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1.0 Introduction  
         
1.1 Terms of Reference 
 
1.1.1 Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited has been commissioned by               

LDA Design Consulting Ltd to prepare a Tree Survey, Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment, Arboricultural Method Statement and Tree Protection Plan for the 
existing trees at Two Village Bypass, Farnham, Suffolk. 

 
1.1.2 The site survey was carried out between the 11th August and the 17th 

September 2021. The relevant qualitative tree data was recorded to assess the 
condition of the existing trees, their constraints upon the prospective 
development and the necessary protection and construction specifications 
required to allow their retention as a sustainable and integral part of the 
completed development.   

 
1.1.3 Information is given on condition, age, size, and indicative positioning of all the 

trees, both on and affecting the site. This is in accordance with BS5837:2012 
Trees in relation to design, demolition, and construction - Recommendations. 

 
1.2 Scope of Works 
 
1.2.1 The survey of the trees and any other factors are of a preliminary nature. The 

trees were inspected based on the Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) method as 
developed by Mattheck and Breloer (1994). The trees were inspected from 
ground level with no climbing inspections undertaken. It is not always possible 
to access every tree and as such some measurements may have to be 
estimated. Trees with estimated measurements are highlighted in the schedule 
of trees. No samples have been removed from the site for analysis. The survey 
does not cover the arrangements that may be required in connection with the 
removal of existing underground services. 

 
1.2.2 Whilst this is an arboricultural report, comments relating to non arboricultural 

matters are given, such as built structures and soil data. Any opinion thus 
expressed should be viewed as provisional and confirmation from an 
appropriately qualified professional sought. 

 
1.2.3 An intrinsic part of tree inspection in relation to development is the assessment 

of risk associated with trees near persons and property. Most human activities 
involve a degree of risk with such risks being commonly accepted if the 
associated benefits are perceived to be commensurate. In general, the risk 
relating to trees tends to increase with the age of the trees concerned, as do 
the benefits. It will be deemed to be accepted by the client that the formulation 
of the recommendations for all tree management will be guided by the cost-
benefit analysis (in terms of amenity), of the tree work. 

 
1.2.4 Where the trees inspected stand within woodland, the frequency with which 

these trees/woodlands are accessed, or will be accessed, must be considered 
as an integral part of the recommendations given for the future management of 
these trees/woodlands. Priority will be given to those trees near existing and 
proposed footpaths, public highways, and the site boundaries where it is 
assumed that the presence of persons and property will be more frequent and 
therefore of a potentially higher risk. Many of the trees surveyed within the 
woodland areas present little or no risk (barring exceptional circumstances) to 
site users and could therefore be left unmanaged. The decision regarding the 
frequency of use of these areas within the site, and the management decisions 
taken based on this frequency, must ultimately be the responsibility of the 
client. 



9002/AG/BJ  Survey Date: 11/08/2021 REVISION: Original 
© 2021 Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited 

2.0 The Site  
 
2.1  Overview 
 
2.1.1 The site is the route of the proposed ‘Two Village Bypass’ intended to connect 

two sections of the A12 highway but bypassing the villages of Stratford St. 
Andrew and Farnham.  

 
2.2 Soils 
 
2.2.1  The soils type commonly associated with this site are generally freely draining, 

slightly acid, and sandy in texture. They are of low fertility and typically support 
acid dry pastures, and acid deciduous and coniferous woodland heath type 
habitats. This soil type constitutes approximately 2.8% the total English land 
mass. 

 
2.2.2 The data given was obtained from a desk top study which provides indications 

of likely soil types. This information is not comprehensive and therefore any 
decisions taken with regards the management, usage or construction on site 
should be based on a detailed soil analysis.  

 
2.2.3 Further to item 2.2.2, this report provides no information on soil shrinkability. It 

may be necessary for practitioners in other disciplines (e.g., engineers 
considering foundation design) to obtain this data as required. 

 
2.3 Statutory Tree Protection 
 
2.3.1 Given the scale of the project, a detailed examination of Tree Legal Protection 

has not yet been completed. This information will be necessary as the project 
progresses. 

 
2.3.2 Felling Licence 
 

All trees within the United Kingdom are protected under the Forestry Acts. In 
general, anyone felling more than 5 cubic metres of timber in any calendar 
quarter requires a Felling Licence from the Forestry Commission. There are 
exemptions however and these are as follows: - 
 

 A Felling Licence is not required in the following instances: 
 

• To fell trees in a garden, an orchard, a churchyard, or a designated 
open space (Commons Act 1899). 

• To carry out surgery operations such as pruning, reduction, dead 
wooding or pollarding. 

• To fell less than 5 cubic metres in a calendar quarter. (Please note that 
not more than 2 cubic metres in a calendar quarter may be sold).  

• To fell trees that are 8 centimetres or less in diameter when measured 
1.3 metres from the ground. Trees removed for thinning may have a 
diameter of up to 10 centimetres and trees managed under a coppice 
regime may have a diameter of up to 15 centimetres. 

• To fell trees previously approved for removal under a Dedication 
Scheme, or where Detailed Planning Permission has been granted. 

 
Substantial fines exist for not complying with the requirements of a Felling 
Licence. 
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3.7 Several items would benefit from tree surgery or additional investigation, be it 
for health and safety, cultural, aesthetic, or structural reasons as detailed in the 
attached Schedule of Trees. Including the trees recommended for felling, the 
items requiring the most urgent intervention are as follows: 

 
As soon as possible:  
 
G018 Remove all Ivy and reinspect. 
T022 Remove Ivy and reinspect. 
T027 Remove all Ivy and reinspect. 

 
Within six months:  
 
T030 As a minimum, remove the decaying central crown stem to the union 

above the main union. Remove deadwood over driveway. Consider 
pollarding the whole tree. 

 
3.8 In accordance with item 4.2.4 (c) of BS 5837:2012, the items inspected and 

detailed within this report have been selected for inclusion due to the likely 
influence of any proposed development on the trees, rather than strictly 
adhering to the curtilage of the site. However, it must be understood that there 
may be trees beyond the site and not included in this survey which may exert 
an influence on the development. Where works for cultural, health and safety, 
quality of life, or development purposes have been recommended on trees 
outside the ownership of the site, these can only progress with the agreement 
of the owner, except where it involves portions of the trees overhanging the 
boundary. 

 
 
4.0 Arboricultural Impact Assessment 
 
4.1 The Proposal 
 
4.1.1 It is proposed to construct a ‘Two Village Bypass’ intended to connect two 

sections of the A12 highway but bypassing the villages of Stratford St. Andrew 
and Farnham. 

 
4.2 Access 
 
4.2.1 Site access is unencumbered by the Root Protection Areas (RPA) of any trees 

to be retained. Therefore, and from a purely arboricultural perspective, it will not 
be necessary to install a proprietary temporary load bearing road to protect tree 
roots. It may however be necessary to install proprietary temporary load bearing 
road to protect tree roots in necessary working space around the proposed 
highway. However, such areas have not been made available in detail to 
Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants and therefore no assessment of specific 
tree impact can be made.  

 
4.3. Demolition 
 
4.3.1 Demolition of existing surfaces or structures has not been detailed on any plans 

supplied to Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants. Therefore, no assessment of 
trees affected by any demolition works has been made within this report. 
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4.4 Construction 
 
4.4.1 According to Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants interpretation from the 

supplied information, installation of new hard surfaces do not encroach within 
the RPA of any retained trees. Therefore, and from a purely arboricultural 
perspective, it will not be necessary for these items to be of specialist design. 

 
4.4.2 To achieve the highway footprint, embankments, and necessary construction 

and/or working space, it is necessary to fell the following: 
 

• Seven complete areas of trees, and 
➢ Sections of a further three areas of trees 

• Five complete groups of trees, and 
➢ Sections of two further groups of trees 

• Eight complete hedgerows. and 
➢ Sections of nine further hedgerows 

• Zero completed woodlands, but 
➢ Sections of two woodlands 

• Thirty-Eight individual trees 
➢ Of which, five have been recorded as Veteran Trees 
➢ Of which, one has been recorded as an Ancient Tree 

 
A detailed list of each tree and tree feature to be felled is given in Section 4.11. 

 
4.4.3 Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants have recorded ten trees as either ‘Notable, 

‘Veteran’ or ‘Ancient’, having met the criteria cited in The Woodland Trust 
‘Ancient Tree Guide 4: What are ancient, veteran and other trees of special 
interest?’. These trees are listed in the ‘Schedule of Veteran Trees’ (Appendix 
H). Further information on these trees is given below: 

 
Tree No. Recorded As Listed on Ancient 

Tree Inventory? 
Ancient Tree Inventory 

Ref. No. 

T032 Notable Yes 197462 
T033 Ancient Yes 197461 
T038 Notable Yes 207176 
T040 Veteran Yes 197460 
T056 Veteran No - 
T062 Veteran No - 
T063 Veteran No - 
T069 Ancient Yes 207278 
T070 Veteran Yes 207279 
T081 Veteran No - 
W005 Ancient No  

 
4.5 Implications of Sloping Ground 
 
4.5.1 Details of ground level changes, gradients, ditches, or embankments are shown 

on drawings 9002-D-1 – 9002-D-3). It is accepted that there may be further 
changes to ground levels required to facilitate the scheme, as the planning 
process progresses. This will require a further assessment of Arboricultural 
impact. 
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4.6 Requirement for Tree Barrier Fencing 
 
4.6.1 The alignment of the construction zone hoarding has been supplied to Hayden’s 

Arboricultural Consultants and is detailed on drawings 9002-D-1 to 9002-D-6.  
 
4.6.2 Within the construction zone hoarding, all retained trees will be protected from 

construction related activity using temporary protective fencing. This must be fit 
for purpose (including any ground protection if necessary) in full accordance 
with the requirements of BS 5837:2012 and positioned as shown on the 
attached Arboricultural Impact Assessment & Tree Protection drawing. 

 
4.7 Compound  
 
4.7.1 The locations of the construction compounds are shown on drawings 9002-D-1 

to 9002-D-3. Any proposed re-location of these items through the various 
phases of development will be agreed with the LPA prior to re-siting. 

 
4.8 Phasing 
 
4.8.1 The proposal involves the integration of several complex aspects that affect tree 

protection (e.g. – but not exclusively – access, movement of materials and the 
installation of services). For this reason, the project must be carefully phased to 
ensure the highest level of protection for always retained trees. 

 
4.9 Monitoring 
 
4.9.1 In accordance with item 6.3 of BS 5837:2012, the site and associated 

development should be monitored regularly by a competent Arboriculturalist to 
ensure that the arboricultural aspects of the planning permission are complied 
with. 

 
4.10 Tree Surgery to Facilitate Development 
 
4.10.1 At this stage, no tree surgery/pruning to facilitate construction space is 

anticipated, as all trees within the necessary construction space are to be felled. 
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T047 C Low 9002-D-2 & D-5 
T048 B Moderate 9002-D-2 & D-5 
T049 C Low 9002-D-2 & D-5 
T055 C Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T056 (Veteran) A Low 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T057 A Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T058 C Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T059 B Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T060 C Low 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T061 B Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T062 (Veteran) C Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T063 (Veteran) A Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T064 C Low 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T065 B Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T066 C Low 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T067 A High 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T069 (Ancient) A High 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T070 (Veteran) A High 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T077 C Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T080 B Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 

T081 (Veteran) A High 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T082 A High 9002-D-3 & D-6 
T084 B Moderate 9002-D-3 & D-6 

W003 (section of) B High 9002-D-1 & D-4 
W004 (section of) B Moderate 9002-D-2 & D-5 

 * Please see definitions in the Explanatory Notes attached to this report. 
 
4.12 Post Development Implications 
 
4.12.1 It is expected that this scheme is supplemented by a robust tree planting 

scheme. 
 
4.12.2 Due to the dynamic nature of trees and their interaction with the environment, 

their health and structural integrity is liable to change over time. Because of this 
it is recommended that all trees on or adjacent to the site be inspected on an 
annual basis. 

 
4.12.3 As stated in BS 5837:2012, regular maintenance of newly planted trees is of 

particular importance for at least three years during the critical post-planting 
period and might, where required by site conditions, planning requirements or 
legal agreement, be necessary for five years or more. Therefore, the designer 
of the new landscaping should, in conjunction with the landscape design 
proposals, prepare a detailed maintenance schedule covering this period, and 
appropriate arrangements made for its implementation. 
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5.0 Design Advice, Arboricultural Method Statement & 
Tree Protection Plan 

 
5.1 Securing of Tree Structure and Root Protection Areas (RPA) 
 
5.1.1 The trees to be retained will be protected using stout barrier fencing erected in 

the positions indicated on the attached Arboricultural Impact Assessment & 
Tree Protection drawings. This fencing will be in accordance with the 
requirements of BS 5837:2012 including any necessary ground protection. 

 
5.1.2 All fencing provided for the safeguarding of trees will be erected prior to any 

demolition or development commencing on the site, therefore ensuring the 
maximum protection. This fencing, which must have all weather notices 
attached stating “Construction Exclusion Zone – No Access” will be regarded as 
sacrosanct and, once erected, will not be removed, or altered without the prior 
consent of the Local Planning Authority. 

 
5.1.3 If hard surfaces are constructed within the RPA of retained trees, careful 

attention will be paid to the type of surface treatment used in these areas, 
details of which are given in item 5.8, below. If possible, these should be 
installed as a final phase of the project, thereby protecting the RPA throughout 
the major construction phase of the proposed development. 

 
5.1.4 Where fencing is impractical, consideration must be given to other forms of 

effective above ground tree structure protection. An example of this would be a 
combination of Barksavers to secure the stems and a temporary load bearing 
surface to shield the ground.  

 
5.2 Location of Site Office, Compound and Parking 
 
5.2.1 The locations of the construction compounds are shown on drawings 9002-D-1 

to 9002-D-3. Any proposed re-location of these items through the various 
phases of development will be agreed with the LPA prior to re-siting.  

 
5.3 On Site Storage of Spoil and Building Materials 
 
5.3.1 Prior to and during all construction works on site, no spoil or construction 

materials will be stored within the RPA of any tree on, or adjacent to the site, 
even if the proposed development is to be within the RPA. This is to reduce to a 
minimum the compaction of the roots of the trees. Details of the RPA for each 
tree where no spoil or building materials will be stored are indicated on the 
attached Arboricultural Impact Assessment & Tree Protection drawing no. 9003-
D-AIA. Any encroachment within this protected area will only be with the prior 
agreement of the Local Planning Authority. 

 
5.3.2 Any facilities for the storage of oils, fuels or chemicals shall be sited on 

impervious bases and surrounded by impervious bund walls. The volume of the 
bund compound shall be at least equivalent to the capacity of the tank plus 
10%.  If there is a multiple tankage, the compound shall be at least equivalent to 
the capacity of the largest tank, or the combined capacity of interconnected 
tanks, plus 10%. All filling points, vents, gauges, and sight glasses shall be 
located within the bund. The drainage system of the bund shall be sealed with 
no discharge to any watercourse, land, or underground strata. Associated 
pipework shall be located above ground and protected from accidental damage. 
All filling points and tank overflow pipe outlets shall be detailed to discharge 
downwards into the bund. 
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5.3.3 All material storage facilities and work areas must consider the effects of 
sloping ground on the movement of potentially harmful liquid spillages towards 
or into protected areas. 

 
5.4 Programme of Works 
 
5.4.1 All tree surgery works, once approved by the Local Planning Authority, will be 

carried out prior to any other site works. Once completed, the proposed 
protective fencing will be erected along the lines indicated above. All of this will 
be carried out prior to commencement of any development works on the site. 
Outline details of the proposed programme are given in the Design and 
Construction and Tree Care flow chart attached (Appendix F-1). 

 
5.5 Tree Surgery 
 
5.5.1 All tree work will be agreed with the Local Planning Authority and will be carried 

out in line with BS 3998:2010 (Recommendations for Tree Works). An 
appropriately qualified, experienced, and insured arboricultural contractor will 
carry out the work. Any alterations to the proposed schedule of works will be 
agreed with the Local Planning Authority prior to commencement of works. 

 
5.6 Levels 
 
5.6.1 Other than for any specific exception which may be referred to at item 4.0, no 

alterations to soil levels within the RPA of retained trees are envisaged. 
However, if it is necessary for these to occur, appropriate measures must be 
taken to prevent or minimise any detrimental effects on the affected root 
systems as detailed in 5.6.2 and 5.6.3 below. 

 
5.6.2 If it is necessary to excavate so close to trees that roots greater than 50mm 

diameter are likely to be encountered, particular care will be taken to avoid 
damage. Excavation in these areas will be undertaken by hand or using an air 
spade, avoiding any damage to the bark. The roots will be surrounded with 
sharp sand prior to the replacing of any soil or other material in the vicinity. 

 
5.6.3 If it is necessary to raise levels, it is essential that adequate supplies of water 

and oxygen pass through the soil to the trees’ roots. Therefore, where 
necessary, a granular material will be used which will not inhibit gaseous 
diffusion. Possible options are no-fines gravel, cobbles, or Type 2 road-stone. 
All hard surfaces will be of suitable specification to allow such gaseous 
diffusion, e.g., brick pavers.  

 
5.7 Services 
 
5.7.1 At the time of writing this report, no details on proposed services were available. 

However, the following principles should be adhered to. 
 
5.7.2 It is proposed that all underground service runs will be placed outside the RPA 

of the trees on or adjacent to the site. Where it is not possible to do this, the 
proposed length infringing the RPA will be hand dug 'broken trenches’ (NJUG 4 
paragraph 4) to ensure the maximum protection of the trees’ roots. The 
trenches may also be excavated using an air spade, or trenchless technology 
can be employed if this methodology is considered appropriate by the relevant 
service company (thus allowing services to pass below and through the roots 
without the need for traditional excavation). If it is necessary to cut any small 
roots as part of any of these processes, they should be severed in such a way 
as to ensure that the final wound is as small as possible and free from ragged, 
torn ends.  
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5.7.3 All routes for overhead services will aim to avoid the trees. Where this is not 
possible, any tree work will be agreed prior to commencement with the Local 
Planning Authority. 

 
5.7.4 All service providers (Statutory Authorities) will be consulted prior to 

commencement of works with the aim of minimising the number of service runs 
on the site. 

 
5.7.5 All service runs/trenches where they encroach within the RPA of retained trees 

will be agreed with the Local Planning Authority prior to commencement of 
works. 

 
5.8 Hard Surface Types & Construction within the Root Protection Area 
 
5.8.1 Where it is necessary to construct hard surfaces within the RPA as calculated in 

accordance with BS 5837:2012 (item 4.6.1), it is proposed that the design will 
comply with the ‘no-dig’ principles of the Arboricultural Advisory Information 
Services (AAIS) Practice Note 12 "Through the Trees to Development” - the 
only difference being that instead of a geo-grid, a geo-textile base is provided, 
and the no-fines road stone is incorporated in and retained by a geo-web 
cellular confinement system. Given the individual requirements of each site, it is 
essential that a specialist engineer is consulted to specify the construction 
detail. Where it is necessary to remove any existing hard surface, or lower the 
ground level within the RPA, this may expose roots. This operation must be 
undertaken using hand tools or an air spade. Any roots found should be treated 
with the greatest care and surrounded by sharp sand to provide a level base. 
Please note that ‘no-dig’ surfaces are not always considered acceptable for 
adoption. 

 
5.8.3 If boundary fencing is to be erected within the RPA of retained trees, it is 

proposed that the fence posts will be secured by the use of “Met-Posts” or 
similar design in order to keep the disturbance and damage of the roots of the 
trees to a minimum. 

 
5.9 Reporting and Monitoring Procedures 
 
5.9.1 In accordance with item 6.3 of BS 5837:2012, the site and associated 

development should be monitored regularly by a competent arboriculturalist to 
ensure that the arboricultural aspects of the planning permission (e.g. the 
installation and maintenance of protective measures and the supervision of 
specialist working techniques) are implemented. Furthermore, regular contact 
between the Site Manager and the Arboriculturalist allows them to effectively 
deal with and advise on any tree related problems that may occur during the 
development process. This system should be auditable. Should any issues 
arise during the arboricultural monitoring of the development the 
Arboriculturalist will contact the Local Planning Authority and appropriate action 
taken only with the prior permission of LDA Design Consulting Ltd and the Local 
Planning Authority. 
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6.0 Recommendations  
 
6.1 It is recommended that the measures detailed in this report are implemented in 

full to provide retained trees with the highest level of protection during the 
process of construction. 

 
6.2 Tree surgery should be completed as detailed in the Schedule of Trees. Where 

this has been identified for reasons other than to permit development, this work 
should be completed within the advised timescales irrespective of any 
development proposals. 

 
6.3 The tree surgery works proposed as part of this Survey are recommended to 

mitigate any identified problems that may be caused by trees near the proposed 
development.  To this end, should these recommendations be overruled, this 
Survey stands as the opinion of Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited, 
and therefore any damage or injury caused by trees recommended by this 
practice for felling or tree surgery works, to which the proposed schedule of 
works has been altered or the tree has been requested to be retained by the 
Local Planning Authority, cannot be the responsibility of this practice. 
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7.0   Limitations & Qualifications 
 
Tree inspection reports are subject to the following limitations and qualifications. 
 
General exclusions 
 
Unless specifically mentioned, the report will only be concerned with above ground 
inspections.  No below ground inspections will be carried out without the prior 
confirmation from the client that such works should be undertaken. 
 
The validity, accuracy and findings of this report will be directly related to the accuracy 
of the information made available prior to and during the inspection process. No 
checking of independent third-party data will be undertaken. Hayden’s Arboricultural 
Consultants Limited will not be responsible for the recommendations within this report 
where essential data are not made available or are inaccurate. 
 
This report will remain valid for one year from the date of inspection subject to the 
recommendations specified within being adhered to. It must also be appreciated that 
recommendations proposed within this report may be superseded by extreme weather, 
or any other unreasonably foreseeable events.  
 
However, if any additional alterations to the property or soil levels are carried out 
and/or further tree works undertaken other than specified within the report, it will 
become invalid and a new tree inspection strongly recommended. 
 
It will be appreciated, and deemed to be accepted by the client and their insurers, that 
the formulation of the recommendations for the management of trees will be guided by 
the following: - 
 
1. The need to avoid reasonably foreseeable damage. 
2. The arboricultural considerations - tree safety, good arboricultural practice (tree 

work) and aesthetics. 
 
The client and their insurers are deemed to have accepted the limitation placed on the 
recommendations by the sources quoted in the attached report. Where sources are 
limited by time constraints or the client, this may lead to an incomplete quantification of 
the risk. 
 

October 2021………………………………………………. 
For and on Behalf of Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited 
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Appendix A - Species List & Tree Problems 
 
 
Species List: 
 
Alder     Alnus glutinosa 

Apple      Malus sp 

Ash      Fraxinus excelsior 

Austrian (or Black) Pine  Pinus nigra 

Beech     Fagus sylvatica 

Bird Cherry    Prunus padus 

Blackthorn    Prunus spinosa 

Box     Buxus sempervirens 

Bullace Plum    Prunus domestica 

Cherry     Prunus sp 

Cherry Plum    Prunus cerasifera 

Cypress    Cupressus sp 

Dog Rose    Rosa canina 

Dogwood    Cornus controversa 

Elder     Sambucus nigra 

Elm     Ulmus sp 

English Elm    Ulmus minor var. vulgaris 

English Oak    Quercus robur 

European Lime   Tilia x europaea 

False Acacia    Robinia pseudoacacia 

Field Maple    Acer campestre 

Hawthorn    Crataegus monogyna 

Hazel     Corylus avellana 

Holly     Ilex aquifolium 

Hornbeam    Carpinus betulus 

Horse Chestnut   Aesculus hippocastanum 

Leyland Cypress   X Cuprocyparis leylandii 

Norway Maple    Acer platanoides 

Norway Spruce   Picea abies 

Plum     Prunus domestica 

Purple Leaved Sycamore  Acer pseudoplatanus ‘Atropurpureum’ 

Purple Norway Maple   Acer platanoides ‘Crimson King’  

Red Oak    Quercus rubra 

Scots Pine    Pinus sylvestris 

Sessile Oak    Quercus petraea 
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Silver Birch    Betula pendula  

Silver Fir    Abies alba 

Spruce     Picea sp 

Sweet Chestnut   Castanea sativa 

Sycamore    Acer pseudoplatanus 

White Willow    Salix alba 

Wild Cherry    Prunus avium 

Willow     Salix sp 

Wych Elm    Ulmus glabra 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Tree Problems: 
 
This gives a brief description of the problems identified in the attached Tree Survey. 
 
 

Name: Acute Oak Decline (AOD) 

Notifiable to the Forestry Commission: If you suspect that a tree exhibits this 
pathogen, you should report it immediately to: Forest Research via the TreeAlert 
system: https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/tools-and-resources/tree-alert/ 
Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

The main symptom is extensive bleeding of a dark, sticky fluid from 
small lesions or splits in the bark plates. Trees may also suffer from 
canopy dieback but this can be severe and may not occur until the tree 
is near death. The bleeding usually appears in spring when the dark, 
sticky liquid seeps out and trickles down the stem; this may stop at 
certain times of year allowing the shiny droplets to dry out leaving dark 
stains on the trunk. Stains may be washed off by heavy rain which may 
cause the disease to be overlooked. Some affected trees become 
infested by the wood-boring larvae of Agrilus biguttatus (two spotted oak 
buprestid). This beetle is not considered to cause the disease but their 
presence often confirms the diagnosis and is easily spotted by the 
presence of conspicuous 2-3mm wide ‘D’-shaped exit holes made by 
the emerging adult beetle. 

Consequence: The time between onset of the first symptoms to death of the tree can 
be as little as 4-5 years. The condition is also easily transferable and is 
thought to represent a serious threat to the Oak population of Britain. 

Control: Up to date advice can be obtained from the forestry commission and 
control measures are regularly reviewed. 

Species affected: Quercus spp. 
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Name: Basal Suckers 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

A profusion of shoots emanating from the base of the main stem close 
to ground level. Several species of trees but most notably Limes 
produce suckers as part of their naturalised habit however in some 
species this can be an indicator of elevated stress upon the tree. 

Consequence: Suckers do not cause direct harm to the tree in their self however they 
can be problematic where they impede free use of space such as where 
a tree is adjacent to a footpath or roadway. Where suckers are 
established, they can impede visibility of the basal area of the stem and 
prevent identification of more significant defects such as decay cavities 
or fungal growths. If left unchecked the suckers can establish to become 
large limbs in their own right and spoil the form of the tree and 
presenting issues for future management as removal would leave large 
wounds around the stem base providing opportunity for ingress of 
decay. 

Control: Regular pruning away of new sucker growth is recommended to prevent 
the development of the issues mentioned above dependent upon the 
implications and the trees location. 

Species affected: Most tree species can be affected.  
 
  
Name: Deadwood 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

This relates to dead branches in the crown of the tree.  In the majority of 
cases, this is caused by the natural ageing process of the tree or 
shading due to its close proximity to neighbouring trees.  However, in 
some situations, it may be related to fungal, bacterial or viral infection. 

Consequence: Depending upon the location and mass of dead wood removal of the 
affected tissue may be necessary to prevent harm to persons or 
property as the wood will become unstable as it decays and in some 
circumstances is likely to fall from the tree with little or no warning. 

Control: Detailed monitoring should be undertaken on those trees showing signs 
of excessive deadwood production to identify the underlying cause. 

Species affected: Most tree species.  

Images:  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Name: Dothistroma septosporum (Red Band Needle Blight syn. Dothistroma Needle 
Blight)  

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

Fungal pathogen that infects the needles and causes the death of 
photosynthetic material, leading to yellowing discolouration and 
distinctive red-brown bands around the circumference of the needle. 
The discolouration symptom is most prevalent in June/July when the 
spores are being produced in their highest quantities. The spread of the 
fungus continues year on year as healthy material elsewhere in the 
crown or on surrounding trees becomes infected. The infection causes 
defoliation and impedes new healthy growth. 

Consequence: After multiple years of infection, the tree vitality is reduced until new 
needles cannot be produced and the tree dies from lack of 
photosynthesis. 

Control: None available.  
Species affected: Conifers, especially Pinus spp 
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Name: Epicormic growth 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

This is the production of numerous shoots on the main stem and 
branches of the tree. They are produced by the bursting into life of 
otherwise dormant buds. It is commonly associated with elevated levels 
of stress on the tree. 

Consequence: Whilst epicormic growth is usually symptomatic of an issue elsewhere 
within the tree, heavy proliferation can cause the trees resources to 
become depleted or may mask significant structural weaknesses within 
the framework of the tree. 

Control: Pruning off epicormic growth may be necessary to improve the visual 
amenity of the tree or prevent the development of a hazard or 
obstruction. No direct means of prevention are available other than 
therapeutic measures to alleviate stresses on the tree. 

Species affected: Most tree species, including European Lime, Willow species, Sweet 
Chestnut, and Silver Maple.  

Images:  

 
 
Name: Fistulina hepatica (Beefsteak Fungus) 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

This common and widespread fungus is most usually found on old Oaks 
and more rarely on Sweet Chestnuts and other broad-leaved trees. It is 
a decay fungus attacking the roots and base of the trunk of the infected 
tree. The presence of the fungal bodies often causes concern. They are 
tongue-shaped, 30cm or more across, purple-red or dull chocolate 
above, with an off-white pore surface beneath. The flesh is marbled and 
reddish, exuding red juice. The fungus may stain the wood.  

Consequence: Generally, a slow acting fungus which can persist for many years. In 
advanced cases stem breakage can occur. Wood becomes brittle which 
can result in fracture. 

Control: In advanced cases it may be necessary to fell the host tree to prevent 
harm to persons or property from falling branches or stems. 

Species affected: Quercus spp, Sativa spp and occasionally other broadleaved species. 
Images:  
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Name: Hedera helix (Ivy) 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

Ivy may grow to varying degrees on all areas of a tree from the base to 
the upper crown. It is possible that in doing so it will out-compete the 
host tree for available light thereby suppressing the host. 

Consequence: This is generally only harmful to the tree on already unhealthy 
specimens which may be constricted by large ivy stems around the 
trunk or may have their top growth suppressed by a mass of flowering 
shoots in the crown. Ivy can also mask potentially dangerous faults on a 
tree. 

Control: Ivy should only be removed if absolutely necessary because it provides 
abundant cover to wildlife and then by severing twice close to the 
ground and removing a length of stem thereby causing the gradual 
dying away of the aerial parts of the plant providing extended benefit to 
wildlife whist relieving the pressure on the tree. 

Species affected: Most trees can be affected. 
Images:  

 
 
Name: Hymenoscyphus fraxineus (Ash Dieback) 

Notifiable to the Forestry Commission: If you suspect that a tree exhibits this pathogen, you 
should report it immediately to: Forest Research via the TreeAlert system: 
https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/tools-and-resources/tree-alert/ 
Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

Symptoms of the disease can be visible on leaves, shoots, stems and 
branches of affected trees. The primary symptom is leaves and young 
shoot growth wilting and turning black in the late summer months. The 
leaves will often drop ahead of the usual period of senescence. As the 
fungus spreads towards the stem, branches start to show a black 
diamond that marks the area of infection. The diamond will continue to 
grow as the fungus progresses until it girdles the branch and kills the 
vascular tissue. In severe cases, the entire crown shows leaf loss and 
dieback, which is often associated with the formation of epicormic 
shoots on branches and the trunk. 

Consequence: The genetic variation within the Fraxinus genus means that individual 
trees have differing levels of resistance to Hymenoscyphus fraxineus 
resulting in some trees dying in the year of infection and others 
displaying minimal symptoms and surviving alongside the presence of 
the pathogen. Infected trees will fall somewhere on this spectrum. 

Control: You can slow the spread of the Ash dieback disease by locally burning, 
burying or composting fallen Ash leaves. 

Species affected: Fraxinus excelsior 

Images:  
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Name: Inonotus hispidus (Ash Heart Rot) 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

This is common and widespread, found most frequently on Ash as a 
serious cause of stem rot associated with wounds but also occurs on 
other broad-leaved trees (see species affected). The fruiting body is 
hoof or bracket shaped, rusty-red but later black, markedly shaggy 
(hence the alternate name 'shaggy polypore'), with red-yellow ragged 
pore surface underneath. The fruit bodies develop on the trunk or major 
branches and can enter the tree through wounds on the trunk and 
branches. The rot is indefinite but affected wood is softer and lighter 
than sound tissue. The wood turns a yellow-brown and spongy 
surrounded by a brown zone, which has a gummy appearance.   

Consequence: The strength of the wood is greatly reduced often leading to branch or 
stem failure. 

Control: Removal of affected tissues may be feasible to make the tree safe 
where there is risk of harm to persons or property from falling branches 
or stems. Tree removal may be required in some cases.  

Species affected: Fraxinus spp, Platanus spp, Juglans spp, Ulmus spp, Malus spp, Acer 
pseudoplatanus 

Images:  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Name: Ophiostoma novo-ulmi (Dutch Elm Disease) 

Symptoms/damage 
type and cause: 

The first symptom is the yellowing of the leaves from July onwards. It 
spreads rapidly often causing death in the same season - it is very rare 
for a tree to survive once the fungus has occurred. Dark brown streaks 
are evident when the bark and outer wood are peeled from the infected 
branches. Brown blotches may also be seen on infected branches if 
they are cut cleanly in a transverse section. The tree is infected by the 
Elm Bark Beetle which carries the disease (through fungal spores on 
their backs). Once active in the tree, the fungus produces yeast like 
cells in the wood which are transported within the trees water 
conducting tissues. These cause blockages of the tissue and hence 
both the wilting of the leaves and the brown staining of the infected 
wood mentioned above. Galleries (tunnels) can be found between the 
bark and the wood where the beetles have fed and laid their eggs. The 
beetles eat through the bark of stems and larger limbs and thus form 
emergence holes which contribute to disease identification.  

Consequence: This is the most serious disease in Elm trees and is still common in 
Britain. Infected trees decline and die rapidly. 

Control: Control by fungicidal injections has been successful in specimen trees 
of high value however the cost of this recurrent procedure usually 
outweighs the value of the affected tree. 

Species affected: Ulmus spp. and Zelkova  
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix B 
 

Schedule of Trees 

 

















































































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix C 
 
Schedule of Works - Irrespective of Development 



Two Village Bypass,  Farnham, Suffolk

Surveyed By: Alex Garnham

Surveyed: 11/08/2021

SCHEDULE OF WORK IRRESPECTIVE OF DEVELOPMENT

Managed By: Alex Garnham

Tree No.   Species   Work required Priority

G018 Ash, English Oak Remove all Ivy and reinspect. 1

T022 English Oak Remove Ivy and reinspect. 1

T027 Ash Remove all Ivy and reinspect. 1

T030 Ash As a minimum, remove the decaying central crown stem to the union above the main 
union. Remove deadwood over driveway. Consider pollarding the whole tree.

2

H013 English Elm Continue annual maintenance. 3

H014 Hawthorn, English 
Elm

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H015 Blackthorn, 
English Elm, Dog 
Rose

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H016 English Elm, 
Hawthorn, Dog 
Rose

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H018 English Elm Continue annual maintenance. 3

H019 Ash, Blackthorn, 
Hawthorn, English 
Elm, Dog Rose, 
Dogwood - native

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H020 English Elm Continue annual maintenance. 3

H021 Beech Continue annual maintenance. 3

H023 Hawthorn, Field 
Maple, Sycamore, 
Hazel, Blackthorn

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H025 Blackthorn, 
Hawthorn, Box

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H026 Field Maple, 
Hawthorn, Elder, 
Hazel, English Oak

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H027 Hazel, Elm Spp, 
Hawthorn

Continue annual maintenance. 3

H029 Beech Continue annual maintenance. 3

T020 White Willow Fell to ground level. 3



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix D 
 
Schedule of Works to Allow Development 



SCHEDULE OF WORKS (AIA)
Two Village Bypass,  Farnham, Suffolk

Surveyed By: Alex Garnham
Surveyed: 11/08/2021

Managed By: Alex Garnham

Tree No.   Species   Work required Priority

A001 Lime Spp, English 
Oak, Horse 
Chestnut

Fell to allow development 0

A005 English Oak, Ash, 
Field Maple, 
Hawthorn, English 
Elm

Fell section to allow development 0

A008 English Oak, 
English Elm, Wych 
Elm, Hawthorn, 
Ash

Fell to allow development 0

A009 English Oak, 
Sessile Oak, Ash, 
Beech, Sycamore, 
Hawthorn

Fell to allow development 0

A010 Ash, English Oak, 
Scots Pine, Beech

Fell to allow development 0

A011 Plum Fell to allow development 0

A012 Field Maple Fell to allow development 0

A013 Sweet Chestnut, 
Red Oak, False 
Acacia, Beech

Fell to allow development 0

A014 Elm Spp, English 
Oak, Ash

Fell section to allow development 0

A015 Sycamore, Field 
Maple, Silver 
Birch, English Elm

Fell section to allow development 0

G013 Alder Fell section to allow development 0

G014 Ash Fell to allow development 0

G015 Hawthorn Fell to allow development 0

G016 Field Maple Fell to allow development 0

G017 English Oak Fell 2 of the 3 trees to allow development 0

G020 Hornbeam, 
English Oak

Fell to allow development 0

G028 Beech, Red Oak, 
False Acacia

Fell to allow development 0

H003 Hawthorn Fell section to allow development 0

H005 Hawthorn Fell to allow development 0

H006 Hawthorn, Elm Spp Fell to allow development 0

H007 English Elm Fell section to allow development 0

H010 Hawthorn Fell section to allow development 0

H014 Hawthorn, English 
Elm

Fell to allow development 0



Tree No.   Species   Work required Priority

H015 Blackthorn, 
English Elm, Dog 
Rose

Fell section to allow development 0

H016 English Elm, 
Hawthorn, Dog 
Rose

Fell to allow development 0

H017 English Elm, 
Hazel, Field 
Maple, Hawthorn, 
Blackthorn

Fell section to allow development 0

H019 Ash, Blackthorn, 
Hawthorn, English 
Elm, Dog Rose, 
Dogwood - native

Fell to allow development 0

H020 English Elm Fell to allow development 0

H024 Hawthorn, 
Blackthorn, Field 
Maple, English 
Elm, Sycamore

Fell section to allow development 0

H026 Field Maple, 
Hawthorn, Elder, 
Hazel, English Oak

Fell section to allow development 0

H028 Bullace Plum, 
English Elm, 
Elder, Hawthorn

Fell section to allow development 0

H030 Blackthorn Fell to allow development 0

H033 English Elm Fell to allow development 0

H034 Hazel, Field 
Maple, Hawthorn

Fell section to allow development 0

T003 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T009 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T016 Hawthorn Fell to allow development 0

T017 Alder Fell to allow development 0

T018 Alder Fell to allow development 0

T023 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T024 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T033 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T034 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T035 Hornbeam Fell to allow development 0

T036 Sycamore Fell to allow development 0

T039 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T040 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T041 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T042 English Oak Fell to allow development 0



Tree No.   Species   Work required Priority

T047 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T048 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T049 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T055 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T056 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T057 Field Maple Fell to allow development 0

T058 English Elm Fell to allow development 0

T059 Sycamore Fell to allow development 0

T060 Hawthorn Fell to allow development 0

T061 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T062 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T063 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T064 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T065 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T066 Ash Fell to allow development 0

T067 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T069 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T070 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T077 Ash Sp Fell to allow development 0

T080 Sycamore Fell to allow development 0

T081 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T082 English Oak Fell to allow development 0

T084 Beech Fell to allow development 0

W003 Sweet Chestnut, 
Hornbeam, Ash, 
Alder, Wild 
Cherry, English 
Oak

Fell section to allow development 0

W004 Ash, English Oak, 
Field Maple, 
English Elm, 
Hawthorn

Fell section to allow development 0













 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix F 
 

Advisory Information & Sample Specifications 



 
 

1. BS 5837:2012 Figure 1 - Flow Chart – Design and Construction & Tree Care 
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3. BS 5837:2012 Figure 2: Default specification for protective barrier 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Default 
specification 
for protective 

barrier 
 

 

 
Key 
 

1 Standard scaffold pole 
2 Heavy gauge 2m tall galvanised 

tube and welded mesh infill panels 
3 Panels secured to uprights and 

cross-members with wire ties 
4 Ground level 
5 Uprights driven into the ground until 

secure (minimum depth 0.6m 
6 Standard scaffold clamps 



 
 

4. BS 5837:2012 Figure 3: Examples of above-ground stabilizing systems 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

a) Stabilizer strut with base plate secured with ground pins 

b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray 



 
 

5. Figure 4 Detail of protective barrier where construction encroaches within BS5837:2012 Root 
Protection Area 

 
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix G 
 

Haydens Drawing 















 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix H 
 

Schedule of Veteran Trees 
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5 Moseley’s Farm 
Business Centre 

Fornham All Saints 
Bury St Edmunds 

Suffolk    
 IP28 6JY 

Telephone 

01284 765391 
 

Email 
info@treesurveys.co.uk 

 

Website 
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APPENDIX R: FIGURES SHOWING THE LOCATION OF 
VETERAN TREES (SIZEWELL LINK ROAD AND TWO 
VILLAGE BYPASS) 
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1 UPDATED SUMMARY OF LANDOWNER 
ENGAGEMENT ON MAIN DEVELOPMENT SITE 
COASTAL FLOOD RISK  

1.1 Main development site – British Energy Generation Limited & 
EDF Energy Nuclear Generation Limited 

1.1.1 Engagement has been undertaken with those landowners who are 
impacted to the greatest extent by the flood risk around the Main 
development site. Terms have been agreed for the freehold acquisition of 
the significant majority of the land impacted by this increased flood risk. 
Engagement is ongoing in relation to land where terms for acquisition have 
not been agreed.  

1.2 Main development site – Additional Landowners  

1.2.1 Engagement is ongoing with all the other landowners affected by the areas 
of additional flooding, either directly in meetings, or via their agents who 
have been thoroughly briefed on the extent of the potential additional 
flooding. Those landowners with whom discussions are progressed directly 
(in meetings) are unconcerned about the impact of what they see as an 
imperceptible difference in flooding in extreme events.  

1.2.2 The landowners who have expressed these views, appreciate that the 
additional areas to be flooded in extreme events are contiguous with land 
that would already be flooded, if a similar event were to happen without the 
proposed scheme having been built.  

1.2.3 Agreements to flood the additional land are not proposed to be documented 
because the areas of additional flood land are: 

• remote from the red line boundary.  

• imperceptible from the existing flood events.  

1.2.4 SZC Co. is awaiting feedback from agents in respect of some of the 
landowners, but there is regular communication between the parties and 
SZC Co. will seek to address any concerns. A summary table is provided 
below in respect of the additional third-party landowners. 
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1.3 Main development site – Natural England

1.3.1 At the request of the Environment Agency, SZC Co. has engaged with 
Natural England (NE) in respect to the RSPB’s landholding. A report 
summarising the flood risk impacts was provided to NE on 8 September 
2021. A response is awaited.






