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17/1117/TPO Harbour View Cliff Road - To pollard Oak T1 to allow new crown to regenerate after previous high 
pollard caused poor crown regeneration. 

Waldringfield Parish Council recommends refusal of this application.   

This tree is within group G1 of TPO 191.  It has been the subject of at least 2 previous applications.  

We do not agree that the tree now needs to be pollarded in fact we believe that such action is likely to result in 
damage to the tree.  The attached report from the Waldringfield Tree Warden gives the reasons for our recom-
mendation in detail including the recent history of this particular oak tree and others included in group G1 of TPO 
191.  

______________________________________________________________ 

Report from Waldringfield Tree Warden 
17/1117/TPO Harbour View Cliff Road - To pollard Oak T1 to allow new crown to  
regenerate after previous high pollard caused poor crown regeneration 

This application refers to an oak tree in group G1 of TPO 191: 

See below the map associated with TPO no 191, 2005  Land adjacent to Broomstubbs (since demolished and replaced with 
Harbour View) 

 

The TPO originally covered 10 individual trees and one group G1. The oak subject of this application is within G1 and is not 
T1 of the TPO although the applicant's agent has referred to it as T1 on his plan. 
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From TPO 191: 

This statement referred to all the trees shown on the plan. 

Of group G1 only this oak and the sweet chestnut remain.  

In 2015 permission was granted by the then SCDC to reduce the oak and the Norway Maple by one third. 

At the time I commented regarding the oak: 

This proposal is of doubtful benefit to the tree. It would be more appropriate to thin the branches removing overcrowded 
and crossing branches where they emerge from the centre rather than taking off 2m from the ends.  

Planning approval was granted regardless: 

The tree surgeon who carried out this work shortened all the branches of both trees by approximately 2 metres  (topping).  

This can hardly be said to be good practice. This resulted in a fresh application to completely remove the Norway Maple as it 
was considered irrecoverable. 

 T1 - Norway Maple (within G1 on TPO document) - remove as this tree has previously been poorly and severely pruned which will 
make the tree a poorer structure than before and require regular pruning to maintain it. This tree is very close to the owners garage 

also. 

This was permitted. I do not know if any tree 
planting was requested in its stead. 

The crown of the oak was already very one sided 
with most of the branches on the east side. Now 
that all the other trees in the group have gone (apart 
from the chestnut) it may grow back a more even 
crown. From the driveway to the west it does actual-
ly appear fairly well balanced (see photo). 

The latest tree surgeon states that the reason for 
pollarding is to correct the poor work of the previous 
tree surgeon in topping the tree.  

The previous tree surgeon has actually left fairly 
strong small branches in place from each of the ends 
he has cut. Each of these should form a replacement 
branch given time. The tree has grown as a maiden 
(not a pollard) having branches leaving the stem 
over a long length so that there is not an obvious 
height for pollarding. 

Therefore in conclusion I would say that pollarding the tree is unnecessary and the tree should be allowed to form a crown 
from the remaining branches. If pollarded it would certainly appear rather ugly to start with, and would produce a lot of 
small branches (shaving brush effect) initially which would have to be thinned out by further work to achieve a balanced 
crown. Growing back from a pollard might take 10-15 years to achieve a substantial crown such as it has at present. The end 
result might however be more even. On the other hand the tree may die as sometimes happens as oaks do not always re-
cover from a severe pollard especially if not grown as one and there are many examples of dead pollards.  



Waldringfield Parish Council response to 17/1050/FUL Debenfield Lodge School Lane - Proposed double 
garage, motor home and boat store  

The submitted drawings do not show the elevations of the existing dwellings or the relationship of the proposed 
garaging to these existing dwellings.  The simple site plan could be misleading in terms of the scale of the 
“existing house” as approximately 45% of the footprint is a single storey triple garage.  The unmarked detached 
building behind the triple garages appears to be a separate, single storey annexe/dwelling.  The site plan drawing 
therefore does not reflect accurately the impact of the proposed additional garaging, particularly from the bridle-
way known as School Lane.   

The plans show no trees on the site and the application states that no trees or hedges will need to be removed or 
pruned in order to carry out the proposal.  

This is incorrect, from a site visit it is clear that there are a number of trees and shrubs along the neighbouring 
boundary where the proposed garaging would be located.   

We are very concerned that work to clear the site for the proposed additional garages has already started.  Nu-
merous mature trees, including a Norway Maple, have already been cut down, stumps clearly visible, along the 
boundary of School Lane.  See attached photographs.  We believe that these trees may well be included in TPO 
32.  

The application form states in question 11 Materials “that the brickwork is to match existing materials (see draw-
ings 30261, 3 etc………)”    

The drawings referred to fail to give any details of brickwork or roofing materials of either the existing dwellings or 
the proposed garaging.  A site visit shows that the existing dwellings are rendered.    

Waldringfield Parish Council recommends refusal of this application for the following reasons. 

The application does not include sufficient detail on which to make a determination and some of the information 
that  

The proposal to add an additional 4 garages, 2 of which are of considerable height and footprint would provide 7 
garages on the site.  This is disproportionate for the domestic use of a modest family dwelling.  

The site is within the AONB and is located on a popular bridleway adjacent to open countryside.  Following a site 
visit we say that the proposed garaging for a motor home, boat and 2 cars, will, by reason of the prominent loca-
tion at the front of the site, its height, bulk and the now, lack of screening from the bridleway, be an obtrusive form 
of development adversely affecting the streetscene and the character of the AONB.   

As such the proposal would be contrary to SCDC Polices SP15 and DM21. 

Should the LPA be minded to approve the application we would suggest that a condition is applied to reinstate 
the screening along the front boundary to include native hedging plants that tolerate shade plus trees similar to 
those recently removed. 

 

***************************************************** 

Waldringfield Parish Council’s response to 17/1145/FUL Cherry Oak Cliff Road - Single/two storey, rear/side 
extension to dwelling and new pitched roof to garage to incorporate storage area 

The Parish Council recommends refusal of this application in its present form. 

We do not object to the overall concept of the proposed extension but are concerned that in its present form would 
have a negative impact on some of its neighbours as described below. 

The existing dwelling sits back from Cliff Rd with the main sitting out area to the front of the property - its position-
ing is similar to that of the neighbouring property Timbers.   

The proposed design includes two first floor windows on the northern elevation of the extension.  The windows 
serve two habitable rooms and will be approximately 5metres closer than the existing dwelling to the boundary 
with the property labelled as Monique on the plans, now known as Number One Sandy Lane.  The new windows 
will directly overlook Monique’s main sitting out area.  The proposed new windows will also look into one of 
Monique’s main living rooms which opens out to the garden sitting area.  The overlooking is made more significant 
as the ground level at the Cherry Oak site is somewhat higher than that of its neighbours on Sandy Lane.   

The rooflights in the first floor storage area of the proposed garage would also overlook the same neighbours sit-
ting out area. 

The increased height of the proposed garage is likely to adversely affect the outlook of the neighbours to the west 
of Cherry Oak. 

As such the proposal would be contrary to SCDC Policy DM23 (a) & (b) in that the proposal will cause a loss of 
privacy, and a loss of outlook to neighbouring properties. 



Waldringfield Parish Council’s response to 17/1200/VOC Church Farm Mill Road - Variation of Condition 3 
of C/15/1990/VOC –Variation of Condition 3 on C/12/0287 to vary plans to include drawings 06A and 08A incor-
porating garage. - Amendment to internal layout and fenestration of Barn 2, Condition 3 to be varied to include 
drawings 06B and 08B 

The Parish Council has no objections to these proposals as they are, in the main, internal and affect the external 
appearance only within the inner courtyard. 

 

***************************************** 

Waldringfield Parish Council’s response to 17/2020/FUL Glebe Farm, Newbourne Road - Construction of 
new vehicular access to serve agricultural building approved under planning permission C/08/1608 

The Parish Council has no objections to this application.  If it is to be permitted we request that a condition is 
applied to protect the oak trees currently located within the hedging. 

NB the drawings with this application show the outline of a building that had been given planning permission in 
2008.  Following a site visit it would appear that this building has not been built. 

 

*************************************** 

Waldringfield Parish Council’s observations on 17/1175/DRC Merryfield Mill Road - Discharge of Condi-
tions No 3, 5, 8, 9 & 10 of 16/2488/FUL –  Demolition of existing dwelling & residential annexe & replacement 
with new dwelling & annexe. Amendment to existing vehicular access, parking & turning - materials; storage of 
refuse/recycling bins; floor level, eaves and ridge heights; tree protection/impact assessment 

The Parish Council wishes to make the following comments on this submission re the discharge of conditions, in 
particular condition 9 of the planning permission.   

The applicant has failed to discharge condition 9 of the permitted application 16/2488/FUL, namely “Prior to the 

demolition of the existing dwelling and commencement of development on site, existing hedges/trees within the site shall 
be protected by the erection of secure fencing in accordance with the relevant British Standards (BS5837 2012) for the 
duration of works on site. 

Reason: In the interests of protecting mature trees and hedgerows which are valuable to visual and residential amenity.”   

Rather than protecting the trees the applicant has cut down an established oak tree shown as T3 along with ad-
jacent fruit trees shown in drawing 01G of application 16/2488/FUL.  The drawing, 01J, submitted with 17/1175/
DRC does not ask for a variation of condition 9 but simply omits the tree T3 & adjacent fruit trees from the draw-
ing.  These trees were to the front of the permitted dwelling and were of particular importance as they provided 
some screening from the road and helped to reduce the impact of the new dwelling within the AONB. 
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