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MELBOURN PARISH COUNCIL - PLANNING COMMITTEE
(District of South Cambridgeshire)

A meeting of the Planning Committee held on Monday 6 May 2025 at 20:00
in the Austen Room, Community Hub, 30 High Street, Melbourn SG8 6DZ

Present: Clirs Alexander, Barnes, Clark (Chair)

Absent:

In attendance: Abi Williams (Parish Clerk), Clir Kyprianou

PL124/25

PL125/25

PL126/25

PL127/25

PL128/25

PL129/25

a)

PLANNING COMMITTEE: MINUTES

Meeting started 20:01

In accordance with the Terms of Reference for the Planning Committee (3a) and the Melbourn
Parish Council Standing Orders (3q) due to the Chair and Vice Chair not attending the meeting it
was proposed that Clir Clark chair the meeting.

Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded by Clir Alexander. All in favour.

To receive and approve apologies for absence
Apologies received from Clirs Hart, Kilmurray and Wilson with acceptable reasons given.

It was RESOLVED to accept apologies of absence from Clirs Hart, Kilmurray and Wilson.
Proposed by Clir Alexander, seconded by Clir Barnes. All in favour.

To receive any Declarations of Interest and Dispensations

a) To receive declarations of interest from councillors on items on the agenda
b) To receive written requests for dispensations for disclosable pecuniary interests (if any)
c) To grant any requests for dispensation as appropriate

None received.

To approve the minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting on 7 April 2025

It was RESOLVED to approve the minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting held on 7 April 2025 as an
accurate record.
Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded Clir Alexander. All in favour.

To report back on the minutes of the Planning Committee Meetings on 7 April 2025
Nothing to report.

Public Participation: (For up to 15 minutes members of the public may contribute their views and
comments and questions to the Planning Committee — 3 minutes per item)

No members of the public were present.
Decision Notices: To receive any decision notices issued since the last meeting.

25/00471/HFUL | Proposal: Installation of new gates in the rear garden at the existing access to Chapel
Lane. | Site address: 91 High Street Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6AA |

MPC Comment: Support no comment

Decision: Application permitted (4 April 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/00808/PRIOR | Proposal: Erection of a grain store for the storage and separation of various crops |
Site address: Land Adjacent To Garden Centre Cambridge Road Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6RB |
MPC Comment: No comment

Decision: Prior approval given (31 March 2025)

The decision was noted.



https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SRGKEHDXGRP00
https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SSLB2XDXHZQ00

PL130/25

a)

PL131/25
a)

25/0245/TTCA | Proposal: T1 - Ash - Crown reduce the height by 4M and reduce lateral growth by 3M to
achieve removing approx 30% whilst retaining the main framework of the crown. Tree has lost several
branches and this will reduce biomechanical stress and achieve lowering the risk of failure. | Site address:
9A The Moor Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6ED |

MPC Comment: No comment

Decision: No objection (31 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/0277/TTCA | Proposal: T1 - Mature Horse Chestnut over driveway - Request a 4m crown lift over
driveway to improve access from delivery vans etc. Removal of lvy at base to re assess health of tree. T2 -
Mature Rotten Horse Chestnut pollard on driveway - This tree has been poorly managed in the past. Its
bark is falling away to reveal onset decay underneath and there is significant deadwood in the upper
crown. Possible evidence of Brittle Cinder fungus at the base. Request a Monolith to 6m of this crown to
remove risk of failure and retain as habitat. T3 - Mature Yew by corner of house - Request a gentle crown
lift to 2m and target prune away from building to provide 1.5m clearance to improve. Aim of works is to
improve pedestrian/car access and aesthetic of Yew, and protect building. T4 - Dead Weeping Ash -
Removal to ground level. T5 - Rotten Weeping Ash - Removal to ground level. T6 - Holly in middle of
driveway - Removal to ground level. T7 - Mature Bay in parking area - This tree is in good health but has
not been managed for some years. It is also pushing against boundary wall. Request a 1.5m reduction to
manage size. | Site address: 80 High Street Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6AL |

MPC Comment: No objection

Decision: No objection (14 April 2025)

The decision was noted.
To note the following applications for tree work:

25/0332/TTPO | Proposal: Sycamore X 2 - Reduce the height up to 4m (Tall tree) , Reduce height up to
3m (Short tree) and lateral branches by 2.5m, branches back to suitable twig growth due to excessive
shading in rear garden. Create a smaller canopy of healthy branches to retain a natural shape for their
location. | Site address: 12 Pryors Orchard Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment: 28 April
2025) No objection from email.

No objection.

25/0375/TTCA | Proposal: G1 - Sycamores (approx 12ms high and with average crown spread over drive
of 2ms) - Crown raise to 5ms over drive and reduce remaining upper laterals over drive back by 2ms where
necessary to ensure clear access for high sided delivery vehicles. T3 - Holly with Group 2: fell as close to
ground level as possible. | Site address: 25 Station Road Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to
comment 9 May 2025)

No objection.

25/0392/TTPQO | Proposal: T1 - MATURE BEECH x 6ms high and 1.75ms from front of property —
Remove. Reason - Causing structural damage to bay window, indicative from external cracking around
window and side aspect and dislodgement of mortar and movement of window sill and bay window asphalt
roofing, despite being regularly pruned. | Site address: 12 The Lawns Melbourn Cambridgeshire |
(Deadline to comment 13 May 2025) Concern raised that tree should be inspected by Tree officer before
any decision is raised. Contacted planning.

Concerns raised with tree officer about impact of removing tree — is this the cause of the damage?
Objection noted on planning portal with request for inspection by tree officer.

Planning Applications:

25/01258/HFUL | Proposal: Garage conversion to home office and store replacing garage door with bifold
doors. | Site address: 18 Clover Way Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment: 8 May 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded by Clir Alexander. All in favour.

25/01265/HFUL | Proposal: Erection of a boundary fence, addition of electric operated drive gate,
construction of 2 No. sheds and 1 No. summerhouse. | Site address: Hillside House Newmarket Road
Melbourn | (Deadline to comment: 8 May 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support the proposal in principal but raise concern about any removal of hedging /
foliage as this would be detrimental to property and a great loss of habitat.
Proposed by Clir Alexander, seconded by Clir Barnes. All in favour.


https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SSNGR5DXI3100
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PL132/25
a)

PL133/25
a)

PL134/25

25/01373/HFUL | Proposal: Single storey rear extension and the creation of a window to existing side
(South West) elevation. | Site address: 17 Carlton Rise Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment:
7 May 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded by CliIr Alexander. All in favour.

25/01464/HFUL | Proposal: Single storey side extension. | Site address: Bridgefoot Farm, Fledgling Barn
Barley Road Flint Cross Great And Little Chishill| (Deadline to comment: 12 May 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded by Clir Alexander. All in favour.

25/01470/HFUL | Proposal: Enclose a single bay of an existing 3 bay car port for use as an additional
workshop space. | Site address: 25 Station Road Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment: 20
May 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by Clir Alexander, seconded by Clir Barnes. All in favour.

Land transfer
To receive an update on land transfer at Hopkins Homes and consider any actions.

Response from developers was considered. ACTION: Office to arrange a site visit for all parties during
growing season to review concerns and address issues.

Cambridgeshire Highways — Highway Maintenance Investment 2025/26
Update on Highway Maintenance Investment requests for capital works.

Capital works noted as published.

To note the date of the next meeting as Monday 9 June 2025 at 8pm.
The date of the next meeting was noted as Monday 9 June 2025.

Meeting closed 20:50
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MELBOURN PARISH COUNCIL - PLANNING COMMITTEE
(District of South Cambridgeshire)

A meeting of the Planning Committee held on Monday 7 April 2025 at 20:00
in the Austen Room, Community Hub, 30 High Street, Melbourn SG8 6DZ

Present: Clirs Barnes, Clark, Kilmurray (Chair)
Absent:
In attendance: Abi Williams (Parish Clerk)
PLANNING COMMITTEE: MINUTES

Meeting started 20:08

PL114/25 To receive and approve apologies for absence

Apologies received from Clirs Alexander, Hart and Wilson with acceptable reasons given.
It was RESOLVED to accept apologies of absence from Clirs Alexander, Hart and Wilson.
Proposed by Clir Barnes, seconded by Clir Clark. All in favour.

PL115/25 To receive any Declarations of Interest and Dispensations

a) To receive declarations of interest from councillors on items on the agenda

b) To receive written requests for dispensations for disclosable pecuniary interests (if any)
¢) To grant any requests for dispensation as appropriate

None received.

PL116/25 To approve the minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting on 10 March 2025

It was RESOLVED to approve the minutes of the Planning Committee Meeting held on 10 March 2025 as
an accurate record.
Proposed by CliIr Clark, seconded Clir Barnes. All in favour.

PL117/25 To report back on the minutes of the Planning Committee Meetings on 10 March 2025
Nothing to report.

PL118/25 Public Participation: (For up to 15 minutes members of the public may contribute their views and
comments and questions to the Planning Committee — 3 minutes per item)

No members of the public were present.

PL119/25 Decision Notices: To receive any decision notices issued since last meeting.

a) 24/02322/FUL | Proposal: Alterations to no. 65 Orchard Road and demolition of existing garage.
Construction of 5 no. dwellings to land rear of no. 65 Orchard Road and associated access from Orchard
Road. | Site address: 65 Orchard Road Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6BB |
MPC Comment: Object on grounds of supporting local residents, impact of congestion and parking in area,
non-compliance with clearing of site. Attended site visit with ecology.

Decision: Granted permission (5 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

b) 24/04289/HFUL | Proposal: Two storey front and side, and single storey rear extensions with associated
landscaping and drainage. New cladding to exterior and installation of PV solar panels. | Site address: 36
Medcalfe Way Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6HU |
MPC Comment: It was resolved to partially SUPPORT the application as follows: * Support the side and
rear elements of the application * OBJECT to the front elevation due to out of keeping with the street scene
and extending forward of the property line.

Decision: Refused application (4 March 2025)

The decision was noted.


https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SF8DDVDXK9800
https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SMYANYDXKAG00

d)

g)

h)

PL120/25

a)

25/0065/TTPO | Proposal: Ash - Remove. Reason - There were two large trees near to the property. One
fell down in recent winds and the remaining tree is nearer to the house, so we have concerns that if that
one also blew over it would cause extensive damage to the house. | Site address: 43 The Lawns
Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6BA |

MPC Comment: It was RESOLVED to object with the request that a tree officer or professional declare that
the tree is unsafe / requires removal.

Decision: Granted permission (5 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/0137/TTCA | Proposal: T1 - Shrub - Remove T2 - Shrub Reduce by 1 metre. T4 Box Elder - Remove
T5 Mahonia - Reduce by 1.5metres T6 Holly - Reduce by 1 metre | Site address: 2 Meadow Way
Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6EA |

MPC Comment: No objection

Decision: No objection (10 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/0147/TTCA | Proposal: T1,T2,T3 & T4 - Ash - Fell to ground level. | Site address: 44 High Street
Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6DZ |

MPC Comment: No objection

Decision: No objection (10 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/00180/HFUL | Proposal: Part garage conversion, single storey side and rear extension. | Site address:
46 The Moor Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6ED |

MPC Comment: Support no comment

Decision: Application permitted (17 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/0201/TTCA | Proposal: T.1 Beech - Crown reduce the height by 3M and lateral branches by 2.5M (back
to suitable twig growth). | Site address: 66 High Street Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6AJ |

MPC Comment: No objection

Decision: No objection (24 March 2025)

The decision was noted.

25/0208/TTPO | Proposal: T.1 Plum - Crown reduce height by 2M and lateral growth by 1.5M to increase
light to the rear garden. G.2 - Plum group - Cut back lateral growth from neighbouring Plum trees (trees are
located in ElIm way woodland area) to the boundary. This has previously been done and the regrowth is
approx 1.5M of overhang to cut back. No height reduction. | Site address: 6 New Road Melbourn
Cambridgeshire SG8 6BX |

MPC Comment: No objection

Decision: Tree application permitted (24 March 2025)

The decision was noted.
To note the following applications for tree work:

25/0245/TTCA | Proposal: T1 - Ash - Crown reduce the height by 4M and reduce lateral growth by 3M to
achieve removing approx 30% whilst retaining the main framework of the crown. Tree has lost several
branches and this will reduce biomechanical stress and achieve lowering the risk of failure. | Site address:
9A The Moor Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment: 26 Mar 2025) No objection from email.

No objection.

25/0277/TTCA | Proposal: T1 - Mature Horse Chestnut over driveway - Request a 4m crown lift over
driveway to improve access from delivery vans etc. Removal of lvy at base to re assess health of tree.

T2 - Mature Rotten Horse Chestnut pollard on driveway - This tree has been poorly managed in the past.
Its bark is falling away to reveal onset decay underneath and there is significant deadwood in the upper
crown. Possible evidence of Brittle Cinder fungus at the base. Request a Monolith to 6m of this crown to
remove risk of failure and retain as habitat. T3 - Mature Yew by corner of house - Request a gentle crown
lift to 2m and target prune away from building to provide 1.5m clearance to improve. Aim of works is to
improve pedestrian/car access and astetic of Yew, and protect building. T4 - Dead Weeping Ash - Removal
to ground level. TS - Rotten Weeping Ash - Removal to ground level. T6 - Holly in middle of driveway -
Removal to ground level. T7 - Mature Bay in parking area - This tree is in good health but has not been
managed for some years. It is also pushing against boundary wall. Request a 1.5m reduction to manage
size. | Site address: 80 High Street Melbourn Cambridgeshire | (Deadline to comment 3 April 2025) No
objection from email.


https://applications.greatercambridgeplanning.org/online-applications/applicationDetails.do?activeTab=documents&keyVal=SQEDBSDXFQ200
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PL121/25
a)

b)

PL122/25

a)

b)

PL123/25

No objection.

25/0322/TTPO | Proposal: T1 - Sycamore - Remove 2x lower branches to allow more light to the garden
and to give adequate clearance from the house. T2 - Sycamore - Remove 3x lower branches to allow more
light to the garden and to give adequate clearance from the house. T3 - Sycamore - Remove 2x lower
branches to allow more light to the garden and to give adequate clearance from the house.| Site address:
1 The Lawns Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6BA | (Deadline to comment 17 April 2025) No objection from
email.

No objection.

Planning Applications:

25/00808/PRIOR | Proposal: Erection of a grain store for the storage and separation of various crops |
Site address: Land Adjacent To Garden Centre Cambridge Road Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6RB |
Related to previous refused application 25/00025/PRIOR — MPC comment: Support no comment

Approved by Greater Cambridge Planning prior to meeting, decision noted.

25/00812/FUL | Proposal: Flat roof extension, construction of covered smoking area and raised deck with
covered pergola to rear garden. | Site address: 105 High Street Melbourn Cambridgeshire SG8 6AP (The
Dolphin) | (Deadline to comment: 9 April 2025)

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by Clir Clark, seconded by ClIr Barnes. All in favour.

25/01058/FUL | Proposal: Conversion of existing Double Garage into Accommodation including Side
Extension and additions to Fenstration. To enable the Applicants Son to be living on site and to be on hand
for the Applicants potential changes in care needs.| Site address: 8 Water Lane Melbourn Cambridgeshire
| (Deadline to comment: 11 April 2025)

Related to previous application 24/03105/FUL — MPC comment: Support no comment

It was RESOLVED to support no comment.
Proposed by CliIr Kilmurray, seconded by Clir Barnes. All in favour.

Land transfer

Consider actions for progressing Greengage Rise land transfer.

It was noted that the plans provided for consideration do not reflect previous plans received. ACTION:
Office to investigate change in land offer and confirm to Full Council.

Update on transfer of LEAP, LAP and residential open space land from Hopkins Homes.

It was noted that the initial report from inspections has been presented to Hopkins Homes. A follow-up
meeting will be held on site to confirm actions.

To note the date of next meeting as Tuesday 6 May 2025 at 8pm.
The date of the next meeting was noted as Tuesday 6 May 2025.
Meeting closed 20:23
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Abi Williams

From: _@hopkinshomes.co.uk>

Sent: 07 April 2025 22:27

To: Abi Williams

Cc: James Fisher

Subject: New Road, Melbourn - S106 Obligation Adoption of LEAP, LAP and Residential
Open Space

Attachments: 11191-H&S - Land east of New Road Melbourn.pdf; Certificate Of Actual

Completion -LEAP_POS- (Stg2_Handover)_S.2791.14.0L.doc

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Hi Abi

Thanks for sharing your report for the review of the internal residential pockets at Melbourn.

Appreciate your colleagues may have queries regarding what incidental pockets the Parish had agreed to
adopt post completion and totally agree a wander to discuss/clarify would be beneficial, we are more than
happy to come over at your earliest convenience. The areas for adoption by Melbourn Parish Council are as
per the conveyance plan provided.

There are a number of areas of open space that have highway crates to be adopted by Cambridgeshire County
Council that we have omitted from our proposed red line conveyance plan. James Fisher from Greater Cambs
agreed previously that as these areas were not part of the transfer they should be omitted. Any agreement the
PC reach with CCC regarding maintenance is not related to the S106 transfer and proposed commuted sum of
the LEAP and LAP.

| forwarded your report through to our landscape contractor for initial comment:-

e The grass areas that are being questioned , the seed mix is a EL1 flowering lawn as approved, this mix
is 80/20 ratio wildflower mix, it’s a slow growing mix so generally you will get an element of weed
growth in the areas, this is just a naturel element of the areas.

e Thereportwas carried out in March , we have only just started mowing the areas for the season again,
with regular maintenance this will encourage growth and health in the areas and will improve as the
season goes and mow the weeds out, no lawn areas look great over winter, this type of mix is generally
cut regularly up to mid-end June then left for 6-8 weeks to flower , then resume cutting until early
winter.

e The gate onthe play area has been repaired, as has the swing.

e We will review trees in the coming weeks, all were fine at the autumn survey.

e Hedge planting or climbers up fencing tends to delineate plot ownership.

For my part, | can confirm we have a Kompan guarantee for the play area equipment that is transferrable. |
have arranged play area inspections annually and our consultant was intending visiting this week for this year’s
inspection. Once in receipt, happy to share.

You mention concern regarding the “established mature trees on the LEAP”, at your earlier request, we
commissioned a tree survey and the September 2024 report is attached, all was well subject to
recommendation of severing of ivy which our landscape consultants undertook. Our commuted sum
proposal gives due regard to a cost for an annual tree survey.

The Landscape Officer at Greater Cambs DC was happy to issue a Certificate of Completion for the areas in
question follow a visit last year, copy attached.



More than happy to come over for a further inspection to finalise matters, please can you suggest a few dates
to finalise availability for all?

Kind regards

Planning Coordinator

Tel: 01284 337092 | hopkinshomes.co.uk

HOMES ™

¥a:

SOME BUILDENS FEDERATION

Hopkins Homes Ltd
Registered in England and Wales No. 02875798
Registered Office: Blenheim House, Newmarket Road, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk IP33 3SB

From: Abi Williams <parishclerk@melbournparishcouncil.gov.uk>
Sent: 01 April 2025 10:46
To: @hopkinshomes.co.uk>

Cc: @greatercambridgeplanning.org>

Subject: RE: New Road, Melbourn - S106 Obligation Adoption of LEAP, LAP and Residential Open Space

*External Email* Please do not click links or open attachments unless you trust the sender and know the content is safe. If in
doubt, contact the IT Service Desk.

Good morning |

We are making progress on the land review in Melbourn and | wanted to share with you the attached report.

| have tried to stick to the original marking of the pockets as you referenced in previous communications. You will see
there are a number of questions about the different parcels, these will need to be addressed before we can move on.
Some of the parcels of land are different shapes on the ground compared to the plan and others are not included. We
would need confirmation of who is looking after the other parcels of land around the estate to ensure all parties are
aware of their responsibilities.

Please review the attached and let me know when you might be able to arrange a site visit to discuss.

Many thanks

Abi



Supporting Documents

* Haydens - tree report
* Certificate of completion
* Playground inspection report



HAYDEN'S ‘\\,’.

TREE SURVEY - HEALTH & SAFETY

Proj. No

11191 Land to the East of New Road, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire, SG8 6BX

Client: Hopkins Homes Ltd.

Date of Report: 05/09/2024




Contact Details

Client — Hopkins Homes Ltd.

Address

Contact

Melton Park House I

Melton
Woodbridge
Suffolk

IP12 1TJ

Tel:
E-mail:

I
I @ hopkinshomes.co.uk

Local Planning Authority — South Cambridgeshire District Council

Address

South Cambridgeshire Hall | NG

Cambourne Business Park
Cambourne

Cambs

CB3 6EA

Tree Officer

Tel:
E-mail:

01954 713405
planning.trees@scambs.gov.uk

Arboricultural Consultant — Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited

Address

Report Author:

5 Moseley’s Farm [

Business Centre
Fornham All Saints
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk

IP28 6JY

Tel:
E-mail:

01284 765391
info@treesurveys.co.uk

11191/AT/BM

Survey Date: 27/08/2024 ‘
&g

© 2024 Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited
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Introduction

Terms of Reference

Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited has been commissioned by
Hopkins Homes Ltd. to prepare a Tree Survey for the trees at Land to the East
of New Road, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire, SG8 6BX.

In accordance with instructions from Hopkins Homes Ltd., this report provides
a detailed health and safety audit of all the relevant trees at the site.

The site survey was carried out on the 27" August 2024. The relevant
qualitative tree data was recorded in order to assess the condition of the
existing trees, in relation to their existing environment and the risk they pose to
persons and property in the immediate vicinity.

Information is given on condition, age, size and indicative positioning of the
trees in line with the Visual Tree Assessment (VTA) method as developed by
Mattheck and Breloer (1994).

Scope of Works

The trees were inspected from ground level with no climbing inspections
undertaken. 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.

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. Such points are clearly identified
within the body of the report.

An intrinsic part of tree inspection is the assessment of risk associated with
trees in close proximity to 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, 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 the management of the trees will be guided by the
cost-benefit analysis (in terms of amenity), of the tree work that would remove
all the risk of tree related damage.

Documentation

The following documentation was provided prior to the commencement of the
production of this report;

e Email of instruction from Sharon Levell dated 215 August 2024
e Definition of site boundary

11191/AT/BM Survey Date: 27/08/2024 ‘
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The Site

Site Description

The site is publicly accessible land located east of New Road and west of
Hyacinth Drive, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire, SG8 6BX.

Soils

The soils type commonly associated with this site are freely draining lime-rich
loams. They are of moderate fertility and mainly support herb-rich chalk and
limestone pastures, and lime-rich deciduous woodland type habitats. This soil
type constitutes approximately 3.7% the total English land mass.

The data given was obtained from a desk top study which provides indications
of likely soil types. By definition, 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.

Statutory Tree Protection
Tree Preservation Order(s)

The local planning authority South Cambridgeshire District Council have
deemed it appropriate to provide statutory protection to trees on and/or
neighbouring this site through the serving of a Tree Preservation Order (TPO),
Ref no TPO 0001 (2013). The effect of this on the owners, managers or any
persons wishing to undertake work on preserved trees is to require them to
obtain written permission from South Cambridgeshire District Council prior to
actioning any surgery or felling etc. The purpose of this process is to try to
ensure that the works are appropriate, proportionate, and in keeping with the
long-term aims of the TPO (as expressed in the original TPO statement) but,
given that trees are living organisms, and the locality within which they are set is
liable to change, it is often the case that local planning authority decisions
relating to TPO applications require regular review to reflect the current situation
rather than the historical perspective of the original date of protection.

There are certain circumstances where written permission from the local
planning authority may not be necessary before undertaking works. These
include;

- Making a tree safe if it is an imminent threat to people or property.
- Removing dead wood, or a dead tree.

Owners, managers or any persons wishing to undertake work as an exemption
to the written permission process are required to provide the local planning
authority with 5 days’ notice prior to attending to a tree which they deem as
being dead or dangerous; unless such works are required in an emergency. It is
the tree owner’s responsibility to provide proof that the tree was indeed dead or
dangerous should this exception be challenged; hence, it is advisable always to
request an inspection by the Local Planning Authority prior to carrying out such
operations. Furthermore, and even in the event of an emergency situation, there
is still a duty to notify the local planning authority that work has been completed
including supplying an explanation of the necessity. Failure to comply with the
requirements of TPO legislation can lead to a maximum fine of up to £20,000
per tree in the Magistrates Court. Fines in the Crown Court are unlimited.

11191/AT/BM Survey Date: 27/08/2024 ‘
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This information was sourced using the Local Planning Authority’s Online
Mapping System (as instructed by them) and to our best knowledge was current
and accurate at the time the information was accessed. We would advise it
prudent that before any tree work commences, this is checked directly with the
Local Planning Authority to confirm that their online mapping system is
definitive.

Tree Survey

Each tree on site has been surveyed in sufficient detail to meet the needs of the
health and safety audit.

This complies with the methodology devised and practiced by Hayden's
Arboricultural Consultants on behalf of public and private sectors, and in
accordance with the principles laid out in the National Tree Safety Group’s
Common Sense Risk Management of Trees (2011), conducting detailed
inspections of all trees within the surveyable area. The abiding values to which
this methodology adheres is one of concentrating resources on areas of
greatest risk and highest priority.

In accordance with items 3.1 and 3.2 a total of three individual trees have been
identified.

A topographical survey was provided which showed the position of the trees on
site. It should be noted however that topographical surveys are not always
comprehensive and sometimes it is considered appropriate to record details of
trees and landscape features omitted from or beyond the scope of the plan. If
this circumstance occurs, the location of the individual tree or landscape feature
is estimated.

Over and above the general and prudent recommendation that all trees are
inspected on an annual basis, the following items have been identified as
requiring enhanced monitoring to assess any changes in faults and weaknesses
etc as detailed in the Schedule of Trees:

| T001 | Monitor annually (Bacterial Bleeding Canker). |

Details of all proposed tree works together with priorities are given on the
attached Schedule of Trees and Schedule of Works.
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In order to consider the long-term amenity benefits of the trees at this location,
an assessment has been made of the Safe Useful Life Expectancy (SULE) of
each tree or landscape feature (to be managed as a unit). This is an estimate
based on the visual evidence at the time of inspection, combined with
knowledge of the growth habits and characteristics of the species involved, and
moderated by any localised site conditions. Clearly this must be treated only as
a guide because trees are living organisms which react to macro and micro
changes to their environment. Nonetheless, this information can be useful in
targeting limited resources to the portions of the site predicted to suffer the
earliest degradation. A summary of the SULE of the trees and landscape
features at the site is as follows:

Safe & useful life expectancy TOO3
between 20 & 40 years

Safe & useful life expectancy T0O1, TOO5

between 10 & 20 years

Given the dynamic nature of trees and their environment, the condition of the
trees could alter at any time.

Tree Works

All tree works should be carried out in line with British Standard 3998:2010 —
“British Standard Recommendations for Tree Works”.

If the trees proposed for work are included in any statutory protection detailed at
item 2.3 (and other than for specified exceptions) no intervention will take place
until written permission has been obtained from the relevant authority.

The trees inspected and detailed within this report have been selected for
inclusion due to their influence on the site. Where works have been
recommended to 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.

Conclusions

Given all of the above it is considered that the trees discussed within this report
are attractive and important visual amenities which provide a variety of benefits
including individual aesthetic quality, screening and wildlife habitat. The trees
are located within an area of public access and therefore have the potential to
cause a serious incident if they suffer sudden or catastrophic structural failure.

Three individual trees have been plotted. Of these, a number of specimens
have been identified as requiring surgery or enhanced monitoring.

The proposed works have been prioritised based on the situation, type and
scale of the problem, and the perceived risk of harm/failure. Inevitably, this is a
subjective matter, but is based on an amalgamation of knowledge and
experience.
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6.1

6.2

6.3

Recommendations

As can be seen from the above, a variety of tree surgery and maintenance
operations have been identified. These have been prioritised and fully detailed.
It is recommended that these works be actioned according to the proposed
timescales.

Routine annual inspections should be undertaken to ensure the trees are
maintained in as safe a condition as practically possible given the balance
between the wildlife habitats, historic importance, landscape value and personal
safety. Some trees require enhanced monitoring to ensure their safe retention
as detailed at item 3.5 above.

The tree surgery works proposed as part of the Survey are recommended to
mitigate any identified health and safety problems, to promote longevity in
retained trees, and to consider long-term landscaping implications. 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 its production. 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 is not made available or is 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 limitations placed on the
recommendations by the sources quoted in this report. Where sources are limited by
time constraints or the client, this may lead to an incomplete quantification of the risk.

September2024...................i
For and on Behalf of Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Limited
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Appendix A - Species List & Tree Problems

Species List:

Horse Chestnut
Sycamore

Tree Problems:

Aesculus hippocastanum
Acer pseudoplatanus

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

Name: Cameria ohridella (Horse Chestnut Leaf Miner)

Symptoms/damage
type and cause:

The adult moth lays eggs on the underside of Horse Chestnut and
occasionally Sycamore leaves. The eggs hatch into larva that burrow
into the leaf and proceed to hollow out (or mine) the middle of the leaf
between the upper and lower cuticles (skin like layers). This mining
causes the leaf to appear translucent and, in characteristic heavy
infestations, the tree is disfigured by being almost defoliated from mid to
late summer onwards. The mines can merge and reduce photosynthetic
rates causing the leaf to dry then fall. The larvae survive through the
winter in fallen leaves. They are in a dormant (diapause) state and
emerge as adults in the spring to re-start the infestation process.

Consequence: Although this damage appears devastating, European studies of trees
that have been defoliated for several successive years found no long-
term impact on tree vitality.

Control: No effective control measures are currently available beyond raking up

and destroying all fallen leaves. Research is being carried out into the
possible introduction of a wasp that parasitizes the moth but this is at an
early stage.

Species affected:

Images:

Aesculus hippocastanum.

11191/AT/BM
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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: Guignardia aesculi (Guignardia Leaf Blotch) also Phyllosticta paviae

Symptoms/damage
type and cause:

Irregular brown blotches with yellow halos appear on leaves from July
onwards. Although considered unsightly the damage occurs after most
the growth has taken place so has little effect on the general health of
the tree. Severely infected leaves can fall prematurely after rolling up.

Consequence: This disease is becoming increasingly more common in Britain. There
may be some premature leaf fall but there is usually little harm to the
tree. Affects aesthetic quality more than being detrimental to the
vitality of the tree.

Control: No treatment is necessary.

Species affected:

Images:

Aesculus hippocastanum.
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Name: Hedera helix (lvy)

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. vy 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: Pseudomonas syringae pv. Aesculi (Bacterial Bleeding Canker of Horse Chestnut)

Symptoms/damage
type and cause:

Trees with early symptoms show scattered drops of rusty-red, yellow-
brown or almost black lesions from which gummy liquid oozes from
small or large patches of dying bark on the stems or branches. As the
disease progresses, and particularly if a tree has multiple bleeding
cankers, the areas of dead phloem and cambium underneath the
bleeding areas may coalesce and extend until they encircle the entire
trunk or branch. Cankering lesions can cause the trunk to be girdled in
some cases and result in death.

Consequence: In advanced cases crown symptoms become visible, typically
consisting of yellowing of foliage, premature leaf drop and eventually,
crown death.

Control: There is currently no proven means of control, pruning away affected

tissues may slow the spread of the infection. Some trees can survive
for many years with the disease and may show signs of recovery,
monitoring is recommended in these cases. Tools should be sterilized
to reduce the risk if spread between trees.

Species affected:

Mainly affects Aesculus hippocastanum and Asculus x carnea

Images:

although can affect other trees species.
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TREE SCHEDULE H&S Land to the East of New Road, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire Surveyed By: N Date: 27/08/2024

Managed By:

TreeNo Species DBH Height Age Crown Spread Problems / Comments Work Required
Onsite  Crown Base SULE

Priority

T001  Horse Chestnut 1050 22 M N11, E11, S10, W10 Aug 2024: Tree exhibits strong presence with full crown. Bark still shows Monitor annually (Bacterial Bleeding
the black stains of Bacterial Bleeding Canker although the staining low on Canker).

the stem appears inactive. There is more active staining at approx. 2.5

metres towards the road. Multi-stemmed form. One long branch on the

south-east aspect has snapped in the past but the wound is too high up

and not readily visible to confirm the cause of the failure although there

may have been a fault on its top side where the growth transitions to

horizontal. Leaf Miner and Guignardia present throughout the crown but

less advanced than might be expected for the end of August. Crown

extends over road. Overall a tree with a wide crown but no new defects.

Yes 05 <10 years

Aug 2018: Specimen continues to display significant Bleeding Canker
and canopy is also affected by actions of Leaf Miner Moth. However, no
sign of significantly reduced vigour at present. Stem is partially obscured
by Ivy.

May 2014: Mature specimen featuring Bacterial Bleeding Canker which is
present throughout the stem. Due to the dense undergrowth and Ivy at
the base of the stem a full visual assessment of the root area and the
base was not possible. Specimen features a snapped branch which is
still attached with the end of the branch resting on the ground, Bleeding
Canker is present throughout this limb. Southem aspect of the canopy
overhangs the adjacent road.

T003 Sycamore 700 21 M N9.5, E11, S10, W8 Aug 2024: Stem base remains inaccessible. Multi-stemmed form. Tight  Remove accumulated vegetation from
unions. Lowest elements of the crown are asymmetric where branches around stem base to ensure future access

Yes 05 20+ years on the north-west aspect have been removed likely where they cross the for inspection.

boundary. vy has been recently severed on the stems. Crown is better
developed and extends more on the east to south aspects. Major and
minor deadwood within the crown. No visible causal agents for the
deadwood at time of inspection.

Aug 2018: No change.

May 2014: Multi-stemmed mature specimen. Due to the dense ground
cover access to the base of the stem was not possible therefore some
dimensions are estimates. The canopy features a dense Ivy covering
hampering visual assessment. Major deadwood is present within the
centre of the crown however this is due to lack of light within the crown
and not an indicator of a problem.




TreeNo Species DBH Height Age Crown Spread Problems / Comments Work Required Priority
Onsite  Crown Base SULE

T005 Horse Chestnut 760 16 EM N6, ES, S8, W5  Aug 2024: Stem is shrouded with lvy so a full inspection is not possible.  Remove lvy to ensure not masking major 3
Y 35 10+ vears Full and dense crown although Leaf Miner and Guignardia are present in  faults.
es . y the leaves. No obvious visual defects at time of inspection.

Aug 2018: No change.

May 2014: Light Ivy covering. Tight stem unions. Bark wounds at base of
stem. Clematis growing up stem on northern aspect hampering full
assessment.

Hayden’s Arboricultural Consultants Project Number: 11191 Date Printed: 05/09/2024
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SCHEDULE OF WORK

Surveyed By:
Land to the East of New Road, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire

Surveyed: 27/08/2024
Managed By: I

Tree No.| Species Work required Priority

T003 Sycamore Remove accumulated vegetation from around stem base to ensure future access for 3

inspection.

T005 Horse Chestnut Remove vy to ensure not masking major faults.




Schedule of Enhanced Monitoring
Land to the East of New Road, Melbourn, Cambridgeshire

Tree No.

Species

Work required

Surveyed By:
Surveyed: 27/08/2024

Managed By: I
Priority

T001

Horse Chestnut

Monitor annually (Bacterial Bleeding Canker).

3
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Explanatory Notes

Categories

Below is an explanation of the categories used in the attached Tree Survey.

No Identifies the tree on the drawing.

Species Common names are given to aid understanding for the wider audience.

DBH Diameter of main stem in millimetres at 1.5 metres from ground level.

(mm) Where the tree is a multi-stem, the diameter is calculated in accordance with

item 4.6.1 of BS 5837:2012.

Age Recorded as one of seven categories:

Y Young. Recently planted or establishing tree that could be transplanted
without specialist equipment, i.e. less than 150 mm DBH.

S/M Semi-mature. An established tree, but one which has not reached its
prospective ultimate height.

E/M Early-mature. A tree that is reaching its ultimate potential height, whose
growth rate is slowing down but if healthy, will still increase in stem diameter
and crown spread.

M Mature. A mature specimen with limited potential for any significant
increase in size, even if healthy.

O/M Over-mature. A senescent or moribund specimen with a limited safe
useful life expectancy. Possibly also containing sufficient structural defects
with attendant safety and/or duty of care implications.

D Dead.
Height Recorded in metres, measured from the base of the tree.
Crown Base Recorded in metres, the distance from ground and aspect of the lowest

branch material.

Lowest Branch Recorded in metres, the distance from ground and aspect of the emergence
point of the lowest significant branch.

Life Expectancy Relates_ to the prospective life expectancy of the tree and is given as 4
categories:
40 years+,
20 years+;
10 years+;
less than 10 years.

Crown Spread Indicates the radius of the crown from the base of the tree, recorded in
metres, in each of the northern, eastern, southern and western aspects.

Water Demand This gives the water demand of the species of tree when mature, as given in
the NHBC Standards Chapter 4.2 *“Buildin



Visual Amenity

Problems/
Comments

Work Required
(TS)

Priority

Concerns the planning and landscape contribution to the development site
made by the tree, hedge or tree group, in terms of its amenity value and
prominence on the skyline along with functional criteria such as the
screening value, shelter provision and wildlife significance. The usual
definitions are as follows:

Low An inconsequential landscape feature.

Moderate Of some note within the immediate vicinity, but not significant
in the wider context.

High Item of high visual importance.

May include general comments about growth characteristic, how it is
affected by other trees and any previous surgery work; also, specific
problems such as deadwood, pests, diseases, broken limbs, etc.

Identifies the necessary tree work to mitigate anticipated problems and deal
withexistngpr obl ems i dentified in the “Probl e

This gives a priority rating to each tree allowing the client to prioritise
necessary tree works identified within the Tree Survey.

1 Urgent — works required immediately;

2 Works required within 6 months;

3 Works required within 1 year;

4 Re-inspect in 12 months,



Terms and Definitions

Arboriculturalist

Competent Person

Services

Stem

Structure

Veteran Tree

Person who has, through relevant education, training and
experience, gained expertise in the field of trees in relation to
construction.

Person who has training and experience relevant to the
matter being addressed and an understanding of the
requirements of the particular task being approached. NOTE -
a competent person is expected to be able to advise on the
best means by which the recommendations of this British
Standard may be implemented.

Any above or below ground structure or apparatus required
for utility provision.

NOTE - examples include drainage, gas supplies, ground
source heat pumps, CCTV and satellite communications.

Principal above ground structural component(s) of a tree that
supports its branches.

Manufactured object, such as a building, carriageway, path,
wall, service run, and built or excavated earthwork.

Tree that, by recognized criteria, shows features of biological,
cultural or aesthetic value that are characteristic of, but not
exclusive to, individuals surviving beyond the typical age
range for the species concerned.

NOTE - these characteristics might typically include a large
girth, signs of crown retrenchment and hollowing of the stem.
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® 1of2

Tree Presemvation Orders (Areas)

CBJECTID 4734

REFVAL TPO 0001 (2013)
DATE CREATED  10/711/2021, 5:52 pm
DATE MODIFIED 101172021, 5:52 pm

CASENO ROTL1IDXOF100

TPTREECAT T

CATNOS 1

TREETYPE HORSC

THUM

LABEL LR

TPSTATUS REC

DESCRIPTION  MELBOURN Land off New Road and behind Fordham Way
ADDRESS Melbourn Royston Cambrdgeshire 5G8 6D
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European Protected Species and woodland operations. (V4)

Complete all sections of the Checklist

é . ™ 4 : ™
Checklist Details
Are you within, or close to, the known mapped range of any of the protected species YES Mame of Wood:
1 OTHER THAN BATS which are potentially everywhere? Tick any that apply.
See distribution maps in the Good Practice Guidance for each species - NO
E Dormice
Otters f
E e Grid Reference:
Sand lizards
2 Does your wood contain any of the following habitats? Tick any that apply. YES Area: (ha)
O oid trees with holes and crevices which might be used bats NO | | | | u | |
O Species rich scrublcoppice, early growth stage plantations and forest interfaces
O Rivers on which otters might be found
[0 Ponds which might be occupied by great crested newts
[m] s s ot i ik Date of Assessment:
Have any of the protected species been recorded in this wood or on adjoining sites? YES I | " I " | I | |
3 Tick any that apply.
Indicate which sources of information you have checked: NO MName of Assessor
[0 Hational Biodiversity Network (www nbn.org uk)
[ Local Biological Records Centre
[0 Local Wildlife Trust
O other
Specify Other:
Have your inspections or any expert surveys found any of the following signs or YES
4 evidence? Tick any that apply.
NO
O Signs (e.g. otter spraint, nuts gnawed by dormice, leaves folded by newis)
O sightings (or echo-location)
[0 Potential breeding or roosting sites (e.g. veteran trees, old trees with crevices,
riverside hollow frees, ponds, imber stacks, large fallen deadwood)
[0 confirmed breeding or roosting sites (i.e. evidence of sites actually being used)
Details:
If you have answered NO to ALL of the above then only bats need to be
CHECK considered in your operations.
POINT :
If you have answered YES to any of the above then the species concerned
must be considered as well as bats. { Notes )

Do the operations comply with Good Practice for bats and any other species found
{or likely to be found in your wood) or can the operations be modified to do s0?
Details: Use reverse of form fo expand as required:

)

licence is not required but continue to
sections 6 and 7 below

D)

'ou will need to obtain a licence BEFORE
camying out the work (see EPS Licence

\Application Forms and Motes)

Whether or not a licence js required..,
Has the information been communicated to operators (including the location of
breeding sites and sensitive areas)? Tick any that apply.

O incduded in documentation (e.g. contract, letter of instruction, site assessment or
other management plan)
O shownto operators andfor their supervisor
O Marked with paint or hazard tape
[0 Shown on the site plan
Other means:

=)

NO

You may commit an offence if you do not
| your operators about the protected
species in your wood.

Have arrangements for supervision been made to ensure Good Practice guidance is
complied with during the operations?
Details:

NO

You may commit an offence if you do not
ke steps to ensure that your operators
comply with the Good Practice guidance.




Appendix G

Hayden’s Drawing



Arboricultural Impact Assessments
Arboricultural Method Statements
Tree Constraints Plans

Arboricultural Feasibility Studies
Shade Analysis

Picus Tomography

Arboricultural Consultancy for Local Planning Authority
Quantified Tree Risk Assessment
Health & Safety Audits for Tree Stocks
Tree Stock Survey and Management
Mortgage and Insurance Reports
Subsidence Reports

Woodland Management Plans

Project Management

Ecological Surveys

Telephone
01284 765391

Email
info@treesurveys.co.uk

Website

. Www.treesurveys.co.uk




Certificate of Actual Completion

Development Site: Kingley Grove, Melbourn
Section 106 Agreement: 21 July 2016
Planning Permission: S/2791/14/0OL

Brief Description

Two areas of the site are ready for handover (s106 agreement):
Area 1: LEAP
Area 2: On Site Public Open Space

$106 Obligation

To properly and fully lay out and made available for use by the
residents for the LEAP and On Site Public Open Space in
accordance with the approved plans and to maintain these areas for
a minimum period of 12 months.

Schedule/Part/Para

Schedule 2 Part Il Paragraphs 1.3 & 1.4

Party responsible

Hopkins Homes

Approved documents

General Arrangement and Plant Schedule (LA3241_100_Revl)
Soft Landscape Proposals 1- 5 (LA3241_101_RevF, 102_RevF,
103_RevG, 104_RevB, 105 _RevH)

Play Area Plan (LA3241_108_RevC)

Landscape Masterplan (LA3241_001 Rev C)

Date of Site Visit

07 June 2024

Date obligation satisfied

07 June 2024

Comments

Hopkins Homes to maintain the LEAP and On Site Public Open
Space until handover to Melbourn Parish Council is legally
completed.

Certificate issued

09 July 2024

Hopkins Homes have requested for SCDC to inspect the LEAP and On Site Public Open Space to
confirm all works have been completed to the Council’s reasonable satisfaction and to issue a

Certificate of Actual Completion.

This certificate is issued following evidence submitted to SCDC Landscape Architect on 7 May
2024 advising that play area gate has been fixed and dead trees have been replaced. The
Landscape Officer also followed up with a quick site visit on 7 June 2024. The LEAP and On Site
Public Open Space have been maintained for a minimum period of 12 months. SCDC request that
Hopkins Homes continue to maintain the LEAP and On Site Public Open Space until transfer to
Melbourn Parish Council is complete.

South Cambridgeshire District Council confirms the s106 obligation detailed above has been
carried out as per the approved documents referenced above and that the obligation has been
fulfilled in full and no further works (other than those detailed above) is required to be carried out.




Signed:

Dated: - 09/07/2024



PLAY AREA SAFETY INSPECTION REPORT
Annual Inspection

For
Hopkins Homes Ltd

On 7th April 2025

Play Area, Poppy Crescent, Off New Road, Melbourn

ST
st iee

An independent safety assessment of the playground and equipment by
David Bracey ILAM Dip.
David Bracey Play Safety Inspections
35 Chestnut Avenue, Lowestoft, Suffolk NR32 3JA
01502 217547 / 07500043756

playinspectionsdmb@agmail.com
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l Reglsier of Play
speciors Infernailonal

David Bracey has been inspecting since 2004, several thousands of sites
have been successfully inspected. David has thirty years previous
experience in Local Government working in Parks, Playground, Leisure
and Environmental Management. He was a Play Inspector for Rospa
between 2004 -11, and now concentrates working for his own company.

The company provide convenient and timely inspections undertaken by a
Fully Independent Inspector, which guarantees a sensible approach and
impartial report with no personal interest other than the safety of the
facility. No links to any manufacturer or installer means a Fully
Independent Inspection is given.

David Bracey is qualified to Rpii Annual Inspector Standard, which is the
highest level. He has passed a Criminal Disclosure Check and holds Full
Professional Indemnity and Public Liability Insurance.
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The following forms an integral part of the

inspection report
Reading it may save you unnecessary expenditure

1.  The equipment has been assessed, as relevant, in accordance
with BS EN 1176: "Playground Equipment”, BS EN 15312 (Sports
Areas) and BS EN 14974 (Wheeled Sports) and BS EN 16630
(Outdoor Gym Equipment).
The BS EN1176 was published on 1 January 1999 when existing
standards were withdrawn. There are a number of areas where
existing equipment may fail the standard. This does not mean
that equipment has suddenly become dangerous or that
remedial action is required. Generally equipment that fails BS
EN 1176 but passed the previous standard BS 5696 at time of
installation should be considered safe (excluding any
maintenance issues).
Where there is a compliance failure, this is briefly noted and a risk
assessment made of the failure. Where we believe action is
required this is indicated in more detail and identified as a
medium or high risk. (See paragraph 13). Where no action is
indicated, in our opinion there is no practical economic action that
can be taken and the risks do not justify removal of the item.
Low risk items should be corrected if possible or monitored if
it is recommended in the report and if accidents occur,
remedial action will be required (There is no such thing as NO
risk).
Standard compliance is not mandatory or retrospective.

2.  The inspections cover:

Site safety
Suitability and conditions of ancillary items
Standard compliance, suitability and condition of equipment
Dimensional compliance, suitability and condition of surfacing
The report indicates the condition of the play area at the time of
inspection. Subsequent events such as weather conditions, usage,
or vandalism etc. may affect the condition of the play area. Routine
inspections should be undertaken by the operator to monitor the
effects of these.

3.  Standard assessment is undertaken where appraisal may be made
without dismantling or destruction.

4.  The inspections are non-dismantling inspections. Where it is felt
that removal of parts for assessment is required, this will be
indicated. (See paragraph 13). It is not possible to check for
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internal corrosion/rot without dismantling the equipment.

5.  Surfacing has been assessed solely in terms of the area covered
and its condition or security.

6.  Where there is open water within easy walking distance of the play
area it is recommended that a water safety report be
commissioned (David Bracey Play Safety Inspections can
undertake this).

7.  Where there are trees within falling distance of the play area it is
recommended that a report on the integrity of the tree is obtained
from a competent arboricultural expert (see www.trees.org.uk for
list of qualified consultants). It is also recommended that
arrangements should be in place to close the play area in times of
high winds.

8.  Where no protective surface is provided with items which have a
fall height in excess of 600mm, the installation of a protective
surface should be considered. Such surfacing is not mandatory but
does represent good practice. It should be noted that BS EN 1176
and BS EN 1177 allow well-maintained grass for fall heights of up
to 1500mm.

9.  Surfacing up to a fall height of 600mm does not require testing for
impact absorbency.

10. In addition to inspecting the equipment and surfacing, the
inspection also looked at ancillary items and general design
features where relevant to safety.

11. Wear to shackle pins and bushes on swings is difficult to detect on
non-dismantling inspections. Checks are made to identify
excessive movement in the * D’ shack
obvious. Whilst this action can often identify serious defects it
does not preclude the possibility of shackle pin failure in rare
circumstances. It is recommended that random inspection by
removal of the ‘D’ shackl e and pin
mai ntenance feature in the site own
12. It should be noted that this is a safety report, not a standard
compliance report, and compliance/non compliance with EN1176
is normally indicated. However failures may not be mentioned
where they are very minor, or of a technical nature, and have no
noticeable effect on safety.
13. Arrisk assessment of faults and Standard failures is given in terms
of low, medium and high. As a general principal items marked
as “low” wusually only require moni-t
work can be carried out as part of the sites general
maintenance programme.| t ems mar ked as

medi ur
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appropriate action within resources and individual site
assessment.ltems mar ked as “high” rednuire u
rare cases where an item is likely to result in major injury or death,
the operator or appropriate representative will be notified from the
site by telephone. This will be indicated on the report.
14. There can be problems with assessing ground decay where
synthetic surfaces have been installed. Similar problems may
occur with sub-surface degradation. While care is taken to check
ground decay and corrosion in supports, this cannot be done fully
without removal and destruction of the surface.
15. In order to provide economic reports, standard wording is used for
most common standard/maintenance failures. The inspector also
works using previous year’'s reports
This may mean that where there have been few changes to the
site, the current report may be sim
report.
16. The Equality Act 2010 (which superseded the Disability
Discrimination Act) applies to play areas. There is a duty, where
practicable, to make reasonable provision for equal opportunities
for disabled people. David Bracey Play Safety Inspections can
advise on this, and can undertake a Equality Act Assessment of
play areas.
17. The Management of Health and Safety Regulations require a risk
assessment of the play area for risks to users. This is a highly
specialised subject. A risk assessment is included in the report,
although it is normally recommended that such formal risk
assessments be undertaken by operator every 4-5 years.
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The Register of Play Inspectors International (RPII) is the official UK body for accrediting and certificating
play inspectors.

Inspection Scope for RPIl Annual Inspectors
PLEASE READ ALL OF THIS IMPORTANT INFORMATION

This document outlines the RPII scope for inspections undertaken by the
Inspectors listed as Annual Inspectors on the RPII Register of Inspectors
when undertaking Indoor Annual, Outdoor Annual, Outdoor Operational
and Outdoor Routine inspections.

Inspections are undertaken with reference to the standards listed in this
preamble only; where no date for the standard is given it will be the
standard that is current at the time of inspection except where overlap
periods are granted by the standards committee when standards are
updated. The information contained in reports is provided to assist the
owner/operator in fulfilling their responsibilities as detailed in the relevant
standard. Other standards referenced within the listed standards do not
form part of the inspection, unless they are also explicitly listed here.

The following standards are relevant to all installations of equipment that
are publicly accessible to users; this includes public parks, pay and play
parks, schools, nurseries, public houses, holiday parks, indoor play
centres, farm parks etc. All equipment used or employed in publicly
accessible areas should meet with the requirements of the relevant
standards (listed below):

BS EN 1176 Parts 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 10 & 11 Playground equipment
intended for permanent installation outdoors & indoors.

BSEN1l176 Part7-° Gui dance on I nstall at:i
Mai ntenance and Operation’ (this

owners/operators of the facility on the installation, inspection,
maintenance and operation of playground equipment, excluding
ancillary items).
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In the United Kingdom the National Foreword forms an important part to

the understanding and implementation of the recommendations set out

in this document. It clarifies the application of the document within the

UK as best practice guidance, as the document has been used since its
initial publication. Therefore, in the UK this standard (BS EN 1176 — Part

7) contains no requirements and needs to be read and implemented as
gui dance, with the use of the term
recommendation,asint he term ‘shoul d’

st

Domestic play equipment falls outside of the scope of BS EN 1176 and
has its own standards (BS EN 71 series — Safety of Toys). Where
domestic equipment can be identified this will be acknowledged in the
report but any comments concerning compliance will follow the
requirements and recommendations of BS EN 1176.

When water play items, including spray parks, are inspected any
comments concerning compliance within the inspection will refer to EN
1176. We have not assessed these against the requirements of EN
17232 (Water play equipment and features).

Other equipment that is not clearly identified as unsupervised or
domestic (natural play, self-build equipment etc.) will be assessed for
compliance with the relevant standard listed below:

BS EN 15312 Free access multi-sports equipment

BS EN 14974 Skateparks

BS EN 16630 Permanently installed outdoor fitness equipment
BS EN 16899 Parkour equipment (plus RPII/API guidance notes)

Annual and Post Installation inspections will take into consideration
compliance with these current standards, and defects related to wear
and vandalism. Items not listed in the report have not been included in
the inspection. The inspection will cover the playground equipment and
the active area (that area which is obviously part of the playground),
nominally up to three metres around, the fence line if closer, or other
areas as agreed.

Operational inspections only take into consideration defects related to
cleanliness, equipment ground clearances, ground surface finishes,
exposed foundations, sharp edges, missing parts, excessive wear (of
moving parts) structural integrity, wear and vandalism.

Routine visual inspections relate only to the most obvious defects such
as broken or missing parts, litter, vandalism and issues created by

7|Page



severe weather conditions (the intention is to identify hazards created by
storm damage).

All inspections are non-dismantling, non-destructive and do not
include any structural, toxicology or impact assessments defined
in the standard; however, the inspector will undertake a manual
test for stability and if equipment fails under manual load, or any
other hazard is identified as an unacceptable risk, the
owner/operator will be notified as soon as practicably possible.

The inspector will access all reasonably accessible equipment and
will assess all reasonably accessible parts above the standing
surface. Where it is not possible to access parts of the equipment
without employing an alternative means of access the report will
record the action required by the owner/operator to ensure the
continued safe use of the equipment.

Ancill ary equipment will be assessed
and experience of the standards named in this document. (Note:

Ancillary items are not included in the specific equipment-type parts of

the EN 1176 series; hence they are not assessed for compliance with

EN 1176 series and are subject to a general safety assessment).

The owner/operator is responsible for the overall safety of the equipment
and area.

The inspector will not undertake any of the following works unless
specifically agreed in writing at the time of order:

Checking the depth and underlying structural integrity of any
surface areas and/or carrying out any testing of the impact
attenuating properties of any surfaces; the identification of
any corrosion, rot or other deterioration in any apparatus or
equipment other than by an external inspection; the
inspection of any equipment (or part thereof) that is beneath
the playing surface (loose-fill materials may be moved to
expose foundations); tightening any bolts, hinges or other
fixing devices on any apparatus or equipment; assessing or
inspecting any electrical installations contained on any site
and/or apparatus and/or equipment; assessing or inspecting
any water supplies and/or water features and/or any
associated computerised systems (including carrying out any
programming); where planting or trees are mentioned in the
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report no assessments of toxicity, suitability or condition are
undertaken — the owner/operator should have suitable
inspections provided by a competent person.

The owner/ operator should have a ‘desi
the manufacturer/designer of the area for the equipment and location in
which the facility is installed.

The operator is responsible for managing risks of their provision and is
required by |l aw to carry out a ‘“suitat
risks associated with a site or activity. This inspection shall be

considered as contributing to the operator's discharge of this

responsibility.

The details contained within the report are a snapshot of the
condition at the time of inspection only and subsequent events
may affect the condition of the facility. Suggested remedial actions
are based on the knowledge and experience of the inspector and/or
that of the inspection company. The owner/operator should always
seek the advice of the manufacturer or a competent person when
undertaking repairs and/or modifications to equipment.

Table 1

The operator is responsible for following the guidance of the relevant
standards. The standards give guidance on the installation, inspection,
maintenance and operation of the various types of facilities. The
inspection guidance is listed in Table 1, with an indication of which parts
will be included in an RPII Annual or Post-Installation Inspection. The
relevant standards also contain additional parts which the operator
should follow.

RPII Annual/
Inspection Recommendations of relevant standards Annual Post
Refer to relevant standards for full text Main Installation
Inspection
6.1 d) Overall levels of safety of equipment (see note 1) v v
L [1]
6.1 d) Overall levels of safety of foundations (see note 1) v Vv[1]
6.1 d) Overall levels of safety of playing surfaces (see note 2) v Vv’[2]
6.1 d) Compliance with the relevant parts of the standard and or risk V3]
assessment (see note 3) v
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6.1 d) E ects of weather v v
6.1 d) Presence of rot, decay or corrosion (see note 1) v V(1]
6.1 d) Assessment of repairs made or added or replaced v
components (see note 4) v

6.1 d) Excavation or dismantling/additional measures v x
6.2.1 Assessment of glass reinforced plastics (see note 5) v Vv/[5]
6.2.1 Inspection of one post equipment (see note 1) v V(1]
6.2.4 Undertaking the Operators inspection protocol v x

NB: The clause numbers in table 1 are taken from BS EN 1176 - Part
7:2020. The content is equally applicable to all other relevant standards
listed herein. Playgrounds contain a range of equipment from different
manufacturers and installed over a number of years; operators should
implement any guidance provided by the manufacturer. Item specific
detail is not readily available to RPII Playground Inspectors, whose
report contributes to the operat
detailed in the relevant

[1] A manual test only is undertaken for stability. Wear and instability are
only detectable where readily apparent without dismantling or
destruction and without the use of tools, excavation or specialist
equipment. Rot and corrosion are tested or with a hammer and/or steel
rod. Decay in timber may exist which can only be found with specialist
equipment.

[2] Only the visible condition and dimensional compliance of surface
extent is considered. Neither testing of impact attenuating properties nor
measurement of the thickness of bound surfaces are undertaken on RPI
annual inspections.

or

[3] The inspection assesses compliance where this can be tested on site

using manual methods without dismantling, destruction and without the
use of tools or specialist equipment.

S

(

[ 4] The operator should use manufactur

equivalent. We are unable to verify if such parts have been used, and
any subsequent change in quality or performance.
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[5] Visible glass fibres will be noted in reports. The operator is
responsible for repairs or replacement.
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Name of site: Play Area, Poppy Crecent, off New Road, Melbourn

Client: Hopkins Homes Ltd
Date: 7t April 2025
Inspector: David Bracey

Site Comments

Play area with play equipment for children aged 2-7.
The play area is in good condition and seems well maintained.

Timber Play Equipment

It has been noticed recently by Rpii inspectors, that timber play
equipment in the UK, is increasingly suffering from fungal and rot attack
possibly due to environmental changes such as mild and wet weather
conditions.

Inspectors and clients have seen timber posts snap off, where no
external rot has been detected visually or by resonance testing. This is a
worrying situation.

It is therefore advised that all clients check all wooden play equipment
regularly other than the Annual Inspection. Apart from probing with a thin
blade, to see if water egress is found or softness in the timber, a forceful
push on the timber may be needed to test the soundness of the item.

Site and Ancillary Iltems
The following items have been inspected and found to be in good order:

Access

Minimum Space - equipment
Traffic Clashes - users
Orientation

Age separation

Seats X 6
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General surface — Grass
Planting
Bowtop Fence (1200mm)

Paths — Resin Bound
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Work is required on the following:

N/A
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PLAY EQUIPMENT

Item: Basket Swing (2500mm) - Kompan

T

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

Recommend monitor cracks to timbers, smooth down any splinters when
found, and ensure the cracks do not cross through fixing points of the
structure and/or cause any instability. Replace any timber when 8mm
and more gaps are found if in an area where a user grasps and climbs.
(8mm and above fail the EN1176 finger entrapment probe when in an
area that children grasp and climb.) Cracks let in water which may lead
to rotting of timber (currently up to 9mm diameter cracks are found but
not considered in an area that is grasped). Refer to manufacturers
guarantee in regard to replacement criteria - Low risk.
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Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Climber - Kompan

EN 1176Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

Recommend monitor cracks to timbers, smooth down any splinters when
found, and ensure the cracks do not cross through fixing points of the
structure and/or cause any instability. Replace any timber when 8mm
and more gaps are found if in an area where a user grasps and climbs.
(8mm and above fail the EN1176 finger entrapment probe when in an
area that children grasp and climb.) Cracks let in water which may lead
to rotting of timber (currently up to 5mm diameter cracks are found and
not considered in an area that is grasped). Refer to manufacturers
guarantee in regard to replacement criteria - Low risk.
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Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour
EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended
The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where
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Item: Bridge - Kompan
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EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as nor mal and acoc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Intertwine Beam - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

BEAM - Recommend monitor cracks to timbers, smooth down any
splinters when found, and ensure the cracks do not cross through fixing
points of the structure and/or cause any instability. Replace any timber
when 8mm and more gaps are found if in an area where a user grasps
and climbs. (8mm and above fail the EN1176 finger entrapment probe
when in an area that children grasp and climb.) Cracks let in water which
may lead to rotting of timber (currently up to 5mm diameter cracks are
found and considered not in an area that is grasped). Refer to
manufacturers guarantee in regard to replacement criteria - Low risk.
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Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where
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Item: Step Pods x 4 — Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as nor mal and acoc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Type 3a Rocker - Sprinqgy Log - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as normal and acc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Type 3a Rocker — Seesaw - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as normal and acc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Type B Roundabout - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as nor mal and acoc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: Multiplay - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

Recommend monitor cracks to timbers, smooth down any splinters when
found, and ensure the cracks do not cross through fixing points of the
structure and/or cause any instability. Replace any timber when 8mm
and more gaps are found if in an area where a user grasps and climbs.
(8mm and above fail the EN1176 finger entrapment probe when in an
area that children grasp and climb.) Cracks let in water which may lead
to rotting of timber (currently up to 4mm diameter cracks are found and
not considered in an area which is grasped). Refer to manufacturers
guarantee in regard to replacement criteria - Low risk.
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Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\
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Item: 1 Bay 1 Flat Seat/1 Cradle Seat Swing (2400mm) - Kompan

EN 1176 Compliance

The item meets the requirements of EN1176 where this may be tested
on site without dismantling or destruction.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

No remedial maintenance work is required at this time. Continue to

Il nspect and maintain as normal and acc
instructions where provided.

Surfacing: Bonded Rubber Mulch/Wet Pour

EN 1176 Compliance

The surfacing meets the dimensional requirements of EN 1176.

Repair / Maintenance recommended

The surfacing is in a satisfactory condition and no work is required at this

time. Continue to inspect and maintain as normal and according to
manufacturer’s instructions where pr o\

M |Page



Risk Assessment Evaluation
Client: Hopkins Homes Ltd
Site: Play Area, Poppy Crescent, Melbourn

Date: 7t April 2025 Type: Toddler/Junior

Risk Assessment

The risk of a play area is not limited to the equipment. The ancillary
items and immediate surroundings and approach routes may have more
significant risks than the equipment itself.

The overall risk for the site will be the highest risk identified in the
report.

The risk assessment process is an established one for playground
inspectors and recommended by RoSPA.

There are two main criteria used in calculating a risk score. These are
the likelihood of injury and the severity of injury. These are each scored
between 1 and 5 with 1 being the lowest and 5 being the highest. Scores
are not necessarily whole numbers. A score of, say 3.6, may be applied
to a particular likelihood.

The likelihood of injury looks at the likelihood of an injury occurring and
some allowance has to be made for the usage made of certain types of
equipment.

A score of 1 represents little likelihood

A score of 1-2 represents fairly low likelihood

A score of 2-3 represents low to medium likelihood

A score of 3-4 represents medium to high likelihood

A score of 4-5 represents very high likelihood

The likely severity looks at the type and seriousness of the likely injury.
A score of 1 represents little or no injury

A score of 1-2 represents injury possible requiring minor medical
attention

A score of 2-3 represents more significant injury (time off school or work)
A score of 3-4 represents serious injury with long term consequences

A score of 4-5 represents death or major disability

The risk score is calculated by the multiplying the likelihood of an
accident by the severity. The minimum score possible is 1 and the
maximum 25.

In general the risks are scored as follows:
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Risk Score Risk Categories

1-3 Very Low Risk - Monitor

4 -7 Low Risk — Monitor and take reasonable action if possible

8-12 Medium Risk — Take action to reduce if possible, or available

13-20 High Risk — Take Action immediately and access control
measures

21+ Unacceptable Risk — Remove or immobilise before taking

immediate action and assessment of control measures

Ancillary Iltems and Environmental or Other Hazards

Ancillary Items Risk Score Comments Action or Control
Access 3 Monitor
Paths 3 Monitor
General Surface 3 Monitor
Sign 3 Monitor
Seats 3 Monitor
Litter Bins 3 Monitor
Bowtop Fences 3 Monitor
Gates 3 Monitor

Environmental Hazards | Risk Score | Action, Comment or Control
Recommended

Free/Fall Space 3 Monitor

Traffic Clashes 3 Monitor

Design Defects 3 Monitor

Cleanliness 3 Monitor

Equipment and Surfacing

Equipment Items Surface Risk Action, Control or

Score Comments
Basket Swing BRM/Wet Pour 5 See Report
Climber BRM/Wet Pour 4 See Report
Bridge BRM 3 Monitor
Intertwine Beam BRM/Wet Pour 4 See Report
Step Pods BRM 3 Monitor
Springy Log BRM/Wet Pour 4 Monitor
Seesaw BRM/Wet Pour 3 Monitor
Roundabout BRM/Wet Pour 3 Monitor
Multi-Play BRM/Wet Pour 6 See Report
1 Bay Swing BRM/Wet Pour 4 Monitor
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Risk assessment evaluation should be read in conjunction with Annual or Post
Installation reports. Where action or control relates to maintenance, non-compliance
or minor defects read Annual Inspection or Post Installation reports for detailed
comments. Serious or high risk failures should, however, be noted. Failure to comply
with the standards will be identified in the reports.

Design, location and physical site factors may determine the overall risk of the site.
These may be difficult to change economically, However, where maintenance or
control methods are undertaken the site could be reduced to N/A Risk subject to a
future inspection and reassessment.

ASSESSED LEVEL OF RISK FOR THE PLAYGROUND AT THE TIME OF
INSPECTION WAS LOW RISK
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Abi Williams

From: I
Sent: 08 April 2025 15:22

To: Abi Williams

Subject: Highway Maintenance Investment 2025/26
Attachments: Highway Maint Investment - Melbourn Parish Council.xIsx
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you for providing us with your suggestions of locations to be considered as part of the Highway
Maintenance Investment request in November 2024.
Please find details attached of your submission with our comments provided.

Details of the Prioritisation process that was used to assess schemes for inclusion in the 2025/26
Capital programme were approved in the Highways and Transport Committee in December

2024. The link Council and committee meetings - Cambridgeshire County Council > Meetings
Calendar will provide further information. Please refer to Item 6.

The outcome of this process has been used to produce the Highways Capital Maintenance
Programme for delivery in 2025/26 that was approved in the March 2025 Highways and Transport
Committee, Council and committee meetings - Cambridgeshire County Council > Meetings
Calendar seeitem 7.

Any unsuccessful schemes included in the prioritisation process for 2025/26 will be included for
consideration in future programmes of work.

Itis currently proposed to contact you later this year for any further suggestions for consideration for
inclusion in 2026/27.

Many thanks

Assets Strategy Manager
Asset Management, Design & Delivery
Cambridgeshire County Council

Cambridgeshire Highways

The information in this email could be confidential and legally privileged. It is intended solely for the
addressee and they will decide who to share this email with (if appropriate). If you receive this email
by mistake please notify the sender and delete it immediately. Opinions expressed are those of the
individual and do not necessarily represent the opinion of Cambridgeshire County Council. All sent
and received email from Cambridgeshire County Council is automatically scanned for the presence
of computer viruses and security issues. Any personal data will be processed in line with the Data
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Melbourn Parish
Council

District

South Cambridgeshire

Please enter the start p ng
what3words - e.g.
rolled.pops.benched
https:/iwhat3words.com/ (This will
help us identify the extents of your
suggestion accurately)

Road Name

Parish/Village

Melbourn New Road Ilistrikers.averages.backward

Please enter the end point using
what3words - e.g.
rolled.pops.benched
https:/iwhat3words.com/ (This
will help us identify the extents
of your suggestion accurately)

/lfauctioned.conductor.friday

Location Description: From - To
e.g. Main Street to Low

Road; Outside no.15 to 30mph
speed limit sign at end of village

New Road from new chicane to

Orchard Road crossing table. Caiadsiay

Description of issue

Extensive uneven surface, no road markings, adverse camber, road
markings denoting minor road junctions are missing.

Comments to send

This section of carriageway has been passed to the LHO to review and assess fo
any repairs required.

Melbourn Parish
Council

South Cambridgeshire

Melbourn Cedar Close Ilirefreshed.hoaxes.bundles

Ilisnappy.rated.vesting

Evens side of Cedar Close running
from2to 12

Footway and
cycleway

Very uneven pathway with weeds growing through the pathway.

This proposal will be assessed as part of the approved capital scheme prioritisation
process. The scheme will be scored and assessed along with similar roads across
the County to assist in the of such works. If the scheme
will be published in the forwards work programme to be approved by the Highways
and Transport Committee in March 2025.

Melbourn Parish
Council

South Cambridgeshire

Melbourn Orchard Road /l{drizzly.udder.hooks

lliseagulls date.offhand

From Russet Way end to Orchard

Road table top crossing. Caiad=iay

Degraded road surface, no road markings, road markings to minor
roads missing.

This proposal will be assessed as part of the approved capital scheme prioritisation
process. The scheme will be scored and assessed along with similar roads across
the County to assist in the of such works. If the scheme
will be published in the forwards work programme to be approved by the Highways
and Transport Committee in March 2025.

Melbourn Parish
Council

South Cambridgeshire

Melbourn Hale Close Illstowing.president.trek

Illcloth.renewals.woodstove

The entire run of Hale Close Carriageway

Poor road surface

This proposal will be assessed as part of the approved capital scheme prioritisation
process. The scheme will be scored and assessed along with similar roads across
the County to assist in the of such works. If the scheme
will be published in the forwards work programme to be approved by the Highways
and Transport Committee in March 2025.

Melbourn Parish
Council

South Cambridgeshire

Melbourn Orchard Road Illseagulls.date.offhand

llidoubts.sourcing.beaters

End of Russet Way to Orchard Road Footway and
table top. cycleway

Uneven pathway with adverse camber along the whole roadway.

This proposal will be assessed as part of the approved capital scheme prioritisation
process. The scheme will be scored and assessed along with similar roads across
the County to assist in the of such works. If the scheme
will be published in the forwards work programme to be approved by the Highways
and Transport Committee in March 2025.
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Melbourn Clear Crescent New Rd to Fordham Way Preparation for surface treatments in following year Included
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Orchard Road

Footway Slurry Seal

included

John Impey Wa

Footway Slurry Seal

included

Greengage Rise

Footway Slurry Seal

included

Trigg Way

Footway Slurry Seal

included
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