
 
PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:P09/0345 

 
 
Type of approval sought Tree Preservation Order 
Ward NORTON 
Applicant Mr Roy  Swift 
Location: 
 

REDMAYS, QUARRY PARK ROAD, STOURBRIDGE, DY8 2RE 

Proposal TO FELL ONE NO.CYPRESS TREE 

Recommendation 
Summary: 

APPROVE SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS 

 
 
 
TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO: D652 (2001) – A53 
 
SITE AND SURROUNDINGS 
 
1. The tree subject to this application is a mature cypress tree that is located in the 

rear garden of Redmays, Quarry Park Road. Due to its location and other 
surrounding trees it is not prominent from any public vantage and as such provides 
a low amount of amenity to the surrounding area. 

 
PROPOSAL 
 
2. Summary of proposals for the works as written on application form is as follows: 
  

• Fell 1 Cypress tree. 
 

3. The tree has been marked on the attached plan. 
 
HISTORY 
 
4. There have been no previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site. 
 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION 
 
5. A letter of objection was received from an adjoining neighbour. The grounds of 

objection were that the felling of the tree would reduce the privacy between the 
properties, and damage may be caused to her wall and block paving if the roots are 



removed or eventually when they rot away. A copy of the letter has been attached to 
the report  

 
ASSESSMENT 
Tree(s) Appraisal 
 

Criteria Tree 1 
TPO No. A53 
Species Cypress 
Height 12m 
Spread 3m 
Diameter 450mm 
Form Good 
Vigour Good 
Approx age Mature 
Pests / 
Diseases 

None evident 

Canopy Good 
%Deadwood 1% 
Cavities None evident  
Bark Good 
Roots Moderate – damaging adjacent wall 
Overall health Good  
Visibility  Low 
Amenity 
value 

Low 

  
Further Assessment 

 
6. The applicant has proposed to fell the tree as it appears to have damaged the 

adjacent boundary wall that is owned by his neighbour, and as the applicant has 
general concerns about the safety of a tree of this size. 

 
7. On inspection the tree was found to be in good health with no major defects present. 

It is located in a raised planter bed surrounded on one side by a dwarf brick wall and 
on the other by the boundary wall. 

 
8. As the tree is in a healthy condition there is no justification to fell it on the grounds of 

safety.  
 
9. A crack has appeared in the wall in close proximity of the tree. The shape and form of 

the crack would suggest that it has been caused by the expansion of a root 
underneath the foundation of the wall that has pushed the wall up. 

 



10. If the tree had a substantial amount of amenity value, the repair of the wall would be 
preferable to the felling of the tree. However in this case as the tree has little amenity 
value it is considered that the removal of the tree to prevent any future damage is 
sufficient justification to fell the tree. 

 
11. The issue of privacy that has been raised by the neighbour is not considered to be an 

issue that should impact on the decision of this application. Whilst it is accepted that 
the removal of the tree will allow more overlooking of the neighbours property, it is not 
considered that this would be to an unacceptable degree. Also as the privacy 
between two properties provided by a tree is an issue of private amenity rather than 
public amenity, government guidance state that this should have little bearing on the 
outcome of the application. 

 
12. Similarly, the potential for damage to be caused as the result of the felling of the tree, 

whilst it is something that the applicant should consider prior to carrying out the work, 
it is not an issue that affects the consideration of the application as it has no bearing 
on the impact on the public amenity value of the tree. 

 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
13. The tree subject to this application has caused some damage to the adjacent 

boundary wall. The cause of this damage is likely to be the expansion of a root that 
has grown under the footings of the wall and pushed the wall upwards. Due to the 
nature of the damage and the continued growth of the tree the damage with get 
progressively worse. 

 
14. The tree is considered to have a low amenity value as it is screened form any 

significant public view by surrounding buildings and trees. Due to this low amenity 
value the amount of justification required to fell the tree is reduced accordingly. As 
such the damage to the wall is considered to be sufficient justification to remove the 
tree. 

 
15. Whilst the objector has raised valid points, as they bear no relation to the public 

amenity of the tree, they should not be significant factors in the determination of the 
application. 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
16. It is recommended that application is approved subject to the conditions set out 

below.  
 
 
 
Conditions and/or reasons: 
 

1. A replacement tree shall be planted between the beginning of November and the 
end of March, within 1 year of felling (and replanted if necessary) and maintained 
until satisfactorily established. The size, species and locations of the replacement 
trees shall be agreed in writing with the Local Planning authority prior to the felling 
of the trees to which this application relates. 

2. The tree works subject of this consent shall be carried out in accordance with British 
Standard BS 3998:1989 'Recommendations for Treework'. 

3. The works hereby approved shall be carried out within 12 months of the date of this 
decision. 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 




















