
 
 
 
  

 
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL PANEL 
Tree Preservation OrderSub-Group 

27th July 2005 

 
 

OBJECTION TO TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 
L/TPO/162 

33 Great North Road  
Sibson Hollow  

Sibson-cum-Stibbington 
PE8 8LS 

 
 

 
1. Purpose of Report 
 
1.1 To consider an objection to the Tree Preservation Order and determine 

if the order should be confirmed or confirmed subject to modifications. 
 
2. Description 
 
2.1 The protected trees are forty seven ash trees on the boundaries of 33 

Great North Road which is in the open countryside next to the A1. 
 

3. Reason for TPO 
 
3.1 An outline planning application (0403714OUT) for the erection of a 

dwelling in the garden of the cottage was received  on 20th December 
2004. The proposals showed the removal of a number of the ash tree 
on the western boundary of the site. No arboricultural implication report 
was submitted with the application. 

 
3.2 The Arboricultural Officer considered the loss of any of these trees 

would have had a detrimental impact on the amenity of the area.  Policy 
EN19 of the Huntingdonshire Local Plan states that: 

 
“The district council will make tree preservation orders where it 
considers that trees which contribute to the local amenity and/or the 
landscape are at risk.”  

 
In making a Tree Preservation Order, your officers have regard for the 
advice contained in the DETR publication “Tree Preservation Orders, a 
guide to the law and good practice”. Paragraph 3.3 of this guide says 
that Local Planning Authorities should develop ways of assessing 
amenity value, in order to justify making Tree Preservation Orders. 
Huntingdonshire District Council has an Amenity Evaluation Checklist 
that provides a systematic approach of determining whether or not a 
Tree Preservation Order should protect a tree or trees. 



 
3.3 Tree Preservation Order L/TPO/162 was made on the 28th February 

2005 to ensure the retention of the trees. 
 
3.4 The outline planning application was refused on 14th February 2005. 

The unnecessary loss of some of the trees contrary to Local Plan  
policies was given as one reason for refusal .  

 
4. Outline of objection 
 
4.1 An objection to the Tree Preservation Order was received on 14th March 

2005, from the owner. The outline of the objection is as follows. 
 
4.2 The owner is concerned that although the trees are young they will 

eventually present a serious problem in later years and may cause 
substantial damage to the foundations and structure of the house. 

 
5. Response to objection 
 
5.1 The confirmation of a Tree Preservation Order does not prevent an 

application for works to the trees or its removal, being made in the 
future. There would however have to be acceptable evidence to support 
this  and at this time there is none. Any application to do work to these 
trees will take into account any evidence of damage to the property.  

 
5.2 The existence of a confirmed Tree Preservation Order will permit the 

authority to impose a requirement for the planting of replacement trees. 
 
6. Conclusion 
 
6.1 Your officers consider that the objection received is not sufficient to 

outweigh the benefit the trees provide, and accordingly recommend that 
the Tree Preservation Order be confirmed without modification.  

 
7. Recommendation 
 
7.1 That the Tree Preservation Order Sub Group confirms Tree 

Preservation Order L/TPO/162 protecting the Ash trees in G1, G2 and 
G3. 

 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION 
 
Tree Preservation Order file No 698 
 
Contact Officer: Mr Brian Ogden, Arboricultural Officer 
  01480 388437 

 
Contributors: Mr Mike Barber, Assistant Arboricultural Officer 

 01480 388439 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 





 

 



 
 
 
 


