
Report of Head of Development Management & Building Control 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 (AS AMENDED), 

SECTIONS 198-201 AND 203 
 

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER NO. 803 (TPO 803): 
TREES SITUATED ON GARDEN CITY, WEST DRAYTON (ASCL). 

 

 

 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



1.0 Summary 
 
1.1 To consider whether or not to confirm TPO 803. 
 
2.0 Recommendations 
 
2.1 That TPO 803 is confirmed with amendments. 
 
2.1.1 Amendments as followed T7 species, corrected from oak to walnut. 
Reposition T6 on map to show tree within correct property. Amendments shown 
in red ink. 
 
3.0 Information 
 
3.1 The making of TPO 803 was authorised under delegated powers on 10th 
May 2023 following concerns from local residents that the nature of the 
landscape has changed over time, by the removal of large trees in the area. 
 
3.2 The trees highlighted for protection provides attractive landscape 
features that contributes to the amenity and arboreal character of the local area. 
The trees merit protection on amenity grounds. Following the creation of TPO 
799 on Frays Island, several residents contacted us raising concerns regarding 
tree protection on Garden City Estate, prompting us to look closer at the 
surrounding area. TPO 803 is a result of these follow up investigations. 
 
3.3 The trees have long-life expectancies and so will provide amenity for 
years to come. 
 
4.0 The Objection 
 
Two formal objections (summarised verbatim below) to TPO 803 were received 
from two of the property owners for the following reasons: 
 
4.1  A resident believes that the trees on the boundary of his house need 
annual pruning to control rapid growth. 
 
4.2  A resident has stated that we have not individually identified trees in A3. 
 
4.3  A resident of has stated he feels some of the trees are unsafe as they 
are planted on soft soil  and have snapped and fallen during bad weather . 
 
4.4  A resident is aggrieved that Hillingdon Council is protecting trees and not 
offering financial help to maintain them. 
 
4.5  A resident feels that other mature trees that should have been included 
have been omitted from TPO 803. 
 
 
 
 



5.0 Observations on the objections to TPO 803: 
 
5.1  An option for the cyclical management of the protected trees may be 
agreed upon by us, if the work is in line with good management practices. 
Through the process of TPO application 
 
 
5.2  We have included all native trees in A3, and as such, any non-native 
trees can be worked upon without application. As government guidelines state, 
trees can be grouped into areas, and it is their amenity value as a collective 
that is being protected. 
 
 
5.3  The tree protection order does not stop the residents from working on 
unsafe trees. If a tree is shown to be an imminent threat, this tree would be 
exempt from the application process. 
 
5.4  As per Government guidance, trees on private land are the responsibility 
of the landowner. The creation of a TPO does not increase maintenance costs 
incurred and therefore we do not assist in funding work on private trees. 
 
5.5  We will assess the other suggested areas / trees for TPO and if 
necessary, create another to cover these. 
 
 
6.0 Other matters: 
 
6.1 2 representations were received asking for the creation of a new TPO 
and therefore in favour of TPO 803 for the following reason (summarised 
verbatim below):  
 
6.2 The residents were concerned that tree felling works in the local area 
was leading to a general decrease in important trees in the ASLC. 
 
 
7.0 Conclusion 
 
It is recommended that TPO 803 be confirmed. 
 
The following background documents were used in the preparation of this 
report:  
 

 
 Provisional Tree Preservation Order No. 803 (2023) 

 
 Emails of objection and support to TPO 803 

 


















