L
LAERY
| S

\,

Ao T R

-,

-Copytight and may lead

Reproduted from tha Otdnance Survey@ mapging ith the

y ppINg v .
. parmission of The Controller of Her Majesty's Statidneiy Offlce.
-©:Crown Copiripht. Unauithoriséd reproduction infringes Cro

to prosecution or civil proceedings,

08 Licanca Mo, UNKNOWN . :
o é N




\ vo LO—'LD\l\ | MPMMU\

_ | R
DATED Sra I’Y\c:j 2011

VALE OF WHITE HORSE DISTRICT COUNCIL

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER

relating to
4 Lime Trees (Tilia SP)

: at
Land adjacent to garages in 21 Chandlers Close, Abingdon, Oxon
- OX14 2NN

in the County of Oxfordshire

Vale of White Horse District Council
The Abbey House
Abingdon
Oxon
0X14 3JE

Ref: PD/ORD/254




TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (TREES) REGULATIONS 1999
As amended by the Town and Country Planning (Trees){Amendment)(England)
‘Regulations 2008

MODEL FORM OF TREE PRESERVATION ORDER

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
The Tree Preservation Order (Abingdon) no: 8 of 2011

The Vale of White Horse District Council, in exercise of the powers conferred on
them by sections 198 [,201] and 203 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
hereby make the following Order— -

Citation
1. This Order may be cited as the Tree Preservation Order (Abingdon) no: 8 of 2011

Interpretation
2. Inthis Order “the authority” means the Vale of White Horse District Council and
unless the context otherwise requires, any reference in this Order to a numbered

section is a reference to the section so numbered in the Town and Country Planning
Act 1990.

Application of section 201 . _
3. The authority hereby direct that section 201 (provisional tree preservation orders)

shall apply to this Order and accordingly, this Order shall take effect provisionally on
'3 May 2011 .

Prohibited acts in relation to trees

4. Without prejudice to subsections (6) and (7) of section 198 (power to make tree
preservation orders) or subsection (1) of section 200 (tree preservation orders:
‘Forestry Commissioners), and subject to article 5, no person shall—

{(a) cutdown, top, lop, uproot, wilfully damage or wilfully destroy; or

{b) cause or permit the cutting down, topping, lopping, uprooting, wilful
damage or wilful destruction of,

any tree specified in Schedule 1 to this Order or comprised in a group of trees or in a
woodland so specified, except with the consent of the authority and, where such
consent is given subject to conditions, in accordance with those conditions.

Exemptions ‘ ,
5.—{1} Nothing in article 4 shall prevent—

(@) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree by or at the
request of a statutory undertaker, where the land on which the tree is
situated is operational land of the statutory undertaker and the work is
necessary—

(i) inthe interests of the safe operation of the undertaking;



(i) in connection with the 'inspection, repair or renewal of any sewers,
mains, pipes, cables or other apparatus of the statutory
undertaker; or

(iiiy to enable the statutory undertaker to carry out development
permitted by or under the Town and Country Planning (General
Permitted Development) Order 1995;

(aa) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree where that work
is required to enable the implementation of an order made or confirmed
under paragraph 8(1) or paragraph 15(1) of Schedule 1 to the Highways
Act 1980 (procedures for making or confirming certain orders and
schemes);

(ab) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree where that work
is urgently necessary for national security purposes;

(b) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree cultivated for
the productlon of fruit in the course of a business or trade where such
work is in the interests of that business or trade;

(¢) the pruning, in accordance with good horticultural practice, of any tree
cultivated for the production of fruit;

(d) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree where that work
is required to enable a person to implement a planning permission
(other than an outline planning permission or, without prejudice fo
paragraph (a)(iii), a permission granted by or under the Town and
Couniry Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995)
granted on an application under Part Il of the Act, or deemed to have
been granted (whether for the purposes of that Part or otherwise);

{e) the cutting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree by or at the
request of the Environment Agency to enable the Agency to carry out
development permitted by or under the Town and Country Planning
(General Permitted Development Order) 1995;

(f)  the culting down, topping, lopping or uprooting of a tree by or at the
request of a drainage body where that tree interferes, or is likely to
interfere, with the exercise of any of the functions of that body in relation
to the maintenance, improvement or construction of watercourses or of
drainage works, and for this purpose “drainage body” and “drainage”
have the same meanings as in the Land Drainage Act 1991; or

(@) without prejudice to section -198(6)(b), the felling or lopping of a tree or
- the cutting back of its roots by or at the request of, or in accordance
with a notice served by, a licence holder under paragraph 9 of Schedule

4 to the Electricity Act 1989,

(2) In paragraph (1), “statutory undertaker” means any of the following—

« a person authorised by any enactment to carry on any railway, light
railway, tramway, road transport, water transport, canal, inland navigation,




dock, harbour, pier or lighthouse undertaking, or any undertaking for the
supply of hydraulic power,

* arelevant airport operator (within the meaning of Part V of the Airports
Act 1986), ‘

* the holder of a licence under section 6 of the Electricity Act 1989,
¢ agas transporter,

+ the holder of a licence under section 7 of the Telecommunications Act
1984 to whom the telecommunications code (within the meaning of that
Act} is applied,

« awater or sewerage undertaker,

« the Civil Aviation Authority, a body acting on behalf of that authority or a
person who holds a licence under Chapter | of Part | of the Transport Act
2000,

» a universal postal service provider in connection with the provision of a
1 universal postal service.
Application of provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
7—1) The provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 relating to
registers, appiications, permissions and appeals mentioned in column (1) of Part | of
Schedule 2 to this Order shall have effect, in relation to consents under this Order
and applications for such consent, subject to the adaptations and modifications
mentioned in column (2).

(2) The provisions referred to in paragraph (1), as so adapted and modified, are set
out in Part |l of that Schedule. o

Directions as to replanting

8—1) Where consent is granted under this Order for the felling in the course of
forestry operations of any part of a woodland area, the authority may give to the
owner of the land on which that part is situated (“the relevant land"} a direction in
writing specifying the manner in which and the time within which he shall replant the
relevant land.

(2} Where a direction is given under paragraph (1) and trees on the relevant land
are felled (pursuant to the consent), the owner of that land shall replant it in
accordance with the direction.
(3) A direction under paragraph (1) may include requirements as to—

(a) species;

(b) numbe® of trees per hectare;

{(c) the preparation of the relevant land prior to the replanting; and

1 Article 6 omitted by regulation 2(4)(a} of the Town and Ceuntry Planning (Trees) {Amendment)
(England) Regulations 2008, Statutory Instrument 2008, No.2260



(d) the erection of fencing necessary for the protection of the newly planted
trees. '

Compensation
9—(1) If, on a ciaim under this article, a person establishes that loss or damage
has been caused or incurred in consequence of—

(a) the refusal of any consent required under this Order; or
(b) the 'gr'ant of any such consent subject to conditions,

he shall, subject to paragraphs (3) and (4), be entitled to compensation from the
authority.

(2) No claim, other than a claim made under paragraph (3), may be made under
this article— :

{a) if more than 12 months have elapsed since the date of the authority's
decision or, where such a decision is the subject of an appeal to the
Secretary of State, the date of the final determination of the appeat; or

. {b) if the amount in respect of which the claim would otherwise have beén
made is less than £500.

(3) Where the authority refuse consent under this QOrder for the felling in the course
of forestry operations of any part of a woodland area, they shall not be required to
pay compensation to any person other than the owner of the land; and such
compensation shall be limited to an amount equal to any depreciation in the value of
the trees which is attributable to deterioration in the quality of the timber in
consequence of the refusal.

{(4) -In any other case, no compensation shall be payable to a person—

(a) for loss of development value or other diminution in the value of the
fand,;

(b) for loss or damage which, having regard to the application and the
documenis and particulars accompanying it, was not reasonably
foreseeable when consent was refused or was granted subject to
conditions;

(¢) for loss or damage reasonably foreseeable by that person and
attributable to his failure to take reasonable steps to avert the loss or
damage or to mitigate its extent; or '

(d) for costs incurred in appealing to the Secretary of State against the
refusal of any consent required under this Order or the grant of any
such consent subject to conditions.

(5) Subsections (3) to (5) of section 11 (terms of compensation on refusal of
licence) of the Forestry Act 1967 shall apply to the assessment of compensation
under paragraph (3) as it applies to the assessment of compensation where a felling
licence is refused under section 10 {application for feiling licence and decision of



Commissioners thereon) of that Act as if for any reference to a felling licence there
were substituted a reference to a consent required under this Order and for the
reference to the Commissioners there were substituted a reference to the authority.
(6) Inthis article—
“development value” means an increase in value attributable to the prospect
of development; and, in relation to any land, the development of it shall
include the clearing of it; and

"owner” has the meaning given to it by section 34 of the Forestry Act 1967.

Dated this 3" day of May 2011

Signed on behalf of the Vale of White Horse District Council

Authorised by the Council to sign in that behalf
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SCHEDULE 1
SPECIFICATION OF TREES
Trees specified individually
(encircled in black on the map)

Description

NONE

Situation

Trees specified by reference to an area-
(within a dotted black line on the map)

Description

NONE .

Groups of trees

Situation

(within a broken black line on the map)

Description
(including number of
trees in the group)

4 Lime Trees (Tilia SP)

Woodlands

Situation

Land adiacent to garages
in Chandlers Close,
Abingdon OX14 2NN
0.S. Ref: SU51198

{within a continuous black line on the map)

Description

NONE

Situation



SCHEDULE 2

PART |

PROVISIONS OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 APPLIED
WITH ADAPTATIONS OR MODIFICATIONS

Provision of the Town
and Country Planning
Act 1990

Adaptation or Modification

Section 69 (registers)

{a) In subsection (1)}—
(i) omit-—

“,in such manner as may be prescribed by a
development order,”,

“such” in the second place wherg it appears, and
“as may be so prescribed”; and

(i) substitute “matters relevant to tree preservation
~orders made by the authority” for “applications
for planning permission”.

(b) In subsection (2}—

(i) after “contain” insert ¥, as regards each such
order”; and

(i) for paragraphs (a) and (b) substitute—

“(a) details of every application under the
order and of the authority’s decision (if
any) in relation to each such application,
and

(b) a statement as to the subject-matter of
every appeal under the order and of the
date and nature of the Secretary of
State's determination of it.”.

(c) Omit subsections (3) and (4) (as required by section
198(4)).

Section 70 (determination
of applications: general
considerations)

{a) In subsection (1}

(i) substitute—

“Subject to subsections (1A) and (1B), where”
for “Where”;




“the authority” for “a local planning authority”;

“consent under a tree preservation order” for
“nlanning permission” where those words first
appear; and '

“consent under the order” for “planning
permission” in both of the other places where
{hose words appear;

(iiy  after “think fit”, insert-—
“(including conditions limiting the duration of
the consent or requiring the replacement of
trees)”; and

(i) omit “subject to sections 91 and 92,".

(b) After subsection (1) insert—

“(1A) Where an application relates to an area of
woodland, the authority shall grant consent so far as
accords with the practice of good forestry, unless
they are satisfied that the granting of consent would
fail- to secure the maintenance of the special
character of the woodland or the woodland character
of the area. '

(1B) Where the authority grant consent for the
felling of trees in a woodland area they shali not
impose conditions requiring replacement where such
felling is carried out in the course of forestry
operations (but may give directions for securing
replanting).”.

(c) Omit subsections (2) and (3).

Section 75 {effect of
planning permission})

(a) In subsection (1} substitute—
(1 “Any” for the words from “Without” to “any’”;

(i)  “consent under a free preservation order” for
“planning permission to develop land”;

(i)  “the consent” for “the pekmission"; and

(iv)  “the land to which the order relates” for “the
land”.

(b) Omit subsections (2) and (3).

| Section 78 (right to appeal
against planning decisions

(a) In subsection (1) substitute—




(e} For subsection (5), substitute—

“(8) For the purposes of the application of section
79(1), in relation to an appeal made under subsection
(1)(d), it shall be assumed that the authority decided to
refuse the application in question.”.

Section 79 (determination
of appeals)

(a) In subsections (1) and (2), substitute “the authority” for “the
local planning authority”.

(b} Omit subsection (3).
(c) In subsection (4), substitute—

(i) “section 70(1), (1A) and (1B)" for “sections 70,
72(1) and (5), 73 and 73A and Part | of
Schedule 57

(ii) “‘consent under a tree preservation order” for
“planning permission”; and :

(i)  "the authority,” for “the local planning authority
and a development order may apply, with or .
without modifications, to such an appeal any
requirements imposed by a development order
by virtue of sections 65 or 71.”,

(d)} Omit subsections (6) and (6A).

(e) In subsection (7), omit the words after “section 78".




and failure to take such
decisions)

() “the authority” for “a local planning authority™;

(i) “consent Under a tree preservation order” for
“planning permission” in the first place where
those words appear;

iii) “consent under such an order” for “planning
permission” in the second place where those
words appear;

(iv) for paragraph' (c) substitute—

“(c)  give a direction under a tree preservation
order, or refuse an application for any
consent, agreement or approval of that
authority required by such a direction; or

(d) fail to determine any such application as
is-referred to in paragraphs (a) to (c)
within the period of 8 weeks beginning

. with the date on which the application
was received by the authority,”.

(b) Omit subsection (2).

(c) In subsection (3) for “served within such time and in such
manner as may be prescribed by a development order.”
substitute—

“in writing addressed to the Secretary of State,
specifying the grounds on which the appeatl is made;
and such notice shall be served— '

(a) in respect of a matter mentioned in any of
paragraphs (a) to (c¢) of subsection (1), within
the period of 28 days from the receipt of
notification of the authority’s decision or
direction or within such longer period as the
Secretary of State may allow;

(b) in respect of such a failure as is mentioned in
paragraph (d) of that subsection, at any time
after the expiration of the period mentioned in
that paragraph, but if the authority have
informed the applicant that the application has
been refused, or granted subject to conditions,
before an appeal has been made, an appeal
may only be made against that refusal or
grant.”.

(d) For subsection (4), substitute—

“(4) The appellant shall serve on the authority a copy of

the notice mentioned in subsection (3).”.




PART I
PROVISIONS OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990,
AS ADAPTED AND MODIFIED BY PART |

- The following provisions of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, as adapted
and modified by Part | of this Schedule, apply in relation to consents, and
applications for consent, under this Order.

Section 69

(1) Every local planning authority shall keep a register containing information with
respect to matters relevant to tree preservation orders made by the authority.

{2) The register shall contain, as regards each such order—

(a) details of every application under the order and of the authority's
decision (if-any) in relation to each such application, and

(b) a statement as to the subject-matter of every appeal under the order
and of the date and nature of the Secretary of State’s determination of
it.

(5) Every register kept under this section shall be available for inspection by the
public at all reasonable hours.

Section 70

(1) Subject to subsections (1A) and (1B), where an application is made to the
authority for consent under a tree preservation order—

(a) they may grant consent under the order, either unconditionally or
subject to such conditions as they think fit (including conditions limiting
the duration of the consent or requiring the replacement of trees): or

(b) they may refuse consent under the order.

(1A) Where an application relates to an area of woodland, the authority shall grant.
consent so far as accords with the practice of good forestry, unless they are satisfied
that the granting of consent would fail to secure the maintenance of the special
- character of the woodland or the woodland character of the area.

{(1B) Where the authority grant consent for the felling of trees in a woodland area
they shall not impose conditions requiring replacement where such felling is carried
out in the course of forestry operations (but may give directions for securing
replanting).



Section 75

Any grant of consent under a tree preservation order shall (except in so far as the.

consent otherwise provides) enure for the benefit of the land to which the order
relates and of all persons for the time being lnterested init.

Section 78
(1) Where the authority—

(a) refuse an application for consent under a ftree preservation order or
grant it subject to conditions;

{b) refuse an application for any consent, agreement or approval of that
authority required by a condition imposed on a grant of consent under
such an order or grant it subject to conditions;

(c) give a direction under a tree preservation order, or refuse an application
for any consent, agreement or approval of that authorlty required by
such a direction; or

(d) fail to determine any such application as is referred to in paragraphs (a)
to (¢} within the period of 8 weeks beginning with the date on wh|ch the
application was received by the authority,

the applicant may by notice appeal lo the Secretary of State.

(3) Any appeal under this section shall be made by notice in writing addressed to the
Secretary of State, specifying the grounds on which the appeal is made; and such
notice shall be served-—

(&) in respect of a matter mentioned in any of paragraphs (a) to (c) of
subsection (1), within the period of 28 days from the receipt of
notification of the authority's decision or direction or W|th|n such Ionger
period as the Secretary of State may allow;

(b) in respect of such a failure as is mentioned in paragraph (d) of that
subsection, at any time after the expiration of the period mentioned in
that paragraph, but if the authority have informed the applicant that the
application has been refused, or granted subject to conditions, before
an appeal has heen made, an appeal may only be made against that
refusal or grant.

(4) The appellant shall serve on the authority a copy of the notice mentioned in
subsection (3). -

(5) For the pUrposes of the application of section 79(1), in relation to an appeal

made under subsection (1){d}, it shall be assumed that the authority decided to
refuse the application in question.



Section 78

(1) On an appeal under section 78 the Secretary of State may—
{a) allow or dismiss the appeal, or

(b) reverse or vary any part of the deci'sion of the authority (whether the
appeal relates to that part of it or not),

and may deal with the application as if it had been made to him in the first instance.

(2) Before determining an appeal under section 78 the Secretary of State shall, if
either the appellant or the authority so wish, give each of them an opportunity of
appearing before and being heard by a person appointed by the Secretary of State
for the purpose.

(4) Subject to subsection (2), the provisions of section 70(1), (1A) and (1B) shall
apply, with any necessary modifications, in relation to an appeal to the Secretary of
State under section 78 as they apply in relation to an application for consent under a
tree preservation order which falls to be determined by the authority.

(5) The decision of the Secretary of State on such an appeal shall be final.

(7)) Schedule 6 applies to appeals under section 78.
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO)

~ SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

. - . -
Date: {L‘» . LV . Surveyor: C:‘EC)QC.E- Q%%_Dg
Tree details
TPO Ref (i applicable):  ~——" Tree/ Group No: — Species: L( M

Locaticn:

Owner (il'known): VAL E—@\gu%—h- 2.1 ClemnuDUE A cL. QE)\NCOD\) !

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part [; Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitahility forTPO

5 Good Highly suitable

Score & Notcs

3) Tair Suitable \‘ \/\
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable g ‘D Nvé\\(—w_ﬂ_/ N A \

0y Dead Unsuitable \

0) Dying/ dangerous* Linsuitable © @ N R OV~

# Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediabie defects only \)

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability forTPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Scare & Notes

4y 40-100 Very suitahle \ C\Q_ L

2) 2040 Suitable 3&3@@ ey Q CAXG

Iy 10-20 Just suitable L‘k- (‘j
0y <10* Unsuitable

*fneltudes trees which are an existing or nmr_ﬁxmrc nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are sign_iﬁmntl’y negating the
potential of other trees of beiter quality

¢) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Conyider realistic pn!cnrim’jbr\ﬁmrra visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trecs with some visibility‘ or prominent large trecs Highly suitable Score &. Notc
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
33 Medium tre es, or large trees with limited view only Suitable

)\ouug, small trees, or me (llum/lmgu trees visible only with cllH]cu]ly
1y Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size

Barely suitable
Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have acerired 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

5) Principal components ol arbericultural features, or veteran trecs
4) Tree groups, or members ol groups important for their cohesion Score & Notes
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual \
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Part 2: Expedicncy assessment

Trees must have acerued 9 ar more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree

33 Furesceable threat to tree Score & Notes - \
2) Perceived threat to tree S . ?\f o 9 oSO é ,

Iy Precantionary onl
y anly

Part 3: Decision guide

”:“'{)’ 0 ?SSM ‘}PI"IYT;O Add Scores for Total: Decision:

-6 indefensible -

7-10 Does not merit TPO l @] - P . O
[ -4 TPO defensible

154 Definitely merits TPO



@ @ Y Jacqueline Bennett
, 21 Chandlers Close
Abingdon
Oxon

OX14 2NN
20™ November 2011

Dear Ms Thurston

Re: Tree Preservation Order (Abingdon) No.10 2011
Vale of White Horse District Council

Please be advised that, in response to‘your letter dated 27" October 201 1, and
papers served on me therein, | wish to appeal against the provisional Tree
Preservation Order on the following grounds:

1. Parking Issues in Chandlers Close

Parking space is at a premium in Chandlers Close which is a tiny cul-de-sac.
This is exacerbated by the fact that the majority of families living in the Close
have adult children residing with them who now have cars; there is a minimum of
2 cars per household in the Close and some households have as many as o
vehicles. There are no driveways to the properties in Chandlers Close - there are
allocated parking spaces in a small area adjacent to the cul-de-sac.

Photographs 1 & 2, attached, give an idea of the number of cars parked in
Chandlers Close at any given time - this situation is even worse at peak periods,
i.e. evenings and weekends. -

This creates a pressing need for me to be able to use my allocated parking
space but | am unable to do so because of the amount of debris that falls from
 the trees in question. Photograph 3, attached, illustrates the amount of debris
that typically accumulates in my parking space in just a matter of weeks. This
particular photograph was taken in May 2011 - the amount of autumnal debris
that is currently falling from the trees is at ten times that amount. Furthermore,
the sap/resin that falls from the trees, which | am informed is caused by aphids
living in the tree, is corrosive and damages the paintwork of vehicles parked

- beneath. :

2. Damage caused by the Lime Trees

| have taken advise from two Tree Surgeons who inform me that the trees are
not yet fully grown and will grow by at least another third - see Photograph 4,
attached. This fact was recognised by Mr Reade, Tree Officer, in his email of 3
May 2011.

The roots from the trees are already causing damage and are breaking through
the surfaced area, as seen in Photograph 5, attached. The Tree Surgeons are
also of the opinion that as the trees continue to grow so the roots will cause




further damage, including damage to the adjacent garages.

3. Replacement Trees

| have suggested to Mr Reade , in my email of 28" April 2011 and during a
telephone conversation of 26™ April 2011 that | am more than willing to replace
the trees for a species that is less voracious in terms of growth and therefore
more manageable in an urban setting.

Placing a Tree Preservation Order on the trees in question and thereby removing
my ability to effectively manage them, which in turn removes my ability to enjoy
use of my property, is in breach of my human rights. It will also disadvantage me
when | come to sell my property. : _

| would ask therefore, in light of the information put forward, that you do not
place a Tree Preservation Order on the trees in question.

| would also like to query why a lime tree situated in the garden of No 11
Chandlers Close, of a similar size and dimension to those situated by my parking
space, was allowed to be felled without protest in 2008, to allow for a second
dwelling to be built in the garden of No 11.

Finally, please note that | have made a formal complaint against Mr George
Reade and as such | do not wish him to be the person who adjudicates on my
appeal. :

Yours faithfully

(‘—T’ /\—,L" & hﬁC( C ﬂ/(_,ﬁ.’f;)

kJacqueiine Bennett



20 Chandlers Close, Abingdon, Oxon 0X14 2NN
standhaft. wp@virgin.net

George Reade , 19 November 2011
Landscape Officer (Arboriculture)

Vale of White Horse District Council

The Abbey House

Abingdon

QX14 3JE

Dear Mr Reade

OBJECTION to Tree Preservation Order (Abingdon) No 10 2011 (ref. PD/ORD/256)

We wish to object to the above Tree Preservation Order on the following grounds:

1)

2)

3)

The Preservation Order appears to have been made only as a result of our neighbour, Jackie Bennett,
enquiring as to whether or not the trees in question were protected. She acted responsibly in making
such enquiries, and was not given an answer for many months, despite numerous attempts at
obtaining an answer. When an answer came, it was to inform her that a Tree Preservation Order had
just been made.

This is a totally unacceptable and underhand way of doing things. If the trees were thought worthy
of protection, why wasn’t a Preservation Order imposed many years ago?

Whilst we fully understand and respect the importance of protecting trees, we feel that these
particular trees provide very little “amenity value”. Their size is enormous, out of all proportion to
the tiny piece of land on which they are situated.

The trees are situated in an area designated for car-parking. Their size, together with the toxic sap
which comes from them, is currently rendering at least one of the car-parking spaces completely
unusable. It is also possible that their roots will cause damage to the neighbouring garages, if this
hasn’t occurred already.

Chandters Close suffers from chronic parking problems (see the attached photos for a typical scene,
with cars parked on either side of the pavements). The situation will get even worse in the near
future, as the Vale has recently approved a planning application for a further two detached houses in
the grounds of 7A Chandlers Close. This development will inevitably lead to further instances of
itlegal parking in Chandlers Close itself(and will, incidentally, permit the destruction of a greater
number of trees and shrubs which are of far greater “amenity value” than these particular lime trees).
[t is therefore imperative that all the designated car-parking spaces are fully utilised,

As already mentioned, we fully appreciate the importance of trees in our neighbourhood, and we wonder if a
compromise solution would be to relax the Preservation Order on the two worst-offending trees, on condition
that more suitable alternatives are planted in their place (i.e. smaller trees, of a scale which is more
appropriate to the area in which they are situated, and which do not corrode car-paintwork)?

We enclose the completed questionnaires, as requested, which we have completed as best we can (many of
the questions are unclearly worded).

Yours sincerely

Mr and Mrs W P Standhaft

Copy: Michelle Thurston (there was no reply envelope provided)



