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 Tree Preservation Order 2012/1 – High View Spaunton 
 
1. Purpose of the Report 
 
1.1 To seek Members’ authorisation to confirm tree preservation order 2012/1. 
 
 
2.  Background 
 
2.1 A provisional tree preservation order was served under delegated authority by the 

Director of Planning on 29 March 2012. The order protects 11 trees at High View, 
Spaunton, for an initial period of 6 months.  

 
2.2 The trees form a group of beech, ash and sycamore just to the south of the village and 

they are considered to provide amenity value due to their landscape prominence. A 
plan showing their location is at Appendix 1. 

 
2.3 The order was served due to local concerns expressed to the National Park Authority 

about the possible felling of one or more of the trees. It was suggested that felling might 
be imminent and so it was decided to assess the amenity value of trees from the public 
road and the order was subsequently served prior to any contact with the owner. 

 
3. Objections and Representations 
 
3.1 The public have 28 days to comment on new orders, which are publicised in 

accordance with Authority procedures and the TPO regulations. Objections and 
representations must be taken into account by planning authorities before they decide 
whether or not to confirm an order, or whether or not to modify it upon confirmation. 
Two letters have been received, one from the owner of the trees and one from 
Spaunton Parish Meeting (these are reproduced at Appendix 2). 

 
3.2 The letter from the owner of the trees expresses his concern that consultation prior to 

serving the order was not carried out. He does not object to the order being confirmed 
on 10 of the trees, provided one tree (T7) is excluded from the order. The Woodland 
Officer subsequently met the owner on site to discuss the implications of order, the 
owner’s concerns and also to inspect the trees more closely.  

 
3.3 The letter from the Parish Meeting expressed the view that there could have been more 

dialogue between those villagers with an interest in the trees and the owner prior to 
bringing the matter to the attention of the National Park Authority. However, there is no 
objection in principle to the confirmation of the order, provided T7 is excluded. 

 
4. Comment 
 
4.1 The order was served due to concerns expressed about the possible felling of one or 

more trees. Where there is an apparent threat to trees of amenity value it is usually 
appropriate to serve an order to protect them before making direct contact to discuss 
intended work. In some circumstances trees can be felled before the tree preservation 
order is in place.  
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4.2 While the letters received by the Authority are effectively objections to the order as it 
stands, the concerns expressed by both parties can be resolved if one tree (T7) is 
excluded. T7 is a sycamore tree which has lost some bark and a major lower limb in 
the past and it does lean over the neighbouring property. Whilst there is little evidence 
that the tree is at risk of imminent failure it can be argued that it is of poor form and it 
can be expected to have a lower life expectancy that some of the others in the group. It 
is slightly separate from the group and so its removal would have little impact on the 
other trees in the group and also little impact on amenity or landscape value. To help 
resolve the concerns expressed by both parties, it would therefore appear reasonable 
to exclude the T7 from the order upon confirmation.  

 
4.3 The implications of the order and the concerns of the owner were discussed at a site 

meeting between the owner and the Woodland Officer on 10 April. A written response 
was provided to the owner on the 12 April explaining how his objection would be 
considered by Members prior to a decision on confirmation. This response also 
suggested that a recommendation to exclude T7 from the order could be considered by 
Members, subject to any other information coming to light during the consultation 
period. No further comments have been received from the owner. 

 
4.4  Clearly there has been some concern about how this order was served in the first 

place but those commenting on the order are aware of the reason why it was done in 
this way. However, provided T7 is excluded upon confirmation, it is clear that the 
reasons for objecting to the order have been resolved.  

 
5 Financial and Staffing Implications 
 
5.1 None 
 
6. Sustainability Appraisal 
 
6.1 In terms of the National Park Management Plan, the recommendations contained in 

this report will have no significant sustainability implications. 
 
7. Legal Implications 
 
7.1 None. 
 
8. Recommendation 
 
8.1 That Tree Preservation Order 2012/1 at High View Spaunton is confirmed in modified 
 form to exclude T7, a sycamore. 
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