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94 Newland Park, Kingston Upon Hull, HU5 2DS,  

TPO No. 311 covers the following:- 

- Maple tree 

- Served 12.12.2025 

- Objection received  

SUMMARY 

• Confirmation of Tree Preservation Order. 

• Objection received. 

• Confirmation recommended. 

BACKGROUND 

The subject tree is a tall semi-matured Maple tree that appears relatively healthy in 

the rear garden of a two-storey semi-detached property on the southern loop and the 

north side of Newland Park. The site is located in a predominantly residential area 

within the Newland Park conservation area.  
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HISTORY 

25/00311/TPO – Imposed 12/12/25 

Maple 
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25/00865/TC – Part approved and also part TPO’d - 12.12.2025 - Fell a large Maple 

tree (T1) due to casting shade over trees in rear garden. Fell a Conifer (T2) tree in 

decline in rear garden. (Works to trees in a Conservation Area) 

- Fell a Conifer (T2) tree in decline in rear garden. 

However, the Maple tree be made subject of a Tree Preservation Order for the 

following reasons: 

- The proposed tree is of good form and healthy with a great height. It has 

a high amenity value and therefore contributes positively to the character of the 

Newland Park conservation area. 

21/01106/TC – Fell T1 Conifer in the rear garden. Approved. 20.08.2021 

21/00335/TC - 1. Fell 1 x Apple tree in rear garden 2. Fell 1 Quince tree in rear garden. 

Approved. 13.04.2021 

Plus others 

OBJECTIONS/COMMENTS 

Objection received from neighbour at No. 86 Newland Park. 

- The neighbour states that tree is adjacent to their boundary fence. 

- They are questioning the assertion that the tree has high amenity value as it is 

not visible from the street and so only affects those whose rear gardens it is 

visible from. 

- They state that amenity is about enhancing residents' quality of life and 

providing desirable features that improve well-being. This tree has a negative 

effect on both of these measures. 
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- Neighbour has lived in the current house for 29 years and watched the tree get 

bigger over the decades. Suffers from mental health issues and states that the 

garden is their salvation. 

- Wants LPA to reconsider whose amenity it is protecting, as the tree is nearer 

to their house than it is to anyone else and imposing TPO has a negative effect 

on their ability to cope with day to day life. 

Urban Forestry (UF) comments to the original request to fell: 

The UF cannot justify the removal of healthy trees for the issue of deprived light, 

especially within a conservation area. Would err on the grounds of refusal and suggest 

a move to TPO if the request for removal continues without real just cause. 

APPRAISAL 

Local Plan Policy 45 – Trees – specifies that a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) will be 

made when necessary, in order to protect specific trees, groups of trees, or 

woodlands, in the interests of amenity and biodiversity. 

As can be seen from the comments of the tree officer, the rationale for this TPO is 

considered sound.  The issues raised by the neighbour at No. 86 Newland Park have 

been considered and none are deemed so compelling as to either warrant a varied 

order or non-confirmation. 

If the tree were to be crown reduced then it is considered that such approval could be 

granted, subject to details, but not felling given the value, amenity and health of the 

tree.   

The imposition of the TPO would not preclude sensible tree management, such as 

crown reduction etc. 

CONCLUSION 
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The Maple tree is a semi-mature specimen of high amenity value, in good health and 

of good size and form. In the absence of a robust justification, the felling of the Maple 

tree is considered unacceptable. 

RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that the Tree Preservation Order be confirmed in its current form. 


