
TREE PRESERVATION ORDER APPEALS PANEL 
 

7th JULY 2022 
 

REPORT OF HEAD OF PLANNING, DESIGN AND ENGAGEMENT SERVICES 
 

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER APPEALS PANEL 
 
Purpose of Report 
 
To consider the confirmation of Tree Preservation Order TPO/01310 following the 
receipt of an objection. 
 
Location  
 
Ward: Dorridge and Hockley Heath 
 
Background 
 
The order was made due to a request from a neighbour adjoining the site, following 
the loss of other trees in the area. 
 
A TEMPO assessment of the tree was undertaken, which recorded a score of 16. 
This is an extremely high score and falls within the category of ‘Definitely merits 
TPO” A copy of the assessment is appended to this report. 
 
Emails of objection, have been received from Louise Gordon of 23 Warren Drive, the 
objection details are as follows: 
 
Objections Received 
 
An objection to the conforming of the TPO has been received from Ms. Gordon, who 
opposes the Order on the following summarised grounds: 
 

 Nobody has assessed the health of the tree; 

 Large trees have been removed in the area for very good reason- entrance to 
property, roots causing problems, blocking light and safety; 

 The problem when developers leave monster trees in people’s gardens is 
they become so much bigger than the house; 

 The tree is enormous; 

 Safety concerns; 

 Falling trees have previously killed people; 

 There are no plans to cut the tree down; and 

 The TPO would affect the saleability of the house 
 
The case for the Council 

The single Wellingtonia tree in question is located in the rear garden of 23 Warren 

Drive, Dorridge, specifically in the south-west part of the garden. The tree was 



inspected from the front garden of the property and the canopy did not reveal any 

known significant health defects, and as such was provided with a conservative 

retention of 20-40 years. It is classed as a very large tree, which is considered to be 

clearly visible within the local environment (and of reasonable/good form with no 

significant structural issues within the canopy). 

The high TEMPO score attained on completion of the assessment demonstrates and 

reinforces the fact that the tree is thought to contribute significantly to the rich 

arboreal character and appearance of this part of Dorridge. In order to retain its 

contribution to this location (whilst the tree is absent of any significant defects) it is 

recommended that a TPO is applied in order to preserve the tree. 

The above notwithstanding, the Council’s response to the detailed points raised by 

the objector are as follows: 

1. No one has examined the tree or even had the good manners to inform me of 
this intended proposal. Someone has just sat at their desk and made a 
decision based on the fact other houses have had trees cut down. 

 

The reason outlined in the TEMPO assessment was based on comments received 

by the Council from the public that requested for the tree to be protected. 

 

2.  I know there has been a few trees cut down recently for very good reason. 
Entrance to property, roots causing problems, blocking light and also safety. 

 

As above, protecting the trees under a TPO does not prevent any future works to the 

trees (unless the works are deemed to be harmful or without arboricultural merit).  If 

the health status of the preserved tree should significantly deteriorate in the future 

(as a consequence of clear defects or pathological infections) the Council will not 

seek to prevent any reasonable management approach. 

 

3. The problem when developers leave monster trees in people’s gardens’ they 
become so much bigger than the house. 

 

It is the Councils view that the residential development retained this Wellingtonia tree 

for the amenity benefits it affords to the local community. 

 

4. Just last weekend a boy was killed by a falling tree and back in 2001, a tree 
killed a child in Ashtead, Surrey that the council refused to cut down. Low and 
behold just after her funeral, they cut it down. 



At present it is not apparent that there are any significant arboricultural defects 

associated with this specific tree. The Council would clearly reconsider this 

assessment if the appellant is able to provide evidence of any such defect. In making 

this order the Council recognises that the future health status of the tree could 

change and if (at any point in the future) defects or infections are identified that 

indicate that the tree requires further works (i.e. active management) the TPO will 

not prevent any reasonable future works to the tree. 

Conclusion 
 
The Panel are therefore invited to confirm the Order. 
 


