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9. The National Planning Policy Framework – Planning Practice Guidance for Local
Planning Authorities, under the subheading “What does ‘expedient’ mean in
practice?” as to whether it is expedient to make a TPO, explicitly states that
“Although some trees or woodlands may merit protection on amenity grounds it may
not be expedient to make them the subject of an Order. For example, it is unlikely
to be necessary to make an Order in respect of trees which are under good
arboricultural or silvicultural management.

10. It may be expedient to make an Order if the authority believes there is a risk of trees
being felled, pruned or damaged in ways which would have a significant impact on
the amenity of the area. But it is not necessary for there to be immediate risk for
there to be a need to protect trees. In some cases the authority may believe that
certain trees are at risk as a result of development pressures and may consider, where
this is in the interests of amenity, that it is expedient to make an Order. Authorities
can also consider other sources of risks to trees with significant amenity value. For
example, changes in property ownership and intentions to fell trees are not always
known in advance, so it may sometimes be appropriate to proactively make Orders
as a precaution.”

11. The guidance states that making a TPO may be expedient when a property changes
ownership. While saying that, making an order where a tree is under good
arboricultural management may not be expedient. The owner has no intention of
managing the tree inappropriately but seeks to prolong its life through good
arboricultural husbandry.

12. The decay within the tree renders it more likely to shed branches in high winds, and
the risk of this should be managed to minimise the potential for uncontrolled branch
failure.

13. In such circumstances, it is appropriate to control the length of its branches to
shorten the lever arm and encourage new inner growth to increase branch thickening,
strengthen the limbs, and reduce the overall sail area and wind loading.

14. Therefore, I propose the tree's crown be reduced to maintain its size proportionate
to its setting and, ultimately, prolong its life.

15. I will apply to reduce its lateral branches to within 8 metres of its trunk. Removal of
2-3 metres from their length. Cut back to suitable side branches with a final cut
diameter not exceeding 100 millimetres. Reduce its height from 19 to approximately
17 metres by pruning about 2-3 metres off the top and cutting back to suitable side
branches.
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