
BRECON BEACONS NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY

TREE PRESERVATION ORDER 47, 2020 YEW TREE
PORTHMAWR LODGE, CRICKHOWELL

Reference: TPO 47, 2020 (following Conservation Area Notification No: 20/18667/TRCA)

Committee Report

RELEVANT POLICIES
 Strategic Policy 1: “National Park Policy” (Local Development Plan 2013)
 Strategic Policy 3: “Environmental Protection” (Local Development Plan 2013)
 Strategic Policy 10: “Sustainable Distribution of Development” (Local Development Plan 

2013)
 Policy 8: “Trees and Development” (Local Development Plan 2013)
 Policy 9: “Ancient Woodland and veteran trees” (Local Development Plan 2013)
 Policy 19: “Development affecting Conservation Areas” (Local Development Plan 2013)
 TAN 5: Nature Conservation and Planning (2009)
 TAN 10: “Tree Preservation Orders” (1997) 

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS 
 Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
 Town and Country Planning (Trees) Regulations 1999 
 Town and Country Planning (Trees) (Amendment) (Wales) Regulations 2012 
 Town and Country Planning (Development Management Procedure) (Wales) Order 2012 
 Town and Country Planning (Trees) (Amendment) (Wales) Regulations 2017 
 Section 6.4.25 of Planning Policy Wales – Edition 10 (December 2018):

‘Planning authorities should protect trees, hedgerows, groups of trees and areas of woodland where they 
have ecological value, contribute to the character or amenity of a particular locality, or perform a beneficial 
and identified green infrastructure function.’

PLANNING HISTORY

App Ref Description Decision Date
20/18667/TRCA Cut down a yew tree. The root of 

the tree is now causing a large 
crack to our wall

Implement TPO 47, 2020 17th July 2020



Tree Preservation Order History:
 Conservation area notification (20/18667/TRCA) was received by this authority on 10th June 

2020 notifying the authority of the intent to cut down a yew tree due to concerns that the trees 
was the cause of a large crack in the adjacent boundary wall. 

 A site visit was carried out by the National Park Authority Tree Consultant and the tree was 
evaluated in relation to:
 The character and appearance of the tree and surrounding area
 Justification for the proposed felling 

 The recommendation was that the proposed removal of the tree would be harmful to the 
character and appearance of the area and there has been insufficient justification provided to 
support removal.

 Accordingly, a Tree Preservation Order was recommended and was provisionally implemented 
on 17th July 2020

TPO 47, 2020 Consultation responses received by this authority:
 1 no. Objection received 
 1 no. Observation received Janet Poole – Heritage Officer

Key points of Objections to TPO:
1. Limited view from road
2. Low amenity value
3. No significant impact on local environment 
4. Cannot be enjoyed by public
5. Does not have any intrinsic beauty or contribution to the landscape
6. Tree is causing structural damage to wall 
7. Wall is irreplaceable
8. Liability for damage to wall or surrounding area.

Comments on objections raised:
In respect of Issue 1. Limited view from road
 It is acknowledged that there are other trees and shrubs in proximity to the tree that restrict 

the view, as well as adjacent buildings; however, the longevity of Yew is such that it will continue 
to contribute to the area for the long term, and as it continues to grow and other trees and 
shrubs decline visual amenity will increase.  

In respect of Issue 2. Low amenity value
 The Arboricultural Association publishes a guide to the life expectancy of common trees, which 

includes a theoretical lifespan for Yew of 300 years or more; which is greater than any other 
tree species. 

 If the tree is protected and managed it has the potential to provide amenity value and tree cover 
in the area for the long term. The visual amenity of the tree is reduced by the adjacent trees; 
however, the yew has the potential to outlive the adjacent trees and continue to grow and 
improve in terms of amenity value.  

 Even if the tree were not visible to the public; it would not prevent the tree from being 
considered when it has the potential to be a benefit to amenity in the present or future.  



In respect of Issue 3. No significant impact on local environment
 The removal of the tree would have a significant impact on the local environment as it is a tree 

species associated with historic buildings, it has the potential to add to the treescape in the 
immediate area for the long term and will also add to the ecological potential of the area.

In respect of Issue 4. Cannot be enjoyed by public
 The tree is adjacent to the main public throughroad of Crickhowell and a public footpath. 
 It is acknowledged that there are other trees and shrubs in proximity to the tree that restrict 

the view; however, the longevity of Yew is such that it will continue to contribute to the area 
for the long term ,and as it continues to grow and other trees and shrubs decline visual amenity 
will increase. 

 The tree is also located within the garden of Porthmawr lodge, which adds to the setting of the 
tree and building when viewed from public areas. 

In respect of Issue 5. Does not have any intrinsic beauty or contribution to the landscape
 This would be a subjective matter; however, it is possible to consider the tree against criteria 

set out in terms of assessing tree preservation orders and the tree is considered worthy of 
protection; namely: 
 Visibility 
 Individual impact 
 Wider impact

In respect of Issue 6. Tree is causing structural damage to wall
 The wall shows cracks spaced along an approximate length of 6m.
 When viewing the wall from the neighbouring side there are signs of disturbance to the fabric 

of the wall, along with some repairs also visible; however, the repairs do not appear to have 
‘re-opened’ so it is unknown whether these cracks are dynamic at the moment or whether 
they are remnants caused by the previous tree now removed.

 The objection states ‘the wall drops down to approximately 12ft onto our Neighbours…’;however, 
when viewing the tree and section of wall in question the difference between ground levels 
immediately adjacent to the tree appears to be approximately 200 mm. 

 The wall height on the tree side being approximately 1600 mm and the opposite side of the 
wall approximately 1800 mm. 

 The concerns over the significant drop would therefore not be a consideration in this matter.
 The tree also appears to be under good management by the neighbouring property; with the 

crown showing maintenance to minimise nuisance whilst allowing a natural shape.
 The original conservation area notification (20/18667/TRCA) included a covering email which 

stated:  ‘…cannot afford to pay for any surveyors when the pictures clearly shows the reason why the 
tree needs to be cut down.’

 The lack of a detailed survey makes it difficult to categorically identify the Yew tree as the 
reason for the cracks in the wall as there is an historic stump present on site with many of the 
cracks suggesting a foci towards this feature; however, this cannot be assumed without 
investigation. 

 If a detailed inspection identifies the tree as the cause of the damage to the wall; there are 
measures to identified alternative engineering methods of retaining the wall and the tree, 
rather than the removal of one or the other; such as: 
 Bridged the rooting area through the implementation of a lintelled section to achieve a 

bridged gap between the wall and the root system
 Implementing rooting barriers to prevent future disturbance



In respect of Issue 7. Wall is irreplaceable
 The objection refers to the wall being irreplaceable and over 100 years old. 
 In order to assess the wall in terms of historical importance to the area, the BBNPA Heritage 

Officer was consulted and concluded that although the garden wall on the north side of 
Porthmawr is an attractive stone wall which clearly has significance to the owners and is also 
visually appealing for the neighbouring property, the garden boundary wall along the northern 
boundary of Porthmawr Lodge is not part of the listed wall.

 If a detailed inspection identifies the tree as the cause of the damage to the wall; there are 
measures to identified alternative engineering methods of retaining the wall and the tree, 
rather than the removal of one or the other.

In respect of Issue 8.
 The trees remain the responsibility of the owner regardless of a TPO being placed on the trees. 
 If there are concerns for the structural integrity of the wall; it would be the responsibility of the 

owner to employ an arboricultural specialist or engineering specialist to provide a report on 
the condition o f the wall, along with advisements.  

TPO assessment:
Although the visual aesthetics of a tree is subjective, the objective guidelines for implementing a Tree 
Preservation Order are all sufficiently met by the tree in question; taking into account the following 
criteria:
  
Visibility 
 The tree is located in a garden area immediately adjacent to the main through road of 

Crickhowell with a footpath running parallel to the road on the opposite side to the site. 
 The tree can be viewed in an approximate arc of 160o from the public vantage point; however, 

it is agreed that the view is intermittent through partial obscuring by the adjacent trees and 
shrubs.

 The life expectancy of Yew will result in the tree remaining as a visual feature in the long term; 
becoming more prominent as it continues to grow.

Individual impact
 The tree is currently a medium sized specimen that is likely to continue to establish to provide 

amenity value for the foreseeable future based upon the Arboricultural Association which 
publishes a guide to the life expectancy of common trees, which includes a theoretical lifespan 
for Yew of 300 years or more.

 The tree is of a species that will have a significant life expectancy and is showing good health and 
vigour when viewed from the neighbouring side to suggest recovery over time could be expected.

Wider impact 
 Yew are traditional features in Wales and this articular specimen is noticeable as being located in 

a position that is adjacent to public areas.
 It is not considered to be impeding the potential of other trees as there are no other significant 

specimens in proximity in which it may be impeding. 
 General management of the trees should ensure the long term retention without compromising 

the form and amenity value.

Recommendation:
 That Tree Preservation Order TPO47, 2020 be confirmed 




