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1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1 To seek a decision from the Cabinet Member on the works to be undertaken
to 5 mature Lime trees within the grounds of Knaresborough Castle.

2.0 RECOMMENDATION

2.1 To canopy thin by a maximum of 30% four of the five trees, which are
numbered 2, 3, 4 & 5 on the site plan (Appendix 3).

3.0 RECOMMENDED REASONS FOR DECISIONS

3.1

3.2

3.3

The majority of the consultees who responded were opposed to the
proposals to carry out any works to the trees, aside from tree number 2
which received the same number of responses in support of canopy
reduction as those opposing any tree works.

Tree number 1 identified on the site plan would offer no additional benefit to
views of the Castle Keep if it were to undergo canopy thinning works.

The proposed canopy reduction work is identified by the council’s Planning
(Conservation) Section as being incongruous in relation to the remaining
trees in the vicinity, and would be detrimental to the characterful and
otherwise mature and leafy site.  However, some minor canopy thinning work
would be viewed as being acceptable as this would open up filtered views
through the canopies to the Castle Keep.



2

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

The mature trees within the Castle Precinct contribute to the character and
appearance of the conservation area and the aesthetic significance of the
designated asset.  The trees in question are within the Knaresborough
Conservation Area (as set out within the Knaresborough Conservation Area
Character Appraisal (CAA) p.27 (approved December 2008).  Canopy
reduction works would be viewed as being detrimental to the Conservation
Area.

Trees within the Castle grounds are identified as ‘landmark trees’
(Knaresborough CAA, paragraph 10.17, Character Area D: The Castle
Precinct- Landscape, p.51).  Canopy reduction works would be viewed as
being detrimental to these ‘landmark trees’.

In reaching the recommendation, the council’s Arboricultural Manager has
considered the results of the survey, the comments from the Planning
(Conservation) Section, discussions and points raised during the site
meeting between Harrogate Borough Council and Knaresborough Town
Council representatives, any other submitted comments, and consideration
of the impacts of the works on the trees themselves.

The proposal is not supported by the council’s Planning (Conservation)
Section and the comments from Planning are set out within the main body of
the report.

4.0 ALTERNATIVE OPTION CONSIDERED AND RECOMMENDED FOR
REJECTION

4.1 Canopy reduction of the 5 trees.
Recommended for rejection as the majority of the consultees who
responded, aside from those who responded on tree number 2, were
opposed to any tree works.

5.0 BACKGROUND

5.1

5.2

5.3

Knaresborough Castle is owned by the Duchy of Lancaster.  Harrogate
Borough Council manages the site, including the trees, under a lease
agreement.

A public consultation on the Knaresborough Castle Conservation
Management Plan was completed in April 2007 by an external organisation.
Some respondents to that consultation believed that certain trees within the
grounds needed to be ‘managed’ as they obstructed views of the castle.  The
numbers of respondents who submitted those comments was not specified in
the report and neither was the term ‘managed’ defined in the context of
pruning or felling.

Knaresborough Town Council (KTC) approached Harrogate Borough Council
(HBC) in 2013 and requested that the ‘tree management’ aspect of the plan
should be progressed further.  A site meeting was undertaken on the 26
November 2013, attended by Mr Patrick Kilburn, Head of Parks and
Environmental Services, Paul Casey, Arboricultural Manager, and Mr
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5.4

5.5

5.6

Andrew Willoughby, Knaresborough Town Council.  Following that meeting
some trees were identified for potential removal to help improve views of the
Castle Keep from within the grounds.

HBC subsequently ran a public consultation exercise between the 31
January and the 28 February 2014.  The consultation received 60 responses
in total.  25 respondents supported some form of tree felling (41.7%) and 35
respondents objected to any form of tree removal (58.3%).  In parallel with
the public consultation exercise, HBC also liaised with its Planning
(Conservation) Section and English Heritage.

A report was considered by the Cabinet Member for Cultural Services in
March 2014 and the felling work was rejected in favour of undertaking a
further public consultation to gauge public support of either canopy reduction
or canopy thinning works.

A second public consultation exercise was carried out between mid-June to
the 8 August 2014.  The consultation received 36 responses in total.  The
consultation questionnaire asked 3 questions for each of the 5 trees; support
for canopy thinning, support for canopy reduction, support for no tree works.
The results are as follows:

Tree 1:   Thinning (14%)     Reduction (39%)       No Work (47%)
Tree 2:   Thinning (6%)       Reduction (48%)       No Work (48%)
Tree 3:   Thinning (6%)       Reduction (44%)       No Work (50%)
Tree 4:   Thinning (8%)       Reduction (42%)       No Work (50%)
Tree 5:   Thinning (8%)       Reduction (42%)       No Work (50%)

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

A breakdown of consultation survey results is set out at appendix 1.

In parallel with the public consultation exercise, HBC also liaised with its
Planning (Conservation) Section and English Heritage.  English Heritage has
not responded to date on the proposed works.

It is unknown at this time as to whether English Heritage would support or
object to the proposal to remove trees from this site.  Further consultation will
be undertaken with English Heritage and, dependent upon what tree works
are agreed, there is a possibility that as a result of those discussions
Scheduled Monument consent may be required from the Department for
Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) via English Heritage, which may take up to
6-weeks to obtain.

COMMENTS FROM PLANNING (CONSERVATION)

The council’s Planning (Conservation) Section has registered a support in
principle to the thinning of mature trees at this site.  The full response from
the Planning (Conservation) Section is set out at appendix 2.

The main points raised by the Planning (Conservation) Section are;

The trees in question add character to the site, in particular they
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provide enclosure and help to define the key spaces.
 Some minor crown thinning would, in my view, be acceptable as this

would open up filtered views through the canopies to the Castle Keep,
which is a designated heritage asset.

 Crown reduction, however is considered to constitute a severe
approach to management of these trees.  If this approach is taken, it
is considered that these trees will appear incongruous in relation to
the remaining trees in the vicinity, to the detriment of this characterful
and otherwise mature and leafy site.

6.0 REQUIRED ASSESSMENTS AND IMPLICATIONS

6.1

6.2

6.3

6.4

6.5

The following were considered:  Financial Implications;  Human Resources
Implications;  Legal Implications;  ICT Implications;  Strategic Property/Asset
Management Considerations;  Risk Assessment;  Equality and Diversity (the
Public Sector Equality Duty and impact upon people with protected
characteristics).  If applicable, the outcomes of any consultations,
assessments, considerations and implications considered necessary during
preparation of this report are detailed below.

Potential Risks - Public Response:  If the proposal were progressed on the
basis that trees would be canopy reduced then there may be a risk of
negative public response or complaint based upon the fact that the majority
of respondents opposed the proposal for these works.  However it is felt that
there is less of a risk of negative public response or complaint for canopy
thinning works, as those works would have less of an impact on the trees
and the wider landscape.

Safer Communities Comments: This area has over the years been a site
where antisocial behaviour has been a problem. With the nature of the trees
and shrubs it is difficult to install additional lighting and CCTV has been ruled
as an appropriate tool.  Section 17 Crime & Disorder Act specifically states
that crime and disorder should be considered in all decision making.  By
allowing trees to grow substantially this reduces the ability for natural
surveillance.  From a community safety perspective we would support
effective pruning of trees to assist with natural surveillance.

Response: There are no specific reports to the author’s knowledge of any
anti-social behaviour problems within the immediate area of the Castle Keep,
and in particular that may have been un-pursuable due to the current form of
the trees which are the subject of this report.  However, the proposed canopy
thinning works of 4 of the 30 trees on site may go some way in addressing
any pursuit of evidence of anti-social behaviour.

Financial Implications Comments:  I assume the works, if agreed, will be
funded from within existing budgets?

Response: The works would be carried out by the council’s tree team as
part of its normal tree work schedule.

Strategic Property / Asset Management Comments:  There are no
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specific requirements to consult the Duchy in the Lease.  If you have not
already done so I think it would be prudent for you to make the Duchy aware
of your proposals for thinning the trees.

Response:  The Duchy of Lancaster would be made aware of the proposals
if it were deemed necessary subject to the outcome of agreement of the
works.

7.0 CONCLUSIONS

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

There are a greater number of respondents objecting to the tree works than
there are supporting tree works (aside from tree number 2, which has an
equal number of responses for canopy reduction works and no tree works).

Canopy reduction works would be viewed as being detrimental to the
Knaresborough Conservation Area and incongruous in relation to the
remaining trees in the vicinity, and would be detrimental to the characterful
and otherwise mature and leafy site.

Canopy reduction works would result in a detrimental impact to designated
‘landmark trees’.

The council’s Planning (Conservation) Section has registered a support in
principle to the canopy thinning of the trees.

Canopy thinning works of 4 of the 5 trees would have a negligible impact
upon tree health and the Conservation Area, and may help to open up
filtered views through the tree canopies to the Castle Keep itself.

There is a possibility that Scheduled Monument consent may be required
from the Department for Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS) via English
Heritage, which may take up to 6-weeks to obtain.

Background Papers -

Appendix 1 – Survey Results
Appendix 2 – Planning (Conservation) Section Response (email)
Appendix 3 – Site Plan Showing Trees Proposed for Thinning (T2, T3, T4 & T5)

OFFICER CONTACT: Please contact Paul Casey if you require any further information
on the contents of this report.  The Officer can be contacted at Community, 2nd Floor,
Springfield House, Kings Road, Harrogate HG1 5NX, by telephone on 841012 or by e-mail
at paul.casey@harrogate.gov.uk
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