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REPORT TO: Trees Sub Committee 

 

DATE: 

 

22 July 2021 

PORTFOLIO: 

 

Options  

REPORT AUTHOR: 

 

Katy Morley, Trees and Woodlands Officer 

TITLE OF REPORT: Tree Preservation Order 2021 No 1 – Mount Pleasant 

School, CLM, BB5 5NH 

   

KEY DECISION: No If yes, date of notice: 2021 

 

  

1. Purpose of Report 

 

1.1 To recommend that Tree Preservation Order No. 1 made earlier this year in respect of a 

Sycamore tree (T1) at Mount Pleasant School, Earl Street, Clayton-Le-Moors, be confirmed.   

 

2. Background 

 

2.1 The Tree, a mature Sycamore, is located in the eastern corner of the playing field of Mount 

Pleasant School on Earl Street, Clayton-Le-Moors.  It within the boundary of the school.   

 

2.2 Earlier this year the school contacted the Council raising concerns that local residents would 

fell the tree or undertake work to the tree without the permission of the school.  Some work has 

already been undertaken to the tree.   

 

2.3 A resident had emailed the school previously saying he would get the tree felled as it was 

causing problems to his property; that the work would only be done by a qualified tree surgeon 

and that the tree would be removed via his garden to reduce disturbance to the school, all [the 

Head Teacher] had to do was give the agreement for this to go ahead.  This was shortly before 

the Easter Holidays, the school contacted the Council because they were concerned that the 

tree would be felled whilst the school was closed.   

 

2.4 The concerns of the school were compounded by the fact that residents had already crossed 

over the school fence on to the school grounds and cut the tops off some other school trees 

without permission.  A letter had been sent to these properties from Lancashire County Council 

(LCC) asking residents not to do this again but the damage had already been done. 

 

2.5 The school use this tree as part of their teaching and they believe it is an important tree in the 

area being as it is almost the only big tree nearby.  
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2.6 The school had an inspection carried out 4th February 2021, on the tree by Lancashire County 

Councils (LCC) tree contractor who stated that the tree was in a good condition at the time of 

inspection and that they would carry out another inspection in 12 months’ time.   

 

2.7 There is a lot of pressure from neighbouring properties to get the tree either felled or severely 

pruned to alleviate their problems such as leaf / debris fall, reduced light, bird droppings, noise 

or that it might drop a branch in high winds. 

 

2.8 Photographs of the tree are attached at Appendix 1.  In response to the concerns raised by the 

school the Council made a provisional Tree Preservation Order No. 1 earlier this year which 

provides a period of protection during which the value of the tree and issues associated with it 

can be assessed in considering whether the order should be confirmed.  This process also 

includes consulting local residents.   

 

 
 Fig. 1 –Aerial Photograph showing position of tree to be protected 

 

2. Objections / representations 

 

A Consultation has been carried out, letters were sent out on the 26th April to the following addresses: 

45 & 47 Duke Street, CLM, BB5 5NQ 

7, 9 & 11 Redhouse Close, CLM, BB5 5XB 

38, 40, 42 & 45 Moorside Drive, CLM, BB5 5XD 

 

Four representations have been received, these are set out below.   
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Representation No 1 

 

I have received your letter dated 26th April 2021 regarding the TPO on the tree at the bottom of our 

garden, thank you.  I’m not sure if it was you or not (apologies if it was) but someone from the council 

reviewed the tree from our garden a couple of years ago when I first registered my concern over the 

impact of the tree on our lives.  Please be assured though, I personally would not undertake any 

unauthorised damage as I do have respect for rules, process and permissions hence why I have for 

over 2 years now sought advice and permissions from Hyndburn BC, Lancashire CC and Mount 

Pleasant Primary School respectively before maintaining the tree. I can’t speak for my neighbours but 

I would never proceed with anything associated with the tree until permission was granted in writing. 

 

The letter states the tree is in ‘a good condition, adding significant contribution to the landscape and 

high amenity value to the local area’. I agree the tree is in good condition but sadly the significant 

contribution it brings to me and my immediate neighbours is nothing other than a nuisance, cost, time 

and maintenance etc. 

 

For your information our reasons for wanting to discuss removal stem from a number of issues 

discussed briefly below; 

 Risk of injury – very heavy main branches and secondary branches extending a significant 

distance over my garden where my young children often play – I appreciate the small risk this 

represents but I have seen substantial size branches deposited in my garden after high winds. 

 Annual amount of discarded leaves and broken branches to be collected and removed – over 

four full green bins per year and a minimum full day of work. 

 Annual gutter cleaning as a consequence of above. 

 Virtually no skyline whatsoever or daylight – the tree obliterates any view or sunshine all 

summer long. 

 Roots have raised and deformed garden levels and fence. 

 Lawn is ruined due to lack of sunlight. 

 Significant bird droppings all over my garden. 

 In windy conditions the tree moves significantly and it is easily tall enough to impact my 

property. Unfortunately the prevailing wind direction would send it over towards the house. 

Also due to prevailing wind direction small branches often become missiles and often can be 

heard hitting the house in high winds. 

 Noise. The tree generates significant noise levels even in a mild breeze. 

 

I was hoping the next stage of correspondence would be permission to proceed with the removal of 

the tree however the TPO changes this. Now that the TPO is served could I respectfully request a 

discussion around what can be achieved to preserve the health of the tree but also minimise the 

impact on our lives?  

 

For example, I would be willing to cover the cost and engage with a professional tree surgeon with the 

necessary insurances and experience to undertake periodic work which would prioritise the long term 

health of the tree but would facilitate the following: 

1. reducing the height (lopping) as this would mitigate against wind concerns, reduce the 

discarded volume for clean up and allow for some natural sunlight on my garden and lawn and, 
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2. look at trimming back some of the more substantial branches which over hang onto my 

property. Note: This has been done before by the council or school circa 2 years ago.  This 

action will alleviate fears over very heavy material potentially dropping onto my land and the 

volume of bird droppings falling on my property. 

 

I would be more than happy to contact you within the prescribed notice periods in advance of any 

works and even engage with your recommended tree surgeon. I would also provide you with a brief 

report of the works undertaken, i.e. brief description of the works undertaken or confirmation the works 

were undertaken to your preferred methodology, before and after photo’s etc… 

 

The above are my ideas but obviously I equally welcome your ideas as to what can be done to allow 

for a happy future for all and I look forward to discussing this further with you. 

 
Communication No 2 

 

We have received a formal notice regarding a tree preservation order thats been put in place on tree 

behind my property… 

 

I have been in contact with the council / Mount Pleasant school since March 2020 about the tree that's 

now had a preservation order applied, I have asked both the council and the school if they could 

maintain this tree, and they have previously done so by cutting this back a few years ago because of 

the problems it was causing.  

 

The problems we experience are that when the leaves drop and due to the size of the tree it is causing 

damage to my garden and it becomes hard to manage, it takes away a lot of natural light due to the 

poor maintenance, and it is now over run with ivy because it’s been neglected which will eventually 

take over most of the tree and kill it. We also experience poor service on television and internet in 

particular at the back of the property and I have also been told by a neighbour on Redhouse Close it 

completely blocks her signal. 

 

Not once have I mentioned to the Head of the school or site Manager during out conversations about 

the upkeep / maintenance of the tree that unauthorised action would be taken, I have no objections to 

the tree, it offers an element of protection from the elements, privacy, security and also it is nice to 

have some greenery in an area that is being taken over with the development of houses/buildings etc. 

I also do not believe having the tree maintained is our responsibility, as per the notice this is the 

property of Mount Pleasant and they should cover this.  The issue is that the school have two 

boundary fences, and they only maintain up to the first boundary fence in between that and the 

second boundary fence are the this and other trees and that's what is being neglected. 

 

The reason for my calls and requests is only down to the damage / problems it is causing, I do not 

believe my requests to the school or council are unreasonable and the trees been maintained 

previously so why is it over the last few years they are letting it over run and now neglecting it?  

 

I just wanted to share with you some photos after the weather yesterday what we are up against with 

the tree.  Our patio area was cleaned and free from debris on Saturday and I know you can’t help the 
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weather but if this was better maintained then it would reduce the problem.  My husband also watched 

the tree during the winds yesterday but unfortunately didn’t record it and he was very concerned at 

how much the tree moved due to the sheer height of it. 

 

        
 

        
 
 
 

Communication No 3 

 

Thank you for sending a letter to us about the preservation order on the tree in the grounds of Mount 

Pleasant School Earl Street CLM.   

We definitely do have concerns about the tree. 

 

1)  It take 50% of light off our garden in summer time. 
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2)  The leaves from the tree falling into our garden when it's windy and more so when the leaves 

are falling throughout autumn are a nuisance, and find it an inconvenience clearing the leaves 

up all throughout the autumn period. 

 

3)  We feel the height of the tree is a concern, although you say it is in good condition.  My view if 

it does get damaged by the high winds, which we definitely get at the back of our house can be 

a risk to our property if it fall towards our house with the height it has reached. 

 

Would it be possible please to explain us why you have put in your letter that it adds significant 

contribution to the landscape and high amenity value to the local area, when whoever looks after it has 

never taken into consideration the effect it is having on the houses closest to it.  

 

Communication no 4 

 

Please make the TPO on the magnificent sycamore in the grounds of Mount Pleasant School a 

permanent order.  It is a beautiful tree apart from looking so splendid many birds find it a very useful 

roosting place.  I back 100% that the order would stand.   

 
 

3. Observations of the Trees Officer 

 

3.1 The tree is a mature Ash tree that is in good condition.  It stands within the school grounds, 

albeit close to neighbouring residential properties, and is used by the school for educational 

purposes.  The school wishes to retain the tree and the presence of a Tree Preservation Order 

may help to prevent unauthorised damage or felling.  The Council placed a temporary tree 

preservation order on the tree for this purpose, it is now necessary to consider whether this 

should be made permanent.   

 

3.2 The tree makes an important contribution to the amenity of the area, it is visible not only to the 

many children that go to the school but also to the general public.  It is prominent in the 

landscape that has comparatively few trees near-by and worthy, at this time, of protection.   

  

3.3 The tree stands out particularly due to its position and stature in relation to the neighbourhood 

and provides a significant contribution to the character and appearance of the area and its 

amenity.  The tree also possesses ecological value, not only in its own right but for other 

species that may use the tree as habitat, feeding or roosting, such as birds, insects and bats.  

An assessment of the trees amenity value is attached at Appendix 2.  On this basis it is 

considered that the tree has sufficient amenity value to justify its protection through a Tree 

Preservation Order and that the temporary order should therefore be made permanent.   

 

3.4 This tree is not only under the care of the school but also of Lancashire County Council who 

carry out regular inspections on it and would act should it become a hazard.   
 

3.5 The problems which the residents are experiencing are consistent with those associated by 

living next to a large tree.  Whilst the dropping of leaves, sap and small twigs may be a 
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nuisance and require cleaning up from time to time, this does not justify the loss or damage to 

the tree.  Although concerns have been raised about the safety of the tree, Lancashire County 

Council have recently had it inspected and it was found to be healthy and in a safe condition.   

 

4. Conclusion 

 

4.1 The tree was in a good condition at the time of inspection and is in a prominent position giving 

it high amenity value and high wildlife importance.  Having taken into consideration the 

representations that have been made by both the school (concerned about unauthorised works 

and damage) and local residents (as set out above) it is recommended that the temporary tree 

preservation order be made permanent.   

 

6. Recommendation 

 

5.2 That Tree Preservation Order 2021 No 1 Mount Pleasant School be confirmed..   
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Appendix 1 Photographs of the tree at Mount Carmel School, Clayton-Le-Moors.   

 

 
Above, Photo 1. View of tree from the public highway from King Street / Earl Street Junction.   

 

 

 

photo 5 

 

Above: Photo 5.  Tree from Mount Pleasant School adjacent the car park Duke Street entrance, 

Clayton le Moors.   
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Above, Photo 4.  Tree from Duke Street adjacent no 47 Duke Street, CLM, 30-42 Moorside Close on 

the right hand side. 

 

 
 

Above, Photo 3.  Tree at the rear of 38 Moorside Close, CLM showing above the rooves. 



10 
 

 

 

Positions from where the photos were taken from:   
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Appendix 2 Assessment of the Amenity value of the Tree 

 

 

TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): 
 

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 
 

 

Date:   22nd April 2021                                                                           Surveyor:   Katy 

Morley 

 
 

Tree details 

TPO Ref: Mount Pleasant 2021 / 1            Tree/Group No: T1         Species: Sycamore (Acer 

pseudoplatanus)  

Owner: LCC               Location: Mount Pleasant School, Earl Street, CLM, Lancs, BB5 5NH 

 

REFER TO GUIDENCE NOTES FOR ALL DEFINITIONS 

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

5) Good                                         Highly suitable 
3) Fair/satisfactory                        Suitable 
1) Poor                                          Unlikely to be suitable 
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 

4) 40-100                                         Very suitable 
2) 20-40                                           Suitable 
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 & suitability 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  
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public                  Suitable 
3) Medium trees, or larger trees with limited view only                         Suitable 
2) Young, Small or medium / large trees visible only with difficulty    Barely 

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

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 
4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion 
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) 
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location 

 

Score & Notes         5 
A single large Sycamore 

 

Score & Notes       2 
High impact in the area 

 

Score & Notes    5 
 

 

Score & Notes     3 
A single large 
Sycamore with wild 
life importance.  
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Part 2: Expediency assessment  

Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify 
 
5) Immediate  threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice 
3) Foreseeable threat to tree 
2) Perceived threat to tree 
1) Precautionary only 
_______________________________________________________________________________________

________________________ 

 
Part 3: Decision guide  
 
Any 0                             Do not apply TPO 
1-6                                 TPO indefensible 

7-11                               Does not merit 

TPO 
12-15                             TPO defensible 
16+                                Definitely merits TPO 

 

 

 

 

Score & Notes               5 
Residents already having pruned other school 
trees without permission 

 

Add scores for 
Total: 

20 

 

Decision:  Definitely 
Merits TPO 


