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Reasons for appealing against the recently Imposed Tree Preservation Order's (TPO's) on
T1 Chanticleer Pear and T2 Cedar, and for !he removal of both trees, al  15 Sutton park, 
Sutton, Ely C66 2RP

Il Chanticleer Pear

A balance needs 10 be struck between public benefil and 1he need for safety. A balance
between sccietal and environmental benefits of trees should be considered against the 
risks to peop le and houses from individual trees. The objective should be to adequately
protect individual home owners emotionally, physically and fi:nanclally from risks !hat they
have no control over or grounds for avoiding the obl igations placed on them by TPO's.
Homeowners have a legitimate expectation of obtaining effeclive enjoyment of their home
which the TPO denies. 

The tree is 10 feet from the house, leaning toward the house (See Doc. 6), blocking the
outlook view and restricting daylight to rooms (See Doc 8). The Righi to Light is a legal
entttlemen1 protected under common law and the Rights to Light Act 1959. The tree
overhangs the house roof and guttering with high risk of causing damage to the house 
(See Doc. 7), Heavy leaf drop to gutter at  high level causing blockages. The leaf drop to
the footpath and roadway from overhanging branches pose a high Health and Safety risk
to walkers using the footpath (See Doc. 7) , The tree is in poor condition showing signs of
deterioration and branch loss. The fruit from the tree is to�ic to humans and pets and
exudes an odour likened to rotting flSh, hence adjacent bedroom and study windows
cannot be left open. When in leaf the tree severely limits the already poor street lighting
to the extent that a torch is needed to walk the street after dai1< as the publ ic footpath is 
In a very poor condition. The shading and heavy autumnal leaf drop affect ongoing care
of the front garden and future planting.

The Chanticleer Pear is In direct conflict with plann ing policies as it •causes significant
and demonstrable harm to the occupiers•. It fails to give a high level of amen ity through
natural light and outlook. (See Doc.  8). The East Cambridgeshire District Council 
(E.C.O.C.) "Cambridge Tree and Woodland Strategy" under "A Modem Approach• section
states as Council guiding principle "The Right Tree in The Right Place•. In an  unrelated
case In 2025 E.C.D.C. District Planners refused a planning consent due to concerns that
a lack of natural light would cause 'significant and demonstrable harm' to the occupier.
A report s aid the plans failed to provide a 'high level of amenity through natural light and
outlook' which would be In 'direct confli ct '  with planning policies.

The Tree Officer has taken n o  account of the effect of the imposition of the TPO on the
occupiers of the property, Government Guidance notes Ref., para. 022 Ref.ID
36·022·20140306 (Guidance notes on what information the Tree Officer needs to consider 

Including the land owner).
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