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1. What is this report about? 

 
1.1 The purpose of the report is to consider whether or not to confirm the Tree 

Preservation Order (TPO) made on the 19th May 2022 on the trees situated 
on the piece of land to the north west of Glenfield.   

  
 

2. Recommendation(s) 
  
2.1 That the Planning Committee approve the confirmation of the Tree 

Preservation Order on Land northwest of Glenfield, as modified.  
  
2.2 That Authority be delegated to the Planning and Economic Development 

Group Manager to confirm the Tree Preservation Order on Land northwest 
of Glenfield 

  

 

3. Reason for Decision(s) Recommended  
  
3.1 Having considered the representations received regarding the TPO, it is 

considered that there are insufficient grounds not to confirm the modified 
Order. The area of trees provides important visual amenity from Glen Park 
Avenue, Overdale Avenue, Overdale Close, Groby Road, Barrows Lane and 
a Public Right of Way. 

 
4. Matters to consider  
  
4.1 Background    

 
The initial area TPO was made on 19th May 2022 in response to a request 
from a member of the public to protect a number of trees on land north of 
Glenfield which were considered to be worthy of protection.  The trees are 
located on a site put forward for housing development as part of a ‘call for 
sites’ undertaken between March and May 2019 to inform possible sites for 
development as part of the new Blaby Local Plan.  The site is referenced 
GLE032 on the ‘Map of Assessed Sites’ but no decisions have yet been made 
as to whether the site is likely to be allocated for housing development. 



 
A site visit was undertaken by Officers of the Council to initially assess the 
merits of the trees and their worthiness for formal protection.  Due to the size 
of the site put forward as part of the ‘call for sites’, and the need to issue the 
TPO promptly to avoid potential for loss of trees, the initial provisional TPO 
covered an area of approximately 50 hectares, and covered all trees within 
this area.  The area is covered predominantly by open fields with hedgerows 
and hedgerow trees.  The site is located to the immediate northwest of 
Glenfield and whilst the majority is not publicly accessible as it forms 
agricultural land, it is visible from several public highways around the 
perimeter and two public footpaths (R40 and R51) which cross the site.  The 
public footpaths provide a route from Barrows Lane across a section of the 
site to Sacheverell Way.   
 
The trees on the site are also visible from public viewpoints around the 
perimeter of the site, which includes the A50 Groby Road to the northeast, the 
A46 Leicester Western Bypass to the northwest, dwellings on Glen Park 
Avenue, Overdale Avenue and Branting Hill Avenue to the north, and from the 
Ivanhoe Trail (a cycle route) to the south. 
 
Following the issuing of the provisional TPO, Leicestershire County Council’s 
Principal Tree and Woodlands Manager attended a further site visit and 
returned to carry out a further assessment of the trees subject to the Tree 
Preservation Order to assess which trees within the initial area Order are of 
significant public amenity value to warrant protection.   
 
This was followed up by a site visit by the Leicestershire County Council 
Forestry Officer, who carried out a Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation 
Orders Assessment (TEMPO) which gave certain trees/ group of trees within 
the site scores of 15, meaning a TPO was defensible for these trees. 
 
In response to the TEMPO assessment, the original TPO has been amended 
to only protect those trees or groups of trees on the site which are considered 
to be of significant amenity value to warrant protection.   These are now 
individually shown or shown within groups or woodlands on the modified 
Order.  Other trees of insufficient amenity value, which were originally 
protected by the original area TPO, would now no longer be protected if the 
modified Order is confirmed. 

  
4.2 Representations received  
  
 Seven responses were received from two members of the public and one 

letter from the agent acting on behalf of the land owners.   
 
Three of the public responses were seeking clarification of the provisional 
TPO and requesting that additional trees are also assessed for a TPO. 
Another two responses were received supporting the provisional TPO, along 
with the final responses from the agent stating that the wide ranging TPO 
implications were impractical and requested that the trees be assessed for 
suitability for a TPO.    



 
 
Consideration of Representations Received  
 
As previously stated, the Forestry and Arboricultural Officer at Leicestershire 
County Council was consulted for his professional opinion as to the suitability 
of the various trees for protection by means of a TPO. The Forestry and 
Arboricultural Officer evaluated the initial area TPO and assessed which 
individual trees and group of trees were worthy of protection.    

  
4.3 Conclusions 
  
 It is the view of your Officers that the individual trees and groups of trees 

shown on the modified TPO are worth preserving due to their public amenity 
value and contribution to the local landscape. Having regard to the points 
raised by the representations received (Appendix F) and the professional 
advice received from Leicestershire County Council’s Forestry and 
Arboricultural Officer, your Officers have balanced all other issues and 
considered that there is no over-riding reason not to confirm the modified Tree 
Preservation Order.  
 

5. What will it cost and are there opportunities for savings? 
  
5.1 Not applicable 

 
6. What are the risks and how can they be reduced? 
  
6.1 There are no risks.  

 
7. Other options considered  
  
7.1 That the Tree Preservation Order not be confirmed. This option is not 

recommended for the reasons given in the report. 
 
8. Other significant issues   
  
8.1 In preparing this report, the author has considered issues related to Human 

Rights, Legal Matters, Human Resources, Equalities, Public Health 
Inequalities, and Climate Local and there are no areas of concern.  

 
9. Appendices 
  

 
9.1 
 
9.2 

Appendix A – Provisional Tree Preservation Order  
 
Appendix B- Modification of Tree Preservation Order 

  
9.3 Appendix C – Representations Received 
  
9.4 Appendix D – Photos of Trees 



  
10. Report author’s contact details   

 
 Tom White Senior Planning Officer 
 Thomas.White@blaby.gov.uk 0116 250 3078 
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David Marvin <davidmarvin72@gmail.com> 
 

Mon, Jun 7, 10:43 

AM 
 

 

 

to Chapman, RJ 

  

 

Dear Nick and Roy 

Thank you for your time last Friday when an assessment of trees in the field 

behind Branting Hill Ave and Overdale Ave and adjacent to Glen Park Ave was 



made. I thought it would be useful to summarise the main points of our 

discussions. I have listed these below: 

 

1) The Oak tree, which Roy identified as being approximately 400 years old, 

which stands in the field, near to the boundary of gardens in Branting Hill and 

Glen Park Ave was deemed more than suitable to preserve and it was agreed an 

application for a TPO would be made. 

 

2) The single Oak tree in the field on the northwest side of the field, 

approaching the hedgerow between the two fields proposed for development, 

was estimated at 200 years old and being of a good shape was also considered 

worthy of a TPO application. 

 

3) The Oak trees in the hedgerow between the two fields where the farmer has 

planted a 20 meter margin of trees approximately 8-10 years ago, as best I can 

remember, where considered to be of less value compared to trees in points 1 & 

2, but selected ones would be considered for a TPO. 

 

4) The various trees in the hedgerow to the north of the field, which borders the 

field adjacent to the A46 were not considered worthy of a TRO. 

 

5) The 4 Oak trees which are located to the northeast of the field which are in 

residential gardens in Overdale Ave & Branting Hill Ave were all considered 

worthy of a TRO. Nick made the comment concerning a possible green corridor 

in relation to these trees, whose branches extend into the field proposed for 

development. 

 

Any other business 

 

As a number of discussions took place during the site visit, I thought that points 

below may serve as a reminder to us all. 

 

1) Footpaths: 



There are a number of long established common use footpaths which I 

understand have been assessed by Roy and Piers Lindley from County Hall. As 

was clearly visible from the number of people, of all ages, using the fields for 

walking & recreation, during the site visit, this land is an important amenity to 

the people of the area. I understand from our discussion that there are a number 

of these common paths to be preserved should any development take place. 

Please could I have a list or better still a map of the paths planned to be 

preserved? 

 

2) Trees located in the second field to the northwest of the one behind Overdale 

Ave and Branting Hill Ave: 

The assessment of the trees in the field "approaching the TNT warehouse" was 

raised by Roy as a task to be undertaken. Please could I be kept informed of 

your findings, once the assessment has been made? 

 

3) Site access via an elevated road from the A50 over the Rothley Brook and 

across the floodplain: 

As I had wrongly assumed that the access road was via Brooks Lane in 

Glenfield it was explained that the proposed road was from the A50 between the 

Shell petrol station and the Rothley Brook bridge. This was later discussed as I 

had raised the subject of Parish Council owned land (Glenfield Meadows) being 

a better alternative for development than the green wedge land titled as Land 

North of Glenfield, as it has better access directly onto the A50 and to my 

knowledge is not used by residents in the area. Although Roy pointed out there 

is access across the A50 via the Pelican crossing at the bus gate, there is no car 

park and I pointed out that most parents would not allow their child to cross this 

road, yet it was seen during the site visit to assess trees, that a number of 

unaccompanied young children were playing in the field in the green wedge. 

It was later explained that County Hall Highways Department would NOT even 

allow a car park access from Glenfield Meadows, therefore development of this 

land was not an option. At this point I raised the matter that County Hall cannot 

have vetoed an access onto the A50 some 200 meters south of the Glenfield 

Meadows site, as if this was the case the developer would not be progressing 

their plans for 330 houses. 



Please could you confirm the number of acres the Glenfield Meadows site 

measures? 

 

4) The Spinney to the south of the field titled as Land North of Glenfield: 

It was NOT until after the site visit that I thought about the route of the 

proposed access road across the Rothley Brook. The direct route would require 

the removal of a long established spinney measuring approximately 150 meters 

by 50 meters. Within this spinny are a number of old Oak trees and being 

surrounded, on three sides by cultivated fields, serves as an important wildlife 

habitat. To by-pass this Spinney would require the access road to pass within 10 

to 20 meters of Rothley Brook. I suggest that this spinney be assessed and I 

would like to be informed of your findings. 

 

Thank you again for all of your time last Friday 

 

Regards 

 

David Marvin 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Appendix D – Aerial Photos of Trees 
 
 

 
 

 



 
 

 

 


