Hallamshire View, Tree Preservation Order No. 808/413: Served 8" December

2016

List of objectors

1)
2)
3)

4)

Mr Lofthouse. 8 Hallamshire View.

Denise & Mark Cooper. 4 Hallamshire View.

Mrs G Jepson. 2 Hallamshire View.

Mr & Mrs S Bloom. 1 Hallamshire View.

Mrs Judi M Sutherland. 9 Hallamshire View.

Dr Shalini Urs & Dr Arun Urs. 6 Hallamshire View.

Dr Catherine Bateman. 5 Hallamshire View.
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To: Legal Services Department 8 Hallamshire View
Legal and Governance Sheffield S10 55T
Sheffield City Council December 20t 2016
Town Hall

Pinstone Street

Sheffield S1 2HH YOUR REFERENCE; LS/RC/78436
Fao: Mr Richard Cannon, Professional Officer

Dear Sir,

I refer to your letter of 8" December 2016, addressed to the occupiers of the Town Houses at
Hallamshire View, imposing Tree Preservation Order No. 413 with immediate effect. Firstly | would
strongly object to the tone of your letter. The wording is quite inflammatory and the TPO appears to
be a knee-jerk reaction to a wrongly-based perception on the Council’s part. To say the order has
been made as “various trees are believed to be UNDER POSSIBLE THREAT OF FELLING AND
POLLARDING” is quite ridiculous and couldn’t be further from the truth. The fact is that we as a
group have discussed the year-on-year reduction of light and sunlight to our houses and gardens on
a number of accasions and we approached the Council with a view to discussing the possibility of
felling certain trees and trimming branches on a number of others. How this approach can be
perceived as a “THREAT” is out of order and totally misrepresentative of events as they unfolded.

The word “pollarding” was used by myself when | first me Andrew Conwill having been led to believe
that it meant trimming certain branches but when Mr. Conwill explained what the word actually
meant this possibility was not considered further.

Your letter refers to the “visual amenity value of the locality” which I can understand to a certain
extent but would appear not to take account of our needs, and perhaps right, to have light and
sunlight on our properties. This problem has got progressively worse over the years as the trees
have grown. Furthermore the tree at no. 8 {T2) is in the middle of my back garden and cannot
possibly contribute to any perceived visual amenity value of the locality, which is of course anyhow
entirely subjective.

Interestingly the two pine trees {T4 and T5) are of major concern. | understand permission was given
previously to trim T5 but subsequently, after a large branch broke off causing damage, permission to
trim further was not granted. One of the pines appears to be a potential hazard given that it is
leaning badly over the pavement. We were only proposing to remove some of the lower branches
on each pine tree to allow access to sunlight.

We are obviously unhappy with the TPO order and this letter, therefore constitutes my personal
Appeal against this decision.

What we as a group would really like to do is to have a meeting with Council persennel, either at
Hallamshire View or at your offices, in order that the whole matter can be discussed openly and
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honestly. If that can be arranged we would be most appreciative and | ook forward to hearing from
you regarding this suggestion.

Yours faithfully,

v, ‘/" N Lqﬁ\g;’u
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Legal Services Department 4 Hallamshire View
Legal & Governance Sheffield

Sheffield City Council S10 58T

Town Hall

Pinstone Street

Sheffield i
S12HH -3 AN }_‘,f;g]

FAQ Mr Richard Cannon

Reference LS/RC/78436
22 December 2016

Dear Mr Cannon,

Objection to tree preservation order 413 - 5-9 Hallamshire View, S10 58T

With reference to your letter dated 8th December, referring to the application of a tree preservation
order (TPO) to 5 trees in the gardens of the above properties. We wish to object to the TPO for the

following reasons:

1. When a neighbour recently enquired about the status of the trees in these gardens he was advised the
trees were not protected and removal or trimming of the trees was permitted.

2. The trees in question seriously impact the natural light in our garden, this means that plants cannot
survive in parts of the garden and also reduces the enjoyment we get from using the garden. We noticed
a significant difference in the effect the trees had on our garden in summer 2016 compared to summer

2015.
3. The trees affect the natural light in our kitchen, at times making this room very dark.
4. The trees are forest trees, they are very large to be in such close proximity to our houses and are

growing quickly, probably more quickly than would have been anticipated when the houses were built,
and certainly more quickly than we expected when we purchased our house.

3. The pine trees drop pine needles over our garden for several months of the year making an unsightly
mess.

6. The pine trees drap pine needles over the public footpath on Sandygate Road, making an unsightly
mess.

7. We fail to see how the presence or otherwise of these trees can have significant impact on users of
Sandygate Road - the impact on the residents of Hallamshire View (including ourselves) is far more
significant as the trees are negatively impacting our lives on a daily basis due to blocking our li ght.

Yours sincerely,

Denise & Mark Cooper

i Page 32




QD,L 1\\)6 ﬁ/\(ﬁ\). CTL' :T-é,@%of\ .
Lb/QL/ 78 Y3 2. Hallanm~ s e N e

fDHQ_F&C(@_{d
So DSST -

=2 1% Dec 2.0l

Dé_;cuf o (e / NV esccte

, 4

\ v Lo G (Ac‘:__“_CjCLFC;LLr:\ﬁ e F_Cr*rwfwa |
rlobice roceivea bo ol res clembs o
Hao llcta—sha (e Niaws ' Fi~a Yl /"\XCJF} C,o\}\ 1:/\
CLQQ,S b oo Cl_u LT L N ESSC—| ] > | leNve.
N Nelolibours o S - 9 Halleaa Save Vieoos
(e C’:C;)/L) e Ve o e O L/)OL// ool e dUess o
Viss o o clexel ci\(_?m(zf\b ko mvese lyy ask.
L o S }DCDSSS;I o O blw. eeos™ L
Elco— \C)Crcé s +o bbb cos iclerecl Lo

(’3/1)"# (A o Co el oy bocicll el ey el tlo
(e oS omsE o Llis . T iy T CjOa/cle,/LY
o e baosnne € Soffe P(:E‘;\rv’\ it Lol E)(D
Haecral gkt cloe Yo Heo. Sizo of Heso
(e s ottt o Ssbaacle el Yt

[ LoasS Never o pcSS} s Vb ’blf;L, ctf\,j o'p
Elose —Avoeos Coould lbe Tolk orume el /
Lc)lgp@_,(;j !oj rewidentes of HaellooriAsidre \/\%

e ool o <Se~cl SOcl. A doreeed V. Nevice !
A< 1 - s Looulal ool oS aere ot HL‘)
(sclet 18 cule o = ‘,DD\I L e N

== :Fu/ Colleasgae Lole Vg (Led o vnspoc =
E(TEa e es Fad we Live, (o Mo Vovses
S Tecved Do lack . o lLiog~e crcl baael bo
oS- L\,l S Ly bles oy !l Cﬁ&_b eNe ucla o X /
Foecocwoso. o THteen [ cvc e o C r’/\C,‘\ U rrf)\ { J

|

- {D bt ( Db C-'y’>5i> —~a. cocul C\ (o Covy Soel e L’\‘t\g
C)‘\I__,c

A SO M
/ - ) - J
o (o et o0 FHalleoaghboo o N N cywtbj

LOow e ol —| o Ttee « 4 . e Sl ere ol
o bt e ok cas Les Lﬁop aloll o led=

[ v areEN ™ cresue | L ey b bR ','/\ 4 ‘{/LQ;L/’ \ . e R

il C')C\ ~oleE ) S | —f —+o s Lo ul cl )QgL,
~ i . Va -

YN e - G TS [V Le (

} j F’YL el j “ "t/l/\c.:‘/l
O G eloctv a0 ‘ )
\,\)Q a \\/ \“"‘\\'.C"L t\ CZ\V'\/\%\/\C ?\J;)_ \/{\,LJ/LJ Care C—/\\r\,, Caond e e L_‘)C/,

O ey LT e T, |2‘ag\6~8 3(;\_@ oW eSSy ke \’\QJP




o< pocts Cun o Vel Ua. oW o bﬂ ) (7@,/ e PS
She,,wcﬁ G Ct C/L\‘u C—_C)L_ﬂf\(:/.( \ 3Vﬁéu e . C&{,S’D
res Pl = y viedlusd, ool Consicd e~ oo \ e

< LL//SJ residents crnel counci | oo
n

P’J\.\\jgﬁ& 5 -

N i ,

Page 34




f ‘an 2017

Legal Services Department Mr and Mrs S.Bloom
Legal and Governance 1 Hallamshire View
Sheffield City Council Sheffield

Town Hall S10 58T

Pinstone St.

Sheffield

S12HH 30/12/16

Ref: Notice of Tree Preservation order LS/RC/78436

We are writing in regard to the proposed Tree Preservation Order to voice our concerns and raise an
objection.

We are concerned that an honest attempt to seek advice with regard to tree management is being
presented by the Council as ‘a threat ‘rather than as a request to engage in a conversation about
what might be possible ~ this is an extremely unhelpful response on the part of the Council.

With regard to the ‘visual amenity’ value of the trees identified in the proposed order, we would like
to make the following observations:

- Whilst voicing a concern about visual amenity value to the general locality, the Council response
does not seem to consider the visual impact on the residents of the houses that are directly
affected by tree shading. There is significant foss of sunlight to these houses, to the considerable
detriment of the residents. Any visual amenity value to the more general locality is marginal in
comparison to the direct affect on the residents of Hallamshire View.

- The proposed order states that the trees identified are visually prominent when viewed from
Redmires Road and Sandygate Road, but this is not the case for trees T1 and T2 which are well
set back and are themselves screened from view by buildings and other trees.

Our wish to have a canversation about what might be done to improve the (ot of residents is in stark
contrast to the high-handed approach of the council (via Amey) in planting Scots pine trees in the

embankment outside our property, with no consultation or any thought about how these trees
might impact upon local residents.

In light of these observations and concerns, we would like the Council to halt the proposed order
and engage in a conversation about what might be done to improve the situation for our residents.

Yours sincerely,

Stuart and Jane Bloom

)
gm/ /

f)\/CC Lo
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To

Legal services department

Legal and governance it x e
éhéffi‘él.d‘cityzc.olljncbii‘ o
foWn hzail'

Sheffiold

51 2HH

 From

: S;Baflamshi;; V:éw

Sheffield

S10S5 ST

ﬁear Mr Cannon

Re- Tre.e preservation order- ref LS/RC/78436

We Dr Shalini Urs and Dr Arun Urs residing in 6 hallamshire view would like to object to the tree
preservation arder as sent out on letter dated 8 Dec 2016. The trees in our garden are significantly
obstructing light essentially needing to use electricity inside the house even in summer months. The
shades from the trees are so much that its naturally depleting us from the sun shine that we rarely
get in summer months. This is also affecting the growth of the grass. We are hardly getting any time
to sit in garden due to constant lack of sunshine. We would like this to be reviewed and the
consideration given to trim/cut the relevant tress. We are very much aware to preserve trees and

would surely need where needed. Many thanks

- ety

Dr Shalini Urs

Dr Arun Urs
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5 Hallamshire View
Sheffield
S10 58T

9th January 2017

Mr Richard Cannon

Legal Services Department
Legal and Governance
Sheffield City Council
Town Hall

Pinstone Street

Sheffield

S12HH

Ref: LS/RC/78436

Dear Mr Cannon

| should like to object to the proposed Tree Preservation Order made on 8th December 2016. |
have made contact with the council previously regarding the large pine tree in our garden (T5 on
the map) and have been told on at least 2 occasions that there already was a preservation order in

place, which | gather now was inaccurate.

The pine tree (T5) is very large and now clearly disproportionate for a garden of this size. In
comparison to similar pines in the surrounding area its trunk is very thick and the foliage and
branches are very dense. It has greatly reduced the natural light in our house and garden,
particularly over the last few years, so that even on a day in midsummer there is very little sunlight.
My son has been found to have low vitamin D levels and | am not unsurprisingly concerned about

the health implications of this.

The huge quantity of pine needles falling into the gardens, drain pipes and guttering of all the
properties is very difficult and time-consuming to deal with. They also make a mess on the
pavement. A large branch has fallen from the tree previously and the tree is leaning towards the

road. There is substantial movement of the trunk in windy weather and | am concerned that
someone could be injured or vehicles damaged.

| am also supportive of concerns raised by the other residents in this development regarding the
trees in their gardens.

In addition, | am unhappy with the tone of the letter sent from your department on 8th December
which was unnecessarily inflammatory and threatening.

I look forward to further discussion about the council’s decision regarding the orders made on the
trees in Hallamshire View.

Yours sincerely

Dr Catherine Bateman
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