

APPLICATION FORM  T/25/100294
EMAIL LETTER TO EASTLEIGH BOROUGH COUNCIL, PLANNING DEPT
Hamble Manor
Green Lane
Hamble
SO31 4GB
7th November 2025
Dear Sirs
I am writing to you on behalf of myself and two other owner/residents at Hamble Manor, where the Sweet Chestnut tree, the subject of the above Application, is located.  
We are :	Mrs Anne Kennedy, Flat 3 Hamble Manor
		Mrs Isabelle Davison, Flat 8 Hamble Manor 
		Mr Ian and Mrs Deirdre McColl, Flat 10 Hamble Manor
We are all impacted by work proposed by this Application and because the Health and Safety of its mismanagement and gardens to date which affects all who live and visit here.   The freeholder of the Property is Hamble Manor Green Ltd (HGML)and we are also shareholders.
Our objections and concerns are:- 
1.  There IS a TPO on the Sweet Chestnut tree (the subject of the Application) at Hamble Manor despite the Application stating that there is not.  However we note a document listed online with the Application clearly states it does have one.  We trust this was just a clerical error and that the Application will be reviewed on the basis of TPO considerations.
2.  Under the Consultee section on the website, we note that only two of the three other properties (other than HGML), which enjoy shared use of the driveway to the lower carpark, have been listed on the Application.  The tree overhangs the shared driveway.   The owner of the driveway is not listed.  The use of the shared driveway, its maintenance and upkeep, are under a lease agreement which the agents will have. 
3.  The Application is a request to perform a Crown Uplift.   Because there does exist a TPO, we question how the scope of this work was reached.  No arborist or other report was submitted for consideration nor referenced.  There exists an arborists report from about 2 years ago.  We question if the arborist was re-consulted on the proposal made in the Application and why an update was not provided with the Application.  
4.  The Application calls for the crown uplift to be 4 meters height from the path.  We feel this is excessive in view of the large lower limbs around the 3.0m height and that it would then imbalance the charm and aesthetics of the tree once work is done. The guidance in the Parish Council’s (PC) documentation states :-
	“Footpaths & Pavements  - 3.0m over footways & pavements”
	The guidance we have looked at further states that a degree of overall pruning relating to re-shaping etc might also be called for or carried out as part of an Application.  The Application details a Health and Safety issue as a reason but no detailed scope of work.  These lack of details make it impossible to consider the current Application properly.    The tree should be considered an amenity 


in what are private gardens and so its appearance is important to us.  Residents normally benefit from sitting in its shade and a height of 4 meters would negatively impact that benefit.  For that and aesthetic reasons, giving it is in private gardens, our opinion is that a crown lift to 2.5 meters above the path is more appropriate and acceptable in the circumstances.
5.  We believe the Application is wrongly completed under the Authority Employee/Member section or at least, because of the information given below, gives cause for clarification as to who was consulted on the terms of the Application. 
	Despite previous complaints about the standard of work done by the current gardener to this tree and the gardens since 2024, without the requisite permissions from yourselves, we remain dissatisfied with the gardening services.   
	The current condition of the tree reflects on the current gardener since he commenced gardening services here mid 2024.   Indeed, last year he used a chainsaw and hedge trimmer on it because its branches were almost touching the ground.  He exhibits a complete lack of Health and Safety practices when he has worked on other trees and shrubs in the garden.  Whilst we recognise that his services here are a matter for HGML and its agent to resolve, those “activities” exhibit a lack of skill and expertise and adherence to TPO conditions he is more than aware of. These were made known at the time to HGML, the gardener and the agent and are why we expected to see at least an updated arborist report.
	Whilst we understand that it for Eastleigh Council and not the Parish Council to decide upon the Application, we feel we should point out that the current chair of the Board of HGML, who is also a co-owner but not resident of a flat here, is also the Chair of Hamble Parish Council.
	The current gardener is an employee of Hamble Parish Council  - the Head Groundsman.  We became aware of this because he attends in his PC uniform and on a few occasions he has been seen using the PC electric vehicle to remove the large bags of garden refuse from our site – including last years “cuttings” from the tree.  
	The gardener has also stated he is the one who provides guidance on TPO work to potential Applicants for the PC.  
	We believe this ought to have been disclosed in the Application as a point of or conflict of interest owing to their positions within the Parish Council. 
Whilst we are pleased that the issues caused by the tree are now to be properly tended to, we question if the scope of work was made by appropriate persons or with proper consideration that it is in a private garden.   Whilst it is in our private gardens it is a much admired tree by others in the community.  
For all of the above reasons, we object to the Application as currently submitted. 
Signed by email
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