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Executive Summary 

The purpose of this report is to confirm with modifications a Tree Preservation Order on 

land to the rear of Acer Grove and Ivy Way, Chapelhall. 
 

 

Recommendations 

It is recommended that the Planning Committee approve the confirmation of the Tree 

Preservation Order with modifications which is located on land to the rear of Acer Grove 

and Ivy Way, Chapelhall and is identified by the boundaries of the plan which 

accompanies this report. 
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1. Background 

1.1 A request was been received by Greenspace Development Services to promote 

a Tree Preservation Order (TPO) on land to the rear of Acer Grove and Ivy Way, 

Chapelhall from the Forestry Commission after receiving complaints regarding 

the removal of trees within the land. 

1.2 Greenspace Development Services assessed the site and recommended that a 

Tree Preservation Order be placed on the remaining woodland.  They advised 

that the remaining woodland does have potential to develop into a good quality 

mature woodland. But more importantly the woodland acts as an important 

wildlife corridor connecting to woodland within the wider landscape.  

 

  



 
 

2. Report 

2.1 Committee approval was agreed by the Planning Sub-Committee on 15 

November 2018 to promote a Tree Preservation Order for a group of trees, 

specified by references to an area on land to the rear of Acer Grove and Ivy Way, 

Chapelhall (see Appendix 2). 

2.2 The proposal was to designate “a group of trees” for the Tree Preservation Order 

specified by reference to an area, which will ensure that the trees will receive 

protected status and would require prior consent of the planning authority before 

works to lop, top or fell them can be implemented. The designation of a Tree 

Preservation Order will allow the planning authority to protect the trees as they 

are expedient in the interest of the amenity of the area. 

2.3  The Tree Preservation Order was issued and took effect on 15 November 2018. 
Two objections were received.  The main points of objection are detailed below: 
 
The first objection was lodged for one specific section of land covered by 
the TPO.  The main points of that objection are: 

 

 The blanket TPO encompassed their land.   

 The trees are self-seeding and not mature trees.   

 The trees are not of a quality to justify being covered by a TPO.   

 The specimens are very common scrub trees and are not long lived.   

 There has been no identification of Ash, Oak or Beech trees.  

 The owner believes their land has been prejudiced by the actions of the other 
landowners.  

 A report commissioned by Donald Rodger Associates Ltd, Arboricultural 

Consultants was also submitted as part of the objection. 

2.4 In response to this objection the accompanying report was forwarded to 

Greenspace Development Services who considered the findings and agreed to 

remove this section of land from the TPO.   

2.5 The second objection received objected to the Order for reasons set out in their 

accompanying detailed Phase I Habitat Survey Appraisal.  The extended Phase 

I Habitat survey considered not only habitats and species of plants present but 

also the potential presence of relevant European Protected Species (Bats and 

Otters), Badgers, Water Voles and potential for breeding birds, with particular 

reference to those species with enhanced statutory protection. 

With regard to the Habitat survey, the main points raised within the appraisal 

were: 

 No nationally notable examples of any habitat were found within the 

survey area. Habitat types found were unremarkable and common at the 

local authority level. 

 A1.1.1 Semi-natural broad-leaved woodland – extensive area along 

northern side of survey area dominated by self-seeded birch and willow 

all of similar ages.  

 A2.1 Dense/continuous scrub –uniform stand of young willow with 

occasional birch along southern boundary of survey area; 



 A2.2 Scattered scrub – open grassland areas have very sparse young 

willow and birch scrub; 

 B2 Neutral grassland – rank and unmanaged developed on former 

brickworks/steelworks site, with some areas with impeded drainage 

more soft rush dominated; 

 C3.1 Tall stands of bramble/raspberry, nettle, willowherb etc; 

 J1.3 Some open ground barely vegetated, and tracks and margins;  

 J2.2.2 Defunct species-poor hedge at south end of site by Nisbet Road; 

and 

 J4 Bare ground – cleared areas of survey area formerly either open 

grasslandor in some patches formerly wooded. Now largely devoid of 

vegetation.” 

Within the Protected Species survey the report states that: 

 There were no mature trees within the survey area with PRF potential 

suitable for use by roosting bats. 

 There was no evidence of any Otter resting places and the only field 

sign of presence was one old spraint on a rock in the Shotts Burn. 

 There was no evidence of any Badger field sign or resting places. 

 There was no evidence of Water Voles. 

 Very few birds were present.  Scrub and woodland to the north of the 

survey area contained a small number or single birds of various 

species. 

2.6  In response to the points above I would offer the following comments:  

The report states that the ground flora within the woodland is poor.  As the 
survey was undertaken in November outwith the optimum timescale some flora 
may have been missed.  It is therefore considered that the report’s findings will 
not reflect the full calendar year. This could also account for the lack of 
presence of protected species apart from Otter. 
 
In addition it is also considered that this report does not reflect the local 
importance of the woodland in terms of providing good quality connectivity to 
existing woodland and riparian corridors outwith the site.  Woodland is a Local 
Biodiversity Action Plan priority habitat and as such it is the Council’s aim and 
objective to maintain and expand the current extent of woodland within North 
Lanarkshire. This woodland corridor is considered important in helping to create 
a wildlife corridor which is critical for the maintenance of ecological processes 
including allowing for the movement of animals and the continuation of viable 
populations.  Furthermore an Otter spraint was recorded along Shotts Burn 
which suggests that Otters are present in the area. Otters are protected as 
“European protected species” through inclusion on Schedule 2 of The 
Conservation (Natural Habitat, &c.) Regulations 1994, and is also protected 
through listing on Schedule 5 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, as 
amended. Although no Otter resting places were recorded during the survey the 
woodland does offer suitable habitat. Otters are a priority North Lanarkshire 
Biodiversity Action Plan species. 

 
2.7 It should also be noted that during the assessment of both reports submitted by 

the objectors, Greenspace Development Services also agreed that the section 
of land at the North West boundary of the promoted TPO should also be 
removed from the Order.  As such the TPO will be confirmed with modifications 
to reflect this change. 
 



2.8 The confirmation of this TPO with modifications will help prevent any further 
tree felling on the site and prevent a reduction in the quality of this important 
habitat.   Furthermore it will ensure that this Semi-natural broadleaved-
woodland and riparian corridor is protected which will allow the area to mature 
into a high quality woodland area in future years.  

 
 

 
 
3. Equality and Diversity 
 
3.1 Fairer Scotland 
 
 The promotion of The Tree Preservation Order does not affect this Duty.  
 
3.2 Equality Impact Assessment 
  
 Is not required in this case.  
 

 

 

 
4. Implications 

4.1 Financial Impact 
 
 There will be a financial implication to the Council arising from the designation of 

the Tree Preservation Order, the costs of which will be met from the Planning & 
Place Revenue Budget. 

  
4.2 HR/Policy/Legislative Impact 
 
 Trees covered by a Tree Preservation Order, are protected by legislation to 

ensure that any works to the trees are controlled by the local planning authority. 
 
4.3 Environmental Impact 
 
 The Tree Preservation Order will give greater protection of trees and woodland 

which supports the objectives contained in the North Lanarkshire Biodiversity 
Action Plan.   

   
4.4 Risk Impact 
 

There is no risk foreseen as the Tree Preservation Order does not remove the 
responsibility or “duty of care” from the owner of the trees to ensure that their 
trees do not become a danger to the public. 

    

  
5. Measures of success 
 
5.1 The promotion of the Tree Preservation Order will ensure that the trees are 

protected. 
   

 

 
Shirley Linton, 
Head of Enterprise and Place 



 
 
Appendix 1 – Location Plan, as Modified 

 

 

 



Appendix 2 – Location Plan as Promoted on 15 November 2018 

 

 


