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Rebuttal 

The Borough Council of Oadby and Wigston (161 Gloucester Crescent) Tree Preservation 
Order 2025. 

Land fronting No. 161 Gloucester Crescent, Wigston, Leicestershire, LE18 4YH. 

 

1. We have had sight of the proposed document that will be submitted to support; The 
Borough Council of Oadby and Wigston (161 Gloucester Crescent) Tree Preservation 
Order 2025. 
 

2. With particular reference to paragraphs 3.3 and 3.4 the following comments are 
made. 
 

3. The trees were only cut in the form that is exhibited in the images and viewed on site 
in May 2025.  These cuts are deep between 20 and 30mm, and between 20 and 
30mm in width, exceeding the vascular cambium and the bark cambium layers and 
exposing the inner wood to oxygen. 
 

4. The vascular cambium layer is defined as;  

The unspecialized tissue one cell thick separating the xylem from the phloem, either within discrete 
vascular bundles or in the form of a continuous cylinder following secondary thickening. The cambium 
divides indefinitely to give new xylem and phloem1. [sic]   

5. The bark cambium layer is defined as; 

Layers of meristematic cells on the outer side of the phloem that give rise to the bark2.[sic] 

6. All the trees have been severely barked; 

To cut a ring of bark from a woody stem down to the vascular cambium (ie. entirely severing the 
phloem), so that transport from the aerial part to the roots is largely prevented3.[sic] 

7. The cambium is a critical growth tissue where new cells are produced, allowing the 
tree to increase in diameter each year by making new wood (xylem) on the inside 
and new inner bark (phloem) on the outside.  
 

8. It is located just under the outer bark and on top of the sapwood.  The layer is 
responsible for a tree's secondary growth, creating new cells that add girth.  When 
cambium cells divide, they form secondary xylem (wood) toward the centre of the 
tree and secondary phloem (inner bark) toward the exterior. 
 

9. It can be seen from the images and on site, the cutting extends 20 – 30 mm beyond 
the cambium layer into the wood.  The wood has oxidised and dried out in all cases. 
 

10. 'Ring barking', which may also be described as girdling, is the removal or severance 
of a complete band of bark from around a stem or branch of a tree. The shoots 
above and beyond (distal) the debarking will die as the ring is complete.   
 

 
1 A – Z of tree terms: A companion to British arboriculture. 
2 ibid 
3 ibid 
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11. As with any bark wound the flow of fluids, (sap), from the foliage to other parts of the 
tree will be disrupted causing the tree to become stressed. This in turn will result in 
dieback in the crown and root system and colonisation by wood decaying organisms 
(e.g. fungi).  
 

12. A wound to the bark will stimulate the production of callus/wound wood, but the 
speed of its growth will be insufficient to repair or bridge ring barking wounds.  
 

13. The break in the bark will allow the entry of decay causing organisms. The larger the 
wound is, the greater the severity of decay.  The wounds in this case are large. 
 

14. The severity of decay will be increased as the xylem tissue is broken.   
 

15. A tree that is ring barked on the main stem will not sustain its roots which will survive 
only until the stored carbohydrates are used up - this may be several years in a 
mature tree. 
 

16. Birch trees are known to be poor at compartmentalising wounds (the natural process 
by which trees "wall off" injured or infected tissue), making them highly susceptible to 
decay and fungal infections.  
 

17. Cedars are known for their ability to compartmentalise dysfunction effectively, which 
helps them manage decay and can be a sign of a healthy, adaptive tree. 
 

18. Cedar species do not regenerate from a cut stump or within the canopy via new 
shoots. Unlike many deciduous trees, which are well-known for vigorous regrowth 
after being cut (a practice called coppicing), most conifers like true cedars (genus 
Cedrus) will die once cut below the lowest branches as in this case. 
 

19. There is no evidence of the trees ‘bridging’ the gap through growth of callus/wound 
wood.  As noted above, mature trees take many years to die, the fact that no die 
back has been seen in the few months since cutting is immaterial, the buds of the 
2025 growing season had already formed and, in the case of birch, had already fully 
leafed.    
 
Conclusions 
 

20. The comments supporting the TPO are tendentious and biased and take no account 
of the severity of the wounds, the physiological properties of the genera and, 
produce no evidence to support the position the trees will fully recover. 
 

21. The trees will not recover and will decline and die as the wounds to the critical parts 
of the tree are significant.  Birch is a poor compartmentaliser and is readily colonised 
by decay both latent and extant.  Cedar, whilst known for their ability to 
compartmentalise dysfunction effectively, do not have the ability to regenerate thus, 
once the foliage above the cut has died, there is no mechanism for new buds to 
form. 
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Girdling, Constriction and Ring Barking 
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Summary 

Trees can be damaged by many living (biotic) 
and non-living ( abiotic) agents and the 

symptoms may be very similar. When the 

damage is caused by a mammal, including 
man, removing the bark from around a part of 
a tree diagnosis should be relatively straight 

forward. The commoner causes of girdling and 
constnct10n and possible preventative 
measures are reviewed. 

Introduction 

Trees are sometimes ring barked intentionally, 

but more frequently as a result of negligence or 
ignorance. This Note looks at the causes and 
responses of trees to mutilation of the trunk 
and reviews treatments for damaged trees. 

What Is Ring Barking? 

'Ring barking', which may also be described 

as girdling, is the removal or severance of a 
complete band of bark from around a stem or 

branch of a tree. The shoots above and beyond 
( distal) the debarking will usually die, but if 
the ring is incomplete and strips of bark remain 
intact the distal parts may survive. However, as 

with any bark wound the flow of fluids, (sap), 

from the foliage to other parts of the tree will 
be disrupted causing the tree to become 

stressed. This in tum can result in dieback in 

the crown and root system and colonisation by 
wood decaying organisms ( e.g. fungi). 

A wound to the bark will stimulate the 

production of callus tissue, but the speed of its 

l 

growth may be insufficient to repair or bridge 

most ring barking wounds. The resultant dead 

wood developing distal to the ring barking may 
become a potential safety hazard to people and 
property. 

Any break in the bark can allow the entry of 
decay causing organisms, but wound size is 
imp01tant. The larger the wound is the greater 

the severity of decay (Pawsey and Gladman 

<"/.iAl!llffit--- cambium 

��rtt'm�--- inner bark 
(phloem) 

Figure 1. The stucture of woody stems. 

1965). Also, the severity of decay may be 

fu1ther increased if the xylem tissue is broken 
(Strobbe et al 2002). Therefore damage to the 

bark may reduce the safe life expectancy of the 

tree despite the wound being closed ( occluded) 
eventually by the callus. 

The term ring barking generally refers to more 
than the removal of just the outermost layer of 
protective bark as occurs in harvesting cork 

from the Cork Oak (Quercus suber). Ring 
barking will generally involve removal of all 

the tissue from the outer bark through to the 
sapwood (xylem). This includes the outer bark, 

APN13 

AA/8 





In more recent times the practice of ring 

barking large trees to create a reservoir of dead 
standing wood to enhance wildlife populations 

and species diversity has become fashionable 
and is actively encouraged by wildlife 
conservationists. 

A tree that is ring barked on the main stem will 
not sustain its roots which will survive only 
until the stored carbohydrates are used up - this 

may be several years in a mature tree. 
Therefore ring barking, before felling and 
preferably during the growing season, is a 

technique sometimes used to reduce the often­

intractable problem of root sucker formation. 
This practice of depleting roots was also tested 
as a pre-felling treatment with the aim of 

controlling the spread of Honey fungus 

(Armillaria spp.). The hypothesis was that post 
felling the stump and roots of a healthy tree, 
that had been depleted of carbohydrates, were 
less likely to become colonised by Honey 
fungus and therefore act as a reservoir of 

infection to other or replacement trees. Also, 
ring barking could possibly result in the roots 

being more easily colonised by other 
saprophytic fungi, which in turn would reduce 
the volume of material available to Honey 
fungus. The results of ring barking trials in 
Britain showed that a more rapid decay of roots 

occurred in treated than untreated trees, but this 
did not provide the expected benefit of 
reducing the mortality of trees planted 
subsequently (Redfern 1968). 

Selective thinning of woodland and in 
particular plantations by ring barking 
unwanted trees (Reque and Bravo 2007) is 

practiced in North America, but it has not 
found favour in Britain. The main advantages 
of this technique are that the risk of wind blow 
is reduced due to a gradual opening of the 

canopy and an increase in wildlife species 
density and diversity due to an increase in 

volume of standing dead wood. The 
disadvantages are that there is no marketable 
thinning mate1ial produced and the ring barked 

trees might sprout vigorous coppice shoots 

3 

from below the ring. There is also a safety issue 

when the public have access to the woodland. 

Poor tree management practices and careless 
green space management are frequent causes 
of accidental damage to trees. Impact damage 

to roadside trees from motor vehicles and from 
mowing machines (figure 4) to trees growing 

Figure 4. Mowing machine damage. 

in amenity grass is unfortunately all too 
common as is damage to the lower stems of 
young amenity trees from 'strimmers' (Patch 

and Denyer 1992). The latter should be well 

known and readily identified. It is also not 
unknown for a tree to be inadvertently ring 
barked when severing ivy. These incidents are 

all avoidable with care and skilled 
workmanship. They should not be tolerated! 

Trees are ring barked wilfully, often in anger 
by a third party, with a chain saw, hand saw, 
axe or even a knife. The tool is drawn around 
the tree severing the bark and often cutting 

deep into the sapwood (xylem) creating a full 
or complete ring around the circumference of 

the tree. The tree may not be fatally wounded if 
the ends of the saw cut do not meet or the cut 
fails to extend through the natural flutes in a 

stem. A high level of skill is required to 
achieve a closed ring, especially on a tree tnmk 

that is heavily fluted or buttressed. A complete 
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METALFATURE OBJECTION  
NOTE 

This objection addresses procedural irregularities and precedent concerning two provisional Tree 
Preservation Orders (TPOs) served on trees at 161 Gloucester Crescent, Wigston. It should be read 
alongside previous objections submitted on behalf of Metalfacture. 

The purpose of this document is to: 

• Clarify the timeline of events surrounding both provisional TPOs. 
• Highlight procedural concerns, including failure to confirm the original TPO within the statutory 

six-month period and the subsequent reissue without addressing prior objections. 
• Demonstrate inconsistencies with established precedent in the surrounding area. 

These matters are raised in the context of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 (Section 198), the Tree 
Preservation (England) Regulations 2012, and the Oadby & Wigston Borough Council Tree Strategy, which 
commits the Council to transparency, fairness, and stakeholder engagement in all tree management 
decisions. 

TIMELINE CONFIRMATION 

A draft timeline of events was sent to Michael Bennetto, the acting Arboricultural Officer, on 19/11/25 to 
confirm the sequence of events and highlight the complexity of this case—none of which arose through 
fault of Metalfacture. Unfortunately, no response has been received. 

Below is the exact as sent from that email: 

August 2024 - Pre-App submitted.  

November 24 – Provisional TPO imposed on most of Gloucester Crescent 

December 24 – Metalfacture opposed 

December 24 – Amenity assessment provided by yourself  

January 25 – ACS Consulting provided a full objection report on behalf of Metalfacture 

April 25 – You were chased for a response on our objection 

May 25 – Trees were booked for felling. In the run up to the TPO expiry, you were contacted by Leicester 
Tree Care stating felling would occur (no response was received).  

TPO Expiry May 25 – Trees were prepped for felling. You called whilst works were occurring instructing our 
contactors to stop. All bar one tree were Ring Barked.  

May 25 – You issued a new TPO.  

June 25 – We lodged an objection.  

September 25 – The first direct response to our objections was received.  

October 25 – We confirmed our objections stand despite your report and listed reasons.  
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October 25 – Some discussion to resolve but did not end in any agreement. Committee was delayed for 
negotiation.  

November 25 – You called stating this would potentially be going to committee. I asked whether we could 
plant alternative trees and this was declined. I stated that we are submitting our full application this week 
for the car park as soon as our BNG report comes in (un-related to TPO).   

This timeline demonstrates prolonged delays, lack of engagement, and procedural irregularities—
specifically the failure to confirm the original TPO within the statutory six-month period and the 
subsequent reissue without addressing prior objections. 

ORIGINAL PROVISIONAL TPO 

Under the Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a provisional Tree 
Preservation Order remains in force for six months from the date it is made unless confirmed by the local 
planning authority within that period. If not confirmed, the order lapses and ceases to have effect. 

The original TPO imposed on the trees at 161 Gloucester Crescent expired in May 2025 without 
confirmation. Despite repeated requests for engagement—including a full objection submitted in January 
2025 and follow-up correspondence in April 2025—the officer did not provide a substantive response 
until September 2025, nine months after the initial objection. 

In the run-up to the expiry date, Metalfactures contractor informed the Council that felling works were 
scheduled. No response was received. It was only during the works, after the original TPO had expired, 
that the Arboricultural Officer called the contractor directly and requested contractors to stop. By this 
point, works had already started.  

Metalfacture wishes to raise a concern regarding the manner in which the Arboricultural Officer 
contacted our contractor during the felling works. Whilst it was acknowledged that, at the time, felling 
could legally continue, it understood that the contractor may have been persuaded to cease operations 
or potentially risk complicating their ability to work on other sites.   

SECOND PROVISIONAL TPO 

Following the expiry of the original TPO, a second provisional Tree Preservation Order was issued in May 
2025. This was done without any site inspection to verify the current physiological condition of the trees 
after significant damage had occurred, including ring barking of T2–T5. 

PROCEDURAL IMPLICATIONS   

The Planning Practice Guidance requires structured and transparent assessment and consideration of 
objections before confirming or reissuing a TPO. Similarly, the OWBC Tree Strategy commits to fairness 
and stakeholder engagement. Reissuing a provisional TPO without addressing original objections is 
inconsistent with these principles and may be considered procedurally abnormal. No explanation has 
been provided regarding why 6 months was not enough time to consider the TPO. We note at this stage, 
the TPO and state of the trees was less complex than it later becomes. Issuing a second provisional TPO 
without inspecting the trees or considering their compromised state conflicts with these principles and 
raises concerns about whether the expediency test was properly applied. This procedural gap is 
significant because the physical condition of the trees directly affects their amenity value and long-term 
viability—key factors in determining whether a TPO is justified. 
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PRECEDENT 

Please find below images taken from Gloucester Crescent and Cornwall Road. These photographs 
illustrate trees that were either not considered for protection or were previously included under a 
provisional Tree Preservation Order (TPO) that subsequently lapsed without confirmation. It is our 
understanding following a conversation with the officer at the committee meeting that none of the trees 
shown are currently subject to a provisional or confirmed TPO, despite being of comparable species, 
size, and visual amenity value to those located at 161 Gloucester Crescent. 

If the proposed TPO for 161 Gloucester Crescent is confirmed, it would create an inconsistency with the 
precedent established in the surrounding area. The TPO officer previously determined that the trees 
covered by the original provisional TPO were not suitable for long-term protection, as evidenced by the 
decision not to confirm or reissue that order. This raises a concern that the approach taken towards the 
trees at Metalfacture appears inconsistent and potentially discriminatory when compared to similar 
cases nearby. 
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GLOUCESTER CRESCENT (IMAGES FROM GOOGLE STREET) 
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CORNWALL ROAD (IMAGES TAKEN 24/11/25)  
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CONCLUSION 

The handling of the Tree Preservation Orders affecting 161 Gloucester Crescent raises serious concerns 
regarding procedural compliance, transparency, and consistency. 

• The original provisional TPO was allowed to lapse without confirmation, despite repeated 
requests for engagement and clear statutory requirements under the Tree Preservation (England) 
Regulations 2012. 

• A second provisional TPO was issued without resolving prior objections or conducting a site 
inspection, contrary to the principles of structured and evidence-based assessment set out in 
the Planning Practice Guidance and the OWBC Tree Strategy. 

• The approach taken is inconsistent with precedent in the surrounding area, where comparable 
trees have not been afforded long-term protection. Confirming this TPO would create an arbitrary 
and unequal application of policy. 

For these reasons, we respectfully submit that the proposed TPO should not be confirmed.  

Metalfacture remains willing to engage constructively, including the offer to plant suitable replacement 
trees along the frontage, as previously communicated. 
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