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CARLISLE CITY COUNCIL

Report to:- Development Control Committee

Date of Meeting:- 11 July 2008 Agenda Item No:-

Public Policy Delegated: Yes

Accompanying Comments and Statements Required Included

Environmental Impact Statement: No No

Corporate Management Team Comments: No No

Financial Comments: No No

Legal Comments: No No

Personnel Comments: No No

Title:- PROPOSED TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO. 231 BEECH
HOUSE, HARRABY GROVE, CARLILSLE

Report of:- Director of Development Services

Report reference:- DS.87/08

Summary:-

A Tree Preservation Order was made on the 21 April 2008 to protect one Fastigiate Beech
tree at Beech House, Harraby Grove, Carlisle. The report considers objections to the order
and concludes that the order should be confirmed without modification.

Recommendation:-

It is recommended that Tree Preservation Order 231 is confirmed without modification.

Catherine Elliot
Director of Development Services

Contact Officer: Charles Bennett Ext: 7535
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To the Chairman and Members of the           DS.87/08
Development Control Committee

1.0 Background

1.1 The Town and Country Planning Act 1990, Section 198 provides that Local
Planning Authorities may make a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) if it appears to
them to be “expedient in the interests of amenity to make provision for the
preservation of trees or woodlands in their area”. The Department of Environment
Transport and the Regions document, “Tree Preservation Orders A Guide to the
Law and Good Practice” advises that “Tree Preservation Orders should be used to
protect selected trees and woodland if their removal would have a significant local
impact on the environment and its enjoyment by the public”.

1.2 Policy CP2 of the Revised Re-Deposit Draft Local Plan states”…The City Council
will protect trees and woodlands where appropriate by tree preservation orders and
by the use of planning conditions…”

1.3 Implementation of the consent granted in relation to planning application 04/1208
and subsequent amended applications resulted in the destruction of the existing
protected Beech tree to the front of The Bungalow, Harraby Grove, Carlisle.

1.4 The Beech tree existing at the time of the application was subsequently felled and
removed and a replacement Fastigiate Beech planted.

1.5 Tree Preservation Order 231 Beech House, Harraby Grove, Carlisle was
subsequently made to protect the replacement Fastigiate Beech tree.

1.6 A copy of Tree Preservation Order 231 is attached hereto at Appendix 1.

1.7 The following individuals made valid objections to Tree Preservation Order 231.

♦ Mr Ian Johnston

1.8 The letters of objection and Officers reply are attached hereto at Appendix 2.
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To the Chairman and Members of the           DS.87/08
Development Control Committee

2.0 The Tree’s Amenity Value

2.1 The replacement Beech is located in the front garden of Beech House and is clearly
visible to the public. Whilst not presently having the visual amenity value of the pre-
existing tree will, in the fullness of time, grow to provide a degree of amenity similar
to that provided by the tree it replaces.

2.2 Tree Preservation Orders A Guide to the Law and Good Practice states that “The
benefit may be present or future…”

3.0 Summary of Objections to Tree Preservation Order 229

3.1 The following objections have been made to the Tree Preservation Order:

(i) leaves from the tree will block drains;
(ii) the tree will have an adverse effect on the value of the property; and
(iii) leaves from the tree are not cleared up;

3.2 In considering the above objections Officers have the following comments to make:

(i) leaf fall from the replacement tree will be considerably less than that from the
pre-existing tree. Also leaf fall from trees is part of the natural cycle of life and
the clearing of leaves from ones own property and drains is part and parcel of
property ownership;

(ii) studies have shown that property values in leafy residential areas are higher
than similar areas devoid of trees.

3.3 Other objections raised such as the tree owner not informing the neighbours that
the tree was to be felled and the resulting problems encountered, and the actions of
the TV and newspaper reporters are not substantive reasons for objection.
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To the Chairman and Members of the           DS.87/08
Development Control Committee

4.0 Conclusion

4.1 Having duly considered the objections and having weighed these objections against
the future amenity value of the tree it is considered that the tree will provide a
reasonable level of public amenity and therefore merits the protection afforded by a
Tree Preservation Order.

5.0 Recommendation

5.1 It is recommended that Tree Preservation Order 231 is confirmed without
modification.

Catherine Elliot
Director of Development Services

Contact Officer: Charles Bennett Ext: 7535



5

Appendix 1

Tree Preservation Order 231
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Appendix 2

Objections to the making of Tree Preservation Order 231
and

Officers Reply
















