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5.1 - Objection to Tree Preservation Order Number 3 of 2019

LOCATION Situated on the southern boundary of St Martins Churchyard, 
High Street, Eynsford.

WARD(S) Eynsford

ITEM FOR DECISION

TPO 3 of 2019 has been served in response to 19/00301/WTCA a conservation area 
notification to fell 4 Sycamore trees located on the southern boundary of the 
churchyard. 

RECOMMENDATION: That TPO 3 of 2019 is confirmed without amendment.

Description of Site

1 The 4 Sycamore trees are situated on the boundary of St Martins Churchyard, 
High Street, Eynsford and The Rectory, Pollyhaugh, Eynsford.

Constraints

2 AONB

3 Eynsford Conservation Area.

4 TPO 03 of 2019.

Amenity Value and Visibility of the Hornbeam tree 

5 The four Sycamore trees are located on the southern boundary of the 
churchyard. They can be seen from the churchyard and the public footpath 
which is located beside The Rectory. These trees appear to be in a sound and 
healthy condition and so offer a degree of amenity to the local area, as well 
as users such as residents and visitors to the church. The serving of this TPO 
would prevent their removal, thus preserving their amenity value.

Representations

6 One objection has been received to the serving of TPO 3 of 2019. The 
objector is Rev Owen of The Rectory, Pollyhaugh, Eynsford. 

7 Rev Owen objects on the grounds that the Sycamore trees have a detrimental 
effect on the churchyard, in that they block light to it and they drop seeds on 
the surrounding graves and damage monuments. Rev Owen also claims that 
the trees have a detrimental effect on the garden of The Rectory by sapping 
goodness from the soil, dropping seeds into the garden, blocking light to the 
vegetable garden and that the Sycamore trees have a detrimental effect on 
two bedrooms at The Rectory by making them dark and damp and that if they 
fell, two of the trees would land on the property.
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8 Rev Owen claims that it would be more beneficial to remove the trees and 
replace them with an “edible hedge”, and that this would be more beneficial 
to wildlife and be more attractive. The removal of the Sycamore trees and 
subsequent replacement with a hedge would be more financially viable than 
retaining the Sycamores. 

9 Eynsford Parish Council, when considering the WTCA notification, would 
prefer the trees to be managed rather than the complete removal of all four 
Sycamores. There have always been trees located on the boundary between 
the churchyard and The Rectory. By allowing these trees to be removed could 
set a precedent for future tree removal. They also state that a hedge could 
be planted without the need for the proposed felling to take place.

Appraisal

Consideration of Objections

10 TPO 03 of 2019 was served to prevent the felling of the Sycamore trees from 
taking place. It was felt that their removal would be detrimental to the local 
amenity. By protecting these trees with a TPO, does not mean that no tree 
works are possible, but that control would be exerted to the extent of any 
future pruning works.

11 With regard to the problem of light obstruction, this could be overcome by 
carrying out pruning works and the management of the Ivy which is growing 
on the main stems of all four trees. This also applies to the dropping of seeds, 
this could be alleviated by pruning works and grounds management within the 
churchyard.

12 With regards to the effects on the garden of The Rectory, this could also be 
alleviated by carrying out sensible pruning works. Pruning would reduce the 
number of seeds shed by the Sycamores and allow more light to the garden 
and to the property.

13 With regards to the risk to The Rectory, at the time of inspection these trees 
appeared to be in a sound and healthy condition. Providing they are in a 
sound and healthy condition, they should pose little or no threat to the 
neighbouring properties. They are the responsibility of the diocese and it is 
important that they are inspected on a regular basis.  No evidence has been 
submitted to demonstrate the potential harm or actual harm that may have 
occurred to the property as a result of these trees. 

14 It is claimed that there would be greater benefit from removing the 
Sycamores and replacing them with an “edible hedge”. Any replacement 
planting would take several years to become established. It could be argued 
that a mature tree is of greater benefit to wildlife than a young hedge. This 
also applies to the amenity value of the trees compared to a hedge. It is also 
feasible to plant such a hedge between the trees so that hedge and trees 
could thrive together as a suitable boundary backdrop to separate the 
publicly used grave yard and the family garden. The trees do not have to be 
felled to accommodate the planting of a new hedge.
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15 With regards to the financial benefit of removing the existing trees and 
replacing with a hedge, no evidence has been submitted to support this 
claim.  The cost of felling the existing trees and planting the replacement 
hedge could be quite considerable. 

Expediency of Preserving the Hornbeam tree

16 The Sycamore trees are prominent within their setting. The loss of these 
trees would be detrimental to the local amenity. They are ideally located as a 
boundary marker between the publicly used church yard and the family used 
garden. By serving, this order would retain these trees and control would be 
exerted on the extent of any future pruning works to them. Any future 
application to carry out reasonable tree works could be looked upon 
favourably.

Conclusion

17 It is therefore my recommendation that TPO 3 of 2019 be confirmed without 
amendment.

TPO Plan and Schedule 1 attached as (Appendix 1).

Contact Officer(s): Harry Walker - Contact: 01732 227000

Richard Morris
Chief Planning Officer 
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Appendix 1


