
DELEGATED OFFICER REPORT
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Site Address: 2 St Peters Avenue, Hayling Island, PO11 0SA
Proposal:          Fell 10No Pine. Trees within G1 subject to TPO 1513.
Application Type:    Works to TPO Tree
Application No: APP/24/00895 Expiry Date: 16/01/2025
Applicant:
Agent: Mr John Blackman

J Blackman Arboriculture
Services

Case Officer: Tree Officer

Ward: Hayling West

Recommendation: GRANT TPO CONSENT
——————————————————————————————————————

1 Site Description

2 St Peters Avenue, Hayling Island, PO11 0SA

2 Planning History

02/56360/009 - Erection of new chalet bungalow and associated parking with access
onto St Peters Avenue., REF,15/05/2002
00/56360/008 - Enlargement of garage, previously approved 98/56360/5 but not yet
constructed, PERM,21/12/2000
00/56360/007 - Construction of freestanding enclosed swimming pool adjacent to
north side of new dwellinghouse under construction pursuant to planning permission
98/56260/5, PERM,28/07/2000
99/56360/006 - Revised siting (retrospective) of new dwellinghouse authorised by
planning permission 98/56360/5 and construction on its east side of an attached
conservatory, PERM,29/10/1999
98/56360/004 - Crown reduction of Bay tree (T1) by 20%: Crown raise up to 2 metres
Silver Birch  trees (T2, T13, T14, T15, T16, T17, T18 & T22), Scots Pine (T6), Larch
(T5), Eucalyptus (T20), 4 Silver Birch (Group 3): Crown raise on western side only 21
Corsican Pines (Group 1). All trees subject to TPO 1513., PERM,07/04/1998
98/56360/005 - Demolition of existing buildings and construction of a 4 bedroom
detached house and double garage, PERM,21/01/1999
96/56360/003 - To demolish existing bungalow and ancillary building and erect
dwelling house with new vehicular access, NPW,13/03/2003
93/56360/002 - Demolish existing bungalow and ancillary buildings and erect 2 storey
dwelling. , PERM,14/04/1994
91/56360/000 - New vicarage, PERM,09/01/1992
92/56360/001 - Demolish existing bungalow and ancilliary buildings and erection of
new parsonage house, WD,25/02/1993
03/56360/010 - Application to crown reduce a bay (T1) by 20%, to crown raise to 2m 2
Oaks (T2 & T3), 7 Birch trees (T13,14,15,16,17,18 and 22), a Eucalyptus (T20) and
cedar (T21), 6 Monterey Cypress trees (within G2) and 22 Pines (within G1), and to
shorten limbs growing into T21 of a Eucalyptus (T20) and fell a Pine (within group G1)
all subject to TPO 1513., PERM,16/09/2003
05/56360/011 - Variation of Condition 1 of planning permission 00/56360/007 to allow
for an extension of the time period during which the development permitted may
commence., PERM,04/04/2005



06/56360/012 - Application to fell 11 x Silver Birch, 6 x Cypresses, 1 x Larch and 1 x
Scots Pine all subject of TPO 1513., REF,24/08/2006
07/56360/013 - Application for crown reduction of 30% to a Eucalyptus tree (T20)
subject to TPO 1513., PERM,16/05/2007
07/56360/014 - Fell 6No. Corsican Pine Trees and crown clean and crown lift to 3
metres the remaining trees all within Group 1 subject to TPO 1513. ,
PERM,18/07/2007
08/56360/015 - Fell 3No. Scots Pine trees within Group G1, subject to TPO 1513.,
REF,22/10/2008
09/56360/016 - Fell 3No. Birch trees, crown reduce by 30% 1No. Eucaluptus tree,
crown lift by 1m 1No. Cedar tree and crown lift by 2m 6 No. Leyland Cypress tree,
subject to TPO 0567 and 1513., PERM,28/09/2009
09/56360/017 - Fell 4No. Scots Pine trees, remove 1No. limb from a Scots Pine tree
and crown thin by 20% 10No. Scots Pine trees, all subject to TPO 1513 (G1).,
PERM,22/12/2009
APP/10/00348 - Crown reduce by 20% 2No. Oak trees and 1No. Birch tree all subject
to TPO 0567., PERM,23/08/2010
APP/10/00786 - Fell 5No. Leyland Cypress trees and 1No. Scots Pine tree subject to
TPO 1513. , PERM,07/02/2011
APP/12/00496 - Outline application for erection of 1No. chalet bungalow with all
matters reserved., REF,30/10/2012
GEN/13/00624 - Leylandii on site of 2 St Peters Avenue, Hayling Island, ,17/07/2013
14:33:25
APP/14/00546 - Fell 1No. Cypress (T9), subject to TPO 1513., PERM,02/07/2014
APP/17/00023 - Fell 3No. Pine.  Subject to G1 of TPO 1513., PERM,03/02/2017
APP/17/00738 - Fell 5No. Cypress trees, subject to TPO 1513., PERM,22/08/2017
GEN/19/00489 - Erection of 1No bungalow., ,06/08/2019
APP/21/00878 - 1no. Bay Tree (T1 on plan) - Fell and remove, subject to TPO 1513.,
PERM,15/10/2021
GEN/23/00068 - Converting a pool into a self contained annexe, ,07/02/2023 14:11:58
GEN/23/00342 - Query dangerous trees, ,12/04/2023
APP/23/00385 - Conversion of covered swimming pool to residential annexe.,
PERM,17/07/2023
GEN/24/00002 - Large limb fallen from Cedar Tree T21 under TPO 1513,
UNK,03/01/2024
GEN/24/00663 - Copy docs requested  - 00/56360/007, ,19/06/2024

3 Proposal

Fell 10No Pine. Trees within G1 subject to TPO 1513.

4 Policy Considerations

 National Planning Policy Framework

Havant Borough Local Plan (Core Strategy) March 2011
DM8 (Conservation, Protection and Enhancement of Existing Natural Features)

Havant Borough Local Plan (Allocations) July 2014

 Listed Building Grade: Not applicable.

 Conservation Area: Not applicable.



5 Statutory and Non Statutory Consultations

Councillor Jonathan Hulls

Councillor Paul Gray

Councillor Wilf Forrow

6 Community Involvement

 This application was publicised in accordance with the Council's Code of Practice for
Publicity of Planning Applications approved at minute 207/6/92 (as amended), as a
result of which the following publicity was undertaken:

 Number of neighbour notification letters sent: 16

 Number of site notices: Not applicable.

 Statutory advertisement: Not applicable.

 Number of representations received: 2

Comment Officer Comment
These trees are subject to a TPO and
have a significant visual impact on the
environment of Northney. They have
been a local landmark for many years.
Trees with TPOs should only be felled if
they are dead, dying, dangerous or
causing damage.
None of these is the case here.
Potential dangers at some unspecified
time in the future and the
cost of annual monitoring are
insufficient reasons to justify felling.
The Arboricultural Report by J
Blackman states that the trees are
healthy but do not contribute to
the local landscape. The latter point is
simply a matter of opinion, contradicted
by the original
award of a TPO.
It is worth noting that a previous
planning application APP/17/00023 to
fell 3 of these trees was
made in 2017. It was approved but no
work has been carried out in the
meantime.

Noted and covered in officer report.



These trees have a TPO because they
add amenity value to the green
character of our
rural area, adjacent to a conservation
area.
They provide conservation value to
much wildlife in particular many bats
and birds.
To remove healthy trees must surely be
against the current local initiative of the
tree wardens, tree
planting policy on Hayling Island.
The arboricultural report, comments,
generally in good condition, visual
healthy condition and
lateral limbs and unions on tree frame
work seem fine.
Could the canopies not be reduced, as
they were regularly reduced in the
past?
There was no debris following the
recent 50 mile strong winds recently.
Consequently they are not
currently failing

Noted and covered in officer report.

7 Planning Considerations

7.1 Having regard to the relevant policies of the development plan it is considered that the
main issues arising from this application are:

Whether the degree of pruning works requested would undermine the amenity value
of these trees and whether this could also be harmful to their ongoing health and
vitality.

7.2    My inspection related specifically to assessing the proposed works rather than
generally inspecting the tree's health and condition in any great detail.  I visually
inspected the tree from ground level and the following report deals with the relevant
issues that have been raised on site, in the application form and from my site
observations.

7.3 The loss of these pine trees will affect the public amenity of the area, however I have
been aware of these trees for many years and watched their gradual decline. The
owner has previously under application managed the trees to retain them for their
SULE however we are now entering are period where they are considered to be in
significant delcine with branches more regularly dropping and there is concern
regarding a number of tight forks within the canopies.

 Whilst I do not like to see the loss of trees I feel that on this occasion a pragmatic
approach is require for health and safety along with ensuring that the area has long
term canopy cover.



 My recommendation is for the felling to be agreed and for ten new trees to be planted
so as to allow for the tree canopy cover to enhance the area.

 My concerns do not extend to the leaf litter reported as this is something that is
expected with most trees and something to balance against having the privilege of a
verdant area.

 In time the felling and replanting (if approved) will be an ehancement to the local area
along with a greater degree of sustainabilty and greater benefit in terms of public
amenity for the local area.

 Sadly there comes a point in a tree's life stage where retention is not considered a
reasonable course of action - pruning in this instance would not be appropriate
management practice and it would now be a far better option to remove and replace
with new trees.

8 Conclusion

Recommend Permit

9 RECOMMENDATION:

That the Executive Head of Place be authorised to GRANT TPO CONSENT for
application APP/24/00895 subject to the following conditions

1 The tree works for which consent is hereby granted shall not be carried out
otherwise than in full accordance with all relevant content of BS 3998 (2010).

Reason: In the interests of tree health and safety.

2 The tree felling for which consent is hereby granted shall not commence until a
detailed scheme and specification for replacement tree planting on an
adjacent part of the site has been submitted to and approved in writing by the
Local Planning Authority; such specification shall include details of the species
and size of such replacement planting.

The Council would require the planting of 10 trees to replace those lost and
these replacements must be a minimum of 2m in height when planted.

Reason: To conserve and safeguard the visual amenities of the locality.


