
2. Recommendations 

2.1 The Planning Committee approve the confirmation of the Tree Preservation 
Order at The Adult Education Centre, Enderby. 

2.2 The Authority be delegated to the Planning and Strategic Growth Group 
Manager to confirm the Tree Preservation Order at The Adult Education 
Centre, Enderby. 

3. Reason for Decisions Recommended 

3.1 Having considered the representations received regarding the TPO, it is 
concluded that there are sufficient grounds to confirm the Order. 
The trees contribute to the provision of important visual amenity along the 
public highways of George Street, Shortridge Lane, Townsend Road and 
Footpath W19. 
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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 

provisional Tree Preservation Order (TPO) made 01 December 2025 on the 
trees situated within the curtilage of the site known as The Adult Education 
Centre. 

 

 

 
4. Matters to consider 

4.1 Background 

The trees are situated within the curtilage of the site known as The Adult 
Education Centre, Enderby. 

The provisional order (Appendix A) includes a group of seven trees (noted as 
G1 in the order), the group is comprised of seven total trees, One Sycamore, 
One Lime, One Ash, One Cherry and Three Poplars. G1 is situated to the North-
West of the site and to the North-East of Footpath W19. It is noted that there 
are further trees located within this group, however only the seven noted are 
considered to be worthy of inclusion within the order as a result of their size, 
visibility, condition and retention span. 



The provisional order also includes two individual trees T1 a Swedish 
Whitebeam and T2 an Ash Tree. T1 and T2 are situated along the Western 
Boundary of the Site and adjacent to 2A George Street. As with G1, it is noted 
that there are further trees located along this boundary, however these trees 
are in a poorer condition overall and some feature detects that prevent them 
from scoring sufficiently to warrant inclusion within the order. 

T1 and T2 are trees of moderate arboricultural and landscape quality. Both T1 
and T2 have an estimated life expectancy of approximately 20-40 years given 
their condition and species and are trees of fair condition with no notable 
defects to them. 

All trees included within the order are mature or semi-mature trees, of 
fair/satisfactory condition, that offer considerable amenity value to the area by 
virtue of their size, grouping and position within the site. The trees offer a 
positive contribution to the character of the immediate and surrounding area, 
given the visibility of the trees from multiple surrounding streets and from as far 
away as 80m as such it was considered expedient and in the interests of 
amenity to issue a provisional TPO, and in due course to confirm the same. 

The site is located some 100m to the West of the Enderby Conservation Area 
(which terminates at adjacent Cross Street). To the west of the provisional 
order, is an existing area Tree Preservation Order, known as the ‘The Blaby 
District Council (2-14 George Street, Enderby) Tree Preservation Order 1999’ 
(Appendix C). 

Given the close proximity of the neighbouring Tree Preservation Order, the 
trees collectively form a wider canopy that spans over footpath W19, with trees 
from ‘The Blaby District Council (2-14 George Street, Enderby) Tree 
Preservation Order 1999’ to the east of the footpath (Appendix C) and the 
provisional protected trees within the ‘The Blaby District Council (Adult 
Education Centre, Enderby), Tree Preservation Order 2025’ to the west of the 
footpath. The coalesced canopy above the footpath creates a picturesque 
feature to the footpath (Appendix D). 

A planning application has been received in relation to the site, for the ‘Change 
of use of land and erection of Primary Care Building (Health Centre) with 
pharmacy. Proposed new access and parking area. External works including 
hardstanding, landscaping, cycle and bin store and proposed fencing’. 

During due process of this application, a site visit was undertaken by an Officer 
of the Council to assess the merits of the site, in doing so, an assessment was 
made of the trees within the site and their worthiness for formal protection. 

In creating the provisional TPO, the Case Officer undertook a Tree Evaluation 
Method for Preservation Orders Assessment (TEMPO) for the trees 
collectively. The TEMPO gave the group an overall score of 15. The TEMPO 
gave T1 (Swedish Whitebeam) a score of 13 overall and T2 (Ash) a score of 15 
giving the trees an initial category of ‘TPO Defensible’ (Appendix F). 

Following this initial assessment and prior to the imposition of the provisional 
order, The Principal Tree and Woodlands Manager at Leicestershire County 
Council reviewed the TEMPO assessments conducted and concurred with the 
scoring awarded to the trees. 



It is noted within the TEMPO assessments undertaken that all of the trees in 
question are of fair/satisfactory condition, T1 is noted to be a semi-mature tree 
with a potential retention span of 70-100 years, T2 is noted to be in reasonable 
condition with no notable defects to the tree and having a potential retention 
span of 100-150 years. T1 and T2 are also noted as being large trees, or 
medium trees clearly visible to the public’ and as such suitable for TPO. 

The group of trees comprises of seven large trees, clearly visible to the public 
given their position within the site, the two individual trees are also clearly visible 
to the public. The trees are visible to those accessing the road by either vehicle, 
bicycle, on foot along the public highways George Street, Shortridge Lane, 
Townsend Road or along Footpath W19, which is situated along the Western 
Boundary of the site. 

All of the trees have been scored as having a perceived threat given the 
planning application received on the site, subsequently the trees have been 
scored for expediency as having a ‘foreseeable threat to the tree’ given the 
indication to remove the trees as part of the planning application. 

4.2 Representations received 

Three representations were received in objection to the Tree Preservation 
Order at The Adult Education Centre, Enderby (Appendix E) on the grounds of 
the following: 

• Conflict with Local Plan Landscape and Environmental Policies. 

• Local Plan Approach to Trees, Green Infrastructure and Biodiversity 

• The TPO Appears Premature and Inconsistent with Plan-Led Decision-
Making 

• The level of visibility of the trees in question is not of itself sufficient 
justification to create a TPO. 

• The trees are located on private land and are not accessible to the 
public 

• Individually and collectively, as species and as a contribution to the 
landscape, the trees in question have little future potential as an 
amenity, have little rarity, cultural or historic value and have a worth 
that can be enhanced and replaced by a thoughtful replanting scheme. 

4.3 Consideration of Representations Received 

With regard to the objections statement that the imposition of the provisional 
Tree Preservation Order conflicts with the current local plan landscape and 
environmental policies and is inconsistent with plan-led decision-making, and 
contrary to local plan approach to trees, green infrastructure and biodiversity. 

It is important to note that the application of Local Plan Policies is immaterial in 
the consideration of a Tree Preservation Order. Further, given that the creation 
of provisional Tree Preservation Orders often stems from either a Case Officers 
site visit, or note of valuable trees within Blaby district, it is not feasible that Tree 
Preservation Orders can be ‘plan-led’ in the way that housing schemes are. 

Instead, the methodology for assessing the suitability of trees for Tree 
Preservation Orders is a separate three-part system that considers the amenity 
value of the trees, by scoring: the condition, retention span, relative public 



visibility of the trees and the expediency of an order. In balancing the respective 
scores, the TEMPO assessment identifies the appropriate outcome for the trees 
based on the accumulated score. 

The objections received also states that ‘the trees subject to the proposed TPO 
do not make a significant or demonstrable public amenity contribution in terms 
of visual prominence or landscape value from public vantage points.’ 

As previously noted, the trees are highly visible to those passing or accessing 
the site by either vehicle, bicycle, or foot along the public highways George 
Street, Shortridge Lane, Townsend Road or along Footpath W19 (which is 
situated along the Western Boundary of the site). As such the trees would be 
considered to be clearly visible to the public given their position within the site, 
this is reflected in the scores given to the trees in the TEMPO assessment. 

It is noted earlier in the report that there has been a planning application 
received, the objections state that ‘the proposed development has been 
designed to retain and integrate existing vegetation where appropriate, 
including new tree planting proposals that will contribute to longer-term local 
landscape character and biodiversity outcomes as part of the scheme’. 

However, the plans currently submitted for consideration (Appendix show the 
removal of the tree group and without adequate protection of the trees located 
within the site it cannot be ensured that the trees can be retained, prevented 
from future felling, or damage during the construction of the site. Nor can it be 
ensured that if a tree is required to be removed, that a suitable replacement 
tree will be planted in its place. 

The presence of a planning application submitted on the site has contributed to 
the expediency of the Order and has been reflected in the scores given to the 
trees in the TEMPO assessment. 

It is important to note, that the presence of a Tree Preservation Order does not 
by virtue of its existence mean that a property owner is not able to undertake 
works to the protected trees. 

But that the property owner must first make an application to the Council as the 
Local Planning Authority prior to undertaking works so that the Council can 
consult with Forestry Officers to ensure that the works to the tree are justifiable 
and in the interest of good tree management. 

The imposition of a Tree Preservation Order also allows the Local Planning 
Authority the opportunity to impose conditions such as ensuring works are 
conducted in accordance with British Standards or the opportunity to condition 
the planting of replacement trees where required. It can also ensure that in 
circumstances where development is permitted on site, that conditions can be 
imposed to protect the trees from damage during the course of development. 

 
4.4 Conclusions 

The TEMPO Assessment concludes that the trees score between 13 and 15 
therefore a TPO is defensible. 

It is considered that the trees shown on the TPO plan and schedule, are worthy 
of protection due to their public amenity value. Having regard to the points 



raised by the representations received (Appendix E) 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 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 is not confirmed. This option is not 

recommended for the reasons given in the report. 
 
7.2 That the Tree Preservation Order be modified to remove Trees and 

subsequently confirm. This option is not recommended for the reasons 
outlined 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 

 
1. Appendix A - Tree Preservation Order (To Be Confirmed) 

2. Appendix B - Google Overhead Images 

3. Appendix C - Nearby Tree Preservation Order and Conservation Area 

4. Appendix D - Site visit Photographs 

5. Appendix E - Representation Received 

6. Appendix F - Tempo Assessment 

7. Appendix G - Appendix G - Currently submitted Proposed Block and 
Site Plans 

 
10. Report author’s contact details 

 
Kiera Kalym Planning Officer 

Planning@blaby.gov.uk 0116 272 7705 

mailto:Planning@blaby.gov.uk


Appendix A - Tree Preservation (to be confirmed) 
 



 



 



Appendix B - Google Overhead Images 
 



 

 



Appendix C - Nearby Tree Preservation Order and Conservation Area 

The Blaby District Council (Land rear of 2-14 George Street, Enderby) Tree Preservation Order 1999 - Yellow 

The Blaby District Council (Adult Education Centre, Enderby), Tree Preservation Order 2025 - Red 



Appendix C - Nearby Tree Preservation Order and Conservation Area 

Enderby Conservation Area - Designated 30 May 2004 
 



Appendix D - Site Visit Photos 

Photographs From Within The Adult Education Centre Car Park 
 

 



 
 



View of Trees From George Street 
 



 
 
View of Trees From Footpath W19 
 



 



 



 



View Of Trees From Townsend Road (Google Streetview) 
 

 
View Of Trees From Shortridge Road (Google Streetview) 
 



Appendix E - Representation Received 
 

 



 
 
 
 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



 



 



 

 



 

 



 

 



Appendix F - TEMPO Assessments 

G1: 

 
 



T1: Swedish Whitebeam 
 

 



T2: Ash 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Appendix G - Currently submitted Proposed Block and Site Plans 

 
 



 


