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20/05776/VP - Stoke Lodge application identification of trees and description of works  

(BCC Site Code STOKLOPLFI) 

Bristol Tree Forum Comments 

Summary 

Bristol Tree Forum submits this response following a study of the work schedule made during a visit to the site by the Chair 
of BTF and the local BS9 Tree Champion. 

We support the Council’s application overall. It has been many years since these trees were managed properly as one collection 
(as opposed to ad hoc decisions as each need arose); something that has perhaps allowed the quality of the site, from a tree 
point of view, to decline further than would otherwise have been the case had the Stoke Lodge trees been subject to more 
frequent review and planning.  

As a result of these works and earlier changes – both natural and managed - TPOs 1192, 1236 & 451 have become out of date 
and need to be updated (see Schedule 2 for some of the changes we have noted from time to time). 

Our detailed comments on this application maybe seen in the schedule 1 below.  

These are our general observations: 

1. The overarching principle 

No tree should be managed more than is the minimum necessary for its long-term welfare or in order to safeguard the public. 

2. Lost tree screening along Shirehampton Road 

The line of mature Holm Oaks and other trees along Shirehampton Road provide an important screen both for the arboretum 
and the playing fields from the pollution impacts of passing traffic. The loss of these trees is likely to have a detrimental 
effect. New planting along this boundary should be planned to mitigate the impact of the works planned here and along the 
boundary beside the children’s playground where the screening effect of trees will be much reduced. 

3. The Stoke Lodge Arboretum 

There is only room for perhaps just one tree in the “Arboretum” – somewhere near the electricity substation. The whole ethos 
of Parkland planting is that trees are planted to achieve their full potential size and form. The “Arboretum” should not be 
allowed to become too crowded. 

  

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
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4. The impact of Ash Dieback 

The Shirehampton Road border between the House entrance and Druid Hill roundabout will soon be depleted – one monolith 
and one crown reduced Holm Oak. 

The Ash trees growing along the boundary wall to the west of the Stoke Lodge House and Shirehampton Road have started to 
be infected with Ash Dieback (ADB). Succession planting needs to be planned. 

There needs to be some replacement planting between the Stoke Lodge House car park and the children’s playground as the 
Ash trees growing there succumb to ADB – maybe a mix species hedge could be gradually established.  

5. The Application of the Bristol Replacement Standard (BTRS) 

Bristol City Council has declared climate and environmental emergencies and committed to becoming carbon neutral by 2030 
and to doubling tree canopy cover by 2046. If it is serious about achieving these goals, the council must now abandon applying 
BTRS only to some planning applications and commit to replacing all the public trees it controls which it removes, albeit by 
making new sites available for public sponsorship or for funding with funds available as a result of development elsewhere. 

We calculate that seven trees will be lost as a result of these proposals (if we include the Holm Oak which it is proposed to 
Monolith (100108) and the two Ash trees where you consider that replanting is inappropriate as ‘there is not enough room 
amongst existing vegetation’ (100264 & 100265) – there is no reason why tree replacements might not be planted elsewhere. 
If BTRS is applied, then 18 replacements would be planted (we have counted the trees identified for sponsored replacement 
and the others which fall below the 15 cm lower limits applied in BTRS as one replacement each). There are many opportunities 
for planting these or their equivalent (say as hedging or as a micro forest – see below) in and around the site. 

Planting the seven trees identified 1:1 would cost £2,065 at the sponsorship rate (£295). Planting 18 BTRS replacements would 
cost £5,310 at the same rate. 

6. The possible application of Biodiversity Metric 2 

Biodiversity Metric 2 (BDM2) is premised on the basis that whenever green infrastructure is lost it should be replaced so that 
there is Net Gain. When applied to the loss of street and other public trees, a multiplier of 12 x the DBH (diameter at breast 
height) of the lost tree is used to calculate the tree canopy cover (TCC) lost. We calculate that the lost TCC for the trees 
identified for removal is 430 sq. metres. When this figure is input into BDM2, the calculated net gain value is 1,294 sq. metres 
if a 15% net gain uplift is applied. This translates into 41 trees which will reach their full canopy potential in 27 years’ time. 
This translates as about 140 whips if planted at 1 per 9 sq. metres in a woodland setting or about 3,890 whips if planted 3 to 
a square metre as a Micro Forest. At a cost of £1.76 per whip (to include three years establishment costs) would cost £253 and 
£6,835 respectively. 

  

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/5850908674228224
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7. Miscellaneous 

The Oak tree which replaced TPO 451 T4 (100238 - https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223151) has outgrown its ties 
which need to be adjusted or removed. It also needs to be added to the BCC asset register and be registered as part of TPO 
451 (see Schedule 2) 

Calculations: We have prepared a detailed spreadsheet which models all our calculations – Click here to download it 

 

Schedule 1 - BTF comments on each tree identified in the Application 

Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

T1 
TPO 
1236 
T14 

100002 
BCC-
70319 

118   8 
Yew. CL to 4.5m over road for VC 
and elsewhere to 3m for PC. RCP 
by 2m to prevent damage. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. 

T2 
TPO 
1236 
T15 

100025 
BCC-
72426 

56   5 
Field Maple. RCP by 1.5m to 
prevent damage. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. 

T3 
TPO 
1236 
G2 

100026 
BCC-
72427 

81   8 

Yew. RCP and overhead cable by 
2m to prevent damage. CL to 3m 
over path and 2.5m elsewhere for 
PC. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. 

T4 
TPO 
1236 
G2 

100027 
BCC-
72428 

80   8 
Yew. RCP by 2m to prevent 
damage. CL to 3m over path and 
2.5m elsewhere for PC. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. 

T5 
TPO 
1236 
T5  

100050 
BCC-
72451 

157   8 

Himalayan Cedar. Recent branch 
failures. Reduce approximately 25 
heavily end weighted branches by 
a maximum of 5m to reduce 

We support this proposal. The tree is an 
important specimen tree within the 
arboretum, but it does need careful 

management to prevent further limb failure. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223151
https://bristoltreeforum.files.wordpress.com/2020/12/20-05776-vp-tree-works-schedule-2.xlsx
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-70319
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-70319
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72426
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72426
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72427
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72427
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72428
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72428
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72451
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72451
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

likelihood of further branch 
failures. Remove deadwood and 
broken branches over 50mm 
diameter. 

It is unfortunate that this tree has not been 
managed more frequently in the past. 

T6 
TPO 
1236 
T11 

100105 
BCC-
74015 

120   8 

Holm Oak. Decay within main stem 
and low lateral branch. Reduce 
canopy by 20% (3m) on roadside 
and 15% (2.5m) elsewhere. 

We support this proposal. This tree forms an 
important line of mostly Holm Oaks growing 
along the road. Many are mature specimens 
of a substantial size. It is likely that some 

will decline over time so a plan for 
succession planting to replace trees as they 

are lost should be developed. 

T7 
TPO 
451 
G1 

100140 
BCC-
77003 

48   4 

Sycamore. RCP by 1.5m to prevent 
damage. Only remove branches 
under 100mm diameter at pruning 
point. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree and not because the 

presence of the tree obscures the view of 
the lessee's surveillance equipment. This 

tree has already had branches torn from it 
illegally in order, we believe, to clear the 

view for a CCTV camera nearby. Some 
branches close to and over the apex of the 
roof could be trimmed. But the other major 
branches which bore the branches already 

torn from it require no further trimming and 
the community would be unhappy to see 

that done as it is distrustful of the motive 
for trimming those branches further, even if 

done professionally. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74015
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74015
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77003
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77003
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

T8 
TPO 
1192 
T14 

100141 
BCC-
77004 

63   6 

Sycamore. RCP by 1.5m to prevent 
damage. Only remove branches 
under 100mm diameter at pruning 
point. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. At most, one branch 

only is close to apex of shed, we accept that 
this may be shortened. Any further work to 

other parts of the tree is, we believe, 
excessive. We would not want to see any 
further work done with the intention of 

clearing views for the surveillance 
equipment installed nearby. 

T9 
TPO 
1192 
G6  

100181 
BCC-
77044 

80   8 

Ash. Extensive basal decay. 
Reduce height of stems to 5m and 
reduce length of remaining lateral 
branches to 4m to reduce 
likelihood of stem failure. 

This is a five-stemmed Ash with the junction 
of the five stems very close to the ground 

giving it an unusual and interesting form. It 
is probably an old coppice stool resulting in 
multiple stems. There is extensive decay at 
the fusion points resulting in a high risk of 
failure. We support the application in an 
effort to save the tree. We suggest that 

there be compensatory planting to 
compensate for the substantial reduction of 

this tree. 

T10 
TPO 
1192 
G4 

100228 
BCC-
77091 

63   6 
Ash. In decline. Growing between 
playground and car park. Remove 
deadwood over 20mm diameter. 

There is a line of medium-sized Ash trees 
growing along the boundary of the park with 
the Children’s' Playgrounds. There is a sub-
story of other species beneath. With careful 

management and succession planting to 
replace the Ash trees as they succumb to 
ADB, this line could be transformed into a 
mixed species hedge feature. We support 

this proposal. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77004
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77004
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77044
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77044
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77091
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77091
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

T11 
TPO 
1192 
T11 

100241 
BCC-

192455 

20 x 2 Oak. Tree is dead. Fell. Replant. 

We support this. It mirrors our separate 
application which is well-supported. We 

have suggested that this part of this 
application being redacted. 

The replacement should be planted as close 
as possible (within 5-10 metres) to the 

original Oak so that it has the potential to 
achieve its full field form and stature. As 

well planting a tree in accordance with the 
T&CPA 1990, the Council should apply BTRS 

to the removal of this tree and make 
available 1 additional site for sponsored 
planting in Stoke Lodge so that the long-
term benefit of the tree is not lost. The 

closest point of the School security fence 
from the tree is 4 metres with a path 

passing outside it which is some six metres 
wide. This limits the options for planting the 

tree closer towards the boundary of Stoke 
Lodge. 

T12 
TPO 
1192 
G4  

100264 
BCC-

223157 

14 x 1 

Ash. Tree will become exposed to 
wind when adjacent tree is 
removed with high likelihood of 
failure. Growing between 
playground and car park. Fell. 
Replanting inappropriate as not 
enough room amongst existing 
vegetation. 

A replacement tree planted in accordance 
with the T&CPA 1990 should be found in 

another site at Stoke Lodge so that the long-
term benefit of the tree is not lost. We 
suggest a site somewhere nearby to the 

west of to the west of the playground which 
is underutilised. This site would be suitable 
for a possible micro-forest to be planted. 

See also the comments for 100228. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-192455
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-192455
https://bristoltrees.space/Planning/application/QJN3EFDNJV500
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223157
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223157
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

T13 
TPO 
1192 
G4 

100265 
BCC-

223158 

46 x 4 

Ash. In rapid decline. Ash Dieback 
disease. Growing between 
playground and car park. Fell. 
Replanting inappropriate as not 
enough room amongst existing 
vegetation. 

As well planting a tree in accordance with 
the T&CPA 1990 elsewhere at Stoke Lodge, 

the Council should apply BTRS to the 
removal of this tree and make available 3 
additional sites for sponsored planting in 

Stoke Lodge so that the long-term benefit of 
the tree is not lost. Suitable sites can be 

found nearby to the west of the playground 
which is underutilised. This site would be 
suitable for a possible micro-forest to be 

planted. See also the comments for 100228. 

Non-TPO trees 

T14   100001 
BCC-
70318 

62   6 
Magnolia. CL to 3.5m over road for 
VC. RCP by 0.5m to prevent 
property damage. 

If 'to prevent damage' means damage to the 
tree, then we support this proposal but only 

to the minimum extent necessary for the 
welfare of the tree. 

T15   100015.01 
BCC-

266918 

6   0 
Tulip. Remove stakes, ties and 
guards. 

We support this proposal. 

T16   100028 
BCC-
72429 

25 x 2 

Holly. 3 stems are dead and 1 is 
dying. Fell all 4 stems. Sponsored 
replacement planting to be made 
available. 

We support this proposal. The Council 
should apply BTRS to the removal of this 
tree and 2 replacement trees should be 
made available for sponsored planting in 

other suitable sites locally so that the long-
term benefit of the tree is not lost. 

T17   100093 
BCC-
72494 

29   2 

Holm Oak. CL to 4.5m over road 
for VC and elsewhere to 2.5m for 
PC and clear sight lines around 
crossing point. 

We support this proposal. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223158
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223158
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-70318
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-70318
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-266918
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-266918
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72429
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72429
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72494
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-72494
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

T18   100094 
BCC-
74004 

35   3 

Yew. Reshape to remove overhang 
from road up to height of 4m for 
VC. Remove broken branch within 
canopy. 

We support this proposal. 

T19   100108 
BCC-
74018 

77 x 7 

Holm Oak. Extensive decay within 
both main stems and union. 
Monolith to leave roadside stem at 
3m and park side stem at 3.5m to 
prevent failure into road and 
retain standing dead wood. 

The Council should apply BTRS to the 
removal of this tree and 8 replacement 

trees should be made available for 
sponsored planting in other suitable sites 

locally so that the long-term benefit of the 
tree is not lost. 

T20   100146 
BCC-
77009 

48   4 

Turkey Oak. RCP by 1.5m to 
prevent damage. Only remove 
branches under 100mm diameter 
at pruning point. 

Some branches overhang the roof of the 
White Shed – only trim those. We support 

this proposal. 

T21   100257 
BCC-

223150 

8 x 1 

Sycamore. Small tree growing 
directly against east wall of hut. 
Fell to prevent damage. Sponsored 
replacement planting to be made 
available. 

We support this proposal. 

T22   200051 
BCC-

223159 

    0 

Yew. CL to 4m over road for VC 
and elsewhere to 2.5m for PC and 
clear sight lines around crossing 
point. Reshape to prune canopy 
back from road and remove 
several upright branches for 4m VC 
over road. 

We support this proposal. 

T23   
51.484685, 
-2.633090 

  13 x 1 
Unplotted Ash. Red cross on map 
4. Small tree growing directly 
against west wall of hut. Fell to 

We support this proposal. 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74004
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74004
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74018
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-74018
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77009
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77009
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223150
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223150
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223159
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223159
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Tree 
ID 

TPO 
No. 

Plot No. ToB ID DBH Fell 
BTRS 
Trees 

Works Description BTF Comments 

prevent damage. Sponsored 
replacement planting to be made 
available. 

 

Schedule 2 – Tree TPO records that need to be updated 

Cedar of Lebanon. Plot No. 100241.5 (BCC-279621) 

This tree is growing within the fence erected by Cotham School in 2018/2019.  It was planted (2014/2015 season) using 

Neighbourhood Partnership s106 funds in order to replace an Ash tree which was felled (Honey Fungus. 12/02586). The Ash 

tree had a TPO G4 TPO 1192 (12/10/11). The Cedar of Lebanon should enjoy the same TPO status.  

Oak Tree.  TPO 451 - T4. Plot No. 100238 (BCC-223151) (13/12/90) 

Planted 2012/2013 season to replace a TPO oak at same site.  (11/00076) Funded as one of the trees to fulfil the Barcham 

Tree Award. 

Still appears on BCC OpenData TPO Trunk mapping. It enjoys the same TPO status have replaced it as per s206 of the Town 

and Country Planning Act 1990. 

Black Poplar to replace fallen White Poplar. TPO 1192 - G5. Plot No. 100188 (BCC-77051) 

Planted in the 2019/2020 season. 

TPO 1192 - T10. 

This tree was replaced with a Gingko.  It has not been registered as a BCC asset but enjoys the same TPO status having 

replaced it as per s206 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. 

 

https://bristoltreeforum.org/
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-279621
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-223151
https://bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/BCC-77051
bristoltrees.space/Tree/tree/TPO-1192-T10

