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Executive Summary

On behalf of Axis PED Ltd (the Client), Cura Terrae Land and Nature Limited (Cura Terrae) has carried
out a tree survey to BS 5837:2012 Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction —
Recommendations in May through June 2025, at the proposed East Park Energy site (Various
addresses). This survey has formed the basis for an assessment of the impacts that development
proposals may have on the existing tree cover and recommends methodologies that will need to be
adopted to protect retained trees during development.

The survey recorded significant trees within the site and those which may be affected by any
development proposed within the site boundary, recording a number of parameters including species,
crown spread and Root Protection Area (RPA).

The RPA of any given tree is calculated in accordance with BS 5837:2012 and is generally a circular plot
centred on its stem. This area around each tree should not be disturbed by excavation, compaction,
contamination or other related demolition and construction activities. Minor encroachment into the
RPA may be possible if specific methodologies are putin place that reduce the likelihood of the tree
being negatively impacted.

The survey recorded 774 entities including 544 individual trees (including multi-stemmed shrubs), 68
tree groups, 122 hedgerows and 12 mapped vegetation areas and 28 woodland fringes. These tree and
vegetation entities were primarily located along field/property boundaries, buffer areas and within
plotted hedgerows.

The supplied plans/proposed layout indicate that security/boundary fencing, accessways and cable
configurations may potentially impact 93 tree entities.

Given the extents of the proposed project, the subject site was divided into multiple zones with various
survey access requirements and contacts. Access to Eaton Socon Substation was not obtained and
consequently this restricted area was not included within the current (tree) survey.

A search of the relevant local government authority mapping indicated that no subject vegetation
entities are protected by a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) or are within a conservation area. However,
given the scope and size of the subject site it is recommended that this be confirmed on an individual
tree basis prior to the removal or significant alteration of any site tree.

An online search using the Multi Agency Geographical Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website
for statutory conservation sites was undertaken (where appropriate) to determine the presence of
Ancient Woodland within 15.0 metres of the site boundary. This search returned results pertaining to
Huntingdon Wood.

The Client proposes the installation of a 400MW solar farm, battery storage facility and associated
accessways, located across several properties between Bedford Borough and Huntingdonshire District.



This report details the potential arboricultural impacts of development at the site and offers a range of
protection measures and construction methodologies which should be adopted. These measures aim
to prevent accidental damage and other adverse effects to the health and viability of retained trees.

The report also makes recommendations for any measures to mitigate or compensate for the loss of
trees within the site and the likely impact on the site and the wider local landscape.



1. Introduction

1.1 Context of this Report in the Planning System

Figure 1: The Design and Construction Process and Tree Care




1.2
1.21

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.2

Location

CuraTerrae Land and Nature Limited (Cura Terrae) has been commissioned by the Client to
undertake a tree survey of various contiguous sites located across several boundaries between
Bedford Borough and Huntingdonshire District. Ordnance Survey UK Grid References TL078650
(West—Green End) and TL160594 (East — adjacent to St Neots). The approximate site location(s)
are shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2: Location Map

© OpenStreetMap contributors

Tree Designations

A search of the relevant Huntingdonshire District Council (Tree Preservation)' and Bedford
Borough Council? (protected trees), indicated that none of the surveyed trees were subject to a
TPO or conservation area constraints. Given the size and scope of the site it is recommended
that the protection status of any trees proposed for removal be revisited in advance of tree

works.

The permission of the local planning authority must be sought before any works are carried out
to protected trees. Potentially unlimited fines can be imposed for illegally carrying out any works
to protected trees.

! https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/environmental-issues/trees/protected-trees/

2 https://www.bedford.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/conservation-and-heritage/protected-trees



https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/environmental-issues/trees/protected-trees/
https://www.huntingdonshire.gov.uk/environmental-issues/trees/protected-trees/
https://www.bedford.gov.uk/planning-and-building-control/conservation-and-heritage/protected-trees

1.3.3

1.4

1.4.1

1.4.2

1.4.3

Reference to the Multi Agency Geographical Information for the Countryside (MAGIC) website
indicates that several surveyed tree entities (T732-736, W737, T765-T768 & W769) were located
within and along the fringes of Huntingdon Wood, a listed Ancient & Semi-Natural Woodland
(THEMID 1116002/Centroid Grid Ref: TL15226216) — refer to Figure 2a.

Figure 2a: Woodland Mapping - MAGIC (n.d.) - tree locations (in red)/annotations added by
author

Protected Species

Bats

Mature trees can often contain cavities or hollows which provide potential roosting locations for
bats. Bats and the places they use for shelter or protection (i.e. roosts) are protected under The
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (Habitats Regulations 2017). They also
receive legal protection under the Wildlife and Countryside Act (WCA) 1981. Consequently,
causing damage to a bat roost constitutes an offence.

Generally, should the presence of a bat roost be suspected whilst completing works on any
trees on site then an appropriately licensed bat worker should be consulted for advice.

Birds

Trees and hedgerows can provide habitat for nesting birds which are protected under the
Wildlife and Countryside Act (WCA) 1981. Some species are further protected by special
penalties. This legislation makes it an offence to intentionally or recklessly damage or destroy an
active bird nest or part thereof.
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1.4.5
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As the trees at the site provide potential habitat for nesting birds, all tree work should ideally be
completed outside the peak bird nesting season (Generally March to August inclusive).

If this is not possible then the vegetation should be subject to a nesting bird inspection by a
suitably experienced ecologist prior to commencement of works. If active nests are identified
then the vegetation, and a defined buffer zone, will need to remain in place until the young have
fully fledged.
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Tree Survey Methodology

Site survey

CuraTerrae have undertaken the tree survey in accordance with BS 5837:2012 Trees in relation
to design, demolition and construction - Recommendations, to provide detailed and
independent arboricultural advice in the context of potential development. The survey was a
ground based visual inspection carried out by suitably qualified arboriculturists. No trees were
tagged as part of the survey.

Site tree inspections were carried out across multiple days and visits in May through June 2025
by Nicholas Arnold, Liam Evans and Stephen Rapin (Cura Terrae arboriculturists), when
deciduous trees were generally in leaf.

The weather on the day(s) of the survey was predominantly clear and bright (with some rain
days). This allowed for a thorough inspection of all trees included in the survey where site
access, adjacent/understory vegetation and area boundaries permitted.

The survey recorded trees (or groups/areas of trees) with a stem diameter of 75 millimetres or
more at a height of 1.5 metres above ground level within the site boundary. Any significant trees
outside the boundary which could be significantly affected by the future development of the site
were also recorded.

The following characteristics were recorded:

o Species
o Stem diameter at 1.5 m above ground level (mm)
o Estimated height (m)
o Approximate crown spread (m) in North, East, South and West directions
o Estimate of the number of years that the tree is likely to remain suitable for retention
o Age class
o Condition category in accordance with BS 5837:2012. The categories are defined as:
o] Category U = Those in such a condition that they cannot realistically be retained

as living trees in the context of the current land use for longer than 10 years
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o] Category A = Trees of high quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of
at least 40 years

o] Category B = Trees of moderate quality with an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 20 years

o] Category C = Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of
at least 10 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150 mm

o Value subcategories where appropriate in accordance with BS 5837:2012. These are
defined as:

o] 1 =Mainly arboricultural qualities
o] 2 = Mainly landscape qualities
o] 3 =Mainly cultural values, including conservation

o General notes about physiological and structural condition and any management
recommendations

Where topographical information was not provided or has not identified tree positions, tree
entities have been positioned using GPS and aerial photography to provide approximate
locations in relation to existing/surrounding features. Further confirmation of tree locations
through a topographical survey of the site is recommended to ensure future design accuracy.

Some measurements for trees with limited accessibility may have been estimated. This is
highlighted with a hash (#) symbol in the Tree Survey Schedule at Appendix 1.

Where trees formed a contiguous canopy they may have been grouped, in line with the guidance
of BS 5837:2012. If densely wooded areas are not expected to be directly affected by
development proposals only the significant trees at the woodland perimeter will have been
surveyed.

Trees are living organisms that change over time. A re-survey of all trees should be carried out if
there have been any significant storm events or more than 12 months have passed since the
survey was carried out.

Calculation of Root Protection Area (RPA)

The Root Protection Area (RPA) is calculated according to the formulae set outin BS 5837:2012.
This is a layout design tool indicating the minimum area around a tree deemed to contain
sufficient roots and rooting volume to maintain the tree’s viability, and where the protection of
the roots and soil structure should be treated as a priority.



13

2.2.2 Dueto the specific topography of the site and the presence of surrounding structures, the RPA is
likely to be a simplified representation of the actual morphology and disposition of tree roots.
Any deviation in the shape of the RPA from the calculated circular shape will largely be based on
conjecture and so should generally be avoided. However, where significant site features are
present that could clearly influence the disposition of tree root growth (e.g. water courses,
building foundations and retaining walls), the RPA may be amended to take these features into
account.
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Tree Survey Results

General Site Description

The subject site(s) consisted of open, arable/grazing farm land with associated farm buildings,
accessways and infrastructure, in addition to several areas of road verge. The subject area
extended from open farmland between the villages of Swineshead and Chadwell End in the west
to fields adjacent to the A1, immediately west of St Neots.

Subject trees were predominately located along field boundary margins, buffer areas and within
established hedgerows.

Results of Tree Survey

The Tree Survey Schedule at Appendix 1 details the results of the tree survey and includes any
management recommendations. The schedule should be read in conjunction with the tree plans
at Appendix 3 which show the location of each tree and group surveyed and the extent of their
canopies and RPA.

Seven hundred and seventy-four entities including 544 individual trees (including multi-
stemmed shrubs), 68 tree groups, 122 hedgerows and 12 mapped vegetation areas and 28
woodland fringes have been recorded during the survey. A summary of the tree survey findings is
shown in Table 1.

Table 1: Summary of Tree Survey Findings

Category A Category B Category C Category U
Trees: 135 Trees: 255 Trees: 142 Trees: 12
Groups: 1 Groups: 55 Groups: 12 Groups: 0
Woodlands: 22 Woodlands: 6 Woodlands: 0 Woodlands: 0
Areas: 10 Areas: 2 Areas: 0 Areas: 0
Hedgerows: 1 Hedgerows: 112 Hedgerows: 9 Hedgerows: 0

Significant subject trees across the survey area included several standalone Pedunculate Oak
trees (Quercus robur) of noteworthy size (e.g. T081, T082, T361 & T619), all of which were
assigned Category A status. In addition, multiple woodland fringes and areas of trees were
collectively assigned Category A retention status, serving as valuable wildlife corridors and
habitat pockets.
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The most frequently occurring species within the subject data set included Common Ash trees
and groups of ash trees (Fraxinus excelsior), a significant proportion of which showed symptoms
of decline and/or reduced health possibly associated with ADB (Ash Die Back). Other common
trees observed across the survey area included Common Hawthorn (Crataegus monogyna),
Pedunculate Oak (Quercus robur) and Field Maple (Acer campestre).

Trees within the survey were predominately assigned Category B retention status (64%) followed
by Category A trees (24%). Thirty-eight percent of surveyed trees were classed as Semi-Mature,
with 26% Mature and 20% Early Mature.

Ash Die Back (Hymenoscyphus fraxineus)

Ash Die Back (ADB) also known as Chalara or Chalara Dieback of Ash, is a disease of ash trees
caused by a fungus called Hymenoscyphus fraxineus. ADB causes leaf loss, crown dieback and
bark lesions in affected trees. Once a tree is infected the disease is usually fatal, either directly
or indirectly by weakening the tree to the point where it succumbs more readily to attacks by
other pests or pathogens.

Itis difficult to assign ash trees a retention category using the BS5837:2012 standards because
of ADB. The general advice from public bodies is to retain ash trees and see how the disease
develops within the local population. However, if clear signs of ADB are found on sites, it is
highly likely that all the ash trees on that site will succumb in time. It could therefore be
unreasonable to consider an ash tree a significant constraint to development.

The Tree Council has produced a document giving guidance to tree owners and managers on
how to deal with ADB/Ash dieback: an Action Plan Toolkit® (Summer 2019). This gives guidance
on assessing the danger posed by trees infected with ADB. Cura Terrae have adopted the Suffolk
County Council Ash Health Assessment System (Appendix 4). The system categorises ash trees
with ADB symptoms into 4 classes:

o Ash Health Class (AHC) 1 - 100% - 75% Live Canopy (Vitality Class 0)
o Ash Health Class (AHC) 2 - 75% - 50% Live Canopy (Vitality Class 1)
o Ash Health Class (AHC) 3 - 50% - 25% Live Canopy (Vitality Class 2)
o Ash Health Class (AHC) 4 — 25% - 0% Live Canopy (Vitality Class 3)

Many local authorities have concluded that any trees which fall within AHC 3 and 4 require
management and it seems reasonable to follow a similar system. The priority of that
management depends on the severity of the tree’s condition, with trees declining from AHC 2
into AHC 3 requiring work as part of a program of regular works. As the trees decline towards
AHC 4, action becomes more urgent to abate any hazard, assuming the tree is in a high-risk
area.

Shttps://treecouncil.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Tree-Council-Ash-Dieback-Toolkit-2.0.pdf
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Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA)

Introduction

A BS 5837:2012 Arboricultural Impact Assessment (AlA) has been carried out for trees included
in the survey. The AIA methodology evaluates the potential direct and indirect impacts the
proposed development could have on the trees at the site. Where necessary mitigation
measures are recommended.

BS 5837:2012 paragraph 5.4.2 states:

”The assessment should take account of the effects of any tree loss required to
implement the design, and any potentially damaging activities proposed in the vicinity of
retained trees. Such activities might include the removal of existing structures and hard
surfacing, the installation of new hard surfacing, the installation of services, and the
location and dimensions of all proposed excavations or changes in ground level,
including any that might arise from the implementation of the recommended mitigation
measures. In addition to the impact of the permanent works, account should be taken of
the buildability of the scheme in terms of access, adequate working space and provision
for the storage of materials, including topsoil.”

Development Proposals

The Client proposes the construction/installation of a 400MW solar farm, battery storage facility
and associated accessways, located across several properties between Bedford Borough and
Huntingdonshire District.

This AlA is based upon development layouts/plans provided by the Client (ref: ES Vol 3 Figure 2-
1: lllustrative Environmental Masterplan [EN010141/DR/6.3] and ES Vol 3 Figure 2-5: Illustrative
Construction Access and Compounds EN0O10141/DR/6.3 — September 2025).

Tree Retention and Removal

The development proposal(s) indicate that the retention and protection of all subject trees
(Retention Categories A-C) within the site boundary is considered achievable throughout the
development. Several areas of mapped hedgerow may require selective pruning and/or section
removal to accommodate boundary fencing, accessways and cable placement.

A further twelve subject trees were assigned Category U retention status. Category U trees may
be recommended for removal and replacement irrespective of the proposed development. The
majority of the site’s Category U trees were standing dead or identified as Common Ash in poor
condition as associated primarily with ADB.
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4.3.3 Tree entities that require section removal/pruned are detailed in the Tree Survey Schedule at

4.4

4.41

4.4.2

4.4.3

4.4.4

Appendix 1 and located on the Tree Impacts Plan at Appendix 3. A summary of the required tree

removal(s)/retention(s) is shown in Table 2.

Table 2: Summary of Required Tree Removals

Trees to be Removed Trees to be Retained

Category A Category B Category C Category A Category B Category C
Trees: 0 Trees: 0 Trees: 0 Trees: 135 Trees: 255 Trees: 142
Groups: 0 Groups: 0 Groups: 0 Groups: 1 Groups: 55 Groups: 12
Woodlands: 0 Woodlands: 0 Woodlands: 0 Woodlands: 22 | Woodlands: 6 Woodlands: 0
Hedgerows: 0 Hedgerows: 0 Hedgerows: 0 Hedgerows: 1 Hedgerows: Hedgerows: 9*

112*

Area: 0 Area: 0 Area: 0 Area: 10 Area: 2 Area: 0
Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 0 Total: 169 Total: 430* Total: 163*

*Includes thirteen hedgerows that require removal/pruning of sections (only) to accommodate proposed
infrastructure and accessways.

Tree Pruning

The pruning of trees should only be undertaken where essential, to prevent open wounds that

can lead to bacterial or fungal infection. Pruning works should generally be undertaken during

the winter months when trees are dormant or during the summer months when the tree is fully
active.

Where dead and/or diseased trees are selectively pruned/removed, tools should be sterilised
prior to the pruning of healthy and/or trees to be retained to slow/eliminate the anthropogenic
spread of pathogens.

Any pruning works that are required to facilitate the development are detailed in the Tree Survey
Schedule at Appendix 1.

Where dead or declining trees are within 1.5 times the tree’s height (fall distance) of proposed
infrastructure/fence lines, such trees should be re-assessed prior to construction/site
establishment as selective height reduction/stem/branch removal may be required in order to
weight/orientate residual crowns and stems over low use areas and to prevent damage to solar
infrastructure and access ways. Pruningisto be undertaken outside of peak nesting periods
(refer to Section 1.4 of this report, with any potential nests or useful hollows left undisturbed and
in-situ, any resulting logs may be retained within the surrounding landscape for habitat.
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Selective pruning (for access) and hedgerow (section) removal must be kept to a minimum so as
to facilitate fencing installation and maintain existing vehicle accessways.

Selected trees may require a small degree of crown lifting, selective limb removal and/or
terminal limb reduction to accommodate boundary fence lines/surveillance equipment or to
reduce the impacts of panel shading in the future. Such pruning must not equate to more than
10% of the live crown mass of any one tree or result in the removal of limbs greater than 10cm
diameter (at the pruning collar).

Tree pruning should be carried out by a suitably qualified and insured arboricultural contractor
and in accordance with the recommendations of BS 3998:2010 Tree work - Recommendations.

Impacts from Construction Operations

Where proposed operations encroach beneath the canopy or into the RPA of retained trees
there is the potential for damage to occur.

In the above instances, the potential impacts to tree roots can be overcome through the use of
specialist construction techniques such as pile/pier and beam footings or above ground cellular
confinement systems which eliminate the need for contiguous trenching. Excavations (including
the careful removal of existing hard surfaces) at the edge of the RPA can often be carried out
without significantly impacting the tree through careful pruning of minor roots that become
exposed.

Proposed security/boundary fencing, accessway and cable configurations may potentially
impact 93 tree entities. With encroachment pruning and section removal from selected
hedgerows required.

Where fence post placement is proposed within the RPA of trees to be retained or along
uncultivated/buffer areas, such placement should be (re)configured outside of said RPA or
adjusted at the time of installation to prevent the severance of roots greater than 25 millimetres
in diameter (per root).

All works within the RPA or beneath the canopy of retained trees have been detailed as part of
the Arboricultural Method Statement at Appendix 3, to ensure that these works are carried out in
a manner that eliminates the likelihood of any damage occurring.

Mitigation and Protection

Trees proposed for retention will need protecting from development operations to ensure that
they are not negatively impacted. This has been detailed as part of the Arboricultural Method
Statement (AMS) at Appendix 3.
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In the first instance, new or additional hard surfaces should be eliminated from within the RPA of
retained trees at the design phase. Where this is unavoidable, such surfaces should be installed
using a no-dig methodology. Finished surfaces should be installed above the existing soil grade
and, where practicable, retain post works permeability to facilitate the movement of both air
and water.

Suspended panel sections, direct drilling, posts and/or lintels should be used to minimise the
need for contiguous trenching within RPAs. It is further recommended that the
access/egress/movement of plant and equipment by restricted to the drier summer months and
be configured in such a way so as to limit soil compaction.

Given the geographical extents of the subject site, temporary tree protection fencing may be
used to delineate and exclude tree protection areas within 100 metres of the current area(s) of
works. Protective fencing must be installed in advance of any active works and can be shifted as
the project progresses. All active ingress and egress points adjacent to retained trees should be
delineated/excluded via protective fencing for the duration of works.

Rigid tree protection fencing (refer to AMS) will need to be in place delineating a 15-metre buffer
(minimum) along exposed aspects/extents of Huntingdon Wood prior to any works, vehicle
movements and/or site establishment (see Section 1.3 of this report). There must be no work
associated encroachments of any sort within the woodland.

Any works that are proposed beneath the canopy or within the RPA of retained trees must be
carried out as specified in the AMS. It is likely that these works will need to be supervised by the
project arboriculturist so that any tree related issues that occur can be suitably dealt with.

Lost hedgerow (by square meterage) is to be replaced/offset within a nominated
mitigation/enhancement area(s). Where practicable, fencing installed across/through
established areas of hedgerow should be composed in such a way so as to provide for the free
movement of small mammals and native wildlife species.

Where the planting of trees is required to provide ecological mitigation and enhancement, the
planting of suitable replacement trees will be required as part of a wider landscaping scheme. It
is recommended that tree planting follows a5 -10-20 - 30 formula (i.e. No more than 5% of any
one cultivar, no more than 10% of any one species, no more than 20% of any one genus, and no
more than 30% of any one family.) This gives any new tree population maximum resilience
against pests and diseases.

Tree planting and establishment should be carried out in accordance with BS 8545:2014 Trees:
from nursery to independence in the landscape — Recommendations.



4.7

4.7.1
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Site inspections

A summary of the site’s tree protection measures and controls is to be included in the site
induction, to be undertaken by all relevant staff and contractors. In addition, periodic site
inspections* will need to be undertaken by the project arboriculturist (*with a minimum of 5

working days’ notice given by the site supervisor to the project arboriculturist), these inspections
are to include:

e Initial site inspection — An inspection of initial protection measures (e.g. RPA fencing) which
are to be in place before physical site works commence.

e Periodic site inspections — Documented site inspections at a quarterly (minimum)
frequency for the duration of works.

e Final sign-off — Post works inspection once all protection measures have been removed.

Ad-hoc inspections may be undertaken remotely via visual media at the discretion of the project
arboriculturist in order to support the site/project supervisor.
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BS 5837:2012 Arboricultural Report, Impact Assessment and Method Statement

Table 3: Tree Survey Schedule

Key: Symbols Used Age Class SLE Comments Management Category
< =less than Young, Semi  [Estimate of Safe Life [AGL - Above Ground Level Tree works that are recommended BS 5837:2012 Retention Categories:
~ = approximately mature, Early Expectancy MS - Multi-Stemmed regardless of future developmentare in (U - Unsuitable for retention
> = greater than mature, Mature| (<10 Years, 10+ |TD - Trunk Division (height in m) Italics A - High
# = estimated or Over mature| Years, 20+ Years or [DED - Dutch Elm Disease B - Moderate
40+ Years) ADB - Ash Die Back Tree works that are required to C - Low
AHC (1,2, 3 or 4) - Ash Health Class facilitate the proposed development
arein Bold Sub-categories:
Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
Tree . Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age Overall Design Cate- .
Species SLE L Comments . Radius | Area
No. (m) |Stems| 1.5m | N E | S | W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory m) m)
(mm) (m)
Located on the edge of access track.
Historical stem damage to the west with
Pedunculate oak 40+ established adaptive growth
TOO1# 16 1 840 7| 5 (65|65 3 Mature Good  [Minor and major deadwood throughout the | Yes - Existing accessway [A1,2| 10.10 | 320
(Quercus robur) Years crown
Good habitat potential
Historical branch tear
Located adjacent to track and drainage
Common ash Semi 20+ ditch
TOO2# (Fraxinus 8 1 450 35| 2 | 4| 4 2 Good |Stem forks at 1.8m above ground level Yes - Existing accessway 5.40 92
. Mature | Years . h
excelsior) Compact crown with no evidence of ADB
No obvious signs of significant defects
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |Stems| 15m | N [ E | S | W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Field maple x10
(Acer campestre)
Common hawthorn Established boundary line hedgerow along
x10 20+ drainage ditch
HOO03# (Crataegus 3 30 100 See Plan 0 Mature Years Good Reasonably compact, beginning to No C2 | 0.00 |2337
monogyna) overgrow in parts
Blackthorn x10
(Prunus spinosa)
Restricted access for stem diameter
Elm Multi stemmed at base
T004# (Ulmus sp.) 8 ! 350 3 3 3 3 3 Dead | Dead Dead Dead tree located within hedgerow along No 4.20 55
boundary line
Restricted access for stem diameter
Elm Multi stemmed at base
T005# (Ulmus sp.) 8 ! 350 3 3 3 3 3 Dead | Dead Poor Moribund tree located within hedgerow No 4.20 55
along boundary line
Restricted access for stem diameter
Elm Multi stemmed at base
T006# (Ulmus sp.) 8 ! 350 3 313 3 3 Dead | Dead Poor Moribund tree located within hedgerow No 4.20 55
along boundary line
Restricted access for stem diameter
Elm Multi stemmed at base
Too7# (Ulmus sp.) 8 ! 350 3 3 3 3 3 Dead | Dead Poor Moribund tree located within hedgerow No 4.20 55
along boundary line
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Elm x5
(Ulmus sp.)
Field maple x10 Third partv boundarv line hed ocated
(Acer campestre) ird party boundary line hedgerow locate
on the eastern side of drainage ditch
Common hawthorn Earl 20+ Various semi mature ash within gro
GO08# x10 104 | 30 | 200 See Plan 0 Y Good lou | matu within group No €1,2| 000 |1163
Mature | Years Access restricted due to location !
(Crataegus ) .
monogyna) Various single stem young dead elm
9y <100mm dbh with minimal targets
Common ash x5
(Fraxinus
excelsior)
Located along the north eastern boundary
Field maple x4 line.
G009 (Acer campestre) 8 10 350 See Plan 1 Early | 20+ Good Footpath running east to west along the No 0.00 625
Pedunculate oak x6 Mature | Years southern section of group
(Quercus robur) Good overall crown formation
No obvious signs of significant features
Located along northern boundary line
adjacent to main road.
Basal and lower stem Inspection limited
Sycamore Earl 20+ due to vegetation
TO10# (Acer 12 1 690 (4# | 4 | 4 4 5 v Fair Stem forks at 1.5m above ground level No 8.30 216
Mature | Years . )
pseudoplatanus) Low, epicormic growth surround lower
stem
No obvious signs of significant features
Sufficient clearance over field side
Commo;1r(1)awthorn 20+ Established boundary line hedgerow
HO11# 2 10 100 See Plan 0 Mature Good |located to the north No C2 0.00 [ 1649
(Crataegus Years o
No significant features
monogyna)
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |Stems| 15m | N [ E | S | W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
CommO;gaMhom 20+ Established boundary line hedgerow
HO12# 2 10 100 See Plan 0 Mature Good |located to the north No C2 0.00 [ 1125
(Crataegus Years —
No significant features
monogyna)
Located along the edge of north western
Common ash boundary lime
TO13# (Fraxinus 6 1 1200 [ 2]1]2]2 1 semi | <10 |, |Evidence of ADBstage3 No c1 | 240 | 18
. Mature | years Minor deadwood throughout with crown
excelsior) .
decline
Tree under stress
Located along the edge of north western
Common ash Semi | <10 boundary line
TO14# (Fraxinus 12 1 310 3 135 3 3 2 Fair Evidence of ADB stage 1 No C1 3.70 43
. Mature | years . .
excelsior) Minor deadwood throughout with crown
decline
Located along north western boundary line
Historically pollarded crown with
established regrowth
Common ash 20+ Caiti isiblo i . ocati
TO15# (Fraxinus 12 1 | 430 |4 |4a|4a]a 2 Mature Fair | Z2VNes VISIbIe In various focations No 520 | 85
excelsior) Years throughout the crown
Minor deadwood visible with evidence of
stress possibly due to dredging on
Western side. - ADB not conclusive at this
stage
Located along north western boundary line
drainage ditch
Historical stem damage to the east with
exposed sapwood, evidence of adaptive
Pedunculate oak 40+ . growth
TO16# (Quercus robur) 15 1 890 8|1 76|29 5 Mature Years Fair Decay visible within buttress fissures on Yes - Boundary Fence [A1,2]| 10.70 | 360
south eastern aspect
Historical branch tear with major
deadwood in various locations
Good vigour and vitality
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Located along the edge of north western
Common ash Semi 10+ boundary line
TO17# (Fraxinus 9 1 280 3 3 3 3 2 Good  |Minor deadwood throughout with crown No C1 3.40 36
. Mature | Years .
excelsior) decline
No others signs of significant features
Located along the edge of north western
Common ash Semi 10+ boundary line
TO18# (Fraxinus 9 1 290 4 3 4 3 1 Good |Minor deadwood throughout with crown No Cc1 3.50 38
. Mature | Years .
excelsior) decline
No others signs of significant features
Located along the edge of north western
boundary line
Common ash Semi 10+ Inspection restricted due to dense
TO19# (Fraxinus 9 5 447 4|1 4] 4| 4 1 Fair vegetation No Cl | 540 92
. Mature | Years . .
excelsior) Minor deadwood throughout with crown
decline
No others signs of significant features
Blackthorp x10 Dense, unmanaged vegetation on the
(Prunus spinosa) 20+
G020# i 5 11 100 See Plan 0 Mature Good |edge watercourse No C2 | 0.00 | 604
Goat willow Years L
- No significant features
(Salix caprea)
Inspection restricted due to dense
vegetation and bank visibility
Unable to determine which side of
watercourse
Exhibiting veteran features
Common ash Over 40+ Significant historical leading stem failure
TO21# (I):(ra>|<|ri1u; 18 1 990 9 7109 7 2# Mature | Years Fair with established regrowth No Al,2| 11.90 | 445
excelsio Fungal body (Inonotus hispidus )
throughout the stem
Maijor cavity in upper central stem, high
habitat potential
No evidence of ADB
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |Stems| 15m | N [ E | S | W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Third party trees located on apposite site
Goz# |  Mixed species 15 1 | 400 See Plan 1 Mature | 20% | Goog |Of Watercourse . No 0.00 | 3640
(Mixed species) Years Inspection restricted due to location and
dense vegetation
Common hawthorn
(Crataegus Large group located either side of
monogyna) watercourse
Field maple Very restricted access from either side
Go2a# | (Acercampestie) | 5 |, | 30 See Plan 1 Mature | 20% | Good |due o dense vegetation No 0.00 |3648
White willow Years Little to no targets
(Salix alba) Minor and major deadwood in various
Common ash locations as would be expected
(Fraxinus Good habitat potential
excelsior)
Multi stemmed at ground level
Common ash Semi 10+ Located on the crest of embankment
T024# (Fraxinus 13 7 529 |55(55|55]|55 4 Fair . No Cl | 6.30 125
. Mature | Years Minor deadwood throughout
excelsior) !
Wide open crown
Located along crest of watercourse
Goat willow x3 Semi 10+ Inspection limited due to dense bramble
G025# . 6 3 300 See Plan 0 Good [surrounding stems No C1,2| 0.00 | 347
(Salix caprea) Mature | Years )
Wide open crown
No significant features
Multi stemmed at ground level
Common ash Semi 10+ Located on the crest of embankment,
T026# (Fraxinus 13 4 400 |55|55(|55]|55 2 Fair Inspection limited No Cl | 480 72
. Mature | Years .
excelsior) Minor deadwood throughout
Wide open crown
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Tree
No.

Species

Height
(m)

No. of
Stems

Stem
Dia. @
1.5m
(mm)

Crown Spreads (m)

w

Height of
Crown
Clearance

(m)

Age
Class

SLE

Overall
Condition

Comments

Design Cate
Conflict/Management | gory

RPA
Radius

RPA
Area
(m?)

Go27#

Field maple x10
(Acer campestre)
White willow x2
(Salix alba)
Goat willow x10
(Salix caprea)

15

22

400

See Plan

Mature

20+
Years

Good

Copse of established trees and understory
vegetation located on either side of
watercourse

Access limited in most

Leaning stems and drooping branches as
would be expected

No obvious significant features or branch
failures visible.

High habitat potential

Good overall screen coverage

No

0.00

2839

TO28#

White willow
(Salix alba)

20

955

1010 | 10 | 10

Mature

40+
Years

Fair

Located along the edge of copse

Dense vegetation and raised bank
providing limited inspection

Multi stemmed 1m above ground level
Historical branch failures providing good
habitat potential

Established secondary regrowth over
upper crown

Major deadwood present

No

11.50

415

TO29#

White willow
(Salix alba)

17

710

Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Located along the edge of copse
Dense vegetation and raised bank
providing limited inspection

Leaning stem to the northeast
Significant historical branch failure with
large open wound, exposed heartwood
Historical branch failures providing good
habitat potential

Established secondary regrowth over
upper crown

Major deadwood present

No

8.50

227

TO30#

Common ash
(Fraxinus
excelsior)

300

Semi
Mature

10+
Years

Fair

Ivy cladded stem
No significant features

Yes - Existing accessway | C1

3.60

41
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
i No. of | Dia. i 4
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 1.5m | N E | S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Common ash Semi 10+ Inspection limited by vegetation
TO31# (Fraxinus 9 10 | 316 [ 3|22 3 2 Fair pectio v Veg Yes - Existing accessway | €1 | 3.80 | 45
. Mature | Years No significant features
excelsior)
Located along farm track
Common ash Semi 10+ Historical pruning wounds
T032# (Fraxinus 10 1 [ 310 |3|3]3]3 3 Fair ca’ pruning woun Yes - Existing accessway | €1 | 3.70 | 43
. Mature | Years Superficial basal cambium damage
excelsior) -
No significant features
Located adjacent to farm track
Inspection of base limited
Historical cambium damage of lower stem
+
Togay | Peduncuateoak |yl e |6 | 6 | 6 | 6 3 Early | 40 Good  |with exposed sapwood. Yes - Existing accessway [AL,2| 7.90 | 196
(Quercus robur) Mature | Years
Stem forks at 2m above ground level
Minor deadwood
Good crown vigour and vitality
Ivy cladded stem
Common ash Semi 10+ Vigorous growth from old pruning wound on
T034# (Fraxinus 11 1 | 310 |4|a|lala 2 Fair gorous g pruning Yes - Existing accessway [ €1 | 3.70 | 43
. Mature | Years the lower stem
excelsior) o
No significant features
Common ash Semi <10 Ivy cladded stem
TO35# (Fraxinus 10 1 260 314|413 2 Fair Sparse crown Yes - Existing accessway [ C1 | 3.10 30
. Mature | years .
excelsior) Early signs of stage 1 ADB
Common ash Semi <10 Minor deadwood throughout the crown
TO36# (Fraxinus 10 1 300 4 | 4| 4 4 2 Fair Evidence of early stage 1 ADB Yes - Existing accessway | C1 3.60 41
) Mature | years L
excelsior) No significant features
Common ash Slender stem
. Semi [ <10 Minor deadwood throughout the crown .
To37# (Fraxmus 10 ! 200 ! ! ! ! 2 Mature | years Good Evidence of early stage 1 ADB Yes - Existing accessway | €l 240 18
excelsior) No sianifi
o significant features
Located adjacent to farm track
. Good taper of the stem
+
TO38# Pedunculate oak 12 1 430 |45| 4 | 4 |45 2 semi | 20 Good |Good overall balanced crown, vigour and | Yes - Existing accessway 5.20 85
(Quercus robur) Mature | Years vitality
Minor deadwood
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
Tree . Height | No. of [ Dia. @ Crown Age Overall Design Cate- .
LE R Area
No. Species (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class S Condition Comments Conflict/Management | gory az?nl)us m
(mm) (m)
Good buttress development. Veteran
Pedunculate oak Over 40+ features such as large diameter .
T039#% (Quercus robur) 4 ! 1370 15 ° 9 9 3 Mature | Years Good deadwood, historic branch tears, wood Yes - Existing accessway 1500 | 707
pecker holes and crown retrenchment
Common hawthorn
(Crataegus
monogyna)
Mixed hed . . .
(Miz(:d h:dg:) Semi 20+ Field boundary hedging. Higher
HO40# . 9 6 1 80 See Plan 0 Fair concentration of hawthorn with brambles to No 0.00 238
Field maple Mature | Years the east
(Acer campestre)
Damson
(Prunus domestica
ssp. insititia)
Common ash Semi <10 Inspection hampered by brambles. Crown
TO41# (Fraxinus 8 3 | 263 | 3|3|3]|3 2 Fair | o P Y : No €2 | 320 | 32
excelsion) Mature | years die back
Tosgu | Fedunculate oak 151y 400 |40 | 10| 10 | 10 3 Over | 40+ | 04 |Single stem to 4m. Good form good vitality No 13.40 | 564
(Quercus robur) Mature | Years
Goat willow x2
Goasy | (Salx caprea) 6 3 | 80 See Plan 1 semi | 20+ Fair  |Field boundary tree No 0.00 | 166
Mixed species Mature | Years
(Mixed species)
Damson ) .
T044# |(Prunus domestica | 8 1 | 400 | 4| 4] 4] 4 0 Mature | 207 | Fair |EStaDished south of hedging. Good No 480 | 72
ssp. insititia) Years specimen
Mixed species
(Mixed species) . . . -
HO45# Damson 6 1 80 See Plan 0 Semi 20+ Fair Field hedge mainly consisting of damson No 0.00 520
(Prunus domestica Mature | Years scrub habitat
ssp. insititia)
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i . .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Common hawthorn
50
(Cra)iae us Semi 20+ Well established hawthorn hedge with
HO46# mono %a) 8 51 100 See Plan 0.5 Mature | Years Fair damson scrub understory. Historically No 0.00 [1376
. oy . flailed on the northern canopy
Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Go4T# Poplar x8 4 8 80 See Plan 1 Young 30 Good Newly established plantation on boundary No 000 98
(Populus sp.) edge
Good buttress development with some
evidence of burrowing animals. Track to
Pedunculate oak Over the south west with potential soil
T048# 10 1 870 6 | 6| 6] 6 4 30 Good |compaction. Thorny understory. Large No A1,3| 10.40 | 340
(Quercus robur) Mature o
cavities on the central stem and large
diameter deadwood throughout the
canopy. Good habitat value
Common ash Semi <10
TO049# (Fraxinus 8 1 260 414] 4] 4 1 Fair Poor vitality with crown dieback No Cc2 | 3.10 30
. Mature | years
excelsior)
Goso4 |  Field maple x20 5 | 20 | 250 See Plan 0 Semi | 20 |~ 4 |Well established group on culvert edge No 0.00 | 255
(Acer campestre) Mature | Years
Established on culvert edge good buttress.
TO51# Pedunculate oak 11 1 730 6 6 6 6 1 Mature | 30 Good Qanopy with large diameter dgadwood and No A12| 880 243
(Quercus robur) historic branch tears and pruning wounds. 4
Good vitality
Established bottom of culvert. No access.
Pedunculate oak Canopy with large diameter deadwood and
TO52# 10 1 700 6 | 6| 6 6 1 Mature | 30 Good |historic branch tears and pruning wounds. No Al,2| 8.40 222
(Quercus robur) . .
Understory contains small groups of field
maple and hawthorn. Good vitality
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Crown Spreads (m)

T Height | No. of Ds'tem@ HglghtOf A (0] Il Desi Cat RPA | RPA
ree Species €9 °-° a rown ge SLE vere} Comments . esign ateq Radius [ Area
No. (m) |Stems| 15m | N [ E | S | W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Established bottom of the culvert. Tree in
Common ash <10 decline with crown die back. Old Inonotus
TO53# (Fraxinus 8 1 800 313]|3 3 4 Mature Fair fruiting body on main stem. Wood pecker No C2 9.60 290
. years . :
excelsior) holes on the main stem. Elm and field
maple understory.
Common ash <10 Established bottom of the culvert. Tree in
TO54# (Fraxinus 8 1 800 5 5 5 5 4 Mature ears Fair decline with crown die back. Elm, hawthorn No C2 9.60 290
excelsior) y and field maple understory.
Common ash Semi <10 Established culvert edge. Tree in decline
TO55# (Fraxinus 8 3 439 | 4 | 4| 4| 4 4 Fair ) ) 9e No C2 | 530 88
. Mature | years with crown die back
excelsior)
Established on culvert edge good buttress.
Farm track to the south with soil
Pedunculate oak compaction. Codominant stem at the base
TO56# 13 2 1040 | 10 [ 10 | 10 | 10 1 Mature | 30 Good |with tensile union. Canopy with large No Al,2| 12.50 | 491
(Quercus robur) ) L
diameter deadwood and historic branch
tears and pruning wounds. Good vitality
good form
Common ash Semi <10 Established culvert edge. Tree in decline
TO57# (Fraxinus 8 3 403 1 4 (4| 4 0 Fair with crown die back. Heavily flailed on the No C2 | 4.80 72
. Mature | years
excelsior) northern canopy

Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Field maple
(Acer campestre)
HO584 Common hawthorn 5 1 100 See Plan 0 Early | 20+

(Crataegus Mature | Years
monogyna)
Damson
(Prunus domestica
ssp. insititia)

Good |Well maintained boundary hedge Yes - Existing accessway 0.00 | 858
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i . .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m)
(mm) (m)
Established next to culvert, cavity at the
base of the tree with suspected
Common ash <10 Kretzshmaria fruiting bodies acting in a Yes - Existing
TO59%# (Fraxinus 10 1 700 4 4 4 4 25 Mature ears Poor saprotrophic capacity. Epicormic on the accessway/Boundary C1 8.40 222
excelsior) Y main stem. Large decay column on south Eence
western co dominant stem. Crown die
back.
Pedunculate oak mzrgﬁ?g%ﬁzzit: g\ygr. t}::érlled " ves - Existing
TO60# (Quercus robur) 10 1 700 5|1 55| 5 0 Mature | 30 Good Historic branch tears and deadwood accessv'\iay/Boundary Al,2| 840 | 222
throughout the canopy. Good vitality ence
Heavily clad with ivy and dense basal
growth hampering full inspection. Yes - Existing
TO61# Pedunculate oak 10 1 750 5| 5|5 5 0 Over 30 Good |Hardstanding track to the NW. Ivy growth accessway/Boundary |[A1,2| 9.00 254
(Quercus robur) Mature L s
to 8m within canopy. Historic branch tears. Fence
Good vitality
Common ash . ) . .
TO62# | (Fraxinus 8 | 3 | 346 | 3|3]|3]|3 4 semi | <10 | gy |Established cuvert edge. Treeindecline | yo pyisting accessway | €2 | 4.20 | 55
. Mature | years with crown die back
excelsior)
Common ash .
TO63# (Fraxinus 6 1 | 210 |3|3]|3]3 1 Semi | 10+ Fair  |-ocated along farm track Yes - Existing accessway | €1 | 250 | 20
. Mature | Years No significant features
excelsior)
Located adjacent to farm track
Vigorous growth along main stem
TO64# Pedunculate oak 15 1 780 6| 6|7 6 5 Mature 40+ Good  |Minor deadwood throughout the crown Yes - Existing accessway |A1,2| 9.40 278
(Quercus robur) Years o ’
Good overall crown balance, vitality and
vigour
Common ash Semi 10+ Located along farm track
TO65# (Fraxinus 7.5 1 350 3 313 3 1 Good ted along Yes - Existing accessway | C1 4.20 55
. Mature | Years No significant features
excelsior)
Common ash Semi 10+ Located along farm track
TO66# (Fraxinus 10 1 300 31333 1 Good [lvy cladded stem Yes - Existing accessway [ C1 | 3.60 41
. Mature | Years s
excelsior) No significant features
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Crown Spreads (m)

Tree Height | No. of Sge% |_|glrgohtnOf Age Overall Design Cate RPA | RPA
. 0.0 . -] .

Species '9 ! W 9 SLE N . Comments . '9 Radius [ Area

No. (m) |[Stems| 1.5m | N E | S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management [ gory 2

(mm) (m) (m) | (m’)

Common ash Located along farm track

TO67# (Fraxinus 10 1 300 313([3]3 1 Semi 1o+ Fair Hlstor.lcal stem damage bear base, visible Yes - Existing accessway | C1 | 3.60 41
. Mature | Years adaptive growth
excelsior) )
Minor deadwood
Common ash Semi 10+ Located along farm track
TO68# (Fraxinus 10 1 400 31 3([3]3 1 Good |Epicormic growth along stem Yes - Existing accessway | C1 | 4.80 72
. Mature | Years -
excelsior) No significant features
Common ash Semi <10 Located along farm track
TOB69# (Fraxinus 10 1 280 3 3 3 3 1 Fair Sparse dieback of upper central crown No Cc1 3.40 36

Mature | years

excelsior) Early evidence of ADB stage 1
Common ash semi | <10 Located along farm track
TO70# (Fraxinus 10 1 300 3 3 3 3 1 Fair Sparse dieback of upper central crown No C1 3.60 41
. Mature | years .
excelsior) Early evidence of ADB stage 1
Located adjacent to farm track
Evidence of good occlusion from historical
Pedunculate oak Early 20+ pruning wounds .
To71# (Quercus robur) 13 ! 410 S99 5 4 Mature | Years Good Good overall balanced crown with good Yes - Existing accessway 4.90 75
vigour and vitality
No significant features
Established broken line of EIm
GO724# Elm x10 4 10 100 See Plan 0 Early 10+ Fair Slender.s.tems with some superficial dead No 2 0.00 301
(Ulmus sp.) Mature | Years stems visible
No significant features
Common hawthorn
x10
HO73# (Crataegus 2 20 100 See Plan 0 Early | 20+ Good Estaplls.h.ed boundary line hedgerow No ) 0.00 721
monogyna) Mature | Years No significant features
Blackthorn x10
(Prunus spinosa)
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Located north west corner of boundary
line
Good taper of the stem
Good overall crown formation, vigour and
Pedunculate oak 40+ vitality
TO74# (Quercus robur) 15 1 920 91991 9 3 Mature Years Good Single major deadwood on the northwest Yes - Boundary Fence |A1,2| 11.00 | 380
side of crown.
Minor deadwood throughout
No obvious signs of any other significant
features
Broken up boundary line vegetation with
Go7sy | BackthomxT0 15 4y 1400 See Plan 0 Barly | 20* | i |dense bramble No c2 | 000 | 329
(Prunus spinosa) Mature | Years N
No significant features
Broken up boundary line vegetation with
Gozey | DackthomxT0 15 4y 1 400 See Plan 0 Barly | 20* | i |dense bramble No c2 | 000 | 319
(Prunus spinosa) Mature | Years N
No significant features
Evidence of burrowing animals under
buttress roots. Access track with soil
Common ash <10 compaction to the north. Inspection
TO77# (Fraxinus 10 1 700 41 4] 4 4 2.5 Mature cars Fair hampered by dense brambles. Epicormic | Yes - Existing accessway | C1 8.40 222
excelsior) y on the main stem. Large decay column on
north western co dominant stem into the
union. Crown die back.
Pedunculate oak Earl Part of woodland group. Dense brambles
TO78# 10 1 700 7 7 7 7 1 v 30 Good |and nettles hampering inspection. Good No Al,2| 8.40 222
(Quercus robur) Mature vitality
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Field maple
(Acer campestre)
Common hawthorn
GO79# (Crataegus 7 1 200 See Plan 0 Semi 20+ Fair Thorny scrub with established Damson No 000 758
monogyna) Mature | Years along woodland edge
Elder
(Sambucus nigra)
Damson
(Prunus domestica
ssp. insititia)
T080# Pedunculate oak 9 1 430 5 5 5 5 1 Early 30 Good Edge of woodland group. Good vitality No 520 85
(Quercus robur) Mature good form
Part of woodland group adjacent to culvert.
Impressive specimen. Codominant stem at
Togqy | Peduncuateoak | 1 | 1490 | 12 |12 ] 12| 10 1 Over | 35 | Goog |%2m Recentprimary limb failure tothe NE| & g0 0 qary Fence 15.00 | 707
(Quercus robur) Mature still partially attached. Multiple range of
deadwood diameter throughout the crown.
Good vitality, good form and healthy vigour
Pedunculate oak Field boundary tree. Historical branch
TO82# 13 1 1500 | 10 | 10 [ 10 | 10 2 Veteran| 30 Good [tears with deadwood throughout the crown. | Yes - Boundary Fence 22.50 | 1590
(Quercus robur) .
Good form good vitality
T083# Pedunculate oak 13 1 150 | 8 | 8 | 8 8 2 Over 30 Good Elelq boundary tree. Good form and good Yes - Boundary Fence 13.80 | 598
(Quercus robur) Mature vitality
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Tree
No.

Species

Height
(m)

No. of
Stems

Stem
Dia. @
1.5m
(mm)

Crown Spreads (m)

w

Height of
Crown
Clearance

(m)

Age
Class

SLE

Overall
Condition

Comments

Design
Conflict/Management

Cate RPA
Radius
gory

(m)

RPA
Area
(m?)

TO84#

Pedunculate oak
(Quercus robur)

11

620

Early
Mature

30

Good

Field boundary tree

No

7.40

172

HO85#

Common hawthorn
(Crataegus
monogyna)

Damson

(Prunus domestica

ssp. insititia)

80

See Plan

Semi
Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Well maintained thorny field boundary
hedging

No

0.00

1068

HO86#

Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Field maple
(Acer campestre)
Common hawthorn
(Crataegus
monogyna)
Elder
(Sambucus nigra)
English elm
(Ulmus procera)
Sycamore
(Acer
pseudoplatanus)

80

See Plan

Early
Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Good variety of well maintained native
hedgerow. Section of elm in the middle of
the group in decline with standing dead
wood

No

0.00

1162

TO87#

Common ash
(Fraxinus
excelsior)

800

Over
Mature

<10
years

Fair

Main stem historically split from the base.
Canopy continues to grow though showing
signs of ADB level 2 dieback

No

C2 | 9.60

290
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Tree
No.

Species

Height
(m)

No. of
Stems

Stem
Dia. @
1.5m
(mm)

Crown Spreads (m)

w

Height of
Crown
Clearance

(m)

Age
Class

SLE

Overall
Condition

Comments

Design
Conflict/Management

Cate-

gory

RPA
Radius

(m)

RPA
Area
(m?)

HO88#

Common hawthorn
(Crataegus
monogyna)

80

See Plan

Semi
Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Well maintained field boundary hedging

No

0.00

758

HO89#

Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Common hawthorn
(Crataegus
monogyna)

1.5

See Plan

Semi
Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Boundary hedgerow well maintained all
stem diameter under 75mm

No

0.00

1528

GO90#

Hawthorn
(Crataegus sp.)
Damson
(Prunus domestica
ssp. insititia)
Mixed species
(Mixed species)
Common ash
(Fraxinus
excelsior)
Elder
(Sambucus nigra)

200

See Plan

Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Boundary group adjacent to public rights of
way.

No

0.00

104

TO91#

Common ash
(Fraxinus
excelsior)

1200

Veteran

20+
Years

Fair

Hollowed out stem from complete canopy
failure with regenerative regrowth from the
base and the stem. Die back in the crown
suspected ADB

No

18.00

1018
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Tree
No.

Species

Height
(m)

No. of
Stems

Stem
Dia. @
1.5m
(mm)

Crown Spreads (m)

w

Height of
Crown
Clearance

(m)

Age
Class

SLE

Overall
Condition

Comments

Design
Conflict/Management

Cate-

gory

RPA
Radius

(m)

RPA
Area
(m?)

WO092#

Mixed species
(Mixed species)

16

500

See Plan

Mature

40+
Years

Good

Third party woodland group located on
opposite side of drainage ditch.

Consisting of mostly Ash, Oak and

Poplar

Good screening and high habitat

potential

Major and minor deadwood within crown as
expected

No obvious signs if significant features
however, basal inspection restricted

No

0.00

1695

T093#

Pedunculate oak
(Quercus robur)

20

1209

10#| 10 | 10 [ 10#

Mature

40+
Years

Good

Located on opposite side of drainage
ditch, third party

Inspection restricted due to access
Twinned stem at 1m above ground level
Historical branch pruning to the south east
with vigorous regrowth

Minor and major deadwood as expected
Good overall crown formation

No

14.50

661

T094#

Pedunculate oak
(Quercus robur)

12

920

Mature

20+
Years

Fair

Located western boundary line within
hedgerow

Inspection of lower stem and base
restricted

Large historical wound with good occlusion
along stem

Crown Sparse with small leaf size in
comparison with other Oaks on site.

No

11.00

380

TO95#

Pedunculate oak
(Quercus robur)

15

700

Mature

40+
Years

Fair

Located on opposite side of drainage
ditch, third party

Single collapsed secondary branch to the
south

Historical branch pruning to the east with
vigorous regrowth

Minor and major deadwood as expected
Good overall crown formation

No

8.40

222
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i . .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.ra.\II Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory m) m)
(mm) (m)
Located on opposite side of drainage
ditch, third party
Historical branch pruning to the east with
vigorous regrowth
+
Togey | Pedunculateoak oy |y | g5 | 10| 10 | 10 | 10 5 Mature | ° Good  [Minor and major deadwood as expected No 1020 | 327
(Quercus robur) Years . ; .
Basal inspection restricted
Good overall crown formation with good
vigour and vitality
No obvious signs of significant features
Located on opposite side of drainage
ditch, third party
Historical branch pruning to the east with
vigorous regrowth
TO97# Pedunculate oak 16 1 750 5|1 6|7 6 5 Mature 40+ Good |Minor and major deadwood as expected No 9.00 254
(Quercus robur) Years . : .
Basal inspection restricted
Good overall crown formation with good
vigour and vitality
No obvious signs of significant features
Located on opposite side of drainage
ditch, third party
Historical branch pruning to the east with
vigorous regrowth
Toggy | Fedunculate oak | g 1 | 750 | 5|6 | 7|6 5 Mature | %" | Good |Minor and major deadwood as expected No 9.00 | 254
(Quercus robur) Years . : .
Basal inspection restricted
Good overall crown formation with good
vigour and vitality
No obvious signs of significant features
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Common hawthorn Broken up boundary line vegetation
G099 x10 2 10 | 100 See Plan 0 Mature | 20" Fair || 2ied and managed along the southern No 0.00 | 3799
(Crataegus Years section
monogyna) Evidence of BTM
Located within main group
Unable to inspect lower stem and base due
to vegetation
Common ash 10+ Stem forks at approximately 5m above
T100# (Fraxinus 17 1 500 6 6 7 6 4 Mature Good |ground level No 6.00 113
. Years L
excelsior) Wood decay and bark necrosis visible on
secondary leading stem
Moderate deadwood and Sparse crown
No evidence of ADB
Blackthorn x10
(Prunus spinosa) Dense boundary line screening
Common hawthorn 20+ . . .
W101# <10 5 20 100 See Plan 0 Mature Years Good |Unmanaged with good habitat potential No 0.00 |[1687
No significant features
(Crataegus
monogyna)
Small shelter belt located within field.
Consisting of mostly sycamore, Field
Mixed species Earl 20+ maple
G102# . pect 10 1 300 See Plan 1 Y Fair Good screening and high habitat No 0.00 400
(Mixed species) Mature | Years .
potential
No obvious signs if significant features
however, basal inspection restricted
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
Tree Species Height | No. of [ Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate- Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Third party shelter belt located on opposite
farm track with hedgerow screening.
Consisting of mostly sycamore, Field
Mixed species Early 20+ maple
wW103# (Mixed species) 16 ! 500 See Plan 3 Mature | Years Good Good screening and high habitat No 0.00 | 6012
potential
No obvious signs if significant features
however, basal inspection restricted
Elm x10
(Ulmus sp.)
Field maple x10
(Acer campestre) Dense boundary line screening
G104# Common hawthorn 5 40 100 See Plan 0 Mature 20+ Good Unmanaged with good hab_itat potential No 000 |1973
x10 Years Small group of dead elm with hedgerow
(Crataegus No significant features
monogyna)
Blackthorn x10
(Prunus spinosa)
Located along and within boundary line
hedgerow
Ivy cladded stem
T1os4 | Pedunculateoak |y, 4| 200 | 6| 5| 6| 5 4 vature | 2* | Fair | Historical branch failures to the east No 840 | 222
(Quercus robur) Years .
Small leave development at this stage
Minor and major deadwood as expected
Fair overall crown formation
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i . .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 1.5m | N E | S| W [Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m)
(mm) (m)
Located adjacent to public footpath
Common ash 20+ Stem forks at ground level
T106# (Fraxinus 13 2 495 5 6 5 5 2 Mature Fair Minor deadwood throughout No 5.90 109
. Years )
excelsior) Secondary lateral branch with hazard
beam crack visible, located over field side
Located along and within boundary line
hedgerow
+
T107# Pedunculate oak 12 1 650 6 | 6| 6 6 3 Mature 40 Good |Minor and major deadwood as expected No Al,2| 7.80 191
(Quercus robur) Years . ;
Good overall crown formation, vigour and
vitality
Located on opposite side of hedgerow
Inspection restricted
Minor historical branch split to the west
Tiog | Peduncuateoak | oy a5y 175 75(75] 75 3 Mature | FO* | Goog |Minorand major deadwood as expected No A1,2| 1020 | 327
(Quercus robur) Years Basal inspection restricted 4
Good overall crown formation with good
vigour and vitality
No obvious signs of significant features
Dense boundary line screening
G109# Blackthorr.1 x10 4 10 100 See Plan 0 Mature 1o+ Fair Unmanaged with good habitat potential No Cc2 0.00 [1375
(Prunus spinosa) Years oo
No significant features
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Crown Spreads (m) .
Stem Height of RPA | RPA
. i No. of | Dia. i - .
Tree Species Height | No. of | Dia. @ Crown Age SLE Ove.re.lll Comments . Design Cate Radius | Area
No. (m) |[Stems| 15m | N | E [ S | W |Clearance | Class Condition Conflict/Management | gory 2
(m) | (m’)
(mm) (m)
Located on opposite side of hedgerow
Inspection restricted
Pedunculate oak 40+ Minor deadwood as expected
T110# 13 1 650 6| 6|6 6 3 Mature Good |Basal inspection restricted No Al,2| 7.80 191
(Quercus robur) Years . )
Good overall crown formation with good
vigour and vitality
No obvious signs of significant features
Third party copse group located
Consisting of mostly Oak with younger Ash
and with blackthorn and hawthorn
understory screen to the front.
Pedunculate oak 40+ Good screening and high habitat
W111# x10 16 10 500 See Plan 3 Mature Fair potential No Al,2| 0.00 |3271
Years ) . -
(Quercus robur) Major and minor deadwood within crown as
expected
Good form, vigour and vitality.
No obvious signs if significant features
however, basal inspection restricted
Common hawthorn
x10 Dense boundary line screening
Grign | (Crawegus 4 | 20 | 100 See Plan 0 Mature | 1OF | Fair  [UNManaged with good habitat potential No c2 | 0.00 | 507
monogyna) Years Broken and Sparse in parts
Blackthorn x10 No significant features
(Prunus spinosa)
Common hawthorn
+
H113# x10 2 10 | 100 See Plan 0 Young | 1° Good | 0ung newly planted hedgerow No €2 | 0.00 |2219
(Crataegus Years No significant features
monogyna)
T114y | Peduncuiateoak | oyl 500 | 3| 3] 3 3 2 Dead |Dead| Dead |Standing deadwood No c1 | 600 | 113
(Quercus robur)
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GENERAL NOTES

- Drawing for Planning purposes only

- Refer to arboricultural report produced by Cura
Terrae Ltd titled East Park Energy — BS 5837:2012
Arboricultural Report, Impact Assessment and Method
Statement'.

- Based on topographic survey provided by the Client.
- Check all dimensions on site.

- Do not scale from this drawing.

- Report any discrepancies and omissions to Cura
Terrae Ltd.

- This drawing is Copyright.

3RD-PARTY INFORMATION

NB This drawing includes information provided by
independent surveyors and / or consultants, to whom
all queries shall be made. Cura Terrae Ltd can accept
no liability for its context or accuracy.
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