2014/00996/TCA
Received on 20 August 2014

Ms. A. Paine, Ebenezer, Colhugh Street, Llantwit Major, Vale of Glamorgan, CF61 1RE

Ms. A. Paine, Ebenezer, Colhugh Street, Llantwit Major, Vale of Glamorgan, CF61 1RE

Ebenezer, Colhugh Street, Llantwit Major
Remove a primary branch from mature Sycamore (extends to west) 

SITE AND CONTEXT

Situated in Colhugh Street, the property is the disused Ebenezer United Reform Church now apparently in residential occupation and located within the Llantwit Major Conservation Area.   

DESCRIPTION OF DEVELOPMENT

The occupiers wish to remove a large branch from a Sycamore tree and to reduce the height of a neighbouring Cherry.

PLANNING HISTORY

1983/00003/FUL : Ebenezer United Reform Church, Colhugh Street, Llantwit Major - Single storey vestry extension and improvements to toilets  - Approved 15/03/1983
REPORT

The two trees are located close to the rear boundary of plot and on the north side of the building.  The church was extended (as reflected in the planning history) and the large ‘limb’ of the Sycamore fans out from the main stem and as a result overhangs the roof of the extension.  This limb, besides dropping leaves and debris onto the roof and collecting in the flashing and gutter, also affects the light levels reaching the windows of the rear extension.  This is the reason for the proposed work.    Reduction of the Cherry is planned also in order to allow more light to filter through.

First being considered it the Cherry.  This specimen is very poor with sparse foliage having been suppressed by the Sycamore to one side and, judging by the clearing that has taken place underneath and around, probably had native climbers up through the crown (Ivy et al).  The tree is mostly hidden until viewing the site directly outside the church building.  There are no concerns regarding reducing the height of the tree, it is considered that it will never become a suitable specimen for retention and preservation.

A systematic assessment under TEMPO (Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders) has been applied to the Sycamore with a resulting low score.  While the tree appears to be robust its location – straddling the edge of a steep slope down to the church building – has forced the tree to adapt to what may be a shifting rooting area.  There is good buttressing at the base although just above the largest buttress, aligned with the edge of the slope, the bark is loose with gaps forming underneath and compressive folds just above.  This may be a slow movement in the ground as the tree which leant to the south initially has now straightened and has perhaps adapted over a period of time.  Otherwise the stem is clear of wounds from dropping or cut limbs/fungal fruiting bodies/cavities or excessive decay.  

The tree has a very specific form with one leading stem and a large primary limb extending westward at around 1.5 metres above the local ground level.  It is proposed to remove this limb at the point at which it joins the parent stem which will leave a very large diameter (30cm/12 inches?) wound.  This may have implications for the tree’s retention span given the large site for decay to form and the wind dynamics could well alter as the tree is in an elevated location above the road and buildings and in line for the south west coastal winds.  Unfortunately another issue for the retention of the tree which may bear in the next decade is its proximity to the stone boundary wall.  It has seeded at the base of the wall and is touching the wall at this point and leans away from the wall.  The larger the tree becomes the bigger the physical pressures will be on the wall until the wall tumbles.  (It is feasible that the large primary limb is acting as a counter balance as a result of these pressures amongst others.)       

Having outlined some of the issues with the Sycamore it is also worth noting that only the uppermost (top 20%) of the crown is visible above buildings and, like the Cherry,  cannot be clearly viewed except straight on from outside the church.  Whilst removal of the large limb is not the best course of action, there are many factors against serving a tree preservation order. 

RECOMMENDATION – OFFICER DELEGATED 

NO OBJECTIONS.

NOTE:

1.
The felling proposed in this application must be carried out within 2 years of the date of this notice.  Once this period has elapsed a re-notification is necessary.

Please note that this consent is specific to the plans and particulars approved as part of the application.  Any departure from the approved plans will constitute unauthorised development and may be liable to enforcement action.  You (or any subsequent developer) should advise the Council of any actual or proposed variations from the approved plans immediately so that you can be advised how to best resolve the matter.

In addition, any conditions that the Council has imposed on this consent will be listed above and should be read carefully.  It is your (or any subsequent developers) responsibility to ensure that the terms of all conditions are met in full at the appropriate time (as outlined in the specific condition).

The commencement of development without firstly meeting in full the terms of any conditions that require the submission of details prior to the commencement of development will constitute unauthorised development.  This will necessitate the submission of a further application to retain the unauthorised development and may render you liable to formal enforcement action.

Failure on the part of the developer to observe the requirements of any other conditions could result in the Council pursuing formal enforcement action in the form of a Breach of Condition Notice.
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