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SUMMARY

This report asks members to consider whether to approve an application to remove trees
protected by a Tree Preservation Order. The trees are a mixed group of birch, elm and sycamore
and these trees are causing subsidence damage to the neighbouring dwelling.

RECOMMENDATIONS

That the application be approved.

REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS

The technical evidence shows that on the balance of probabilities the trees are causing subsidence

damage.




OTHER OPTIONS CONSIDERED

The committee may decide the trees have sufficient merit and should not be removed, in which
case the application will be refused and interested parties notified. If the application is refused
and the trees remain, the estimated cost of repair to the building are £63,360.00. In the event of

a refusal the applicant will seek to secure compensation for any costs incurred.

BACKGROUND

1 The application was validated on the 17/09/2025. The application is to remove mixed group of
birch, elm and sycamore. The trees are referred to as TG4 within the application and form part
of A2 within the Tree Preservation (Sibsey) Order 1975 and are within the grounds of Tregardthen
House.

2 The TPO is a whole village Order with several classification of trees specified as individuals,
groups and areas [see image 1]. The property affected by structural damage is known as The
Laurels, Main Road, Boston PE22 OTN. The trees implicated in causing damage are within A2 of
the TPO, within the grounds of Tregarthen House [see image 4 & 5]. The trees specified within
A2, in accordance with the TPO tree schedule, are birch, elm and sycamore [see image 3]. A2 of
this TPO does not include the pine species. The pine species are not protected.

3 The trees within A2 are visible from the A16 Main Road [see image 4] and collectively do form
part of an attractive green corridor stretching around 55m along Main Road. The loss of TG4,
within A2, would only have a very limited impact on the street scene as they are set further back
from the front boundary to the roadside [see image 4]

4 The Council’s written permission is required before work can be carried out to trees protected
by a TPO. When applying for that permission the applicant must state the reasons for the tree
work and provide written diagnostic evidence showing that the trees are, on the balance of
probabilities, the cause of the damage. In response to an application we can refuse, approve,
approve lesser work and add conditions to any approval.

REPORT

5 The applicant, and insurance company acting on behalf of the affected dwelling, submitted
several technical reports which show the following:

Arboriculture Assessment

Soil Laboratory Testing

Root Analysis

Building Monitoring: continued seasonal movement which can only be attributed to
vegetation [see image 6]

Conclusion: investigations have confirmed that the cause of the property damage is clay
shrinkage subsidence. Causal vegetation has been identified as pine and mixed group trees
labelled T1, TG3 and TG4 in the Arboricultural Report.

CONCLUSION

The council could either:



a) approve the application — there are no costs to the council.

b) refuse the application — the applicant will seek to secure compensation from the council for
any costs incurred. The estimated cost of repair to the building are £63,360.00.

The removal of TPO trees (TG4) as proposed, including the removal of trees not afforded the
protection of a TPO, will not have a significant negative impact on the local environment and its
enjoyment by the public. The street scene will mainly be unaffected by the removal of trees, as
proposed [see images 7 & 8]



IMPLICATIONS

SOUTH AND EAST LINCOLNSHIRE COUNCIL’S PARTNERSHIP

None

CORPORATE PRIORITIES

None

STAFFING

None

CONSTITUTIONAL AND LEGAL IMPLICATIONS

None

DATA PROTECTION

None

FINANCIAL

the applicant will seek to secure compensation from the council for any costs incurred

RISK MANAGEMENT

None

REPUTATION

None

CONTRACTS

None

CRIME AND DISORDER

None



EQUALITY AND DIVERSITY/ HUMAN RIGHTS/ SAFEGUARDING

None

HEALTH AND WELL BEING

None

CLIMATE CHANGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS

None

ACRONYMS

None

APPENDICES

Appendices are listed below and attached to the back of the report: -

APPENDIX ‘A’ Location Plan & Photos (images 1-8)

BACKGROUND PAPERS

Background papers used in the production of this report are listed below: -

Document title Where the document can be viewed

Planning Practice Guidance - Tree | Online - www.gov.uk
Preservation Orders and trees in
conservation areas

Visual Amenity Valuation of Trees and | Arboricultural Association
Woodlands — The Helliwell System

Town and Country Planning Act 1990 Online - www.legislation.gov.uk

Town and Country Planning (Tree | Online - www.legislation.gov.uk
Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012

CHRONOLOGICAL HISTORY OF THIS REPORT

A report on this item has not been previously considered by a Council body.

REPORT APPROVAL

Report author: Andrew Hudson, Arboricultural Officer




Andrew.hudson@e-lindsey.gov.uk

01507 613619

Signed off by:

Andrew Hudson




APPENDIX ‘A’

Images for Planning Committee Report

East Lindsey District Council Tree Preservation (Sibsey) Order 1975

Image 1 - TPO Plan




Image 2 — TPO Plan zoomed in to ‘A2’ of the Order
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Image 3 — The TPO Schedule, specified trees by reference to an ‘Area’
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IIRSY SCHEDULE

TREES SPECIFIED INDIVIDUATLLY*

{ancircled in black gn the map)

Deseriptian.

Siluation

Birch Hoestern boundary field 0.5. No. 599

Birch

Lime Eastern boundary Field 0.5, Ho. 569

Sycamore
Sycanore
Elm

Blm
Chestrmt
Chestmut
Ash

Ash

Yew

Lime g

Within field 0.8, No. 555
Bouth-vesterm corner field 0.S. No. 555

The Vieerage grounds Sibsey.

Continued on separate sheet.../

{within & dotied bluok lins on the map)
Dresoription,
The several trees of Sycamore, Elm,
Beech end Chestnut standing im area
A

The several trees of Sycamore, Elm,
Birch and Besch standing in area 4.2

The aeveral irees of Sycamore, Chest-
nul and Elm

GROUPS OF TREES*
{withiu & brokon black Une on the map)

Deseription,

Group consisting of three Eln

Group consisting of seven Pine,
one Lime, one Cedar and one
Birch-

TREES SPECIFIED BY REFERENCE TO AN AREA®

Siluation

Wastern bYoundary fields 90.8. Nos.
560 and 561

Bastern boundary field 0.5. Wo.
464

Eastern boundary of fields 0.§,
Nos. 683, 690, 689 and western
boundary of fields 0.3. Hoa. 688,
684 and roadside.

Sitvation

South-weat corner of Tield 0.3.
Heo. G645

Horthern boundary of field 0.3,
No. 684-




Image 4 — TPO trees (looking from Main Road)

TG4
Birch, elm, sycamore

Photo — 10.10.25



Image 5 — TPO trees (looking from within the grounds of Tregarthen House)
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Image 6 — Property Damage
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Image 7 — TPO ‘A2’ view looking south along Main Road
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Image 8 — TPO ‘A2’ view looking north along Main Road
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