
DEVELOPMENT CONTROL BOARD 
12 February 2015 

 

 

 

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER No: 2 2014 – One Oak Tree at 125 
Woodlands Park Bexley Kent DA5 2EW 
 

WARD:  Joydens Wood 
 
1.  Summary 
 
To seek authority to confirm a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) without 
modifications. 
 
2.  RECOMMENDATION 
 
That for the reason detailed in the report, Tree Preservation Order No. 2 
2014 – 125 Woodlands Park Bexley Kent DA5 2EW be confirmed without 
modifications. 

 
3.  Background and discussion 
 
3.1 125 Woodlands Park is a detached property located in Joydens 

Wood. An oak tree is located to the southern boundary of the rear 
garden and overhangs the boundaries of surrounding properties. 

 
3.3 A provisional TPO was made in 1977 but this was never confirmed, 

although records showed that a confirmed order was in place.  This 
came to light recently when a tree works application was submitted. 
The applicant had been wrongly advised that the tree was 
protected.  A TPO was issued because of the amenity value of the 
tree.  The tree is in good health. 
 

3.4 The TPO was served upon the owner and occupier of the land 
affected by the tree preservation order together with the owners and 
occupiers of any land adjoining the land on which the trees are 
situated.  In accordance with the Town and Country Planning 
(Trees) Regulations 1999, these parties were given 28 days to 
object or make written representations about the making of the tree 
preservation order.  
 

Response from consultation 
 
3.5 In response to the consultation there were five objections received 

from 110, 112 114 Summerhouse Drive and 2 &123 Woodlands 
Park.  These letters will be available in the Members’ Room prior to 
the meeting.  
 

3.6 There is considerable opposition to the TPO from neighbouring 
properties.  The overriding concern is that the TPO would restrict 
the maintenance of the tree.  The tree is large and some of the 
objectors were very concerned regarding loss of light due to the size 
of the tree. 
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3.7 The Council’s Arboricultural and Landscape Officer supports the 

provisional TPO.  He believes that the tree is a healthy specimen 
and its high visibility within the street scene is important to the visual 
amenity of the area.  
 

3.8 It is considered by the Arboricultural and Landscape Officer that 
actual and proposed pruning to the tree has been excessive.  
Should this excessive pruning go on unhindered then the long term 
health and amenity value of the tree could suffer detrimentally.  
 

4. Discussion 
 
4.1 It is the Secretary of State’s view that TPOs should be used to 

protect selected trees and woodlands if their removal would have a 
significant impact on the local environment and its enjoyment by the 
public.  Local Planning Authorities should be able to show that a 
reasonable degree of public benefit would accrue before TPOs are 
made or confirmed. Guidance confirms that the trees should be 
visible from a public place; the benefit may be present or future and 
the trees should have an intrinsic beauty or contribute to the 
landscape.  

 
4.2 In this case the tree is located to the rear of the property but is of a 

height that it is distinctly visible above the property. It is visible from 
Woodlands Park from both the north and west, and, albeit much 
less so, from Summerhouse Drive to the south.  
 

5. Conclusions 
 
5.1 The visual amenity value of a tree is subjective as is the 

classification of the tree. In this case it is considered that the tree 
does provide a visual amenity benefit to the surrounding area which 
should be retained.  The issuing of a TPO does not inhibit proper 
maintenance of the tree, but seeks to exercise some control in the 
public interest.  It is accepted that the tree is a large specimen and 
the residents concerns are understandable but it is considered that 
these are outweighed by the public benefit in safeguarding the 
future of the tree.  
 

5.2 It is therefore recommended that the TPO is confirmed without 
modification. 

 
6. Relationship to the Corporate Plan 
 
6.1 Not applicable.  
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7. Financial, legal, staffing and other administrative implications and 
risk assessments 

 

Financial Implications None 

Legal Implications None 

Staffing Implications None 

Administrative Implications None 

Risk Assessment No uncertainties and/or constraints 

 
8. Appendices  
 
8.1 TPO plan. 
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