
Broomfield Common – some notes 

These are my thoughts – others may have different ideas and wider input is needed; 

 

• Recreation – basically I’d suggest no change, the site is an attractive low key local 

recreational resource, let’s keep it that way. The Public Rights of Way happen to have 

potential as part of wider circular routes, but beyond that, wider promotion of the site does 

not seem appropriate. For the same reason my feeling is that we should avoid interpretation 

boards and the like. Maybe a seat somewhere in the glade area if people want it?  But 

nothing more. 

• Restore the “glade”, which will soon be lost if we don’t.  This former pasture was originally 6 

acres in extent but is now down to its last few square yards. It has wildlife, historical, and 

recreational value and losing it would be a real shame. 

Restoration would mean cutting down and poisoning the stumps of most of the scrub and 

small trees (blackthorn, hawthorn, birch, rowan) in the square former enclosure, all of which 

was grassland until the recent historical past. Coppice most of the hazel within the area, but 

retain a scattering of mature trees. There is evidence that the perimeter was marked by a 

line of coppice hazel, certainly on the north and east side, but I’d suggest keeping an 

informal uneven glade feel and avoiding hard edges. Cleared area would need to be mown 

(swiped) hard in early- to mid-summer for a few years, with the arisings ideally raked off 

where possible, to keep down brambles etc until the grassland establishes itself.   

The remnant open areas are already mown, while it would cost a bit more to maintain a 

bigger open area once it was re-established the marginal additional cost wouldn’t be that 

big.  

• I would advise that we should do something about the ash.  There’s a lot of it, often 

already over-mature and starting to fall apart, and its dense shade means there is often little 

coming up underneath.  Between brambles, bracken, deer, and a lack of seeds sources I 

don’t think we can rely on natural regeneration to fill the gaps.  Add ash die back into the 

mix and the wood is likely to change radically in the next decade whether we like it or not. 

Proposed Management Objectives 

1. To maintain the area as a place for informal local recreational use 

2. To conserve and restore the wildlife and landscape value of the area, taking a long term 

view as far as possible; 

• Restore and maintain the formerly open area with the characteristics of a woodland 

glade 

• Diversify the range of tree species where ash is dominant, both to increase the 

wildlife value and visual amenity of the area and as a way of mitigating tree loss from 

ash die back disease 

• To remove the invasive and non-native laurel from the northern streamside 

3. To keep the site safe  



The question is how much do we want to intervene to create a richer longer term 

woodland? To let in enough light for successful establishment of young trees  we need to 

coppice/fell at least half and acre (0.25ha) or so in a block.   

Some considerations; 

1. There’s way more over-mature or over-dense ash than we could coppice even if we 

wanted to, and for all sorts of reasons we wouldn’t want to do too much at once 

anyway, so we must be selective.  

2. Privacy of neighbouring properties is a legitimate concern for owners, so let’s avoid 

doing anything too near their boundaries (unless they want us to) 

3. Because ash die back is coming, for safety and practical reasons the area near the road 

seem like an obvious place to start, and also fits well with the glade work. Timber 

(probably firewood) can be extracted easily from here, so it all makes a practical and 

economical package. 

4. There are several other possible areas, including some where there is an existing 

opening because a big old beech has died or several ash have already blown over. 

5. Deer will be an issue – planted trees (and any natural regeneration we want to nurture) 

will need the protection of tubes and brash.  I’d expect quite a lot a bramble to spring 

up in newly opened areas, this will also help to protect the young trees once they’re 

planted. Once the canopy closes up again in 10-15 years the trees will suppress the 

bramble again. So it’s ecologically useful, but to much would be unsightly and cause 

access issues, so it’s another reason to be selective about where we fell.  

6. Away from the road I doubt it will be possible to extract any timber – dead wood is a 

great habitat, so this isn’t a problem, we just need to make sure no paths are blocked.  

7. Holly has been raised as a potential problem, but I don’t see enough to worry about, 

especially as it is a hardy native with a value of its own. Similarly sycamore is present on 

site, and will spread, but it is drought- and squirrel-resistant, a good choice for the likely 

climate in 100 years’ time unlike beech. It supports a high insect biomass so it is good 

for birds. Other views are available, but personally I’ve come to regard it as an honorary 

native (beech is not strictly native in this part of England either, by the way…).  

8. What to plant?  Broadly I’d suggest a mixture of species already on the site such as oak, 

hazel, rowan, and beech.  We should take some advice before finalising this list, 

particularly with a view to making sure that whatever we plant will survive in the likely 

climate regime of the late 21st century and beyond.  The felled ash will coppice, some 

will prove resistant to die back, so ash should continue to be a major part of the 

woodland without any need to actively plant it.  

 

• We should get rid of the laurel while we can 

It’s non-native, of minimal wildlife value, it spreads, and it is completely shading out what 

should be a lovely species rich streamside area. Getting rid of it will involve not just cutting it 

but also digging out the roots – while the LPS can pay for this let’s take the opportunity to 

save ourselves future headaches.  

I had thought about whether to recommend opening up some parts of the stream sides a 

little, as they are all very shaded, but removing the laurel will deliver a stretch of sunnier 

stream anyway.  



• A lot of the hazel is also overdue for coppicing.  

However I suggest that this is a lower priority than clearing the glade area.  Seeing what 

happens to the hazel here, and to any planted saplings, will be a good guide as to how bad 

deer damage would be if we coppiced larger areas of hazel. So I suggest largely leaving the 

hazel alone for now (except in the glade and any that we might want to coppice as part of 

preparing a replanting area) and revisit the question in a few years’ time.   

• Keeping the site safe  

Trees do fall over from time to time, but ash die back disease is likely to result in many more 

trees dying and falling than usual in the next decade or so. These will present a particular 

hazard only where they fall over the road (where the danger is not so much that a tree will 

fall on a passer-by but that a car will hit a tree that has already fallen) or, to a lesser extent, 

when they hang dangerously over a path.  

Generally speaking it is probably easiest to allow the informal paths to simply naturally 

divert if they become blocked, but Public Rights of Way, like the road, must be kept open 

and safe. Some forward planning of coppicing will help to minimise any hazards, and undue 

tidiness should be avoided.  

Note that maintaining the two private vehicular accesses will continue to be the 

responsibility of the relevant householder.  

• Anything else I’ve forgotten?  

Costs 

I haven’t estimated any costs yet, but I’d expect that all the tree felling and laurel and larger scale 

scrub removal would be done by contractors, likewise the mowing.  Tree planting would I think be 

quite do-able with volunteers, along with some or all of the hazel coppicing and other small scale 

works.  But this is something that needs more thought once there has been an agreement in 

principle. 

The aim would be to ensure that all the expensive work is done during the LPS and paid for by it. 

However ash die back is likely to bring some reactive costs in the longer term which the PC should be 

aware of.    

Ash dieback at Broomfield – the ivy is not a problem in itself, but 

often indicates a tree that is becoming ivy covered because it is 

diseased or 

otherwise not 

growing well.  

 

 

 

 

SW edge of glade, note the density of small trees and scrub 

 



Some pictures of potential areas for replanting;  

Open area near road where an ash has 

already fallen  

 

 

 

  Big beeches down in the NW of the 

site offer two more replanting 

opportunities with minimal clearance 

needed  

 

 


