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 MAIN REPORT 

1. Details of Order 

1.1 On 9 May 2019 Tree Preservation Order 263/2019 was served with immediate effect 
to protect one multi-stemmed Sycamore tree on this site. 

2. Background 

2.1 The Sycamore tree is located in a brick planter on the grass verge at the entrance to 
Shaftesbury Crescent, adjacent to 283 Ashford Road, Laleham.   

2.2 Following receipt of an outline planning application, 19/00379/OUT, for the erection 
of a two storey detached dwelling with associated parking and amenity space, the 
Tree Officer assessed the trees on site.   

2.3 Although the planning application did not show this tree to be removed, the Tree 
Officer considered that if the development were to go ahead there could be a 
significant threat to its viable retention as significant tree surgery was proposed 
which would potentially damage the tree’s shape and form.   

2.4 Assessment of the Sycamore showed it to be a young mature multi-stemmed 
specimen, which appeared healthy and stable with no obvious defects.  The tree is 
highly prominent in the street scene from Shaftesbury Crescent and Ashford Road. 

2.5 A TPO was therefore served to protect the Sycamore because of its ‘significant 
contribution to the visual amenities of the locality’.   



 
 

2.6 The planning application has since been refused, although it is understood that the 
applicant is planning to submit an appeal.  

3. Third Party Representations 

3.1 As required under the legislation all affected parties were served with copies of the 
Tree Preservation Order.   

3.2 One representation has been received from the planning applicant/owner of the site.  
He has submitted a number of plans and photographs illustrating the proposed 
development (see Appendix 1 for his full comments), and has objected to the TPO 
on two main grounds which are summarised as follows: 

a) Tree Evaluation Report (TEMPO) – the objector considers that he was not 
made aware of the evaluation report being carried out and was not given the 
opportunity to see it.  He considers that the assessment did not accurately reflect 
the actual proposed works and thereby incorrectly assessed the impact of the 
proposed development on the tree.  He disagrees with the way the tree has been 
scored on the TEMPO assessment. 

b) Current required works and ongoing works – the objector considers that the 
tree has not been cared for and the attractive shape has been compromised.  He 
considers that the proposed work will improve the overall shape and appearance 
of the tree.  He further considers that the proposed development does not 
represent a threat to the tree and that he has put forward proposals to ensure 
retention of the tree. 

3.3 For these reasons he considers that the proposed Order would be inappropriate and 
should not be confirmed. 

3.4 The inclusion of this particular tree within a TPO does not preclude appropriate 
remedial work being carried out which may benefit its appearance or amenity value.  
Neither would it necessarily prevent development from proceeding.  It would, 
however, ensure that the tree would not be removed prematurely and that any 
planning application on the site properly takes into account the potential impact on 
the tree so that its long term amenity value can be safeguarded. 

3.5 The consideration of whether the tree should be included in a TPO is separate from 
the consideration of the planning application and separate from the consideration of 
any possible future remedial pruning.  The only issue is whether the tree is of 
sufficient amenity value to be preserved and whether it is expedient in the 
circumstances to confirm the Order. 

3.6 The Tree Officer has confirmed that he raised concerns about the potential impact of 
the proposed development on the tree both above and below ground.  It is standard 
practice in situations where there is a possible threat to a tree to consider the merits 
of making a TPO by carrying out a TEMPO assessment (copy attached).  The 
method provides a standard approach and provides a certain level of objectivity to 
indicate the merits of a tree.  In this particular case the combined scores suggested 
that a TPO would be appropriate.   

3.7 The Tree Officer agrees that the tree could benefit from some minor remedial work 
and this TPO would not prevent permission being granted for any beneficial work.  It 
is considered that development of this site could present a threat to the tree and the 
confirmation of the TPO would ensure that any proposal properly takes account of 
the tree so that its long term survival and amenity value can be preserved.   



 
 

Recommendation 

3.8 Tree Preservation Order 263/2019 be confirmed without modification. 
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