PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION REGULATORY PANEL
DATE:

17th October 2002
PART 1 

(OPEN TO PUBLIC)

SUBJECT:  CONFIRMATION OF THE CITY OF SALFORD TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO 256 (2002)
OPERATIONAL MATTERS

REPORT OF: DIRECTOR OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES
FOR DECISION

1.
Purpose of Report / Summary:


To confirm the City of Salford Tree Preservation Order No 256 (2002), 132 Liverpool Road, Irlam.

2. Recommendations

That the preservation order be confirmed with modifications, the omitting of one sycamore tree (T2).

3. Routing:

To the Planning and Transport Regulatory Panel for confirmation.

4. Implications:

4.1 Resources (Finance/Staffing)

No implications

4.2 Performance Review


No implications
4.3 Environmental


Maintenance and tree cover in the City
4.4 Equal Opportunities


No implications
4.5 Community Strategy


No implications

5. Background:

The site is a home for the elderly, an application for a large extension (02/43772/FUL) was recently refused as the proposal may have resulted in the loss or damage of the trees that are the subject of this report.
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6. Details:

The City of Salford Tree Preservation Order No. 256 (2002) provisionally protects five individual trees that front 132 Liverpool Road, Irlam.  The trees comprise of three sycamores, one Birch and one Oak Tree.

The City’s Arboriculturalist has inspected the trees and is of the opinion that four of the five trees should be protected and one sycamore (T2) should be omitted from the order.  The trees have a very high visual amenity partly because of their location and partly because there is little tree cover in this particular area.  The trees can be seen for some distance up and down Liverpool Road. 

I have received one letter of objection from an arboricultural consultants on behalf of the owner of the site.  There are several technical points of objection raised regarding the making and serving of the tree preservation order, these issues have been addressed by letter to the objector.  The following points raised relate specifically to the amenity value and condition of the trees.

· The local drainage authority carried out excavation works 3m from the base of the trees to a depth of over 4m.

· T1 – the tree has been poorly pruned in the past to remove lower branches

· T2 – the tree is being suppressed by T1 and T3 which is on either side, the trunk and branch system is mainly over the highway.

· T3 – has very thin leaf cover and die back of twig growth

· T5 – has die back in the crown and significant bark death at the base. 

A further site visit made by the City’s Arboriculturalist on 13th September 2002, confirmed his opinion that the trees have a very high and visual impact and that the trees have a reasonable life expectancy.  The Council’s response to the reasons for objection are:

· Excavation works were indeed carried out close to the trees and if the trees show significant signs of being dead, dying or dangerous then they can be removed but they must be replaced.

· T1 – the tree has been poorly pruned in the past and this could be remedied by corrective pruning.

· T2 – the City’s Arboriculturalist agrees that the tree is suppressed and of poor form and agrees that the tree should be omitted from the order.

· T3 – the tree does have signs of thin leaf cover and die back in the crown, the City’s Arboriculturalist is of the opinion that minor pruning may resolve the problem and if it persists then an application to either prune or fell the tree should be submitted in the future.

· T5 – the tree does have signs of die back in the crown and bark death at the base.  The die back again could be resolved by minor pruning.  The bark death at the base of the tree is showing good signs of callousing, which indicates that the tree is beginning to heal.  If the situation does not improve then an application should be submitted from the removal of the tree.

The City’s Arboriculturalist has suggested pruning to several of the trees, this report does not give permission for that pruning and if the work was to be carried out then an application must be made.  I recommend that the City of  Salford Tree Preservation Order No.256 should be confirmed with modification with the omitting of one sycamore T2.



















