOLUWIOD) SISARS "UBT SPodY - #/6L 0\66610-00010-H3IHNTd-F6.vN 149 Pa.ﬂ-lcl

| 8LYZSMH
195/SMH

696G/ mE_._._ ’

_ ~JSSISMH ‘*_
; %Ema._._ .-f

,__

e

PUB|POOAA
121epA
pasopuasun/pascsdwiun i
LPS.SMH
lUswis|jes
Uonealoay
Aisnpu
sadeosplald

sadeospue paubisaq mmmhma.:”

.—ﬁ

Jirnin

SUOIIBIIUNWWON)

.UOIESIIa]0BIEy ) odedspue| olI01SIH

6202/01/0C INYN




Archaealagical Desk BESE‘Eﬂ ASSE‘SSI‘T\E‘Ht

Appendix 2
LiDAR Piot




10ld VAl

Z Xlpuaddy

ANVAROD DAL WHLHL Y Iuml—l dml—lml—l

=
=l

G20&/0L/0C aN

00G'L | '€V Ie 9/eds

GC

[BPOW J8119Y [e00T a|dwis
UO plelIsAO speys||iH Uuoldalip-}niA
‘buissas0i4

0202'L0°0Z
‘paJiniden aye(

W] UuonRnossy

WNLa :adAl eleq

Aousby JuswiuodiAUg
'921N0S

vYiva dvati

‘[e1e] UO pauIR]gO Sk ELISIEL SIYJ Ul pauIRlUOD Joskleq suUl "szoz WbL aseqelep pue JybuAdon umoin o elep Asang asueuplo sUlBUO D "gzZoZ puejbug suolsiH &

4

‘paalasal siybu |1v czoz Wbl aseqelep pue JublLAdos Asuaby Juswucliaug & Z0Z2SE000 1 19quunu aauadi "pasasal sjubll |1y "czoz wbu sseqgeiep pue ybuAdoo umoln

'Y

*

-

L

4

PXWHYTINSIIBI0IAS DDUIAARANSSINDIAUOLUWOD SISARS "SUET SPady - #.610\6661L0-0001L0-HIHNTd-F6.VN Jod I-'J.C'Jcl




