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Questionnaire: Basements Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) - Feb 2015 
Question: [10] Do you have any comments on Section 7: Trees? 

Respondent Name Consultation Responses Council’s Response 
CRUMP No Noted. 
Norland Society (Clive 
Wilson) 

No Noted. 

Harriet Stevens Agree. Noted. 
MacAulay No Noted. 
Royal Avenue residents 
(Martin Flash) 

Support the Council position Noted. 

Cynthia Oakes agreed Noted. 
Sydney St. & District R.A. (R. 
Alexander) 

Excellent --- the trees need all our help. Noted. 

ASUC (Rob Withers) No comment Noted. 
Underpin & Makegood 
(Contracting) Ltd (Sharon 
Tindale) 

No Noted. 

Robin Purchas Trees section 7 – the guidance should make 
clear that all notification under section 211 in a 
conservation area or the setting of a listed 
building will require a heritage statement 
examining the effect on significance. There 
should be consultation of stakeholders affected 

Noted.  
 
Paragraph 7.1 of the Draft SPD is alerting 
applicants that there is a requirement to notify 
the Council of any works to trees in a 
conservation area (with a stem diameter of 7.5 
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including neighbours. There have been most 
unfortunate examples of notifications in relation 
to trees that would be affected by basement 
proposals but without any proper consideration 
by officers either in the light of the heritage 
significance effects or the basement policy. This 
is reflective of the piecemeal strategy that is 
commonly adopted by organisations seeking to 
promote development of this kind in the Borough 
and which should be subject to proper 
consultation and the informed application of 
control. 

cm or over measured at 1.5m above ground 
level). The retention of trees of townscape or 
amenity value is made in relation to the tree 
itself. This is separate from consideration of 
heritage significance or listing. It is not clear how 
the two are interlinked.  
 
The Council also has a Policy CR 6 Trees and 
landscape which also applies where existing 
trees may be affected by development. 
 
Section 211 referred to is about notification of 
works to trees in a conservation area. This is 
separate from the Planning (Listed Buildings and 
Conservation Ares) Act 1990 which places other 
obligations on local planning authorities.   

Susan Van Noorden Agree Noted. 
Victoria McNeile We approve Noted. 
Susan Johns No Noted. 
Ian Rickword See Comments on Section 1 Noted. 
Onslow Neighbourhood 
Association (Eva Skinner) 

No very good Noted. 

Knowles & Associates Ltd 
(Alan Everett) 

No comment Noted. 
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Sam Gordon Clark Have read this and am supportive of the 
Council's position. 

Noted. 

Gerald Eve (Joanne Rams) N/A Noted. 
Physic Triangle Residents 
Association (Margaret 
Thompson) 

Trees should be protected as described and at 
an early stage it wd be good idea to put TPOs on 
all on such sites 

Noted. 

Maeda Friederike 3. The felling and replacement of mature or 
semi-mature trees is a very contentious issue in 
our borough, where consistently poor air quality 
in some areas will only be exacerbated by the 
felling of further trees. 
 
The value of every tree (price specimen or self-
seeded ugly duckling) to the well-being of the 
community must be assessed (and not just by 
aesthetic criteria either) , before it is considered 
for felling .  
 
One man's dire need to own an underground 
cinema (or indeed any other extension) must not 
lead to the unnecessary loss of trees. 

Noted. The policy and the Draft SPD are clear 
about the value placed on existing trees of 
amenity or townscape value. 

Self (Don Cruickshank) no Noted. 
London Basement (Stephen 
Merritt) 

- Noted. 
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DP9 (Jeff Wilson) N/A Noted. 
The Markham Square 
Association (David Cox) 

No. Noted. 

DP9 Ltd (Matthew Gibbs) for 
Ilona House Securities Ltd 

The draft SPD should clarify that the policy is 
focused on the protection of “trees of townscape 
or amenity value”. As presently drafted the 
document fails to make this distinction 

Noted. At the beginning of section 7 the relevant 
extract from Policy CL7 i.e. criterion (d) has been 
reproduced. This states, “not cause loss, 
damage or long term threat to trees of 
townscape or amenity value.” 

Cranbrook Basements 
(Kevin O'Connor) 

No Comment Noted. 

Chelsea Society (Michael 
Stephen) 

7.1 a TPO should be placed on trees if they are 
significant trees and could be affected by work 
nearby. Special care should be taken to avoid 
root damage, or deprivation of water to the tree, 
or pollution of the soil by anything which would 
be harmful to the tree. Any requirement to plant 
a new tree should require it to be planted within 
a limited time. 

Noted. Trees over a certain size in conservation 
areas are already protected. Paragraph 7.1 of 
the Draft SPD is alerting applicants that there is 
a requirement to notify the Council of any works 
to trees in a conservation area (with a stem 
diameter of 7.5 cm or over measured at 1.5m 
above ground level). This allows the Council to 
protect trees. Policy CL7 () states “not cause 
loss, damage or long term threat to trees of 
townscape or amenity value.” 
 
Paragraphs 7.2 and 7.3 of the Draft SPD clarify 
that a Tree Survey and an Arboricultural Impact 
Assessment (AIA) in accordance with BS 5837 
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2012: Trees should be undertaken. The British 
Standard provides detailed guidance on the type 
of issues listed in the representation and should 
be referred to. For example see the last bullet 
point under paragraph 7.3 of the Draft SPD. 
 

The Kensington Society 
(Amanda Frame) 

7. Trees 
 
This section is very clear 
 
Box: Preface the bullets with: "The applicant 
should:" 
Para 7.5: Does replacement really need to be 
qualified by "wherever practicable"? It invites 
people to argue against replacement. The 
presumption should be replacement. Can that be 
made more clearly? 

Noted. 
 
No change. The subsequent sentence explains 
the use of the word ‘practicable’. It refers to the 
fact whether the existing tree was causing 
significant damage to existing (not proposed) 
structures... 

Basement Force (Simon 
Haslam) 

No. Noted. 

Juanita Tennyson-d'Eyncourt The example of the destruction of a large and 
significant tree on New King's Road, opposite 
Cortayne Road to make way for a quite ordinary 
construction, leads one not to hope for any 
serious consideration of trees or other natural 

New King’s Road and Cortayne Road are not in 
the Royal Borough of Kensington and Chelsea 
and the circumstances relating to the tree in 
question are unknown to this Council.  
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habitat. 
ASRD Ltd (Gerald Eve) N/A Noted. 

 


