PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:P10/1072
Type of approval sought

Tree Preservation Order

Ward

NORTON

Applicant

Mrs

Location:

Hotchkin

63, MERE ROAD, NORTON, STOURBRIDGE, DY8 3AY

Proposal

FELL 1 NO. SILVER BIRCH TREE AND PRUNE 1 NO. ROBINIA
TREE.
Recommendation PART APPROVE & PART REFUSE (SPLIT DEC'N)
Summary:

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO: D271 (1989) – T13
SITE AND SURROUNDINGS
1.

The trees subject to this application are a mature birch tree and a mature robinia
tree. The birch tree is located in the front garden of 63 Mere Road and the robinia
tree is located in the rear garden. Both trees are visible form the public open space
that is opposite the property, albeit with the robinia having a limited view due to the
screening of the applicant’s house. It is considered that the Birch tree provides a
high amount of amenity to the area, and the Robinia provides a moderate amount of
amenity.

PROPOSAL
2.

Summary of proposals for the works as written on application form is as follows:
•
•

3.

PART A: Fell one birch tree;
PART B: Prune 1 robinia tree.

The trees have been marked on the attached plan.

HISTORY
4.

There has been one previous Tree Preservation Order application on this site.
Application No
P04/1857

Proposal
Prune 1 Acacia and fell
1 birch tree

Decision
Approved with
conditions

Date
12/11/04

PUBLIC CONSULTATION
5.

A letter of support has been received from the adjacent neighbour. The neighbour
supports the application on the grounds that the birch tree blocks the light from the
property; is now touching the property and could cause damage in the future.

ASSESSMENT

Tree(s) Appraisal

Tree 1
Birch
10
6
500
Good
Good

Tree 2
Robinia
11
7
550
Good
Good

Mature

Mature

Good
Good
Good
3%
None Evident
None Evident

Good
Good
Good
5%
None Evident
None Evident

Tree Structure
Species
Height (m)
Spread (m)
DBH (mm)
Canopy Architecture
Overall Form
Age Class
Yng / EM / M / OM / V

Structural Assessment
Trunk / Root Collar
Scaffold Limbs
Secondary Branches
% Deadwood
Root Defects
Root Disturbance
Other
Failure Foreseeable
Imm / Likely / Possible / No

Whole

Part

No

No

Whole

Part

No

No

Vigour Assessment
Vascular Defects
Foliage Defects
Leaf Size
Foliage Density
Other

None Evident
None Evident
Good
Good

None Evident
None Evident
Good
Good

Good
Good
Good

Good
Good
Good

Yes
None Evident
Slight lifting of block paving
driveway
Yes

Yes
None Evident

Overall Assessment
Structure
Vigour
Overall Health
Other Issues
Light Obstruction
Physical Damage
Surface Disruption
Debris
Amenity
Assessment

None Evident
Yes

Visible
Prominence
Part of Wider
Feature?
Characteristic of Area
Amenity Value

Yes
High

Yes
Moderate

No

No

Yes
High

Yes
Moderate

Further Assessment
6.

7.

The applicant has proposed to fell the birch tree and prune the robinia tree. It is
proposed to fell the birch tree to prevent squirrels form accessing the roof of the
adjacent property and causing damage; and to prevent further damage to the
driveway form the tree. It is proposed to prune the robinia tree to keep it to a size that
is appropriate for the garden.
On inspection both trees were found to be healthy with no major defects present.

8.

It was noted that the roots of the birch tree has started to lift the surrounding block
paving with the disturbance of a number of blocks. It was also noted that the canopy
of the birch tree is growing in close proximity to the roof and guttering of the
applicant’s and their neighbour’s property.

9.

The applicant hasn’t provided any information as to the nature or extent of the
damage that is being caused by squirrels. However it is assumed that the squirrels
are probably getting into the roof space and could be causing damage this way.
Normally such damage can be prevented by the filling of any small gaps between the
roof and the elevations of the property. As such unless the applicants can provide
sufficient information to show that the felling of the tree is the only practicable solution
to the squirrel damage then it is not considered that the tree should be felled for
these reasons.

10. With regard to the damage to the drive, whilst it is accepted that the tree has started
to lift sections of the drive. No information has been submitted to show that any form
of investigation has been undertaken to assess alternative method of abating further
damage. Such damage can be caused by relatively minor roots being present on the
underside of the block pavers, and can be readily remedied by the lifting of the block
and the trimming of the roots, even if there are a number of areas of damage this can
involve less work, cost and inconvenience that the felling of the tree.
11. Whilst if it can be show that the damage being caused could not be satisfactorily
remedied without the removal of the tree, there may be a stronger case for felling; at
this time as it appears that no consideration of alternative solutions has been made it
is not accepted that the impact on the amenity of the are that would result form the

felling of the tree has been sufficiently justified and I recommend that the felling of the
tree is not approved on the grounds of the current damage to the driveway.
12. Overall it is not considered that the case made for the felling of the tree is sufficient to
justify the detrimental impact on the amenity of the area.
13. It is proposed to prune the robinia tree in the rear garden back to the previous pruning
points. On inspection it was noted that the canopy of the tree spreads to the whole
width of the applicant’s garden and is a dominating feature in the back garden. It is
considered that the proposed pruning would be appropriate as it will make the tree
less over bearing, whilst retaining it as a feature in the area that provides amenity to
eh area.
CONCLUSION
14. The applicant has proposed to fell the birch tree due to damage that is being caused
to the driveway and they are concerned about damage being caused by squirrels
accessing the roof of adjacent properties.
15. In both cases no information has been provided as to the nature, or the extent and
cause of the damage. As such it is not considered that the felling of the tree and the
detrimental impact that would result has been sufficiently justified.
16. The applicant has proposed to prune the robinia tree that is located in the rear
garden, back to the previous pruning points. On inspection it was considered that this
works would be acceptable as it would reduce the overbearing impact of the tree on
the applicant’s property whilst retaining the tree as a substantial feature within the
area. It is therefore recommended that the proposed pruning is approved.
RECOMMENDATION
17. It is recommended that PART A of the application is refused for the reasons set out
below:
1. The birch tree subject to the proposal for felling provides a high amount of amenity
to the surrounding area and users of Mere Road and the adjacent public open
space. The reasons for the application and the supporting information do not
sufficiently justify the detrimental affect on the local amenity that would result from
the proposed felling, in particular as no evidence has been provided to show that
there are no other practicable solutions to the stated problems.
It is recommended that PART B of the application is approved subject to the following
conditions:

Conditions and/or reasons:
1. The tree works subject of this consent shall be carried out in accordance with British
Standard BS 3998:1989 'Recommendations for Treework'.
2. The works hereby approved shall be carried out within 12 months of the date of this
decision.
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