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The Chairman will ask if anyone wishes to
film / record this meeting

AGENDA Page No
1 To receive declarations of interest under Procedural Rule no 8 3
2 Apologies for absence
3 Minutes
To consider the minutes of the meeting held on 24 July 2019 5
4 The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No 8) 17

1 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 OEY

To hear and determine objections to the making of the Order

A copy of the procedure to be followed is attached 15

5 The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No 9) 64
43 and 45 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norwich, NR10 3NZ

To hear and determine objections to the making of the Order

A copy of the procedure to be followed is attached 15

Trevor Holden
Managing Director

Schedule — 29 January 2020

09:30am Meet on site outside no: 1 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew,
Norwich, NR7 OEY to inspect the trees.

10:00 am Meet on site outside no: 45 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norwich, NR10
3NZ to inspect the trees.

10:45am |[Convene atBroadland District Council Offices, Thorpe Lodge,
1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU to determine
the Thorpe St Andrew Order

11:45am |Convene at Broadland District Council Offices, Thorpe Lodge,

1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU to determine
the Spixworth Order




Agenda item 1
DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST AT MEETINGS

When declaring an interest at a meeting Members are asked to indicate whether their interest in
the matter is pecuniary, or if the matter relates to, or affects a pecuniary interest they have, or if
it is another type of interest. Members are required to identify the nature of the interest and the
agenda item to which it relates. In the case of other interests, the member may speak and vote.
If it is a pecuniary interest, the member must withdraw from the meeting when it is discussed. If
it affects or relates to a pecuniary interest the member has, they have the right to make
representations to the meeting as a member of the public but must then withdraw from the
meeting. Members are also requested when appropriate to make any declarations under the
Code of Practice on Planning and Judicial matters.

Have you declared the interest in the register of interests as a pecuniary interest? If Yes, you will
need to withdraw from the room when it is discussed.

Does the interest directly:
1. Affect yours, or your spouse / partner’s financial position?

2. Relate to the determining of any approval, consent, licence, permission or registration in
relation to you or your spouse / partner?

3. Relate to a contract you, or your spouse / partner have with the Council

4. Affect land you or your spouse / partner own

5. Affect a company that you or your partner own, or have a shareholding in If the answer is
‘yes” to any of the above, it is likely to be pecuniary.

Please refer to the guidance given on declaring pecuniary interests in the register of interest
forms. If you have a pecuniary interest, you will need to inform the meeting and then withdraw
from the room when it is discussed. If it has not been previously declared, you will also need to
notify the Monitoring Officer within 28 days.

Does the interest indirectly affect or relate any pecuniary interest you have already declared, or
an interest you have identified at 1-5 above?

If yes, you need to inform the meeting. When it is discussed, you will have the right to make
representations to the meeting as a member of the public, but must then withdraw from the
meeting.

Is the interest not related to any of the above? If so, it is likely to be another interest. You will
need to declare the interest, but may participate in discussion and voting on the item.

Have you made any statements or undertaken any actions that would indicate that you have a
closed mind on a matter under discussion? If so, you may be predetermined on the issue; you
will need to inform the meeting, and when it is discussed, you will have the right to make
representations to the meeting as a member of the public, but must then withdraw from the
meeting.

FOR GUIDANCE REFER TO THE FLOWCHART OVERLEAF

PLEASE REFER ANY QUERIES TO THE MONITORING OFFICER IN THE FIRST INSTANCE
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What matters are being discussed at the meeting?

!

Pecuniary Interest

Do any relate to an interest | have?

Have | declared it as a pecuniary interest?

DECLARING INTERESTS FLOWCHART — QUESTIONS TO ASK YOURSELF

B Does it directly affect me, my partner or spouse’s financial position, in particular:
employment, employers or businesses;

companies in which they are a director or where they have a shareholding of more NO
than £25,000 face value or more than 1% of nominal share holding
land or leases they own or hold

contracts, licenses, approvals or consents

OR

YES

The interest is pecuniary —
disclose the interest, withdraw
from the meeting by leaving
the room. Do not try to
improperly influence the
decision

Related pecuniary interest

The interest is related to a
pecuniary interest. Disclose
the interest at the meeting.
You may make
representations as a member
of the public, but then
withdraw from the room

Other Interest

The Interest is not pecuniary
nor affects your pecuniary
interests. Disclose the
interest at the meeting. You
may participate in the
meeting and vote

You are unlikely to
have an interest. You
do not need to do
anything further.

If you have not already
done so, notify the
Monitoring Officer to
update your declaration
of interests

\/

YES Does the matter indirectly affects or relates to a

pecuniary interest | have declared, or a matter
€ noted at B above?

NO

YES \ 4

Have | declared the interest as an
other interest on my declaration of
interest form? OR

A

Does it relate to a matter highlighted
at B that impacts upon my family or a
close associate? OR

Does it affect an organisation | am
involved with or a member of? OR
NO Is it a matter | have been, or have
lobbied on?

A




Agenda Item 2

Minutes of a meeting of the Appeals Panel held at Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road,

Thorpe St Andrew on Wednesday 24 July 2019 at 9:20am when there were
present:

Miss S Lawn— Chairman
Mr A Adams Dr K Lawrence

Also in attendance were:

Mr S Bennett — Vice-Chairman of Cantley Parish Council (for the Cantley Order)
Mr R Holmes — 4 Oak Tree Close, Cantley — Objecting (for the Cantley Order)

The Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape) — presenting the case
(for the Cantley Order)

The Assistant Conservation Officer — presenting the case (for the Brundall Order)

The Committee Officer (DM) — advisor to the Panel

MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting held on 21 November 2018 were confirmed as a
correct record and signed by the Chairman.

THE BROADLAND DISTRICT TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 2019 (NO: 6)
33 CHURCH ROAD, CANTLEY, NORWICH NR13 3SN

The Panel had previously visited the site at 9:20am to inspect the trees included
in the Area Provisional Tree Preservation Order shown as A1 on the map
attached to the Tree Preservation Order (TPO). Following introductions, those
present (as listed above) were invited to point out anything they wished the Panel
to observe whilst on site but not to discuss the merits or otherwise of the making
of the Order as this would take place at the hearing. The Conservation Officer
(Arboriculture and Landscape) drew attention to the modified plan which had
been prepared since the serving of the initial Area Order and following a further
inspection of the site to identify those trees within the Area Order which should
remain in the Order those which did not warrant protection and could be
excluded from the Order.

Members viewed the trees from within the garden of 33 Church Road. They
noted the location of all the individual trees identified on the modified plan and the
location and appearance of the 5 Lime trees which were the subject of the
objection. The site was generally overgrown and unmaintained. The objector



pointed out the location of debris and logs from a fallen tree on the site, the new
gravel boards he had erected on the boundary of his property and the extent of
rapid growth of vegetation along the boundary. Members then viewed the 5 Lime
trees from within the objector’s garden at 4 Oak Tree Close where the objector
drew attention to the condition and form of some of the trees, the location of
soakaways in his garden and the repaired fence along the boundary.

The Panel then convened at 10:45am at Broadland District Council offices to
consider the objection to the TPO. Those listed above were present. The
Chairman invited those present to introduce themselves, explained the purpose
of the Hearing and outlined the procedure to be followed.

The Panel was aware that the Council had decided to make the Area TPO after
the Council received planning application No 20190731 for nine self—build
dwellings. The proposed site was heavily constrained by the existing trees and it
was considered expedient to protect the group of mature mixed leaved trees
located on the north, east, south and west boundaries to safeguard the
significant visual amenity and biodiversity value offered by the trees to the
immediate area and the wider environment.

One formal objection to the Order had been received from Mr R Holmes, of
4 Oak Tree Close whose property backed onto 33 Church Road.

The Panel then heard from Mr Holmes who handed round additional information
following a meeting on 22 July 2019 (copy attached at Appendix 1 to the signed
copy of these Minutes). Mr Holmes then went through the points raised in his
additional information in detail and the Conservation Officer and the Chairman
endeavoured to respond to the issues raised.

In summary, Mr Holmes raised the following matters which were responded to as
detailed:

e The meeting on 22 July was organised without warning or notice and those
attending did not have permission to enter the land. He was disappointed
with the way the matter had been managed that day. Following clarification,
it was noted that this meeting had been arranged by the Parish Council. He
had had similar concerns about a visit by the Conservation Officer in the past
and that, whilst the Conservation Officer had left messages for Mr Holmes
saying he had tried to make contact with Mr Holmes to visit him, the
Conservation Officer had still visited the site and had taken photographs
which had led to Mr Holmes making a complaint.

e No formal survey had been carried out of the trees and a proper assessment
had not been undertaken. A simple statement that the trees were not
considered unsafe was not sufficient and there was no supporting evidence
of this. It was a simple statement repeated in all cases of TPOs. The
Conservation Officer explained that, in this case, an Area Order had been



made without a visual inspection in response to the potential threat to the
trees. He had, however, had sight of the tree survey undertaken as part of
the planning application to get a feel for the situation. He had then
undertaken a further survey which included a visual assessment on site of
individual trees and their form and condition in order to identify which trees
were appropriate for inclusion in the modified Group Order. Any trees with
issues were not included in the modified Order. There was no requirement
as part of the Order making process to undertake any further detailed
assessment of the trees. There had been nothing visible to suggest the trees
were unsafe and no incidents had occurred since the assessment in 2012
other than a normal degree of dead wood. Mr Holmes felt 12 years was
insufficient to judge the situation.

The tree roots of tree L1 (Mr Holme’s reference) had been cut and rendered
the tree vulnerable and this had not been assessed. Mr Holmes did not
agree with the view that, because the tree had not suffered a catastrophic
failure in the last 12 years, it was not dangerous. He felt the tree was
dangerous and could not therefore be the subject of a TPO. He felt this
matter did not just go away after 12 years. The Conservation Officer
commented that, as a living structure, the tree and its roots would have
adapted to any root cutting by producing new root growth to compensate.
This only tended to fail if the rate of decay / loss out-paced the rate of
regrowth. Evidence of any damage would be visible and the trees had
withstood a number of exceptional weather events over the last 12 years. An
element of risk of failure and damage to people or property was attached to
any tree but this was considered to be in the region of a 1 in 10 million
chance. It was not proportional to remove trees all trees growing adjacent to
areas of habitation on the basis of this level of risk.

A health and safety report had indicated that tree L2 was of poor form and
this tree had not been assessed fully because it had previously covered in

Ivy.

Tree L3 suffered a lot of dead wood falling and a soakaway existed 2.5m
away which would have implications for the future management of the
soakaway. Mr Holmes questioned how this could be managed. With regard
to the dead wood, the Conservation Officer commented the dead wood was
at a level expected for a tree of that age and could continue to be removed
without requiring permission even if the Order was confirmed.

Tree L4 was imbalanced, had poor form and was also close to a soakaway.
With regard to the soakaway, the Conservation Officer commented that,
when the soakaway was installed, precautions regarding the tree roots would
have been required and should have been taken into account. Mr Holmes
confirmed the soakaway was constructed of brick and rubble with pipes
leading to it. The Conservation Officer stated this would therefore be porous
and that the roots would not damage intact pipes. Any maintenance work
necessary to the soakaway could include the trimming of roots if necessary.



An arboricultural method statement would be required to ensure any work
was undertaken in sympathy with the trees. Mr Holmes commented that an
officer of the Council had not been able to attend on site at the time of the
installation of the soakaway and had told Mr Holmes to put the soakaway
where building control had requested. The Conservation Officer commented
that the soakaway had been installed over 12 years ago and the tree roots
would have adapted to any interference. Mr Holmes commented that there
was a cost implication in obtaining a method statement for maintenance of
the soakaway if the trees were subject to a TPO.

Tree LS was close to L4, was of poor form and in the past was being killed by
Ivy but this had now been resolved.

Mr Holmes questioned the consistency of the Council’s approach, as the
findings of some reports had been considered relevant whereas others had
not.

Mr Holmes commented that there was no public support for the making of the
Order, as claimed by the Parish Council. Their meetings were poorly
attended and the public was not interested. His neighbours were not aware
of the TPO and the notification of the TPO had been limited to the immediate
neighbours. The Conservation Officer confirmed that the required notices
about the making of the Order had been served on all interested parties as
required by the legislation. Any views of the Parish Council would be given
due weight by the Panel in considering its decision.

Mr Holmes was very concerned that the trees had not been properly
surveyed and the Council could not put a TPO on a dangerous tree or a tree
with poor form. The Conservation Officer reiterated that, following his
assessment, he believed the trees satisfied the criteria for making an Order
and they formed an important backdrop to the development. Mr Holmes was
advised that there was no obligation on the Council to undertake or provide a
detailed survey of the condition of each tree. Should evidence be provided to
them which demonstrated that there was a real concern about the condition
and safety of a tree within the Order if confirmed, this would be taken into
account in deciding how if the tree needed remedial work or removal.

Mr Holmes stated he had not had time to approach the landowner to see if
such a survey could be done and he asked the Panel to defer the meeting to
give him time to do this. He felt it was important to get a second opinion. It
was noted that the Order had been made in May and Members felt sufficient
time had been available for such a survey to be undertaken. The Panel
agreed to continue with the meeting to determine the matter. In response to
a question, the Conservation Officer confirmed that, if any of the Lime trees
were diseased there would be some form of evidence of this on visual
inspection possibly in the form of dieback in the upper crown. There was
some degree of minor dead wood in the trees but no evidence of anything
else. The trees gave the appearance of being very healthy with vigorous
growth.



The Panel then heard from the Vice-Chairman of the Parish Council who
confirmed that the meeting held on 22 July had been instigated by the Parish
Council. They could not contact the owner but wanted to view the site to form an
opinion. He commented on the jungle like appearance of the area and the
challenge of identifying the trees worth protecting. In his view, several of the
species were multi stemmed and needed chopping down. The Parish Council
had raised the matter initially having seen the proposed planning application
which was void of any trees. They were concerned about this and so had raised
the issue of a potential TPO. They were not aware of Mr Holmes’ concerns at
that stage. He welcomed that the Area Order was being modified to identify
those trees worthy of protection. He felt it was unfortunate that the trees had not
been better maintained by the owner. He confirmed that the Parish Council was
supporting the inclusion of the 5 Lime trees along Mr Holmes’ boundary in the
Order.

A question was raised about the duty of care on owners of trees and the
Conservation Officer commented that there was a duty of care on the owner of
any tree to ensure it did not cause injury to people or damage to property with or
without the presence of a TPO. A TPO did not provide for owners to be
instructed to undertake works to their trees but the Miscellaneous Provisions Act
did allow for intervention if a tree was imminently dangerous and an owner was
unwilling to act. The existence of the TPO meant that any works proposed (other
than the removal of dead wood) would require consent. The Conservation
Officer commented that, having regard to the work previously carried out by Mr
Holmes to maintain the trees overhanging his garden, he did not foresee any
issue with consent being granted for works of a similar nature / standard.

The Panel then heard from the Conservation Officer who, mindful of the matters
already discussed, added that there was no evidence at the present time that the
trees in the Order were dangerous. The trees made a significant contribution to
the local environment and had amenity value. The trees were at risk from the
development of the site. There was no evidence the trees were dangerous and
he felt they needed to be protected.

With the exception of the three Panel Members and the Committee Officer, all
present then left the room whilst the Panel considered the objection and made its
decision. They subsequently re-joined the meeting and were advised that,
having listened carefully to all the evidence put before it and having regard to the
criteria for making the Order, the Panel had decided that the Order should be
confirmed with modifications as detailed on the modified plan which identified
each of the trees to be protected in Group 1.

The reasons for the decision were that the criteria for making the Order had all
been met. The trees were under threat, they made a significant contribution to
the local and wider environment, there was no reason to believe they were
dangerous, they had a life span in excess of 10 years, they did not present an
unacceptable or impracticable nuisance and they contributed to the biodiversity
of the immediate area and offered a wildlife habitat.



Accordingly, it was
RESOLVED:

to confirm the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No: 6) with
modifications to include the trees specified on the modified plan.

All present were advised that if any person was aggrieved by a local authority’s
confirmation of a Tree Preservation Order, they may, within 6 weeks of that
confirmation, apply to the high court under section 288 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990, for an order quashing or (where applicable) suspending the
order, either in whole or in part. The grounds upon which such an application
may be made are that the order is not within the powers of that Act or that any
relevant requirements have not been complied with in relation to that order.

THE BROADLAND DISTRICT TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 2019 (NO: 1)
11 STATION NEW ROAD, BRUNDALL, NORWICH NR13 5PQ

The Panel arrived on site at 10:05 am and remained until 10:25 am. No other
interested parties were present at the site. Attempts were made to contact the
objectors at the property and by telephone without success. Members were able
to view the trees and noted their form and their location within the garden of the
property and within the local setting.

The meeting to determine the objections to the making of the Brundall Order
commenced at 10:45am. None of the interested parties were present. Attempts
were again made to contact the objectors, the tree warden and the parish council
with no success. The Committee Officer confirmed that notification of the date of
the meeting had been circulated to all interested parties on two occasions.
Members were concerned that they were unaware as to why no interested
parities had attended and that they would adjourn the meeting to reconvene
again to enable a further opportunity for the interested parties to attend. It was
agreed that the meeting reconvene on Thursday 1 August 2019 at 10:00 am
without the need for a second site visit. The matter of the objections to the
making of the Order would be determined at that meeting based on written
submissions even if any of the interested parties were not in attendance.

The meeting adjourned at 1:00pm

The meeting reconvened on Thursday 1 August 2019 at 10:00 am with the
following present:

Miss S Lawn— Chairman
Mr A Adams Dr K Lawrence
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Also in attendance were:
(1) Mr Clarke of 11 Station New Road — objector (for the Brundall Order)
(2)  MrR Farley — Brundall Tree Warden (for the Brundall Order)

(83)  The Assistant Conservation Officer — presenting the case (for the Brundall
Order)

(4)  The Senior Committee Officer (SU) — advisor to the Panel

The Chairman invited those present to introduce themselves, explained the
purpose of the Hearing and outlined the procedure to be followed.

The Panel was aware that the Council had decided to make the provisional TPO
to protect 11 Douglas Fir trees to the front of 11 Station New Road in Brundall
following the refusal of outline planning permission for the erection of a self-build
dwelling to the rear of the property (ref: 20181885). One of the main reasons for
the refusal had been the potential impact on trees as well as concerns about
backland development and the character of the area. The planning application
had been submitted with an Arboricultural Impact Assessment which highlighted
the tree constraints. It was noted that the applicant had lodged an appeal with
the Planning Inspectorate against the refusal of planning permission (as yet
undetermined).

One formal objection to the Order had been received from Mr & Mrs Clarke of
11 Station New Road, Brundall, the owner/occupiers of the site in question.

Mr Clarke presented his objections to the TPO, referring to his letter dated

4 March 2019. He referred to a further letter dated 9 June which he had
submitted following the recent high winds which had caused some damage to the
trees. The Assistant Conservation Officer responded that as this letter had been
received after the period for objections had expired, it had not been included
within the agenda papers. Mr Clarke was of the view that the TPO added no
value as he currently cared for and nurtured the trees. None of the trees were
grade A: just B or C. He emphasised that the trees were not under any danger
or pressure of being removed. In submitting his planning application, he had
followed the due processes 100% and provided the required Arboricultural
reports etc. They had lived at the property for between 7 and 8 years and had
cared for the trees all that time. The TPO was an unnecessary bureaucracy
which went against what he was trying to achieve. None of his neighbours
supported the TPO — they lived on a nice private road where everyone cared for
their own trees. In his opinion, there were better specimens of tree at nos: 14, 16
and 18 but none of these were protected by a TPO.
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The Chairman responded by advising Mr Clarke that it was an automatic process
— as the Council felt the trees could be threatened through the planning
application, the TPO had been served. The Panel had withessed on site how
well he had looked after the trees and felt there was no reason why this could not
continue in the future.

Mr Clarke continued that he felt the bureaucracy was pointless as it was unlikely
he would get planning permission. It was in his own interests as well to follow
any Arboricultural advice as the trees were next to his own (original) property.
The serving of the TPO implied that he would jeopardise the trees which he
considered to be an insult to his integrity and the trees were not under any threat.
He was concerned that he would now have to speak to Council officers before
he could do anything to the trees.

Mr Clarke then referred to the damage which had been caused by recent high
winds, providing the Panel with a copy of a photograph as evidence. He stated
that a 10m branch weighing 250kg had fallen onto his drive in early June which
was subsequently followed by a 12ft branch the day after. He had concerns that
the trees were a risk, being 100ft in height and the branches could fall in any
direction posing a health and safety risk. He added that the planning application
was irrelevant to the TPO as even if the Inspector did allow the appeal, it was
unlikely he would go ahead with it. The process of applying for the outline
planning application had been a nightmare.

The Panel then heard from the Assistant Conservation Officer who advised that
the TPO was as a result of the outline planning application for one dwelling in the
rear garden at no: 11 with the Fir trees located on the proposed access drive
which would have an impact on the roots of those trees. He had raised his
concerns with the Planning Officer and requested revisions to the Arboricultural
Impact Assessment. However, despite some revisions being made, his concerns
remained and the officer recommendation was to refuse the planning permission,
with the impact on the trees being one of the main reasons. The trees were a
significant part of the landscape and the TPO had been served as a
precautionary measure as it was considered the trees would be at risk. The
trees could have been removed which would have completely changed the
dynamics of the planning application. As part of the appeal, the Planning
Inspector would look at the tree issue and give weight to the TPO.

The Assistant Conservation Officer reiterated that six of the trees would be
impacted by the proposed access drive and the services to be provided around
the root protection area of two of the trees would require excavation works. The
trees were a feature as a group and therefore, the best approach had been to
protect all of them and not just pick out individual trees.

In response to Mr Clarke’s concerns about consent for tree works, the Assistant
Conservation Officer advised that consent would not be required for clearing
away branches which had fallen in the wind; the removal of dead wood or the
removal of dangerous branches (eg cracked and hanging in the canopy). In the
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latter instance, it was suggested that a photograph be emailed to the officer, just
for information. Consent would be required for work on live branches but this did
not attract a fee.

Mr Clarke responded to the officer's comments stating that he would not go
through the roots — his solution was for a permeable surface on top of the root
system which was something used for all old, traditional houses. Although it was
an expensive system, he would look after the trees and repeated that he would
not cut through the roots. In terms of the provision of services, these were on the
East side and gas, water, electricity etc all currently ran down through that side
now. The provision of new services required them to be 8m outside of the root
protection area of the trees. In his opinion, the main reason for the refusal of
planning permission had been an issue of backland development and the trees
had only been raised at the eleventh hour by the Planning Officer. There had
been misinterpretation about the surface — it would be a permeable membrane
covered in gravel which would allow the trees to receive 100% of any nutrients,
water etc. Regarding any tree works, a measure of communication would still be
needed, even to undertake minor works. Mr Clarke concluded that he would
100% look after the trees and the TPO was against his philosophy and what local
government was about.

In response to a question by a member of the Panel about the safety concerns
raised by Mr Clarke, the Assistant Conservation Officer stated that there were no
particular concerns. Some branches had fallen but any semi-mature / mature
tree would drop branches in high winds. This was a natural process and not a
reason not to protect trees. It would be permissible to reduce some of the
branches which were near to the house — any application for works would be
considered based on the proximity of the tree to the house.

In response for clarification on the membrane issue, the Assistant Conservation
Officer advised that he had raised concerns as part of the planning application
process as the membrane would cover the top of the root protection area of the
Firs. The degree to which the root areas would be covered would be too much,
with the guidelines and the British Standard stating no more than 20% should be
covered. A number of assessments had needed to be made to be certain of the
figure in this case and the conclusion was that over 20% of all six trees would be
covered by hard surfacing. In addition, the area concerned was at a higher level
by approximately 200mm which would increase the total height. Some
contractors then had to dig in because the solution to place the membrane on top
did not always work, which would result in damage to the tree roots.

When asked if the membrane was classified as a soft surface, the Assistant
Conservation Officer responded that it was considered to be a hard surface. He
reiterated that backland development had been one of the reasons for refusing
planning permission but the trees had also been a key factor. As a precautionary
measure the TPO had been served.
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Mr Clarke responded that it was brave of the Assistant Conservation Officer not
to be concerned about the health and safety risks. He considered that he had
made a flippant statement, bearing in mind it was a busy road and there was a
definite risk. The Assistant Conservation Officer responded that all trees posed a
risk to some degree. Numerous pieces of research had shown that it was an
extremely low risk (1 in 10 million) of a fatal incident involving a tree;

55 accidents to A&E compared to 200,000 accidents related to football. Good
management helped alleviate any potential risk.

The Panel then heard from Mr Farley, the local Tree Warden. He considered the
trees to be a lovely feature and well-presented. His concern was that the current
owner / occupier could move on and any new occupier could take the trees
down, if unprotected.

With the exception of the three Panel Members and the Senior Committee
Officer, all present then left the room whilst the Panel considered the objection
and made its decision. They subsequently re-joined the meeting and were
advised that, having listened carefully to all the evidence put before it and having
regard to the criteria for making the Order, the Panel had decided that the Order
should be confirmed.

The reasons for the decision were: the trees added significantly to both the visual
amenity and biodiversity of the local area; they were not considered to be in an
unsafe condition at this time; it was not believed the trees would cause an
increase in nuisance which would be considered unreasonable or impractical to
manage in the future and the provisional TPO had been implemented and served
in a just and appropriate manner.

Accordingly, it was
RESOLVED:
to confirm the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No: 1).

All present were advised that if any person was aggrieved by a local authority’s
confirmation of a Tree Preservation Order, they may, within 6 weeks of that
confirmation, apply to the high court under section 288 of the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990, for an order quashing or (where applicable) suspending the
order, either in whole or in part. The grounds upon which such an application
may be made are that the order is not within the powers of that Act or that any
relevant requirements have not been complied with in relation to that order.

The meeting closed at 10:52am
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Quasi-judicial procedure rules
Appeals lodged against the making of tree preservation orders (TPOs)

The panel comprises three district councillors. At least two members of the panel must be
present at each hearing.

Notes on procedure

1. Site Visit

1.1 On the day of the hearing, members of the appeals panel visit the site to inspect the
trees subject of the appeal.

1.2 Members of the public, local parish council/district council ward representatives,
council officers directly involved in the preparation of the TPO, and the objector may
attend this site inspection, but may not make representations to members of the

panel.
2. The Hearing
21 The hearing itself is informal and the order for proceedings is as follows:

(1)  All parties assemble at the council offices.
(2)  The chairman of the panel formally opens the hearing.

(3) The objector is asked to put his case for appealing against the making of the
order and to call any witnesses in support of his case.

(4)  The objector (if he gives evidence as opposed to an opening address) and/or
any witnesses called, are then questioned on their statements by the officer
representing the council as an advocate.

(5)  The chairman of the panel invites members of the panel to ask the objector or
his withess any questions which they consider relevant to the appeal, having
heard the objector’s case for appealing against the order.

(6)  The council’s advocate introduces the council’s case for the making of the
order and then calls other officers as witnesses, who can then be questioned
by the objector.

(7)  The chairman of the panel invites members of the panel to ask the council’s
witnesses any questions they consider relevant to assist them in deciding
whether or not the order should be confirmed, modified or not confirmed.

(8) The chairman then asks if any parish council representative, or any district
councillor (who is not a member of the panel) or member of the public present,
wishes to say anything to the panel. If a parish council representative, district
councillor (who is not a member of the panel) or member of the public does
make a statement then he can be questioned by the representative of the party
to whom that statement is adverse and then by members of the panel. Each
statement will be fully dealt with, including questioning of its maker, before the
next statement is dealt with.

(9)  The council’s advocate and then the objector are requested to make their
respective closing statements.

(10) The panel then deliberates in private.
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(11)
(12)

(13)

During its deliberations the panel will be advised on procedural matters by the
chief executive or his appointed representative.

Once the deliberations are concluded the panel’s decision is formally
announced to interested parties.

The chairman will advise the objector of rights of appeal, as follows:

If any person is aggrieved by a local authority’s confirmation of a Tree
Preservation Order, they may, within 6 weeks of that confirmation, apply to the
high court under section 288 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, for
an order quashing or (where applicable) suspending the order, either in whole
or in part. The grounds upon which such an application may be made are that
the order is not within the powers of that Act or that any relevant requirements
have not been complied with in relation to that order.
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Agenda Iltem 4

STATEMENT OF CASE

Tree Preservation Order (TPO 2019 No.8)

Address: 1 South Avenue, Thorpe Saint Andrew, Norwich, Norfolk.

BACKGROUND TO THE MAKING OF TPO (2019 No.8)

No.1 South Avenue is located to the south west of the avenue and north of Yarmouth
Road, with the trees in question contributing to the visual amenity of the immediate
and surrounding landscape and to the setting of the Thorpe Saint Andrew
Conservation Area (CA).

The Provisional Tree Preservation Order (PTPO) was made on the 23 August 2019
after the Council received a S211 Notification, No. 20191137 on 16 July 2019, to fell
four conifers (trees A, B, C & D on the application form) and also to remove a section
of conifer hedge (trees shown as E on the application form).

Tree Work Notification N0.20191137 was passed to the Council’s appointed
Arboricultural Consultants, A.T.Coombes Associates Ltd, who undertook the site visit
and assessed the works applied for and considered the trees suitability for
protection.

They applied the ‘Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders’ (TEMPO)
produced by Forbes-Laird Arboricultural Consultancy whilst on site and attributed the
following TEMPO scores:

T1 Monterey Cypress, score of 18 and T2 & T3 Lawson Cypress, scores of 16.

The TEMPO decision guide shows that trees with scores 16+ definitely merit a TPO.

Consent was given for the removal of Tree ‘B’ Cypress and Trees ‘E’ Cypress
Hedge.

As it was considered the proposed felling of three of the conifers (A, C & D) would
have a negative impact on the landscape, it was considered expedient to protect
them.

The Council decided to make the TPO in order to protect three of the individual
Cypress trees, for the reasons stated within the Regulation 5 Notice shown below:

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity and

biodiversity value offered by the trees, to the immediate area and the wider
environment.
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THE CASE FOR MAKING TPO (2019 No.8)

Taking the above points into consideration, please note the following:

How do the trees, subject of this report, make a significant contribution to the
local environment?

/The trees at 1 South Avenue are all conifer species which are significant due to their
collective form and size, being prominent on the skyline when viewed from Yarmouth
Road and to a lesser extent from Chapel Lane.

Their age creates a feeling of maturity in keeping with the setting of Thorpe St Andrew
Conservation Area, complementing the layout of the buildings.

\

/

Is there a reason to fear the trees may be dangerous?

No evidence has been provided to show that the trees within the site are in a poor
structural or physiological condition and no diagnostic information to show that they
would be considered dangerous has been made available.

What is the expected lifespan of the trees, barring unforeseen circumstances?

At the present time the trees would be considered as mature (T1 & T2) and semi-mature
(T3) and if they are maintained appropriately should have a remaining life span of
between 10 to 40 years.

Do the trees, in their present location, show signs of causing a nuisance in the
future which is unacceptable or impractical?

ﬂ he protected trees are located adjacent to the boundaries of the site with T1 on the \\
curtilage and overhang the garden of the neighbouring property at 10 Chapel Court, it is
evident that in the past, some overhanging branches have been removed or pruned back
to reduce encroachment or overshadowing.

| would envisage that the continued pruning or crown lifting of overhanging branches,
proven to be causing a nuisance to the residents living adjacent to the trees, could be
resolved through a Tree Work Application to seek consent to undertake such remedial
Qruning works and the trees will not be the cause of a nuisance that is unacceptable or /
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How do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?

The Cypress trees within the site are a component of the local biodiversity.

With their dense foliage providing nesting sites for many species of garden birds and
habitat for of insects which provide a food source for the birds.

OBJECTIONS AND SUPPORT TO THE MAKING OF THE TPO AND TREE
OFFICER’S RESPONSE:

The Council has received two formal objection letters to TPO (2019 No.8) one from
Jim Cole and Carrie Twin the owners of 10 Chapel Close and another from Mr. &
Mrs. McNaught the owners of the trees.

One letter of support for the making of TPO (2019 No.8) was received from the
Thorpe St Andrew Parish Tree Warden, Dr. Joanne Collins.

The objections of Jim Cole, Carrie Twin and Mr & Mrs McNaught are detailed
within their letters, Andrew Coombes of A.T.Coombes Associates Ltd has
addressed those objections in the attached report.

CONCLUSION

The three individual Cypress trees identified within the Provisional Tree Preservation
Order (PTPO) add to both the biodiversity and visual amenity of the local area.

The trees are not considered to be in an unsafe condition at this time.

| do not believe the trees will cause an increase in nuisance which would be
considered unreasonable or impractical to abate in the future.

This PTPO has been implemented and served in a just and appropriate manner.
Therefore, | recommend that the order is confirmed without modification.

Considerations may also be made that not all the trees are worthy of protection and
the Appeals Panel may decide to request modification, removing some of the trees

from the order or that none of the trees should be protected and allow the order to
lapse.

Mark Symonds — Conservation & Tree Officer (East Area)
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Appendix

e THE CASE FOR MAKING A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER (TPO)

o Within Chapter 8, Part VIII, Special Controls, Chapter | under Sections
197, 198 & 201 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 the
Council has powers to protect and plant trees where it appears
‘expedient in the interest of amenity to make provision for the
preservation of trees or woodlands in their area, they may for that
purpose make an order with respect to such trees, groups of trees or
woodlands as may be specified in the order’.

o ‘Amenity’ is not defined in law, so authorities need to exercise
judgement when deciding whether it is within their powers to make an
order.

o0 However, in March of 2014 the Department for Communities and Local
Government (DCLG) issued a guide to all LPAs on TPOs entitled —
Tree Preservation Orders and trees in conservation areas. This guide
indicates that:
o]
e A Tree Preservation Order is an order made by a local planning authority in
England to protect specific trees, groups of trees or woodlands in the interest
of amenity.

e An order can be used to protect individual trees, trees within an area, groups
of trees or whole woodlands. Protected trees can be of any size or species.

e Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) should be able to show that a reasonable
degree of public benefit in the present or future would accrue before TPOs are
made or confirmed. The trees, or at least part of them, should normally be
visible from a public place such as a road or footpath.

e The risk of felling need not necessarily be imminent before an Order is made.
Trees may be considered at risk generally from development pressures or
changes in property ownership, even intentions to fell are not often known in
advance, therefore precautionary Orders may be considered to be expedient.

e The guidance also indicates that LPAs are advised to develop ways of
assessing the ‘amenity value’ of trees in a structured way, taking into account
the following criteria:

Visibility

Individual & collective impact
Wider impact

Other Factors

Size and form;

Future potential as an amenity;

O O0O0OO00O0
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o0 Rarity, cultural or historic value;
o Contribution to, and relationship with, the landscape; and
o Contribution to the character or appearance of a Conservation Area.

e Where relevant to an assessment of the amenity value of trees or woodlands,
authorities may consider taking into account other factors, such as importance
to nature conservation or response to climate change.

e The guidance further indicates that it is important to establish a consistent
approach, therefore the following points are considered before recommending
a TPO:

o Does the tree that is the subject of this report make a significant
contribution to the local environment?

o Is there a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

o Can the trees be expected to live for longer than ten years, barring
unforeseen circumstances?

o Do the trees in their present locations show signs of causing a
nuisance in the future which is unacceptable or impractical?

o0 Do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?
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TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS
2012

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
The Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.8)

The Broadland District Council, in exercise of the powers conferred on them by section 198 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 make the following Order—

Citation
1. This Order may be cited as the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.8)
Interpretation

2. (1) In this Order “the authority” means the Broadland District Council.
(2) In this Order any reference to a numbered section is a reference to the section so
numbered in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and any reference to a numbered
regulation is a reference to the regulation so numbered in the Town and Country Planning
(Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012.

Effect

3. (1) Subject to article 4, this Order takes effect provisionally on the date on which
it is made.
(2) Without prejudice to subsection (7) of section 198 (power to make tree preservation
orders) or subsection (1) of section 200 (tree preservation orders: Forestry
Commissioners) and, subject to the exceptions in regulation 14, no person shall—

(a) cut down, top, lop, uproot, wilfully damage, or wilfully destroy; or
(b) cause or permit the cutting down, topping, lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction
of,

any tree specified in the Schedule to this Order except with the written consent of the
authority in accordance with regulations 16 and 17, or of the Secretary of State in
accordance with regulation 23, and, where such consent is given subject to conditions, in
accordance with those conditions.

Application to trees to be planted pursuant to a condition

4. In relation to any tree identified in the first column of the Schedule by the letter “C”,
being a tree to be planted pursuant to a condition imposed under paragraph (a) of section
197 (planning permission to include appropriate provision for preservation and planting of
trees), this Order takes effect as from the time when the tree is planted.

Dated this 23" day of August 2019

The Common Seal of the Broadland District Council
was affixed to this Order in the presence of—
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Reference on
map

T1
T2
T3

Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

NONE

SCHEDULE 1
SPECIFICATION OF TREES

Trees specified individually
(encircled in black on the map)

Description Situation

TG 6196 8458
TG 6207 8454
TG 6209 8449

Monterey Cypress
Lawson Cypress
Lawson Cypress

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

Description Situation

NONE NONE

Groups of trees
(within a broken black line on the map)

Description (including Situation
number of trees in
group)
NONE NONE
Woodlands

(within a continuous black line on the map)
Description Situation
NONE NONE
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1./ Ask For
KBroadland Direct Dial
“—J==— District Council Email
Our Ref
www.broadland.gov.uk
Immaculate Tree Services Application Number
Attention: Mr Chris Staff 20191137
18 Island House
Main Road
North Burlingham
NR13

IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

Dear Mr Staff (Immaculate Tree Services)

Town and Country Planning Act 1990

Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 No.8

1 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew, NR7 OEY

The Council, as Local Planning Authority, has decided that it is expedient in the interests of
amenity to ensure the preservation of certain trees on land of which you are the agent for the
owner and/or occupier, or an owner and/or occupier of adjoining land on which the trees stand.

It is deemed necessary to serve a Preservation Order to cover trees as set out in the First
Schedule and Map of the Order, to ensure their protection. It protects Monterey Cypress tree A,
Lawson Cypress, tree C and Lawson Cypress, tree D as detailed in your tree work notification.
The trees in question have been made the subject of a Tree Preservation Order under Section 198
of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. You have been sent a copy of the Order, together
with a formal Notice of its making.

The Order is of immediate effect. You have the right to object or endorse the Council’s actions in
protecting trees within your Parish. Particulars are given in the formal Notice.

Note

The Council has no objections to the works proposed to tree B (Lawson Cypress) or Hedge, tree E
(Lawson Cypress) as detailed in your tree work notification.

Yours sincerely

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Mr McNaught, 1 South Avenue, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 OEY.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23 August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 215t September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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COPY OF REGULATION 6 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT
(Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS 2012

Objections and representations

6(1)

6(2)

Subject to paragraph (2), objections and representations —
(@)  shall be made in writing and —

(i) delivered to the authority not later than the date specified by them
under regulation 3(2)(c); or

(i) sent to the authority in a properly addressed and pre-paid letter
posted at such time that, in the ordinary course of post, it would be
delivered to them not later than that date;

(b)  shall specify the particular trees, groups of trees or woodlands (as the case
may be) in respect of which the objections or representations are made;
and

(c) in the case of an objection, shall state the reasons for the objection.
The authority may treat as duly made objections and representations which do
not comply with the requirements of paragraph (1) if, in the particular case, they

are satisfied that compliance with those requirements could not reasonably have
been expected
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 10 Chapel Lane, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 OEX.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23 August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 215t September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 12 Chapel Lane, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 OEX,.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23 August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 21st September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 14 Chapel Lane, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 OEX.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23 August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 21st September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 77 Harleys Barber Shop, Yarmouth Road, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 0SG.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23" August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 21st September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 8)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 1 South Avenue, Thorpe Saint Andrew, NR7 OEY.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 23 August 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment.

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 23 August 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 21st September 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430452.

Dated this 23 day of August 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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10. Application For Tree Works - Checklist

Only one copy of the application form and additional information (Question 8)is required. Please use the guidance and this checklist to
make sure that this form has been completed correctly and that all relevant information is submitted. Please note that failure to

supply precise and detailed information may result in your application being rejected or delayed. You do not need to fill out this section,
but it may help you to submit a valid form.

Sketch Plan
e Asketch planshowing the location of all trees (see Question 8) IE/

For all trees
(see Question 7)

e (learidentification of the trees concerned
e Afull and clear specification of the works to be carried out

T

For works to trees protected by a TPO
(see Question 7)

Have you:
e stated reasons for the proposed works?

® provided evidence in support of the stated reasons? in particular:
® if your reasons relate to the condition of the tree(s) - written evidence from
appropriate expert
e ifyou are alleging subsidence damage - areport by an appropriate engineer or surveyor
and one from an arboriculturist.
® inrespect of otherstructural damage - written technical evidence

ooOoQo o O

® included all other information listed in Question 8?

[1. Declaration - Trees

'we hereby apply for planning permission/consent as described in this form and the accompanying plans/drawings and additional
nformation. I/we confirm that, to the best of my/our knowledge, any facts stated are trite and accurate and any opinions given are the
|enuine opinions of the person(s) giving them.

Signed - Applicant: Orsigned - Agent:

c 7 :

Date (DD/MM/YYYY):
(This date must not be before the date
Dq ZO'I /-ZOl? of sending or hand-delivery of the form)

|2. Applicant Contact Details 13. Agent Contact Details
felephone numbers . Telephone numbers .

Extension Extension
ountry code:  National number: number: Countrycode: National number: number:
sountry code:  Mobile number (optional): Country code: Mobile number (optional):
sountrycode:  Faxnumber (optional): | Lountry code:a—Fax number (optional):
:mail address (optional): - Email address (optional): -

J )
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' TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: DA/pR/;4 Surveyor: AT Coombes

Tree details
TPO Ref {if applicable): Tree/Group No: A Species: Maw&w7 oy Press
Owner {if known): Location: { S Avenar, NR7 DY

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5} Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable Score & Notes
1} Poor Uniikely to be suitable 3

0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable

* Relates ta existing context and Is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b} Retention span {in years) & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
4} 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable z

1} 10-20 Just suitable

0} <10* Unsuitable

*includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are
significantly negating the potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitabitity for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable

3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable 4

2} Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty  Barely suitable

1} Trees not visibie to the public, regardiess of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or mare paints (with no zero score) to qualify

5} Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes

4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion 4.
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 (inc. those of indifferent form)
-1j Trees with poor form or which are generaily unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessmen
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5} Immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2} Perceived threat to tree 5‘

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO -

A res for H .
16 PO indefensible dd Scores for Total Decision
7-11 Does not merit TPC (g
12-15 TPO defensible 3 7

16+ Nefiniftaly marits TRPO



* JKEE EVALUAIUN IVIET AUU FUR FREJCAVAITIUVIN URUENRD - 1CIVIFWY

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: OQ/OQ/Iq Surveyor: A(TC

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable}: Tree/Group No: C Species: LW\ 4P reas
Owner {if known}): Location: | gm_,,d\ Aotz , NR7 CEY

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable Score & Notes
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable 3

0) Dead/dying/dangerous® Unsuitable

* Relates to existing context and is Intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b} Retention span (in years} & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
4} 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable i

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are
significantly negoting the potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potentiof for future visibility with changed lond use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable

3} Medium trees, or large trees with fimited view only Suitable 3

2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Bareiy suitable

1} Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or mare points (with no zero score] to qualify

5} Principal components of formal arboricuitural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes

4) Tree groups, or principatl members of groups important for their cohesion 4—

3} Trees-with ldentifiable 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 (inc. those of indifferent form)
-1} Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5} Immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3} Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to tree 5

1) Precautionary only

P : Decision gui

Any 0 Do not apply TPO .

A . .
16 PO indefensible dd Scores for Total Decision
7-11 Does not merit TPO 16
12-15 TPO defensible 2Q

16+ Definitely merits TPO \



ot FREE EVALUATIUN IVIETHUD FUR PRESERVATIUN URDERDY - TEIVIFU

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: OQ/OB/[J[ Surveyor: AT

Tree details
TPO Ref {if applicable}: Tree/Group No: D Species: Lamson wypprens
Owner (if known}): Location: | Coubd Awuse , NR7 OEY

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a} Condition & suitahility for TPO

5} Good Highly suitable

3} Fair/satisfactory Suitable Score & Notes
1} Poor Unlikely to be suitabie T

0} Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b} Retention span (in years) & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
4} 40-100 Very suitable

2} 20-40 Suitable 7

1} 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are
significontly negoting the potentiof of other trees of hetter quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5} Very [arge trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highily suitable Score & Notes
4} Large trees, or medium trees clearly visibie to the public Suitabie

3} Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitabie Z

2) Young, small, or medium/fiarge trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable

1) Trees not visible to the pubiic, regardiess of size Probably unsuitabie

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points {with no zero score) to qualify

5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes

4} Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion 4_

3} Trees-with-identifiable-historc, commemeorative-or-habitat impertance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1} Trees with none of the above additionai redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form}
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5} immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2} Perceived threat to tree g

1) Precautionary enly

P ;. Decision gui

Any 0 ) Do not apply TPO

1-6 PO indefensible Add Scores for Total: Decision:
711 Does not merit TPO } 6
12-15 TPO defensible q q

16+ Definitely merits TPO



Site 1 South Avenue, NR7 OEY

Species 1 x Monterey cypress (Tree A)
3 x Lawson cypress (Tree B, C and D)
1 x Leyland cypress hedge (Tree E)

Physiological | Good

condition
Structural Tree A: muiti-stemmed. Bark inclusion at 1 m with adaptive growth. One stem
condition previously topped at 4-5 m. Minor deadwood. Some yellow foliage in places,

possibly Seiridium canker.

Tree B: multi-stemmed. Tree damaging adjacent retaining wall. Growing over
garage. Competing with Tree A. Large pruning wounds from stem removails.
Tree C: multi-stemmed. Large pruning wounds from stem removals.

Tree D: slight lean towards road

Tree E: overhanging pavement

Other notes

Conclusion Tree A: recommend TPO {TEMPQ score: 18)
regarding tree | Tree B: recommend approval of tree work
work Tree C: recommend TPO {TEMPO score: 16}

application Tree D: recommend TPO {TEMPO score: 16)
Tree E: recommend approval of tree work
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Mr & Mrs C McNaught

1 South Avenue
Norwich
Thorpe St Andrew
Norfoik
- NR7 OEY
Broadland District Council
Head of Planning
Thorpe Lodge
1 Yarmouth Road
Norwich
Norfotk
NR7 ODU
19th September 2019

Your Ref: TPO 2019 No.8

OBJECTION TO TREE PRESERVATION ORDER: TPQ 2019 {No. 8)

Dear Mr Courtier,

We thank for you letter dated 23" August 2019, advising us of Broadland Districts Councils decision
to apply TPQO's to three trees on our property.

We note nothing in the order nor the covering letter from Broadland council explaining or justifying
why the TPO have been served, other than the statement “The Council have made the order to
safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees to the immediate area and the
wider environment” it is hard to understand what this statement means and is not an explanation or
justification why these particular trees are in need of protection. We request a copy of the three
TEMPO evaluations. Once the evaluations have been received, we will write to you again, within 7
days if we have any further points to make, based on the subsequent information provided

Objection: Monterey Cypress Tree {T1)

Our assessment of tree T1 is that the tree appears to be in good condition, apart from visible
browning of the leaves on the higher branches. The tree has experienced previous damage, to which
the cause is unknown {Appendix A).

The reasons for our application to fell the tree are as follows

e This tree has not been maintained by the previous owner and has grown out of control.

s According to the internet {pfaf.org) the tree {which is not native to the UK and comes from
USA) can grow up to 82ft x 82ft (25 x 25m) tall. We estimate the tree is currently 14-16m
tali, so it has the potential to grow a further 10m in height, which will heighten the issues

Page 1 of 11
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given in this letter. In addition a tree 25m tall would be completely disproporticnate in size
compared to the size of our house and front garden

Qur property is South facing and was purposefully built for the high amenity view
overlooking Whitlingham Broad. This view is now obscured due to poor maintenance of T1 &
T2 by the previously owner. {Appendix B})

We are planning to extend the front left-hand side of the property to within close proximity
to T1, to give us more floor space to have an open plan living area. The tree will impact on
planning permission due to roots / building foundations

The roots of the tree are pushing up the paving to the left-hand side of the property and
causing a trip hazard. (Appendix C)

The tree is South of the property and as the property is aiso South facing, very little natural
light is allowed to enter the garden and the front of our property.

Our neighbours at Number 10 Chape! Lane, who would also like the tree to be felled, have
said felling the tree would allow natural light to the rear of their property. At present they
are unabie to grow plants / shrubs at the end of their garden due to the natural fight being
blocked by the tree

Both ourselves and number 10 Chapel Lane believe the tree has low amenity value to our
properties. We do not believe A T Coombes viewed the tree from our neighbour’s garden
and this should have been taken into consideration before the TPC was awarded. Appendix
D

My husband and | have agreed that if we can fell this tree, we are more than happy to plant
deciduous tree in its place, but its position would be further towards our garage.

Objection: Lawson ress Tree

Our key reason why we want this tree to be removed, is to change our driveway from a
single entrance driveway, to a double entrance driveway. At present we are a two-car family
and each day, one car needs to be reversed out the driveway to allow another car out.
Whilst reversing out of the single driveway, the drivers view is limited by the trees to the left
(T3) and the right of the entrance {including T2). Tree T3 is a safety concern, as it increases
the risk of harm to pedestrians, oncoming vehicles and ourselves whilst reversing (Appendix
E1)

T3 as shown in Appendix E2 is leaning towards the road at an approximate angle of 19
Degree off vertical. This was measured at threes places up trunk of the tree and on either
side. The tree wilt be a safety hazard in due course, as it will fall into the road

It is also evident from Appendix E3, the retaining wall is being pushied out orito the footpath.
We have further concerns that during high winds, the tree will exert pressure onto the wall
which could lead to the tree falling over onto the pathway and road. This could result in
damage to vehicle or injury to a member of the public.

We feel the tree contributes a low amenity value to us or the local residents of River Green.
We were extremely surprised that a TPQ was served on this tree due to its size and position
in our garden

Page 2 0f 11
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No Current Objection: Lawson Cypress Tree (T2}

Although we would like this tree to be removed, we have decided on reflection that we have no
objection (currently) to a TPO being awarded on this tree. We do however, have concerns that this
tree is also hecoming quite large and is supported by a retaining wall (Appendix F). Although there
are no visible signs of damage to the wail at present, we will continue to monitor the trees growth.
We will inform ydu if we believe there are any safety concerns with this tree going forwards

General Objection to the 3 TPOs

We strongly feel the decision to apply 3 TPOs to trees in our property is unjust. According to the
online records from Broadland District Council Planning Explorer, no TPOS have been awarded to
trees in South Avenue since 2011 and you have given our property three TPOs. Since 2017, eight tree
felling applications from residents of South Avenue have been submitted. A total of fifteen trees
from all eight applications have been granted ‘No Objection’ to be felled. We believe many of the
trees already felled have greater stature and amenity value than the Monterey Cypress and Lawson
Cypress trees in our garden. For example

e Maple and Oak trees were felled from 14A South Avenue (2019)
¢ Sycamore tree felled from 8A South Avenue (2018}
e Oak and Sycamore trees felled from 8B South Avenue (2017)

We trust you will consider the details above and reconsider the TPO’s awarded to our trees

If you would like to discuss any of the points or need for us to provide any further information,
please feel free to contact us.

Your Sincerely,

Mr & Mrs C McNaught

Page 3 0f 11
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Response to objection to TPO at 1 South Avenue, Thorpe

Objection

\Response

T1

Grown out of control and potential size

Pruning could remediate this

Obscured view of Whitlingham Broad

Pruning could remediate this

Intention of extending dwelling

BS5837 states “5.3.1 The default position
should be that structures (see 3.10) are located
outside the RPAs of trees to be retained.
However, where there is an overriding
justification for construction within the RPA,
technical solutions might be

available that prevent damage to the tree(s)
(see Clause 7).”

Roots pushing up paving causing trip hazard

Could possibly to remedied by reconstructing
the area of paving

Blocking sunlight

Pruning could partially remediate this

Tree doesn’t define communal aesthetic

Arguably it does, as the tree is one of many
large conifers currently present in the Thorpe St
Andrew Conservation the area. Many of these
are a legacy of the expansion of large
residential properties in the Victorian and
Edwardian era and lend considerable character
to the area.

Falling branches

Regular deadwood removal would reduce this
risk

Not visible It is clearly visible from the bottom of South
Avenue on Yarmouth Road (Figl), and to a
lesser extent from Chapel Lane.

T3

Intention to extend driveway entrance from
single to double

BS5837 states “5.3.1 The default position
should be that structures (see 3.10) are located
outside the RPAs of trees to be retained.
However, where there is an overriding
justification for construction within the RPA,
technical solutions might be

available that prevent damage to the tree(s)
(see Clause 7).”

View is reduced when reversing out of drive

Reverse into driveway instead

19-degree lean

A leaning tree does not necessarily pose a
threat. Consider taking and recording
measurements to determine whether the lean
is increasing.

Damage to retaining wall

Seek advice of structural engineer

Tree provides little amenity value

Small trees provide a contribution to amenity
as part of the wider environment. Removal of
small trees on this site would result in
significant loss of amenity value.
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It might be considered suitable to remove T3 given that T2 is to be retained, particularly given
intention to extend the driveway entrance.

Figure 1: View of T1 from Yarmouth Road
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Email of Support

| am writing to support the TPO 2019 No.8 protecting 1 Monterey Cypress and 2 Lawson
Cypress.

1 South Avenue, Thorpe St Andrew, NR7 OEY

Yours sincerely,

Dr Joanne Collins

Tree Warden for Thorpe St Andrew
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Agenda ltem 5

STATEMENT OF CASE

Tree Preservation Order (TPO 2019 No.9)

Address: 43 & 45 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norfolk.

BACKGROUND TO THE MAKING OF TPO (2019 No.9)

Nos. 43 & 45 Rosa Close are located to the east of Rosetta Road and to the north
west of North Walsham Road, with the trees in question contributing to the visual
amenity of the immediate and surrounding land, being significant features to the
setting and landscape of Rosa Close and the agricultural land beyond.

The Provisional Tree Preservation Order (PTPO) was made on 17 October 2019
after the Council received a TPO suggestion form, as it was thought the tree at
No.45 Rosa Close was at risk of being removed.

The Council decided to make the group TPO in order to protect both multi-stemmed
Lime trees due to their close proximity to each other, with the two trees combining to
form a distinct group feature, and for the reasons stated within the Regulation 5
Notice shown below:

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity and

biodiversity value offered by the trees, to the immediate area and the wider
environment.

THE CASE FOR MAKING TPO (2019 No.6)

Taking the above points into consideration, please note the following:

How do the trees, subject of this report, make a significant contribution to the
local environment?

ﬂa\/ing referenced the Ordnance Survey 1% Edition maps, using the \
County Council’s historic maps website, the line of trees is a historic
boundary feature, which was in existence when the maps were produced
between 1879 and 1886.

The two multi-stemmed Lime trees which form part of this boundary
feature are significant due to their collective form and size, being
prominent on the skyline when viewed from Rosa Close and being
visible across the arable farmland to the south.

They also contribute to the screening of both the recently constructed

Broadland Northway roundabout and North Walsham Road (B1150), by
reducing the effects of air, noise and light pollution caused by the

\significant volume of traffic that uses these transport routes. /
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Is there a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

No evidence or information has been provided to establish that either of
the trees are in a poor structural or physiological condition and that they
would be considered dangerous.

What is the expected lifespan of the trees, barring unforeseen circumstances?

At the present time the trees would be classified as mature and, if they
remain healthy and free from any serious structural issues, should have an
expected additional life span of 40 plus years.

Do the trees, in their present location, show signs of causing a nuisance in the
future which is unacceptable or impractical?

/The trees are located on the southern boundaries and within the rear \
gardens of 43 & 45 Rosa Close. The trees are visible and appear well
established on the Norfolk County Council aerial photograph survey of
1988 and they would predate the building of the properties.

If proven to be causing a nuisance to the residents living at the properties,
I would envisage that remedial pruning or crown lifting of branches could
be granted through a formal Tree Work Application, as long as the works
applied for followed the recommendations within BS 3998 ‘Tree Work’

@d were sympathetic to the health and appearance of the trees. /

How do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?

/The Lime trees are an important component of the local biodiversity \
forming part of a corridor used by the local wildlife as they move

between gardens and the open farmland beyond.

The trees’ leaves provide food for many species of moth caterpillars
and the flowers provide a pollen and nectar source for insects, being
especially attractive to bees.

As the trees age they provide nesting and roost holes for birds and
mammals such as bats, with the dead wood being a valuable habitat for

\\Wood-boring beetles. /
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OBJECTIONS TO THE MAKING OF THE TPO AND TREE OFFICER’S
RESPONSE:

The Council received one formal objection letter on 28 October to the making of TPO
(2019 No.9), the objection was made by Mr. D South the owner of No.45 Rosa
Close, Spixworth.

One letter of support for the making of TPO (2019 No.9) was received on 15
November, from Ms. M Holmes of 47 Rosa Close.

Objections of Mr David South

‘l do object to this TPO as the only people it affects are myself and my
neighbour at No.43, the trees back on to open farmland, out of sight of the
people in the village’

‘The trees in question are nearly twice the height of the house and cut out a lot
of light into the house and garden’

Have all the trees that back onto open farmland south of Spixworth had TPO’s
placed on them, or is it just me and my neighbour at No.43?’

Tree Officer’s response to these objections are:

The Council has a duty under the Town & Country Planning Act to ensure that
significant trees and woodlands are protected. Local planning authorities can make
a Tree Preservation Order if it appears to them to be ‘expedient’ in the interests of
amenity to make provisions for the preservation of trees or woodlands in their area.

Both the Lime trees provide significant visual amenity value to the location, being
visible on the skyline, when viewed from the public highway and footpaths.

It cannot be disputed that the trees cause overshadowing to the rear elevations and
rear gardens of both properties, due to their location and height. This would have
been the situation for many decades and since the properties were constructed, as
the trees appear to be well established and are visible on the County Council’s
colour aerial photographs, taken in 1988.

If tree works were required to help abate some of the effects of the overshadowing
and can be undertaken following the recommendations within British Standard 3998
Tree Works, the works would be consented if a formal Tree Work Application was
made. Tthe process of gaining consent is free of charge.

The Council at this time has only protected the two multi-stemmed Lime trees
covered by TPO 2019 No.9, which are located on the land that backs on to the open
farmland south of Spixworth.This is because the only tree which is known to be at
risk of removal is located at No.45 Rosa Close. If the Council was made aware of
other trees that were at risk and they had significant visual amenity, we would also
consider protecting them with a TPO.
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CONCLUSION

The group of two multi-stemmed Lime trees identified within the Provisional Tree
Preservation Order (PTPO) add significantly to both the biodiversity and visual
amenity value of the local area.

The trees appear healthy and | am not aware they would be considered to be in an
unsafe condition at this time.

| do not believe the trees will cause an increase in nuisance which would be
considered unreasonable or impractical to abate in the future.

This PTPO has been implemented and served in a just and appropriate manner.
Therefore, | recommend that the Order is confirmed without modification.
Considerations may also be made that both of the trees are not worthy of protection
and the Appeals Panel may decide to request the order is modified, removing one of

the trees from the order or that none of the trees should be protected and allow the
order to lapse.

Mark Symonds — Conservation & Tree Officer (East Area)

67



Appendix

e THE CASE FOR MAKING A TREE PRESERVATION ORDER (TPO)

o Within Chapter 8, Part VIII, Special Controls, Chapter | under Sections
197, 198 & 201 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 the
Council has powers to protect and plant trees where it appears
‘expedient in the interest of amenity to make provision for the
preservation of trees or woodlands in their area, they may for that
purpose make an order with respect to such trees, groups of trees or
woodlands as may be specified in the order’.

o ‘Amenity’ is not defined in law, so authorities need to exercise
judgement when deciding whether it is within their powers to make an
order.

o0 However, in March of 2014 the Department for Communities and Local
Government (DCLG) issued a guide to all LPAs on TPOs entitled —
Tree Preservation Orders and trees in conservation areas. This guide
indicates that:
o]
e A Tree Preservation Order is an order made by a local planning authority in
England to protect specific trees, groups of trees or woodlands in the interest
of amenity.

e An order can be used to protect individual trees, trees within an area, groups
of trees or whole woodlands. Protected trees can be of any size or species.

e Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) should be able to show that a reasonable
degree of public benefit in the present or future would accrue before TPOs are
made or confirmed. The trees, or at least part of them, should normally be
visible from a public place such as a road or footpath.

e The risk of felling need not necessarily be imminent before an Order is made.
Trees may be considered at risk generally from development pressures or
changes in property ownership, even intentions to fell are not often known in
advance, therefore precautionary Orders may be considered to be expedient.

e The guidance also indicates that LPAs are advised to develop ways of
assessing the ‘amenity value’ of trees in a structured way, taking into account
the following criteria:

Visibility

Individual & collective impact
Wider impact

Other Factors

Size and form;

Future potential as an amenity;

O O0O0O00O0
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o Rarity, cultural or historic value;
o Contribution to, and relationship with, the landscape; and
o Contribution to the character or appearance of a Conservation Area.

e Where relevant to an assessment of the amenity value of trees or woodlands,
authorities may consider taking into account other factors, such as importance
to nature conservation or response to climate change.

e The guidance further indicates that it is important to establish a consistent
approach, therefore the following points are considered before recommending
a TPO:

o Does the tree that is the subject of this report make a significant
contribution to the local environment?

o Is there a reason to fear that any of the trees may be dangerous?

o Can the trees be expected to live for longer than ten years, barring
unforeseen circumstances?

o Do the trees in their present locations show signs of causing a
nuisance in the future which is unacceptable or impractical?

o0 Do the trees contribute to the biodiversity of the immediate area and/or
offer a habitat for wildlife?
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TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS
2012

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
The Broadland District Council Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.9)

The Broadland District Council, in exercise of the powers conferred on them by section 198 of
the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 make the following Order—

Citation
1. This Order may be cited as the Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.9)
Interpretation

2. (1) In this Order “the authority” means the Broadland District Council.
(2) In this Order any reference to a numbered section is a reference to the section so
numbered in the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 and any reference to a numbered
regulation is a reference to the regulation so numbered in the Town and Country Planning
(Tree Preservation)(England) Regulations 2012.

Effect

3. (1) Subject to article 4, this Order takes effect provisionally on the date on which
it is made.
(2) Without prejudice to subsection (7) of section 198 (power to make tree preservation
orders) or subsection (1) of section 200 (tree preservation orders: Forestry
Commissioners) and, subject to the exceptions in regulation 14, no person shall—

(a) cut down, top, lop, uproot, wilfully damage, or wilfully destroy; or
(b) cause or permit the cutting down, topping, lopping, wilful damage or wilful destruction
of,

any tree specified in the Schedule to this Order except with the written consent of the
authority in accordance with regulations 16 and 17, or of the Secretary of State in
accordance with regulation 23, and, where such consent is given subject to conditions, in
accordance with those conditions.

Application to trees to be planted pursuant to a condition

4. In relation to any tree identified in the first column of the Schedule by the letter “C”,
being a tree to be planted pursuant to a condition imposed under paragraph (a) of section
197 (planning permission to include appropriate provision for preservation and planting of
trees), this Order takes effect as from the time when the tree is planted.

Dated this 17" day of October

The Common Seal of the Broadland District Council
was affixed to this Order in the presence of—

DEATY NONI DAL, APhe e
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Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

NONE

Reference on
map

G1

Reference on
map

NONE

SCHEDULE 1
SPECIFICATION OF TREES

Trees specified individually
(encircled in black on the map)

Description Situation

NONE NONE

Trees specified by reference to an area
{within a dotted black line en the map)

Description Situation

NONE NONE

Groups of trees
(within a broken black line on the map)

Description (including Situation
number of trees in

group)

2 Multi-stemmed Lime (L) TG 5236 4955

Woodiands
{within a continuous black line on the map}

Description Situation

NONE NONE
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 43 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norfolk, NR10 3NZ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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COPY OF REGULATION 6 OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT
(Tree Preservation) (England) REGULATIONS 2012

Objections and representations

6(1)

6(2)

Subject to paragraph (2), objections and representations —
(@)  shall be made in writing and —

(i) delivered to the authority not later than the date specified by them
under regulation 3(2)(c); or

(i) sent to the authority in a properly addressed and pre-paid letter
posted at such time that, in the ordinary course of post, it would be
delivered to them not later than that date;

(b)  shall specify the particular trees, groups of trees or woodlands (as the case
may be) in respect of which the objections or representations are made;
and

(c) in the case of an objection, shall state the reasons for the objection.
The authority may treat as duly made objections and representations which do
not comply with the requirements of paragraph (1) if, in the particular case, they

are satisfied that compliance with those requirements could not reasonably have
been expected
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Mr David South, 45 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norfolk, NR10 3NZ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Ms Micaela Holmes, 47 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norfolk, NR10 3NZ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Owner/Occupier, 43 Rosa Close, Spixworth, Norfolk, NR10 3NZ

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Mr Michael Alan Dewing, Red Hall Farm, Beeston, Norwich, NR9 5HU.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Requlations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Hilary Anne Barrett, Peacock Lodge, Barford Road, Marlingford, Norwich, NR9 5HU.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Jason Waterman & Nicola Waterman, Red Hall Farm Cottage, North Walsham Road, Crostwick,
Norwich, NR12 7BZ.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17" October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 0DU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

3
o Ce -

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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IMPORTANT — THIS COMMUNICATION AFFECTS YOUR PROPERTY

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012

The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No. 9)
Broadland District Council

To: Clerks Well Developments Limited, 290 High Street, Aldeburgh, IP15 5DQ.

THIS IS A FORMAL NOTICE to let you know that on 17" October 2019 the Council made the above
tree preservation order.

A copy of the order is enclosed. In simple terms, it prohibits anyone from cutting down, topping or
lopping any of the trees described in the First Schedule and shown on the map without the Council’s
consent.

Some explanatory guidance on tree preservation orders is given in the enclosed leaflet, Protected
Trees: A Guide to Tree Preservation Procedures, produced by the Department of Transport, Local
Government and the Regions.

The Council has made the order to safeguard the significant visual amenity value offered by the trees
to the immediate area and the wider environment

The Order took effect, on a provisional basis, on 17t October 2019. It will continue in force on this
basis for a maximum of 6 months or until the order is confirmed by the Council, whichever first
occurs.

The Council will consider whether the order should be confirmed, that is to say, whether it should
take effect formally. Before this decision is made, the people affected by the order have a right to
make objections or other representations (including your support) about any of the trees, groups of
trees or woodlands covered by the order.

If you would like to make any objections or other comments, please make sure we receive them in
writing by 15" November 2019. Your comments must comply with regulation 6 of the Town and
Country Planning Act (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012, a copy of which is provided
overleaf. Send your comments to Mr P Courtier (Head of Planning) at the address given below. All
valid objections or representations are carefully considered before a decision on whether to confirm
an order is made. Any comments you make will be available for public inspection. Therefore please
be advised that any letter received could not be treated in confidence.

The Council will write to you again when that decision has been made. In the meantime, if you would
like any further information or have any questions about this letter, please contact Mark Symonds at
Thorpe Lodge, 1 Yarmouth Road, Thorpe St Andrew, Norwich, NR7 ODU. Telephone (01603)
430560.

Dated this 17t day of October 2019

A
ov/Cte

Mr P Courtier
Head of Planning
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12th November 2019

Your ref: Mr P Courtier

Head of Planning

Broadland District Counci.

Dear Mr Courtier,
The Broadland District Tree Preservation Order 2019 (No.9)
I would like to register my support for this order — for the foillowing reasons:

1) These trees provide a visual amenity to the immediate area and can be seen from the
pavement and roads on the Close, as weli as from the B1150.

2) They have environmental importance — with bats and owls and other wildiife benefiting
from these trees.

3) ltis part of a 'wildlife corridor' enabling birds and mammals to move between ‘The
Plantation’, on the other side of the B1150 and the housing along the edge of Spixworth.

4) They are mature trees and therefore invaluable — as we have lost a significant number
of trees and other foliage during the construction of the nearby Broadland Northway.

5) They provide a barrier for residents from air, noise and light poliution from both the
B1150 and the Broadiand Northway.

I would be keen to attend any meeting where the future of these trees is being decided —
please advise me of any such meeting.

Yours sincerely,

Ms M Holmes
47 Rosa Close
Spixworth
NR10 3NZ

| Page 1/2
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Ask for :  Mark Symonds

Ext o 2452
Direct Dial : 01603 430452
Email . mark.symonds@broadiand.gov.uk
Fax : 01603 430591
Our ref . TPO 1302
Yourref
www.broadland.gov.uk Date . 30/10/2019
Mr David South
45 Rosa Close p
Spixworth ; \{
Norwich PR \g
NR10 3NZ b%“ J

Dear Mr. South
The Broadiand District Tree Preservation Order (TPO) 2018 No. 9

Thank you for your letter dated 25™ October 2019, addressed to Mr. Courtier, which has
been passed to me for reply.

Your letter has been recorded as a formal objection to the making of the order.

If this is not resolved then the Appeals panel will be convened before the provisional TPO
lapses (six months after service of the order).

If you would like to meet to discuss the TPO to try to resolve your objection to the making
of the order and the requirement to hold a formal Appeals Panel Hearing, please contact
me on my direct line phone number or via the e-mail address at the top of this letter.

Yours sincerely

Mark Symonds

~ Conservation Officer (Arboriculture and Landscape)
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