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UNAUTHORISED HEDGEROW REMOVAL AT GARVESTONE  
 

Summary: This report considers the removal of a hedgerow at Garvestone for which no 
Hedgerow Removal Notice had been submitted. 
 

 
1. INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
 
1.1 On Monday 9th April 2007 it came to the attention of the Council that a length of 

hedgerow immediately north of The Old Rectory, Reymerston had been removed, the 
adjacent ditch filled in and the parallel footpath, ploughed. The area in question is 
visible from Garvestone Public Footpath No12. 

 
2. KEY DECISION 
 
2.1 This is not a key decision.  
 
3. EQUALITIES, HUMAN RIGHTS, CRIME & DISORDER & BIODIVERSITY 
  
3.1 There are no issues raised by this report relating to Equalities, Human Rights or 

Crime and Disorder. However, it does raise issues for the conservation of 
biodiversity.  

 
4. COUNCIL PRIORITIES 
 
4.1 The matters raised in this report fall within the following Council priority: 

• A safe and healthy environment 
 
5. BACKGROUND  
 
5.1 On Monday 9th April 2007, it came to the attention of the Council that a length of 

hedgerow immediately north of The Old Rectory, Reymerston had been removed in 
its entirety between grid references NGR: 602051,306381 & 602028,306337 a 
distance of approximately 44 metres. The adjacent ditch had also been filled in and 
the footpath alongside the ditch ploughed. Garvestone Public Footpath No 12 now 
crosses open arable land. (A plan and an aerial photograph of the former hedgerow is 
attached at Appendix A) 

 
5.2 Since the hedge had been removed in its entirety it was not possible to ascertain the 

true nature of the former hedge. However, aerial photographs indicate that for the 
purposes of the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 the hedge had an effective length 
including any gaps of 44 metres and at each end met another hedgerow. Section 
3.(1) of the Regulations indicates that removal of such a hedge requires a Hedgerow 
Removal Notice to be submitted to the local planning authority. 

 
5.3 Having established that no Hedgerow Removal Notice had been submitted in respect 

of this hedge, a return visit was made on Wednesday 11th April 2007 to assess the 
adjoining hedgerow and landscape characteristics. 

 
5.4 Footpath no.12 runs between The Street and North Green Reymerston and 

previously followed hedgerows throughout its length. The removed hedgerow is 
recorded on the Tithe Map of 1840 and contiguous sections are species rich, which 
would qualify it as “important” under the Hedgerow Regulations. Section 5(5)(b) of the 
Regulations makes it clear that there is a presumption in favour of protecting and 



retaining “important” hedgerows. (Appendix 2 has photographs of contiguous 
sections.) 

 
5.5 A letter of concern has been received from one local member of the public and a 

telephone message from another. 
 
6. INFORMATION SUPPLIED BY THE FARMER 
 
6.1 A letter to P & A Barrell (Farmers) in 2004 (Appendix 3) previously expressed the 

council’s concern at hedgerow loss in this location. In response to a further letter of 
11th April 2007 P & A Barrell confirmed in an answerphone message of 17th April that 
they had removed the hedge but did not believe that a Removal Notice was 
necessary. 

 
7. OPTIONS AVAILABLE 
 
7.1 To accept the situation and take no further action. 
 
7.2 To seek prosecution for removal of a hedgerow without first submitting a Hedgerow 

Removal notice. 
 
7.3 To issue a hedgerow replacement notice. 
 
7.4 To seek prosecution and issue a replacement notice. 
 
8. REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATION 
 
8.1 P & A Barrell make an argument based on agricultural expediency for the removal of 

the hedge. However, there would in all probability have been a presumption against 
the removal of the hedgerow for reasons of landscape history, countryside access 
and the conservation of biodiversity. Furthermore, it is apparent from the plan of the 
adjoining fields that the degree of rationalisation is minimal. 

 
8.2 Every public authority must, in exercising its functions, have regard, so far as is 

consistent with the proper exercise of those functions, to the purpose of conserving 
biodiversity. (NERC Act 2006 Section 40). 

 
8.3 A person is guilty of an offence if he intentionally or recklessly removes or causes or 

permits another person to remove, a hedgerow to which the Hedgerow Regulations 
apply. 

 
8.4 To take no further action would not be consistent with the Council’s responsibilities 

under the NERC 2006.. 
 
8.5 Proceeding to prosecution might be time consuming and costly - it would not in itself 

replace the hedge but would send a strong signal to this and other land managers. 
 
8.6 A hedgerow replacement notice would provide for a new hedge. However it would not 

take account of the history or biodiversity value of the hedge lost and in no way could 
be considered an equivalent exchange. 



 
9. RECOMMENDATION 
 
9.1 Members views are requested. 
 

This report has taken account of the need for compliance with the Council’s Equal 
Opportunities Policy, the requirements of Section 17 of the Crime and Disorder Act 
1998 , the Human Rights Act 1998 and Section 40 of the Natural Environment & 
Rural Communities Act 2006. 
 

 
Appendices: 
 

Appendix 1 - Plan showing location of the hedge. 
Appendix 2 - Photographs of the removed hedge. 
Appendix 3 – Letter to P & A Barrell (Farmers) 
 

 


