PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:P10/1240
Type of approval sought

Tree Preservation Order

Ward

PEDMORE & STOURBRIDGE EAST

Applicant

Mr Ross Richards

Location:

1, THE HEATHLANDS, OLDSWINFORD, STOURBRIDGE, DY8 1NR

Proposal

FELL 1 NO. CEDAR TREE

Recommendation REFUSE
Summary:

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO: D071 (1978) – T5
SITE AND SURROUNDINGS
1.

The tree subject to this application is a mature cedar tree that is located in the side
garden of 1 The Heathlands, Oldswinford. The tree is located in close proximity to
the public highway, is a prominent feature opposite the junction of Red Hill and
Cranbourne Road. The tree is also prominently visible from Red Hill. Overall it is
considered that the tree provides a high amount of amenity to the surrounding area.

PROPOSAL
2.

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

3.

Fell 1 Cedar 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
84/52096

Proposal
Prune 1 Cedar

Decision
Approved with
conditions

Date
31/01/85

5.

In 2008 permission was granted under the dead, dying and dangerous exemption for
the crown thinning of this tree to reduce the sail area following the failure of a branch.
At the same time a nylon cabling system was installed to ensure that the main
secondary limb would not fall in the event of limb failure.

PUBLIC CONSULTATION
6.

A letter of support has been received from the adjacent neighbour at 3 The
Heathlands. They support the application on the grounds that they consider the tree
to be a hazard due to previous branches that have fallen onto their property,
damaging a roof tile, and the branches and cones that fall from the tree onto the
adjacent highway. A copy of the letter has been attached to this report.

ASSESSMENT

Tree(s) Appraisal

Tree Structure
Species
Height (m)
Spread (m)
DBH (mm)
Canopy Architecture
Overall Form
Age Class

Tree 1
Deodar Cedar
17
9
1 x 550 1 x 250
Moderate – Twin Stemmed
Moderate / Good
Mature

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

Good
Moderate – Cobra cable installed to
restrain smaller stem in event of failure
Moderate – some previous failure
5%
None Evident
None Evident
Whole

Part

No

Possible

Vigour Assessment
Vascular Defects
Foliage Defects
Leaf Size
Foliage Density
Other

None Evident
None Evident
Good
Good

Overall Assessment
Structure
Vigour
Overall Health

Moderate
Moderate / Good
Moderate / Good

Other Issues
Light Obstruction
Physical Damage
Surface Disruption
Debris
Amenity
Assessment
Visible
Prominence
Part of Wider
Feature?
Characteristic of Area
Amenity Value

Slight
None evident
Slight
Cones and needles
Yes
High
No
Yes
High

Further Assessment
7.

The applicant has proposed to fell the tree as they consider it to be potentially
hazardous due to falling branches and cones. A branch recently fell from the tree and
caused damage to the applicant’s car windscreen requiring it to be replaced. No
information has been provided as to the state of the branch that fell from the tree,
whether it had failed whilst it was alive, or had died and then failed following a period
in the tree.

8.

On inspection the tree was found to be in a reasonable condition with no major
defects present. It was noted that there was some deadwood present within the
crown, and there were some branch stubs signifying previous branch failure. The tree
has been previously crown thinned and a cable system has been installed to restrain
the major secondary limb in the event of failure.

9.

The applicant has stated that they have been advised that in 2008 the tree only had a
safe life expectancy of 5 years. This is not a view that is shared by the Council’s Tree
Protection Officer, and it is considered that with appropriate management the tree
could be retained for a substantial number of years.

10. With regard to the safety of the tree, cedar trees can be prone to losing limbs and
branches during windy weather or after a heavy snow fall. Such failures appear to be
a survival mechanism for the tree; where by the failure of secondary branches
naturally reduce the sail area of the tree and the subsequent wind forces that will act
on the tree.
11. As such if left in place it is considered that there is a potential for future limb loss.
However if a regular programme of crown cleaning and thinning is undertaken to the
tree it is considered that the tree could be retained, with a relatively minimal risk of
substantial limb failure.

12. As the tree is located immediately adjacent to a public highway consideration must be
given to the potential damage should a serious failure occur.
13. If the tree didn’t provide such a high amount of amenity to the area, then the potential
of future limb loss may have been sufficient justification for its removal. However as
the tree provides a higher amount of amenity the required justification for its removal
is equally increased. As such it is recommended that the felling of the tree is not
approved on these grounds.
14. With regards to the cones that fall from the tree, it is accepted that they cones can
grow to substantial weights. However they normally remain in the tree and gradually
disintegrate over time. As such it is considered that the chance of damage as the
result of falling cones is relatively low and no works should be approved on these
grounds.

CONCLUSION
15. The applicant has proposed to fell the tree as they are concerns about the safety of
the tree both in terms of the potential for falling branches and the hazard presented
by falling cones.
16. It is considered that the tree is in relatively good health and could certainly be
retained in a safe condition with regular crown cleaning works.
17. As the tree provides a high amount of amenity to the area it is considered that, on
balance, it should be retained. As such it is recommended that the application is
refused.
RECOMMENDATION
18.

It is recommended that application is refused for the reasons set out below.

Conditions and/or reasons:
1. The tree provides a moderate to high amount of amenity to the surrounding area
and users of the adjacent section of Red Hill, The Heathlands and Cranbourne
Road. 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.

N

T1

