
 
PLANNING APPLICATION NUMBER:P12/0438 

 
 
Type of approval sought Tree Preservation Order 
Ward Norton 
Applicant Mr Peter Cook 
Location: 
 

FAIRFIELD HOUSE, QUARRY PARK ROAD, STOURBRIDGE, DY8 
2RE 

Proposal RE-ESTABLISH A BEECH BOUNDARY HEDGE INVOLVING 
REMOVING TO STUMP LEVEL ON UP TO 15 FIR TREES . CUT 
DOWN 10 BEECH TREES/HEDGE TO A HEIGHT OF 8-10 FEET.  
POLLARD 1 ROBINIA TREE. REMOVE TO STUMP LEVEL ON 
FURTHER 2 FIR TREES 

Recommendation 
Summary: 

APPROVE SUBJECT TO CONDITIONS 

 
 
 
TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO: TPO 652 (2001) – A35 
 
SITE AND SURROUNDINGS 
 

1. The trees subject to this application are 15 Cypress conifer trees that form part of a 
boundary feature along with 10 small beech trees, two cypress trees that are not part 
of the boundary feature and a robinia tree. 
 

2. The trees are located in the rear garden of Fairfield house, with only one of the 
cypresses and the robinia tree being visible from any area of public vantage. Overall 
given the limited visibility of all of the trees it is considered that they only provide a 
low amount of amenity to the surrounding area.  

 
PROPOSAL 
 

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

• Fell 15 cypress trees that form part of a boundary feature. 
• Reduce the height of 10 small beech trees to 8-10 feet. 
• Fell 2 Cypress trees 
• Re-pollard 1 Robinia tree. 

 
4. The trees have been marked on the attached plan. 
 
 



 
 
HISTORY 
 

6. There have been two previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site. 
 
Application No. Proposal Decision Date 
P03/2313 Fell 10 Leylandii trees Approved  22/01/2004 
P07/0300 Fell 6 fir trees, fell 1 beech tree 

and pollard 2 beech trees 
Approved 18/04/2007 

 
 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION 
 

7. At the time of writing no public representations have been received. 
 

 
 
ASSESSMENT 
 
 
Tree(s) Appraisal 
 

Tree Structure Group 1 Group 2 
Species Cypress x 15 Beech x 10 

Height (m) 4 – 8 3 – 6 
Spread (m) 1.5 1.5 
DBH (mm) ~ 150mm ~ 100mm 

Canopy 
Architecture 

Moderate Moderate 

Overall Form Moderate Moderate 
Age Class 

Yng / EM / M / OM / V Mature Mature 

Structural 
Assessment 

    

Trunk / Root 
Collar 

Good Good 

Scaffold Limbs Good Good 
Secondary 
Branches 

Moderate Good 

% Deadwood 1% 5% 
Root Defects None Evident None Evident 

Root Disturbance None Evident None Evident 
Other   

Failure Foreseeable Whole Part Whole Part 



Imm / Likely / Possible 
/ No  

No No No No 

Vigour Assessment     
Vascular Defects None Evident None Evident 
Foliage Defects None Evident None Evident 

Leaf Size Good Not In Leaf 
Foliage Density Good Not In Leaf 

Other   
Overall 

Assessment 
    

Structure Good Good 
Vigour Good Good 

Overall Health Good Good 
Other Issues     

Light Obstruction Some Some 
Physical Damage None Evident None Evident 

Surface Disruption None Evident None Evident 
Debris Some Some 

Amenity 
Assessment 

    

Visible No No 
Prominence Low Low 
Part of Wider 

Feature? 
Yes Yes 

Characteristic of 
Area 

Yes Yes 

Amenity Value Low Low 
 

Tree Structure Tree 3 Tree 4 Tree 5 
Species Cypress Cypress Robinia 

Height (m) 8 7 7 
Spread (m) 2 4 5 
DBH (mm) 3 x 150 150 180 

Canopy 
Architecture 

Moderate / 
poor 

Good Moderate 

Overall Form Moderate Moderate Moderate 
Age Class 

Yng / EM / M / OM / V Mature Mature Mature 

Structural 
Assessment 

     

Trunk / Root 
Collar 

Good Good Good 

Scaffold Limbs Moderate Good Moderate / Poor 



– previous 
pollard 

Secondary 
Branches 

Moderate Good Moderate 

% Deadwood 1% 1% 15% 
Root Defects None Evident None Evident None Evident 

Root Disturbance None Evident None Evident None Evident 
Other    

Failure Foreseeable 
Imm / Likely / Possible 

/ No  

Whole 

No 
Part 

No 
Whole 

No 
Part 

No 
Whole 

No 

Part 

Likely 

Vigour Assessment      
Vascular Defects None Evident None Evident None Evident 
Foliage Defects None Evident None Evident None Evident 

Leaf Size Good Good Not In Leaf 
Foliage Density Good Good Not In Leaf 

Other    
Overall 

Assessment 
     

Structure Good Good Moderate 
Vigour Good Good Moderate 

Overall Health Good Good Moderate 
Other Issues      

Light Obstruction No Some Some 
Physical Damage None Evident None Evident None Evident 

Surface Disruption None Evident None Evident None Evident 

Debris Some Some Some 

Amenity 
Assessment 

     

Visible No Yes Yes 
Prominence Low Low Low 
Part of Wider 

Feature? 
No No No 

Characteristic of 
Area 

No No No 

Amenity Value Low Low Low 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Further Assessment 
 

8. The applicant has proposed to fell 15 cypress trees and prune 10 small beech trees 
with a view to restoring the original beech hedge to a better condition. They have also 
proposed to fell two other cypress trees and to re-pollard a robinia tree in order to 
reduce the amount of light obstruction from the house. 
 

9. The works to restore the beech hedge boundary are considered to be acceptable. 
The cypress trees that have now grown up appear to have been planted after the 
beech hedge, but due to their high growth rate they now dominate the hedge. The 
dominance of the cypress trees has caused some of the beech trees to develop long 
shoots to try to get access to light. 

 
10. It is considered that the proposed works to the hedge line will restore the hedge to 

an appropriate condition, and whilst it will be far from a pristine hedge, it will serve as 
a good base form future replanting works to thicken up the hedge. 

 
11. As the cypress and beech trees have very limited public amenity it is not considered 

that the proposed works will have any detrimental impact on the amenity of the area 
and therefore works to these trees should be approved. 

 
12. With regard to the felling of the other cypresses, one is located immediately 

adjacent to the above hedge line is not visible from any area of public vantage.  The 
other is situated adjacent to the southern boundary of the property, and whilst it is 
visible from directly in front of the applicant’s property it is not considered to be 
prominent or to provide any useful amenity to the area. As such it is considered that 
the proposal to fell these two cypress trees is acceptable and should be approved. 

 
13. The proposal to re-pollard the robinia tree is also considered acceptable. Whilst 

pollarding robinias is not generally considered to be good practice, once it has been 
done, re-pollarding is generally the only appropriate management for the afterwards. 
This robinia tree has been previously pollarded and the re-growth and the decay of 
the older stumps now meant that re-pollarding is required in order to prevent the 
failure of the re-grown limbs. 

 
14. The robinia tree is located adjacent to the south boundary, and whilst it is visible 

from directly in front of the house it is not considered to provide any significant 
amenity to the area and it is recommended that the works are approved. 

 
15. Overall it is considered that the proposed works are acceptable, and the application 

should be approved. 
 



CONCLUSION 
 

16. The applicant has proposed to fell 15 cypress trees and prune 10 small beech trees 
in order to restore the boundary hedge to it original ‘beech only’ condition. They have 
also proposed to 2 cypress trees and a robinia tree to reduce the light obstruction to 
the property. 
 

17. Overall it is considered that all of the trees subject to this application have limited 
public amenity value and as such the proposed works will have a limited impact on 
the amenity of the area. As such tit is considered that the works should be approved. 

 
RECOMMENDATION 
 

18. It is recommended that the application is approved subject to the stated conditions. 
 
 
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 3998:2010 `Recommendations for Treework'. 
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	There have been four previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site.
	The application to fell in 2007 was refused contrary to the case officer’s recommendation. The applicant appealed, but the appeal inspector upheld the decision of the committee.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	4. There have been five previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	1. The tree subject to this application is a mature Lime tree that is located in the car park of the Metropolitan Lofts apartment building on Parsons Street, Dudley. The car park is enclosed on all four sides by buildings and only the very tips of the...
	There has been one previous Tree Preservation Order application on this site.
	No public representations have been received
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	The applicant has proposed to fell the tree as it had dropped branches on a car that was parked underneath and the general debris that falls from the tree.
	On inspection the tree was found to be in a reasonable condition. It was noted that some of the branches were getting slightly leggy and there was some deadwood throughout the crown. However it is not considered that the tree is in a structurally poor...
	The reasons that the applicant have put forward for the removal of the tree would not normally be considered sufficient for the felling of a tree that provides a good amount of amenity to the surrounding area. However government guidance states that w...
	Given that the tree can only be partially seen from any area of public vantage, it is considered that the tree provides a low amount of amenity to the surrounding area. Given the low amount of amenity it is considered that, on balance, the impact on t...
	1. The tree subject to this application is an early mature oak tree that is located in the rear garden of 98 Clock Tower View and 2 mature sycamore trees that are located adjacent to the rear gardens of 100 & 102 Clock Tower View. The trees can be see...
	4. There has been one previous Tree Preservation Order application on this site.
	5. Following consideration the applicant has not carried out the above works.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	1. The trees subject to this application are a cedar tree and a silver birch tree. The cedar tree is located in the front garden adjacent to the main driveway of the property, and the silver birch tree is located in the rear of the property adjacent t...
	2. The Cedar tree is a large specimen that forms part of a group with other large cedars and is considered to provide a high amount of amenity to the surrounding area. The silver birch tree is almost completely screened form any wider public view due ...
	6. There has been one previous Tree Preservation Order application on this site.
	7. At the time of writing no public representations have been received.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	1. The tree subject to this application is a mature willow tree that is located in the front garden of 9, Stour Hill, Quarry Bank. The tree is located between the property’s detached garage and the retaining wall that forms the front boundary of the p...
	There have been no previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site.
	No public representations have been received.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	The applicant has proposed to fell the tree as they believe the tree is implicated in the subsidence of the adjacent garage structure and the displacement of the adjacent retaining wall.
	On inspection the tree was found to be in a reasonable condition. There was some decay present in the main stem and scaffold limbs; however it is considered that as long as the tree is managed as a pollarded tree at regular intervals there would be no...
	With regard to the alleged implication into the subsidence of the attached garage, the applicant has submitted the surveyors report from when they bought the property, and photos of the damage in support of the application.
	On my inspection the soil type was found to be clay, and the damage to the building was observed to be of a pattern that would suggest a downward movement on the side of the garage adjacent to the tree. Whilst the information submitted would not usual...
	With regard to the displacement of the retaining wall it is considered that due to the proximity of the tree and the nature of the damage it is considered that it has been caused by lateral pressure from tree roots pushing against the inside of the wall.
	Due to the limited distance between the base of the tree and the wall it is not considered that it would be possible to remedy the problem through the removal of roots and the re-building of the wall at it s damaged sections.
	Given the acceptance of the implication of the tree in the damage to the adjacent structure and the damage to the retaining wall it is considered that there is substantial justification for the felling of the tree. The removal of the tree will have a ...
	4. There have been no previous Tree Preservation Order applications on this site.
	Tree(s) Appraisal
	1. The trees subject to this application are 15 Cypress conifer trees that form part of a boundary feature along with 10 small beech trees, two cypress trees that are not part of the boundary feature and a robinia tree.
	2. The trees are located in the rear garden of Fairfield house, with only one of the cypresses and the robinia tree being visible from any area of public vantage. Overall given the limited visibility of all of the trees it is considered that they only...
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