REPORT OF HEAD OF DEVELOPMENT MANAGEMENT

ON OTHER PLANNING MATTERS

Tree Preservation Order confirmation with no objection

Type: Tree Preservation Order

Reference: TPO 123 – Morningside, Francis Rd, Saundersfoot

Made: 10th May 2011
Description:
The TPO comprises: T1 – Betula utilis var jacquemontii


T2 – Aesculus x carnea ‘ Brotii


T3 – Sorbus Aucuparia

Within the grounds of Morningside, Francis Rd, Saundersfoot

These trees were planted by the landowners as replacements to Tree Preservation Order 38 to add to the amenity value of the area. 

Note: TPO 38 was revoked on the 10th May 2010

As no objections were received TPO 123 will be confirmed on 10th November 2011

Tree Preservation Order confirmation with no objection

Type: Tree Preservation Order

Reference: TPO 124 – Land adjacent to Bryn Eithin, Eglywswrw

Made: 10th May 2011
Description:
The TPO comprises T1 – Ash 

Land adjacent to Bryn Eithin, Eglywswrw

It is considered that the tree is a large specimen of good form and of a size rarely reached in Pembrokeshire; and as such makes a significant contribution to the rural character and wildlife of the area. 

No objections were received - TPO 124 will be confirmed on 10th November 2011

Tree Preservation Orders with Objections

Type: Tree Preservation Order

Reference: TPO 125 – Land adjacent to Parc-yr-efail, Felindre Farchog

Made: 30th June 2011

Description: TPO comprises G1 1 x Sycamore


2 x Ash

It is considered that the trees make a significant contribution to the rural character of the area. 

Consultee response: 

Nevern Community Council – No response

Public response: 

Letter of objection: issue raised - The Trees are a danger to the property known as Cwmteg

Officers Appraisal:

The following National guidance is relevant to the consideration of the Proposal:

Planning Policy Wales Edition 3 – Chapter 5 (paras. 5.2.9 and 5.2.10)

Technical Advice Note 10 – Tree Preservation Orders (1997)

In respect of issue (1) An owner of land upon which a tree stands has responsibilities for the health and safety of those on or near the land and potential liabilities arising from the fall of the tree and /or branch; as such the owner’s responsibility for trees on their land will continue regardless of a tree Preservation Order being placed upon them.

Recommendation:

Although the visual aesthetics of a tree is subjective, the objective guidelines for implementing a Tree Preservation Order are all sufficiently met by the Tree in question; taking into account the following criteria:
· Visibility -

Visible from the main through road of Felindre Farchog

Visible from majority of properties in Felindre Farchog
· Individual impact – 

The Sycamore is significant in size and of good form with a continued potential to amenity. 
· Wider impact – 

There is a foreseeable threat to the tree as the Planning department has received a Pre- Application to develop the land. 
· Further Information – 

On receipt of the objection letter I carried out a further site visit to look for key issues that could affect the longevity of the trees; and thus the amenity value.  A fungal fruiting body that appeared to be Polyporous Squammosus was found on an existing wound of the central Ash tree. This fungi is generally restricted to a relatively small zone associated with a wound; as shown on the tree in question; however if the wound area is widespread the fungi can cause more serious issues.

Recommendation:

· That Tree Preservation Order 125 is confirmed with the following modifications :

Include T1 – Sycamore 

Omit the 2 x Ash trees

Send additional letter to landowner identifying presence of the fungal fruiting bodies and recommending a tree survey on the trees in question.

Tree Preservation Orders with Objections

Type: Tree Preservation Order

Reference: TPO 126 – Penrhyn, Newport

Made: 30th June 2011

Description:

TPO comprises T1 Sycamore

It is considered that the tree makes a significant contribution to the rural character of the area. 

Consultee response: 

Newport Community Council – No response

Public response: 

A Letter of objection from appellant in Planning appeal APP/L9503/A/11/2150768/WF relating to TPO 126  

Issues raised:

1. No threat, real or implied to T1

2. Not expedient to confirm TPO under good arboricultural management given advice set out in para 16 of TAN10

Officers Appraisal:

The following National guidance is relevant to the consideration of the Proposal:

Planning Policy Wales Edition 3 – Chapter 5 (paras. 5.2.9 and 5.2.10)

Technical Advice Note 10 – Tree Preservation Orders (1997) to be read in conjunction with:

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning (Trees) Regulations 1999

In respect of issue (1) above - The tree is situated between 2 properties (following the planning approval for Penrhyn) and is likely to require management in the future in terms of encroaching branches interfering with the buildings.

The tree is also in proximity to low voltage power lines which will require a safe clearance to be maintained by the statutory undertakers.  Although there is a statutory right to manage vegetation in proximity to power lines, the local electrical arboricultural companies are pro-active in their approach and regularly contact the PCNPA regarding Tree Preservation Orders within the national Park. 

Although ‘there is no intention of harming the tree’ at present work will be required on this tree in the future and as such the implementation of the TPO will ensure that the work is carried out in accordance with good arboricultural practice to retain the visual amenity of the tree. 

In respect of issue (2) above - The ‘Tree Preservation Order Guide to law and good practice’ and ‘TAN 10’ – state that it is not expedient to make a Tree Preservation Order in respect of trees under good Arboricultural management.   It is clear from the location of the tree that it will require management in the future; however at present it is not known how the tree has been managed in the past in terms of amenity, good arboricultural practice and/or health and safety. For example the establishment of the Ivy would have obscured visual inspections and thus prevented any informed decisions to have been made. 

It is also the Secretary of State’s view is that it is not reasonable to use planning conditions as a means of securing the long-term protection of trees when TPOs are available for this purpose. 

Recommendation:

Although the visual aesthetics of a tree is subjective, the objective guidelines for implementing a Tree Preservation Order are all sufficiently met by the Tree in question; taking into account the following criteria:

· Visibility -

Visible from two adjoining footpaths

· Individual impact – 

The Sycamore is significant in size and of good form with a continued amenity potential  

· Wider impact – 

The location of the tree will assist in visually dividing the properties and retaining the rural aspect by disrupting the lineation of the buildings. It is this officer’s opinion that the tree is deemed important to the setting of the properties and should be protected.

Recommendation:

· That Tree Preservation Order 126 be confirmed 
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