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RECOMMENDATION 
 

The Regulatory & Appeals Committee is recommended to resolve that: 

 

The District of Teignbridge (Land at Greenhill Road) Tree Preservation Order 

2016 is allowed to lapse and a new order made in a modified form. 
 

1. PURPOSE  

 

The District of Teignbridge (Land at Greenhill Road) Tree Preservation Order 

2016 protects trees within the former Kingsteignton Community Resource 

Centre, Greenhill Road, Kingsteignton.  

 

The Tree Preservation Order (TPO) was served on 18 March 2016.  The 

provisional protection will cease on 18 September 2016, if it is not confirmed. 

  
2. BACKGROUND 
 

The District of Teignbridge (Land at Greenhill Road) Tree Preservation Order 

2016 protects all trees within the former Kingsteignton Community Resource 

Centre, Greenhill Road, Kingsteignton using an Area designation. 

 

The site is the subject of a planning application (application number 

16/00477/MAJ) which seeks to construct thirty six dwelling and associated 

infrastructure. 

  

While discussions are ongoing the applicant has been advised that the 

Councils Arboricultural Officer considers the retention of the trees on or close 

to the eastern boundary of the site adjacent to Greenhill Way desirable. If the 



TEIGNBRIDGE DISTRICT COUNCIL 
 

 

trees are to be removed robust and significant replacement planting would be 

required. 

 
Local Planning Authorities (LPAs) have a duty under Part VIII of the Town and 

Country Planning Act 1990 (TCPA) to ensure the protection of trees (Section 

197) by making TPOs where it is considered necessary. “Tree Preservation 

Orders - A Guide to the Law and Good Practice” (published by the then 

DETR) provides additional guidance on when to serve TPOs. Section 198 of 

the TCPA states LPAs may make a TPO if it appears to them to be ‘'expedient 

in the interests of amenity to make provision for the preservation of trees or 

woodlands in their area”. 

 

The provisional TPO provides protection for six months from the date of 

serving, but if not confirmed before or at this time, the protection provided by it 

will cease. 

 

The trees have an amenity rating of 17. The suitable benchmark rating for 

inclusion within a tree preservation order is 15. 

 
Representations 
 
One letter of objection has been received. 
 
The objection can be summarised as follows: 

 

 Area TPOs are difficult to administer over long periods of time as it becomes 

very difficult to determine which trees are protected.  

 The protection is indiscriminate and relates to trees of good and poor quality – 

protecting poor quality trees places an unreasonable burden on the 

landowner.  

 Eucalyptus on the northern boundary – this is a large tree that is still young as 

this species is very large the tree has considerable growth potential. The tree 

is located very close to neighbouring properties to the north and if retained will 

cause an unreasonable conflict with those houses. Unsuitable for protection. 

 Monterey pine – a large pine is located close to adjacent houses. This is also 

a very large species of tree and it has considerable scope to get much larger. 

The tree also has a structural defect that limits its long term viability. 

Unsuitable for protection.  

 The western boundary contains a linear group of trees of highly variable 

quality. Many of the trees have been topped in the past resulting in structural 

weaknesses. In addition several trees have inherent structural weaknesses 

that limit their long term viability. Only a small number of trees are suitable for 

protection.  
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Officer Comment: 
 

 The Council’s Arboricultural Officer accepts the points raised regarding 

the eucalyptus and Monterey pine trees referred to above.  

 Following discussions with the applicant referred to above, the 

Council’s Arboricultural Officer has confirmed the retention of the trees 

on or close to the eastern boundary of the site adjacent to Greenhill 

(referred to in the letter of objection as trees on the western boundary) 

is particularly desirable.  

 The Council’s Arboricultural Officer accepts the trees on or close to the 

eastern boundary of the site adjacent to Greenhill Way are, when 

viewed individually, of indifferent quality however when viewed as a 

group they contribute significantly to the visual amenity of the area.  

 Owing to the above the Council’s Arboricultural Officer considers the 

The District of Teignbridge (Land at Greenhill Road) Tree Preservation 

Order 2016 should be allowed to lapse and a new order made in a 

modified form to protect the trees on or close to the eastern boundary 

only, using a Woodland designation.  

  
3. SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS 
 

Trees in urban areas are a vital component of a sustainable future, serving to 

absorb CO2, create oxygen and filter pollutants that exacerbate conditions 

such as eczema and asthma, as well as providing shade and screening and a 

softening of the built environment.  Trees provide a sense of place, habitat for 

fauna and flora, as well as uplifting the spirits of many people. 

 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 

None 
 
5. OPTIONS 
 

The Regulatory and Appeals Committee can decide to: 
 

 Confirm the Tree Preservation Order unmodified 

 Confirm the Tree Preservation Order in a modified form 

 Not to confirm the Tree Preservation Order 
 

 

 

Officer Name: Mark Waddams 
Officer Designation: Arboricultural Officer 
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Wards affected Kingsteignton East 

Contact for any more information M Waddams (01626) 215708 

Background Papers (For Part I reports only)  

Key Decision N 

In Forward Plan N 

In O&S Work Programme N 

Community Impact Assessment attached: N 

 


