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Appendices Attached – 

Appendix A: Tree position plan. 

 
1. Recommendation 

 
1.1 Not to make a Tree Preservation Order; and  

 
1.2 To grant consent for the proposed tree work. 
 

Reason for recommendation: In order to allow appropriate work to be 
carried out which would not be significantly detrimental to public amenity 
nor to the character of the Conservation Area. 

 
2. Executive Summary 
 

2.1 Notification has been received from the owner Mr H Jebb relating to 
proposed work to trees at his property Endon Bank, Church Lane, Endon 
which is situated within the Endon Conservation Area. The trees are not 
protected by Tree Preservation Order (TPO).  
 

2.2 Such notifications are normally dealt with under officers’ delegated 
powers, when either consent is granted if the proposals are considered 
acceptable or a TPO is made to provide specific long term protection if the 
proposed work is considered inappropriate. However, in this case the 
matter is reported to Planning Applications Committee in the interests of 
openness and transparency, in view of the position of Mr Jebb’s spouse 
Cllr Mrs C Jebb as a serving elected member of Staffordshire Moorlands 
District Council. 

 
 

TITLE: CAT/2018/0009 - Notification of 
proposed works to trees within a 
Conservation Area – Endon Bank, 
Church Lane, Endon 

 
PORTFOLIO: Planning, Development and Property 
 
OFFICER: Steve Massey, Arboricultural Officer 
 

WARD: Brown Edge and Endon 



2.3 The notified work is detailed in Section 4 of this report, but in summary 
comprises a combination of some felling and some pruning of a number of 
overcrowded trees within an overgrown hedgeline. This is principally to 
address encroachment and over-bearing impact of these trees on the 
adjacent property Oak Gate, Church Lane. 
 

2.4 It is considered that the trees proposed for felling are of poor quality and 
are not important to the character of the Conservation Area, and their loss 
would not be harmful to wider public amenity. It is considered that 
proposed pruning to other trees would not be detrimental to their amenity 
value. A substantial hedgeline including the better quality trees would still 
be retained along this boundary. These proposals are not considered to 
be in conflict with the Council’s adopted Tree Strategy. 
 

2.5 As the proposed works are considered to be acceptable, it is 
recommended that it would be unnecessary and inappropriate to make a 
TPO, and appropriate to grant consent. 

 
 
3. Implications 
 

3.1 Community Safety - (Crime 
and Disorder Act 1998) 
 

Nil. 

3.2 Employees 
 

Nil. 

3.3 Equalities 
 

This report has been prepared in 
accordance with the Council's Equal 
Opportunities policy. 
 

3.4 Financial 
 

Nil.  
 

3.5 Legal 
 

Nil. 

3.6 Sustainability 
 

Granting consent would have no 
significant adverse impact on local or 
national environmental protection 
objectives. 

 
 

Keith Parker 
Head of Operational Services 
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4. Background and Detail 
 

4.1 The proposed work to trees is detailed as follows, with reference to the 
tree positions as shown on the plan attached at Appendix A. Officer 
comments follow in italics. 
 
i. T1 (Ash) – remove only the south-easterly scaffold limb. The tree is 

significantly unbalanced, with 3 main scaffold limbs forming the crown, 
all leaning towards the neighbour’s house. The limb closest to and 
leaning furthest towards the house is to be removed, leaving a better 
balanced crown. 
 

ii. T2, T3 and T4 (all Sycamores) and T4A (Ash) – fell to ground level. 
These 4 trees within the hedgeline are alongside the neighbour’s 
house and have all previously been topped. They have re-grown 
misshapen, unbalanced low crowns with branches directly 
encroaching onto the roof. Their removal would not be detrimental to 
amenity. 
 

iii. T5 (Ash) and T6 (Holly) – fell to ground level. These trees are again 
alongside the house and encroaching; this would be acceptably 
addressed by removing them. 

 
iv. H1 (group of younger Holly) and T7 (mature Holly) – reduce height.  

These Hollies would be better managed as a tall hedge to limit impact 
on the adjacent property. 
 

v. T8 (Ash) – remove longer lateral branch growing over the corner of 
the garden of Oak Gate and towards the roof of 11 Parkside Crescent. 
This pruning would address the issue of the encroaching branch whilst 
retaining a better quality tree. 

  
vi. T9 (Ash) – fell tree to ground level. An overcrowded tree struggling for 

space, and consequently grown notably one-sided over the garden of 
Oak Gate and towards the house at 11 Parkside Crescent. Its removal 
would benefit adjacent trees. 
 

vii. T10 (Sycamore) – fell tree. Another tree which has previously been 
topped and re-grown a misshapen, unbalanced low crown, growing 
towards the roof of 11 Parkside Crescent. Its removal would also not 
be detrimental to amenity. 

 

Decision: 
 
 
Reason: 
 
 

Interests Declared: 


