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Location: 2 Ebury Close, Northwood, HA6 2PF

Ref: GHA/DS/123160:22

Client: DDA

Date: 4% February 2022

Prepared by: Glen Harding MICFor, MSc (Forestry), MArborA
Date of Inspection: 28t January 2022

Instructions
Issued by - DDA

TERMS OF REFERENCE - GHA Trees were instructed to survey the subject
trees within and adjacent to 2 Ebury Close, Northwood, in order to assess
their general condition and to provide a planning integration statement
for the indicative proposed development that safeguards the long term
wellbeing of the retained trees in a sustainable manner.

The writer retains the copyright of this report and it content is for the sole use of the
client(s) named above. Copying of this document may only be undertaken in connection
with the above instruction. Reproduction of the whole, or any part of the document
without written consent from GHA Trees is forbidden. Tree work contractors, for the
purpose of tendering only, may reproduce the Schedule for tree works included in the
appendices.

Executive Summary

The proposal for the site is to renovate and extend the existing house to the
front, side and rear. The proposed scheme does not require the removal or
pruning of any of the trees on site, or of trees within nearby adjacent sites;
therefore, the landscape character of the site will be unaffected by the proposal.
The retained trees require protection in accordance with industry best practice
and BS 5837: 2012 - Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction -
recommendations, in order to ensure their longevity.




Documents Supplied

The client supplied the following documents:

Existing layout plans
Proposed layout plans

Scope of Survey

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

The survey is concerned with the arboricultural aspects of the site only.
The planning status of the subject property was not investigated in detail.

A qualified Arboriculturist undertook the report and site visit and the contents of
this report are based on this. Whilst reference may be made to built structure or
soils, these are only opinions and confirmation should be obtained from a qualified
expert as required.

Trees in third party ownership were surveyed from within the subject property,
therefore a detailed assessment was not possible and some (if not all)
measurements were estimated. Where the stem location of a third party tree has
been estimated, this is noted on the plan.

Dense vegetation or climbers (such as ivy) also prohibited full inspections for
some trees; this is noted where applicable.

No discussions took place between the surveyor and any other party.

The trees were inspected on the basis of the Visual Tree Assessment method
expounded by Mattheck and Breleor (The body language of tree, DoE booklet
Research for Amenity Trees No. 4, 1994)

The survey was undertaken in accord with British Standard 5837: 2012 - Trees
in relation to design, demolition and construction - recommendations.

The client’s attention is drawn to the responsibilities under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act (1981).

Survey Method

2.1

2.2

2.3

The survey was conducted from ground level with the aid of binoculars if needed.

No tissue samples were taken nor was any internal investigation of the subject
trees undertaken.

No soil samples were taken.



2.4

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9

The height of each subject tree was estimated using a clinometer and recorded to
the nearest half metre.

The stem diameter for each tree was measured in line with the requirements set
out in BS 5837: 2012 - Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction -
recommendations.

The crown spreads were measured with an electronic distometer and recorded to
the nearest half metre. Where the crown radius was notably different in any
direction this has been noted on the Plan (appendix A) and within the tree table
(Appendix B). The crowns of those trees that are proposed for removal, or trees
where the crown spread is deemed insignificant in relation to the proposed
development are not always shown on the appended plan; however their stem
locations are marked for reference.

The Root Protection Area (RPA) for each tree is included in the tree table, both as
an area, and as the radius of a circle.

The crown clearance was measured using a clinometer and recorded to the
nearest half metre. Where it is significantly lower in one direction, this is noted
within the tree table at appendix B.

All of the trees that were inspected during the site visit are detailed on the plan
at Appendix A; this plan was produced in colour and MUST only be scanned or
reproduced in colour. The trees on this plan are categorised and shown in the
following format:

COLOUR CODING AND RATING OF TREES:

Category A - Trees of high quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of
at least 40 years. Colour = light crown outline on plan.

Category B - Trees of moderate quality with an estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least 20 years. Colour = mid blue crown outline on plan.

Category C - Trees of low quality with an estimated remaining life expectancy of
at least 10 to 20 years, or young trees with a stem diameter below 150mm.
Colour = uncoloured crown outline on plan.

Category U - Those in such a condition that they cannot realisitically be retained
as living trees in the context of the current land use for longer than 10 years.
Colour = red crown outline on plan.

All references to tree rating are made in accordance with BS 5837: 2012 - Trees
in relation to design, demolition and construction - recommendations’, Table 1.



The Site

3.1 The site is located on Ebury Close, a residential through road located to the west
of Northwood.

3.2 Access to the property is currently gained via a driveway to the front (south) of
the site.

The Subject Trees

4.1 The details of the subject trees are set out in the Schedule at Appendix B.

4.2 Of the eight individual trees, and groups of trees surveyed, five have been
assessed as BS category B, two have been assessed as BS category C with the
remaining tree being assessed as BS 5837 category U.

Category B 5 trees
Category C 2 trees
Category U 1 tree

The Proposal
5.1 The proposal for the site is to renovate and extend the existing house to the front,

side and rear.

5.2 The proposed location of the above structures can be seen on the appended plan.

Arboricultural Impact Assessment

PROPOSED TREE REMOVAL / RETENTION:

6.1 The proposed site layout and all of its associated structures allows for the healthy
retention of all of the trees on the site itself, and within nearby adjacent sites;
therefore, the arboricultural landscape character of the site will be retained.

TREE PRUNING TO ACCOMODATE THE PROPOSAL OR ACCESS TO THE SITE

6.2 The implementation of the proposal does not lead to the requirement to prune
any of the retained trees, or shrubs.

6.3 There is a slight overhang of the new single storey side extension from the crown
of T4. The defining branch structure of this tree is however well clear of the



6.4

proposed upper building line and therefore building works can progress safely
without the need for any facilitation pruning.

The implementation of the proposal does not lead to the requirement to prune
any of the other retained trees, or shrubs.

ASSESSMENT OF RETAINED TREES ROOT PROTECTION AREAS

6.5

6.6

6.7

Section 4.6.3 of BS 5837: 2012 states that the Root Protection Area (RPA) of each
tree should be assessed by an arboriculturalist considering the likely morphology
and disposition of the roots, when known to be influenced by past or existing site
conditions.

The RPA of T4 has been amended to take account of the existing house; these
adjustments can be seen on the appended plan.

The other RPAs have been drawn as notional circles, as there are no structures
within their RPAs that have been assessed to significantly impact the root layout.

ASSESSED IMPACT ON RPAS BY PROPOSED STRUCTURES

6.8

6.9

The proposed side extension encroaches into a small section (~3%) the RPA of
T5 and thus requires the use of a specialist foundation. The use of a system
employing mini piles in conjunction with ground beams is now widely accepted
and will ensure minimal root disturbance occurs near this tree. Localised piles will
be positioned (following trial digs) to ensure that any significant roots (over
25mm) that are present in the area where the new building will sit can be retained
and protected to coexist with the new structure.

The proposed new structures are situated outside of the assessed RPAs of all of
the other trees; therefore, these trees pose no below ground constraints on the
new structures or vice versa.

PROPOSED ACCESS TO THE NEW DEVELOPMENT

6.10

The existing driveway and parking areas will be retained and there are no plans
to upgrade or extend these areas as part of the proposed site works.

INSTALLATION OF SERVICES

6.11

6.12

The installation of underground apparatus and drainage systems with the use of
mechanical excavators will undoubtedly sever any roots that may be present and
can change the hydrology and structure of the nearby soil in a way that will
adversely affect the health of any nearby trees. Particular care should therefore
be taken when assessing the layout of new services and consideration MUST be
given to the methods of installation of ALL underground apparatus.

From an assessment of the subject site, undertaken in conjunction with the
project architect, the existing drainage system has been assessed as suitable for
re-use and it is assumed that the electric and gas cabling is also satisfactory.
Therefore, there is no reason to assume that any new service installations will be
required within the RPAs of any trees.



Post Development Pressure

FUTURE TREE AND STRUCTURE RELATIONSHIPS

7.1

7.2

The retained trees are at a satisfactory distance from the proposed new building
outline and highly unlikely to give rise to any inconvenience.

Regular inspections of the retained trees by a suitably qualified Arboriculturalist
and subsequent remedial works will ensure that the trees are maintained in a
suitable manner, to exist in harmony with the new structures and its occupants
for many years to come.

Tree Protection Measures and Preliminary Method Statement for Development

Works

8.1

8.2

8.3

TREE PROTECTION BARRIERS

It is essential for the future health of the trees to be retained on site, that all
development activity is undertaken outside the root protection zone of these
trees. The position of the fence MUST be marked out with biodegradable marker
paint on site and agreed with appropriate representatives from the LPA and
contractor. The fencing MUST be erected prior to any works in the vicinity of the
trees and removed only when all development activity is complete. The protective
fencing MUST be as that shown in BS 5837 (see Appendix C). The herras panels
MUST be joined together using a minimum of two anti-tamper couplers which
MUST be installed so they can only be removed from the inside of the fence. The
panels MUST supported by stabilizer struts, which MUST be installed on the inside
and secured to the ground using pins or appropriate weights.

The Fence must be marked with a clear sign reading:
“Construction Exclusion Zone — No Access”’

GROUND PROTECTION - LIGHTWEIGHT ACCESS ONLY

Where any additional ground protection is required, these areas MUST be covered
with a permeable membrane, with 150mm layer of compressible woodchip
overlaying it; an 18mm marine ply boards will then be secured on top of the
woodchip to allow a 1.5tonne mini-digger to access the area without causing
major compaction or soil erosion.

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NEW SIDE EXTENSION ON A "“RAFT STYLE”
FOUNDATION WITH ASSOCIATED PILES / PADS

e NOTE: any excavations in the RPAS with the use of mechanical
excavators will undoubtedly sever any roots that may be present and
can change the hydrology and structure of the nearby soil in a way
that will adversely affect the health of any nearby trees.

e The design of the new pile / pad layout must have sufficient flexibility that the
locations of the supporting piles / pads is changeable. The location for these



8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

piles / pads will be confirmed following hand excavated, trial digs of the top
1000mm of each potential hole (this is where the majority of roots exist).

e The foundation design must also incorporate a void that will allow for water to
reach the area beneath the structure and ensure that gaseous exchanges are
not restricted.

e Hand tool excavations will only be undertaken by fully briefed site personnel.
This operation will be done slowly and carefully to ensure the retention and
protection of any roots that are discovered that are in excess of 25mm. These
roots MUST then be covered and protected using damp hessian whilst further
excavation commences; hessian must be left in situ until backfilling
commences and re-wetted if needed to avoid root desiccation. NOTE:
OPERATIVES MUST CHECK FOR THE PRESENCE OF ANY EXISTING
UNDERGROUND SERVICES PRIOR TO THE COMMENCEMENT OF SUCH
WORK.

e Any roots discovered in these trial pits in excess of 25mm diameter will
immediately signal the requirement for a change of pit location.

e These trial digs will be attended by the retained arboriculturalist and site
manager who will agree the final locations of the piles / pads.

e Ground protection as that detailed above / A piling mat of appropriate
thickness / loading capability MUST be placed over the working area whilst
the deeper piling / excavation of the final locations commences, with the use
of a lightweight rig and / or hand tools. This will alleviate the possibility of
excessive compaction or erosion within the RPA’s.

e Once the trial holes are excavated to the correct depth, care must then be
taken to ensure the new piles / pads are installed so as to avoid any roots
present. Any roots that require pruning (those less than 25mm
diameter) should be cut using sharp tools to leave a ‘clean’ cut, in
order to minimise the risk of infection by decay pathogens.

e Once the piles / pads are installed, the excavated holes MUST then be
backfilled and the soil compacted using hand tools only, to ensure not air
pockets are left as these can be damaging to tree roots.

SITE HUTS, WELFARE FACILITIES AND STORAGE OF EQUIPMENT, MATERIALS
AND CHEMICALS
All site huts MUST be positioned outside of the retained trees RPA’s.

ON SITE SUPERVISION

Regular site supervision is essential to ensure all potentially damaging activities
near to trees are correctly supervised. A pre start meeting will occur to ensure
all parties are aware of their responsibilities relating to tree protection on site;
this will include a site induction for key personnel.

OTHER TREE PROTECTION PRECAUTIONS
e NO fires lit on site within 20 metres of any tree to be retained.

e NO fuels, oils or substances with will be damaging to the tree shall be spilled or

poured on site.
e NO storage of any materials within the root protections zone.

HARD / SOFT LANDSCAPING NEAR RETAINED TREES

All new pathways and hard landscaping areas within the Root Protection Areas
(RPA’s) of the retained trees MUST be designed using no-dig, up and over
construction techniques, and be specified in close co-ordination with the retained



8.8

Arboriculturalist. Porous materials MUST also be used when surfacing near the
trees. No machinery will be used for this work, which MUST all be done by hand.

DISMANTLING PROTECTIVE BARRIERS
Protective barriers must only be completely removed when all machinery, and
equipment has left site.

Conclusion

9.1

9.2

In conclusion, the principal arboricultural features within the site can be retained
and adequately protected during development activities.

Subject to precautionary measures as detailed above, the proposal will not be
injurious to trees to be retained.

Recommendations

10.1

O o

10.2

Site supervision - An individual e.g. the Site Agent, must be nominated to be
responsible for all arboricultural matters on site. This person must:

Be present on the site the majority of the time.

Be aware of the arboricultural responsibilities.

Have the authority to stop any work that is, or has the potential to cause harm to
any tree.

. Be responsible for ensuring that all site personnel are aware of their

responsibilities towards trees on site and the consequences of the failure to
observe those responsibilities.

Make immediate contact with the local authority and / or retained arboriculturalist
in the event of any related tree problems occurring whether actual or potential.

It is recommended, that to ensure a commitment from all parties to the healthy
retention of the trees, that details are passed by the architect or agent to any
contractors working on site, so that the practical aspects of the above precautions
are included in their method statements, and financial provision made for these.

4™ February 2022
Signed:

Glen Harding MICFor, MSc (Forestry), MArborA
For and on behalf of GHA Trees
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Appendix A
TREE PLAN

(see separate PDF)
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Appendix B
TREE TABLE
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Tree
Number

Tree
Name
(species)

Ht
(m)

Calculated
Stem
Diameter
(mm)

Number
of
Stems

Root
Protection
Area
(Radius,
m)

(m)

(m)

(m)

(m)

Age
Class

Clearance

(m)

Estimated
life
expectancy

BS
Category

Comments /
Recommendations

T1

Oak

19

700

8.40

8 east

20-40

B2

Off site - full
inspection not
possible. Some
measurements
estimated.

T2

Silver
birch

20

440

5.28

3.5

3.5

3.5

3.5

oM

Less than
10

In decline.
Piptoporous present.
Crown dying back.

T3

Spruce

17

250

3.00

10-20

C1

Small tree of limited
value in the wider
landscape.

T4

Oak

19

884

10.61

7.5

5 over site

20-40

B2

Off site - full
inspection not
possible. Some
measurements
estimated.

T5

Oak

18

530

6.36

2 south, 6
over site

20-40

B2

Off site - full
inspection not
possible. Some
measurements
estimated.

T6

Oak

24

750

9.00

9 over site

20-40

B2

Off site - full
inspection not
possible. Some
measurements
estimated.

T7

Weeping
willow

13

650

7.80

20-40

B1

Off site - full
inspection not
possible. Some
measurements
estimated.
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Tree Calt et Number Pror\t‘:c?ttion Estimated
Tree Name Ht Stem of Area N E S W | Age | Clearance life BS Comments /
Number (species) (m) Dl(a:;;er Stems (Radius, (m) | (m) | (m) | (m) | Class (m) expectancy Category | Recommendations
m)
T8 Leyland 15 | 710 1 8.52 5 5 5 5 M 6 10-20 C1 Topped in past. Of
cypress limited value. Too
close to both nearby
houses for species of
tree.
KEY :

Tree No: (T= individual tree, G= group of trees, W= woodland)
Age class: Young (Y), Middle aged (MA), Mature (M), Over mature (OM),

Veteran (V)

Height (Ht): Measured in metres +/- 1m
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Appendix C
TREE FENCING DETAIL
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BS 5837:2012

Figure 2  Default specification for protective barrier

\I

=0.6m

P

Key

1 Standard scaffold poles

2 Heavy gauge 2 m tall galvan

3 Panels secured to uprights and cros
4  Ground level

5

6 Standard scaffold clamps

ized tube and welded mesh infill panels
s-members with wire ties

Uprights driven into the ground until secure (minimum depth 0.6 m)
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BRITISH STANDARD BS 5837:2012

Figure 3 Examples of above-ground stabilizing systems

‘b) Stabilizer strut mounted on block tray
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Appendix D
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Extract from British Standard 5837: 2005, Trees in relation to construction

Figure 3. Scaffolding within the Root Protection Area [RPA]
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Figure 3 — Scaffolding within the RPA
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HouseDeck % AIE

HouseDeck

Housedeck is a piled raft foundation system offering a range of solutions to
suit a wide variety of ground conditions and house design requirements. It
is available through the Abbey Pynford PLC company, based in Watford,
Herts, UK,

It is a system which is very useful for building near trees due to its
flexibility in pile placement and the fact that the traditional trench an fill'
method of foundation is not required. It uses a system of small diameter
(200-300mm) concrete columns (piles) driven deep into the ground which
then support a 'cast concrete cap' which consists of the floor and ground
bearing beams. This is reinforced with steel and can also incorporate a stainless steel lip
to enable brick elevations to 'sit’ to the side of the foundation and thus hide the concrete

base.

For use near trees the lack of a foundation trench is advantageous. A typical trench
needs to be Im + in depth and will usually need to be under all elevations. As most tree
roots occupy the upper 600mm of soil, mass root severance will often occur. The base of
the HouseDeck system sits on the ground surface and uses the piles for support so root
severance will be less. Further safeguards can be employed to control excavation in
difficult situations by using a method statement to minimise root damage. For example,
carrying out initial exploratory excavation to a depth of 1m at those proposed piling
positions which are particularly close to the trees. If large foots are encountered then the
pile position can be changed slightly.

o A fow of the benefits of using HouseDeck.

o You avoid many problems associated with excavations, unstable ground, bad weather
and ground water.

o As there are no excavations there are no large items of plant required.
o Housedeck piling rigs are small, maneuverable and designed to work in confined spaces.

o Housedeck allows you to work closer to trees.

22
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CellWeb™

Tree Root Protection System

Geosynthetics
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CellWeb"

Tree Root Protection System

Cellweb™ offers an alternauve to the vaditonal methods
of constructing roadways anc build ng foundations that
involve excavatior, which can result in tree root
severance anc soil compaction from the passage of
vehicles. Such damage can severgly influence tree health,
and in extreme cases leads to death. CellWeb™ car be
sensitively nstalied close to ard under the canopies of
trees without negative effects. i

Trees are va uable landscape features and a vital
envircnmental ~esource. Increasingly, contractors are
being requred to ersure the bealth and survival of trees
curing and beycnd the construction peried Although this
is enshrined in BS 5837: Trees in Relation to

Construction. Recommendations (2005) and Tree
Preservation Order legislation, it presenits several issues
whnen imp'ementing construction projects near to trees:

* Root severance caused by excavation, leaving
trees open to decay, less stable and with a
diminished capacity to utilise soil water and
nutrients.

+ Destruction of soil structure and compaction due
to the passage of heavy vehicles, restricting the
flow of water and air to tree roots.

= Need for construction access, new roadways and
hard surfaces that require engineering-standard
load-bearing foundations that meet building
regulations.

Need for high-performance, cost-effective
driveways and roadways in the vicinity of tree rocts.

26
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Potertial loss of existing tree due 10 poor
construction techmigues

The Cellweb™ system overcomes these issues and helps
contractors to comply with tree health guidelines by
creating & 'oad-oearing base that is water-permeabe,
stable ard duracle.

With no need for excavalion, the system is quick and easy

to instal recucing construction time and saving costs and

making it suitaole for temperary anc permanent solutions.
-

CGlynebourne Wood.

Pedestrian path to recreationa’ woodland built using a CellWeb™
feundation which was covered with DuoBlock and then fillec with
waodchip to create a porous surface



Proctijer

CeliWeb™ comprises an expandable cellular mattress
that is then filled with a clean stone sub-base and
above a Treetex T300 Geotextile

The honeycomb-like structure is mace of robust high-
density polyethylene (HDPE) that is simply stretched
out and filled with clean angular material. Just like
traditional roadways, the strength of the struclure
comes from the binding together of the infill, but with
CeliWeb™ this is achieved withcut compaction and
without reduction in permeabiiity,

Perforated cel walls allow the angular infll to bind with
the contents of the adjacent cell, but with sufficient
space for the movement of water and air to nearby
tree roots. As the infill contains no fines and the
geotextile layers prevent clogging from particles
washing into the system, the structure remans
permeable to water over ime and protects the roots
for the fifetime of the tree.

As well as being quick and easy to install, Cellweb™
also dramatically cuts cown the depth of sub-base
required, in most cases by as much as 50%, further
reducing costs. CellWeb™ significantly reduces
surface rutting, increasing the long-term performance
of the finished surface and ensuring that tree roots
remain protected from vertical loads.

CeliWeb can be used as a permanent solution or
alternatively the system can be used in a temporary
situation. In a temporary application the system can be
used for the required pericd of time, then removed for
use on another site or recycled, thereby adding to
CeliWeb's green credentials.

Please call
01455 617 139

or email sales@geosyn.co.uk
for further information.

No excavation — Soil structure remains undisturbed;
risk of root damage minimised.

Porous infill - Allows tree roots to conduct maisture
and gas exchange.

No compaction — No need to compact the infill to achieve
a load-bearing structure.

Lateral stability — Structure remains rigid to vertical loads.

Tarmac Surface to

il
Treetex T300 Geotextile Engineer’s i

Separation Fabnc

r
Ireated Timber
Ecging
| S

* \
Celiwets Tree Root Existing Ground 40/20mm Glean
Protection System " Angular Stone
(100mm Deep)

Block Paving
Treetex T300 Geotextile
Separstion Fabnic Sand Bedding
r
¥ ’ Treated Timber
B _——— Edging

LA X
Celiwet Tree Root Existng Grounc 40/20mm Ciean
Protective System Angular Stene
(200mm Deep} <

Wide Large
d Next day
product stock :
: delivery
range holding
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rlyerologliezi] benefits

Water is a shirinking resource in the urhan environment. As the
extent of the built environment increases, more and more
grourd is being covered by imoermeable hard surfaces that
repel rainwater runoff, preventing it from reaching the rocts of
vegetaton, and in particuiar rees. Rapid water runoff stretcnes
the capacity of stormwater drains and frequently results in
drainage management issues that are rarely resolved in favour
of adjacent trees.

Using CellWeb™ mitigates these issues by promoting both the

vertical and the latera movernent of water, whether the system
is instatled above ¢r below grourd The ‘cores’ that are createc
by the spacas betweer the infil stones and the cell perforations

ever allow walter 1o flow (o 2

jacent tree rools that are

effectively ‘trapoed’ under areas of impermeable hard standing.

CelWeb™ therefore helps to promote rcot growth ang allows

roots to continue to grow within areas of hard surfacirg

X
WITHOUT —\‘—-—3\\ WITH
NG

; m‘ “ CELLWEB

CELLWEB"
. 8 \

/\"—:\L\\-
T e
DECLINING HEALTHY
. - 6
. YOO

=

o Q H.O
DECLINING ROOT SYSTEM HEALTHY ROOT SYSTEM

Design Onsite
service support

Geosynthetics

28



Final surfacing

Thke benefits of the CeliWeb™ system to trees can enly be maintained
if a suitahly porous final surface is selected. An ideal surfacing is the
DuoBlocks grass reinforcement and gravel retention system, a visually
attractive surface that has the advantage of being fully perous,
Alternatives include block paviors, porous asphaits anc loose or

bended gravel.

Call the Geosynthetics sales team on 01455 617 129 for more advice
on surfacing options and other products and systems

Advice and product selection

Geosynthetics Limited has beer supplying the Cellweb™ system for
many years anc has accuired solid experience in its application. No
two contracts are the same, anc we understand the factors that reed
to be taken irte account to specify the right CellWeb™ aroduct

We provide a FREE consultation, design and adwvisory service to find
the solution that is most ccst-effective ard beneficial for your site. Qur
service includes product selection, CAD drawtngs and full mstructions

to help you from project conception 1o complstion

Cali our sales office an 01455 617 139 for specification details ang

project-specific design assistarce.
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CellWeb™ in action:
Access road for the Lake District
National Parks Authority.

Site before construction pictured above.

Four years fater.
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Product Specifications

Properties Standard Cell

Material Virgin HDPE

Wall thickness 1.25mm

Seam welding Ultrasonic to 100% of seam length
Cell depth 75, 100, 150, 200 and 300mm
Width of expanded panel 2.56m

Length of expanded panel 81m

Cell diameter (expanded) 258 x 224mm

Certified Quality

Cellweb™ is manufactured in accordance with the ISO 9001 Quality Management
System in 2 comprehensive range of cell diameters and depths.

»
A

= : _|| '-IJ - ’
SEGSYRUTE CSHITH

Geosynthetics Limited

Fleming Road, Harrowbrook Industrial Estate
Hinckley, Leicestershire LE10 3DU

Tel: 01455 617 139

Fax: 01455 617 140
Email: sales@geosyn.co.uk

Geosynthetics

This brachtire s produced to pive an example of the procucts we supply and how, subect to your own testing, our products may be used
Nothing in this brechure shall be construed so as to make any ascertain or give any warranty as to the fitness for purpose of any of our
products in respect y specific job. You should satisfy yourself thraugh vour own testing as to the suitabiiity of our products for any
soeific purpose and rely solely on such testing and/or the adhvice of any professionalfs) you commission, While we ensure as far as is
that all informarion given in this brochure 1s accurate at the time of print, information and examples given in this brochure are by

way of llustratior only and nothing contained in this or any other promotional fiterature produced by us shall in any way constitute an offer
or contracl with you or shall be relied upor by yau as a statement or representation of fact.

wﬁw;geosyn.co.uk
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Appendix F
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Site Monitoring Sheet

Site:
Project:
Client: Contact:

Site monitoring inspection
date: Name of inspector:

Notes:

Action required to rectify any issues:

Date Action taken:

Site monitoring inspection
date: Name of inspector:

Notes:

Action required to rectify any issues:

Date Action taken:

Site monitoring inspection
date: Name of inspector:

Notes:

Action required to rectify any issues:

Date Action taken:
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