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1.
Purpose of Report / Summary:


To confirm the City of Salford Tree Preservation Order No 274 (2003), 10 Barton Road, Worsley.

2. Recommendations

That the preservation order be confirmed.

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 tree is situated in the side garden of 10 Barton Road, Worsley.  It is located within the Worsley Village Conservation Area.  A prior notification to fell the tree was received on the 5th March 2003.  The City’s Arboriculturalist inspected the tree and is of the opinion that the tree is healthy with a high visual impact along both Barton Road and the Bridgewater Canal.  Therefore the tree was provisionally protected.
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6. Details:

The City of Salford Tree Preservation Order No. 274 (2003) provisionally protects a single Norway Spruce tree situated in the side garden of 10 Barton Road, Worsley.  The tree is approximately 15m in height and has a high site amenity value and visual impact.  The tree can be seen from quite some distance on Barton Road and along the Bridgewater Canal.

I have received one letter of objection to Tree Preservation Order 274 (2003).  The objection is from a neighbour living on the opposite side of Barton Road at No 3. 


The letter raises several points of objection:

· The Norway Spruce is a forest tree which will grow to a great height and is therefore unsuitable for a cottage garden.  It is argued that the tree cannot be pruned or topped without disfiguring the tree.

· The tree will seek out the drains of 10 Barton Road and cause unnecessary expense to the owner.

· The Norway Spruce is not a wind firm tree and is likely, therefore, to topple onto Barton Road or the Bridgewater Canal.

· The tree is not native to England and looks out of place.

With regard to the first point it is worth noting that the majority of trees in the City of Salford that are protected by a Tree Preservation Order are ‘forest trees’, and many of these trees are located in private gardens.  Therefore, the argument that this tree is unsuitable for a private garden should not be given great weight.  Although the City’s arboricultural officer agrees that the tree cannot be trimmed, as it will cause disfigurement, the tree is not in contact with the house and thus causes no significant problems with regard to the house.

With regard to the second point, the future possibility of blocked drains is a speculative issue and is not a valid reason for the tree not to be afforded the protection of a Tree Preservation Order.

In response to the third point raised, the City’s arboricultural officer has stated that there is no proof of any wind damage to the tree such as an uplifting root plate.  He also stipulates that the Norway spruce should not be described as a tree that is not wind firm given its setting.  In a silvicultural setting (i.e. where a tree is planted as part of a forest specifically for the harvesting of timber) a Norway spruce, as with many other types of tree, could be described as not being wind firm, but this is not true for a single tree planted in a private garden.

With regard to the final point, there are only 36 native trees in England and this point should not be considered as a reason not to confirm the Tree Preservation Order.  Due to the tree being healthy with a high visual impact, its makes a significant contribution to the amenity of the local area, and does not in my opinion, look out of place.

I recommend that the Tree Preservation Order No. 274 be confirmed.  I have advised the occupier, who is affected by the tree, that he can re-submit an application for consent to fell a protected tree.   If the application were to be unsuccessful then there is an appeal procedure to follow.



















