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Our Ref: IH/TheKingsSchool,SO507DB/COND/7877		           	                  4th November 2025

	
Vistry Southern
c/o Mr K Silay
Central 40
Lime Tree Way
Chineham Park
Basingstoke
RG24 8GU


Dear Mr Silay

TREES AT THE KINGS SCHOOL, ALLINGTON LANE, FAIR OAK, EASTLEIGH, SO50 7DB.

Brief: Inspect the trees, using the plans provided, that stand within the boundaries of the highlighted red area of The Kings School, SO507DB. Indicate trees that may represent an unreasonable risk to persons or property in and around the public highways, educational buildings, recreational areas and neighbouring properties. 

Risk management: The actual statistical risk to persons of death from falling trees, when compared to such everyday risks as traffic accidents or accidents in the home, is slight. Whilst mature trees appear to be large dangerous items, it is important not to overreact to a perceived risk and, in doing so, destroy an extremely valuable landscape and conservation feature. Whilst it would be easy to inspect the trees, identify every visible fault and recommend the removal of all defective trees, such an approach would result in the irresponsible destruction of very important landscape features, the loss of significant filtration of air pollutants such as diesel particulates, the loss of a significant wildlife habitat, loss of valuable windbreaks and a reduction in the water holding capacity of the land and an increased risk of flooding during heavy rain storms. It is therefore necessary to acknowledge the great benefits to the quality and stability of the landscape afforded by trees so that it can be set against any risk they may present to persons before deciding how best to manage them.
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Liability: It is the responsibility of the owners of anything to take all reasonable precautions to prevent injury or loss occurring to a third party as a result of their property. That general duty of care is enhanced in the case of properties where people are required to visit, such as a place of work, encouraged to visit as a 
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commercial venture, or permitted to visit, such as a public Highway or Footpath, or reside, such as their own home. It is recognised that trees offer significant benefits in the way that they contribute to the landscape and environment. Any perceived risk that trees represent is therefore balanced against the benefits that they provide. The complete removal of all risk from trees would require the complete removal of all trees.  As such an action would cause serious environmental damage, it would not be considered a reasonable response to all levels of risk. The purpose of a tree survey such as this is, therefore, to seek to reduce the risk to third parties from trees on the property to a reasonable level, being aware that said risk cannot be reasonably eradicated altogether.


Risk assessment: The assessment of risk from trees is a combination of two main factors: the first is the likelihood that all or part of a tree may fail; the second is the likely consequences of such a failure. The likelihood that a tree may fail will tend to be linked to any signs of disease, decay or structural malformation, although there are some species characteristics of relevance. Excluding biotic factors, 
trees are often at their most vulnerable following a change in circumstances which can occur through
numerous reasons i.e. exposure through the loss of adjacent trees which once offered protection. The consequences of tree failures relate to whatever is likely to be in the target area of the tree at the time the tree falls or sheds a limb.

It necessarily follows that the more serious the likely consequences of failure, the less reasonable is the retention of a tree with an apparent defect. 

In the Principles of Tree Hazard Assessment and Management, published in 1999 under the Government sponsored Research for Amenity Trees thread, David Lonsdale points out that, in the UK, the Health and Safety Executive had set a limit of acceptable risk of death from an identifiable risk that is imposed upon people for the “wider interest” as 1:10,000. Tree risk has been calculated at 1:100000.

Findings: The Kings School, Allington Lane, is a working educational site. Within the highlighted survey area there are a number of temporary classrooms situated under a line of trees. The area then descends to a grassy recreational area which has a post and rail fence separating it from the trees that border this area. The area then sweeps round the all-weather pitches.  
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Tree condition across The Kings School was generally good, and all the works recorded within the report are considered to be minor. Whilst there are no 100% guarantees, in our view, on the day of inspection, apart from matters detailed below, the trees that are within the highlighted area on the plans provided showed no visible signs that the retention of the trees in their present condition would constitute an unreasonable or reckless act.
CONDITION AND LIABILITY SURVEY OF TREES FOR THE KINGS SCHOOL, ALLINGTON LANE, FAIR OAK, EASTLEIGH, SO50 7DB 

Date of inspection:    04th November 2025
Inspected by: 	Ivan Hinsley, BSc Ani, HNC Arb Level 4    
Survey type: 		Ground level visual negative reporting

Please see full survey on the following page, here is an explanation of the Risk/Priority categories shown within the survey table:

Risk = 1 - High risk 					Priority = 1 – Emergency work to be carried out immediately. 
            2 – Medium high risk					2 – Work to be carried out within 6 weeks.
            3 – Medium risk				                	3 – Work to be carried out within 6 months.
            4 – Low risk						4 – Work to be carried out within 18 months.
								5 – No action


	T
	Species
	Comments
	Recommendations     
	Site Risk
	Tree Risk 
	Priority

	1

	Quercus robur
Oak
	Branches interfering with roof of temporary classroom. 
	Remove branches to a clearance of 1 metre from the building.
	3
	4
	3

	2

	Fraxinus excelsior
Ash
	Included bark bifurcation at 1 metre. Elephant ear response visible. Classroom within target area. 
	Fell.
	3
	4
	3

	3

	Salix fragilis
Crack Willow
	Dead stem section leaning on building. Building within target area of other dead stems
	Fell.
	3
	4
	3

	4

	Fraxinus excelsior
Ash
	Hanger within canopy on north side 5 metres up. 3 dead branches on south side in excess of 100Dbh.
	Remove hanger. Remove branches back to branch collar.
	3
	4
	3

	5

	Fraxinus excelsior
Ash
	Hanger within canopy on west of tree, 4 metres up
	Remove hanger.
	3
	4
	3

	G6
	Alnus glutinosa
Alder
	Large tree with 1.5metre high decay cavity at base. Dead tree with 4 large stems. Potential for recreational area to be within target area.

	Reduce all stems to 4 metres and retain as monolith for wildlife purposes.
	3
	3
	3

	7
	Standing Dead.
	Standing dead tree in neighbouring property. Honey fungus brackets at base.

	Retain for wildlife purposes.
	2
	4
	2




Recommendation:  We recommend that the trees are re-surveyed professionally in 12-18 months’ time, and if at any time unexplained changes in their health and vitality are noted before the next survey, you should seek further advice as to what might be an appropriate course of action.

The Ash trees that were surveyed within the highlighted area on the plans provided showed early signs of being infected with Ash dieback. None of these trees showed symptoms that they were impacted enough to meet the felling threshold, and they do have the potential to resist and recover. However, this should be a consideration for the ongoing management of these trees because from the published results of Ash dieback trials a number of them will not survive and will require felling within the next 5 years. 

T7 is outside the boundaries of the School and so is not included in the tree works application.

Please see the accompanying tree location plan below. 

If you require any further information at this stage, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Yours sincerely






Ivan Hinsley
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