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Part I Executive Member:  

Councillor S Boulton  

 

WELWYN HATFIELD BOROUGH COUNCIL 

ESTATE MANAGEMENT SCHEME PANEL – 18 DECEMBER 2018 

REPORT OF THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR (PUBLIC PROTECTION, PLANNING 
AND GOVERNANCE) 
 
6/2019/1853EM 

1 STONEMEAD, WELWYN GARDEN CITY, AL8 7lX 

FELL 1 x Blue cedar tree 

APPLICANT: Dr J A Sherman  

 

1. Background 

1.1. This is an appeal against the refusal of Estate Management Consent for the 

removal of a cedar tree. The application (reference:6/2019/1853EM) was 

refused on the 20 February 2018 for the following reason: 

“The work request is inappropriate and would result in the loss of landscaping 

that would harm the character and amenities of the area; contrary to Policy 

EM3 (Soft Landscaping) of the Welwyn Garden City Estate Management 

Scheme..” 

 

2. Site Description 

2.1. The tree in question is a mature cedar growing within the front garden of 1 

Stonemead Welwyn Garden City. 

2.2. Stonemead is a minor residential road. The road consists of grass verges with 

trees, several of which are mature coniferous and hardwood species located 

within front gardens. The multiple cedars and hardwood species add to the 

characteristics of the local area. 

3. The Proposal 

3.1. The proposal seeks consent for the removal of a cedar tree located to the front 

right of the property (if looking from the road). 

4. Relevant Estate Management History 

4.1. Application Number W6/2013/0633/TE Decision: Granted Decision Date: 

09 May 2013 Proposal: Removal of Ash tree from front garden 

 

4.2. Application Number: N6/2010/2317/TE Decision: Granted Decision Date: 

30 November 2010 Proposal: Reduce Willow tree by up to 50% and semi re 

pollard the crown 
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4.3. Application Number: W6/2014/1164/TE Decision: Granted Decision Date: 

16 July 2014 Proposal: Reduce Purple Beech tree by 30% 

 

4.4. Application Number: 6/2018/1313/EM Decision: Granted Decision Date: 

17 July 2018 Proposal: Fell 6x maple saplings, 2x maple and 1x hornbeam and 

semi pollard 1x willow tree 

 

5. Policy 

5.1. Estate Management Scheme Policies  

5.2 EM3 – Soft Landscaping 

6. Representations Received 

6.1. A neighbour representation has been received from No.9 Stonemead, which 

supports the removal of the tree. No specific reasons were given, within the 

correspondence, for the support of the application.   

7. Discussion 

7.1. This is an appeal against the refusal of Estate Management Consent. The 

appellant’s letter of appeal is attached at Appendix 1, and the original officer’s 

report for application referenced 2019/1853/EM, is attached at Appendix 2. 

7.2. The key issue in the determination of this appeal is the impact of the tree’s 

removal on the landscape and whether the reasons for removal justify its 

removal. 

7.3. In recognition of the importance of Welwyn Garden City as a unique town and 

in order to protect the amenities and values of the Garden City, the Estate 

Management Scheme was set up. The purpose of the Management Scheme 

and its importance to homeowners is to ensure that homes and street scenes 

are kept in harmony with the original design and concept of the town.  

7.4. Policy EM3 of the Estate Management Scheme applies and refers to soft 

landscaping. It states that works to trees and hedges will only be allowed where 

the works would not result in the loss of landscaping which would harm the 

character and amenities of the area and where sufficient justification for the 

works has been given or there are other considerations that apply.  

7.5. The first point raised by the applicant is that the tree is not of amenity value and 

the applicant has supplied photos 1 and 3 (Appendix 1A) to illustrate their point. 

Having visited the site the above point is disputed as the tree can be clearly 

seen from the road and public footpath. The tree is one of a number conifers 

within the frontages of the properties along Stonemead which contributes to the 

character of the area. The cedar is of considerable amenity value and 

contributes significantly to the character of the area.  

7.6. The second point raised is concern regarding root encroachment that could 

cause damage to the house. No evidence of any damage to the property was 

included with the application and no damage was visible at the time of the site 
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visit. The proximity of large mature trees to houses is not uncommon across the 

borough specifically in this part of Welwyn Garden City. Given the number of 

trees in the Borough cases of damage to house from trees is uncommon. 

Removal of trees, in relation to damage to properties, is only allowed if the 

appropriate evidenced, implicating the tree to any damage, has been supplied. 

7.7. The third point states that the tree blocks light to the house which the applicant 

finds oppressive. The tree is situated to the southwest of the house. The tree 

will block sunlight to the property in the latter part of the day, but this is not 

considered excessive. Natural daylight will also be affected by the tree to some 

degree however, the adjacent beech, when in leaf, will also contribute to the 

lack of light to the front of the property. The beech has already been reduced in 

the past and it is considered that the careful management of both trees would 

reduce the impact of light loss to the property. 

7.8. A discussion on site with the applicant suggested that an appropriate reduction 

of the cedar would alleviate the issue whilst retaining the tree. The applicant 

declined to amend the application specification and proceed with the 

application to remove the tree. A further discussion on site was undertaken with 

Oliver Waring, the applicant and their tree surgeon and it was agreed that 

pruning the cedar was feasible but not something the applicant wanted to 

pursue.  

7.9. The presence of large trees near residential property is not unusual, particularly 

in this part of Welwyn Garden City which is defined by the mature landscape. 

The inconvenience of limited shading is not uncommon in an area where 

mature trees make a valuable contribution the amenity and character of the 

area. The essential needs for the specified works must be weighed against the 

loss to the landscape and character of the area. In this case the loss of the 

cedar tree would harm the character of Stonemead.  It is considered that there 

is insufficient justification within the application to justify the removal of this tree. 

8. Conclusion 

8.1. The proposed removal of the cedar tree from the street scene would result in 

an inappropriate loss of landscaping that would harm the character and 

amenities of the area which is contrary to Policy EM3 (Soft Landscaping) of the 

Welwyn Garden City Estate Management Scheme. No additional evidence or 

information has been put forward by the appellant which adds to or would alter 

the officer’s recommendation.  

9. Recommendation 

9.1. That Members uphold the delegated decision and dismiss the appeal. 

Casey Hughes (Tree Officer) 

Date: 26 November 2019 
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Background papers: 

Appendix 1: Appellants grounds of appeal 

Appendix 1A: Appellant Photos 

Appendix 2: Original delegated officer’s report 
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