
PLANNING COMMITTEE – 7 NOVEMBER 2023 
 

CONFIRMATION OF TREE PRESERVATION ORDER REF. TPO/0013/2023 – LAND TO THE 
REAR OF 1 NETHERCOTE AVENUE WOKING, GU21 3JZ 

Executive Summary  

The purpose of this report is to recommend to the Committee that a Tree Preservation Order be 
confirmed following the receipt of one letter of objection to the making of the Order. The Tree 
Preservation Order protects two Oak trees on land to the rear of 1 Nethercote Avenue, Woking, Surrey, 
GU21 3JZ. 

Recommendations 

The Committee is requested to: 

RESOLVE that Tree Preservation Order Ref. TPO/0013/2023 be confirmed without modification 

This Committee has authority to determine the above recommendations. 

Background Papers: 

1. Photographs of Tree Preservation Order trees 
2. Site Location Plan of Tree Preservation Order trees 
3. 1 no. letter of objection: 
4. TEMPO Assessment 

 
Reporting Officer: 

Thomas James, Development Manager 
E Mail: thomas.james@woking.gov.uk 
 
Contact Officer: 

James Veats, Senior Arboricultural Officer 
E Mail: james.veats@woking.gov.uk 
 
 



1.0 Introduction 

1.1 A Tree Preservation Order (TPO) was made on 25 May 2023 relating to two Oak trees on land 
to the rear of 1 Nethercote Avenue, Woking, Surrey, GU21 3JZ.  

1.2 Photos of the TPO’d trees are attached at Appendix 1.  

1.3   A plan showing the site location is at Appendix 2. 

1.4 One objection was received to the making of the Tree Preservation Order. This is shown in 
Appendix 3. 

1.5 Notwithstanding the objections received to the making of the Tree Preservation Order, the 
recommendation is that it be confirmed without modification. 

 

2.0 Background Information 

2.1 1 Nethercote Avenue sits on the junction of Nethercote Avenue and Clifton Way within 
Goldsworth Park. When Goldsworth Park was originally constructed many mature trees were 
retained. These trees are a legacy of the area’s former use as nursery land are considered to 
significantly enhance the character of the area.  

2.2 In the middle of May the Council were alerted to the fact that the owner of the property was 
looking to remove the two trees (now protected). 

2.3 The trees were assessed from a public amenity value perspective and a Tree Evaluation Method 
for Preservation (TEMPO) assessment was undertaken. The trees scored 18, meeting the criteria 
required to protect the trees. The trees are assessed as being significant trees making a valuable 
contribution to the sylvan character of the area. The assessment is attached at Appendix 4. 

2.4 Given the foreseeable threat to the trees a TPO was made. 

 

3.0      Letter of Objection 

3.1 One letter of objection was received by the Council on the 15 June 2023. This is attached at 
Appendix 3. 

3.2 The objection essentially relates to issues with detritus from the tree, leaves, acorns and 
deadwood etc. and its proximity to the building and the lack of light caused. 

 
4.0 Tree Officer’s Assessment 

 
4.1 The issues highlighted can largely be mitigated by appropriate pruning. The Council’s officers 

would be happy to advise on the options available. These would include dead wooding, reducing 
back from the building and raising the canopy to allow more light. 

 
4.2 The sylvan character of the area is considered to be high and all trees which are protected in the 

area add to the value of the local treescape. The two trees in question contribute significantly to 
that sylvan character. When considered individually the trees are good examples of the species 
and age and, as a group, the make a significant impact on the character of the area. It is important 
to consider that it is a collection of individual trees which create a sylvan treescape. Therefore, 
the loss of these trees may encourage further tree loss in the area and ultimately erode the sylvan 
character of the area.  

 



4.3 The Council’s officers have carried out a TEMPO assessment (Appendix 4) which has 
determined that the trees are classed as “Definitely Merits TPO.” The TEMPO guidance notes 
state that the “Definitely Merits TPO” category comprises “trees scoring 16 or more are those that 
have passed both the amenity and expediency assessments, where the application of a TPO is 
fully justified based on the field assessment exercise.” 

4.4 Overall, it is considered that the concerns can be mitigated by appropriate works and they are 
not considered to outweigh the public amenity benefits of protecting the trees. 

 

5.0 Implications 

5.1 Financial 

5.2 None 

5.3 Human Resource/Training and Development 

5.4 None 

5.5 Environmental/Sustainability 

5.6 The protection of mature trees has biodiversity benefits. 

 

6.0 Conclusions 

6.1 Given the trees’ high public amenity value and the threat from removal, protection of the trees is 
considered appropriate and it is recommended that the Tree Preservation Order be confirmed 
without modification. 

REPORT ENDS 
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