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Dear Rose,

Application for removal of 12 Sweet Chestnut trees on Copse Hill.  Ref: 03/T1865 
I am writing on behalf LUNG to object to the application to remove these 12 trees.  LUNG objects to their removal because:

· They make a very important contribution to the Copse Hill street scene

· They are in a conservation area and contribute to its character

· They form part of the setting of the hospital building which is locally listed

Although we accept that the trees are mature and need careful management we cannot accept the Trust’s claim that the trees are dangerous and need to be removed because:

· It is a coincidence beyond belief that 12 trees all suddenly become so dangerous that they need to be immediately removed just as a planning application goes in for the redevelopment of the site

· The Trust’s advisers, following the tree surveys conducted by CBA last October and November,  produced a document categorising all the sweet chestnuts on the Atkinson Morley site as ‘higher grade trees for retention’. The document’s title is 'COPSE HILL  The redevelopment of the Atkinson Morley Hospital and the Firs, Wimbledon for St Georges NHS Trust'.  The site plan showing this is 'Topographical and Arboricultural Constraints'.  This plan can be seen at www.amhlung.org.uk
· The documentation regarding the trees that accompanies the planning application contains a number of discrepancies with regard to the sweet chestnuts.  I would in particular daw your attention to Appendix 1 of Chapter 11 of ‘Environmental Statement July 2003’ which includes copies of the 2 CBA tree surveys.  The surveys are not simply not consistent with the Trusts claim that the 12 trees are all dangerous.

· The sweet chestnuts on the hospital site could only be accommodated in the new development by moving the position of driveways.  Even so the canopy of the trees would extend to, and in some cases over the houses.  The front gardens of 4 houses would be almost completely covered by the canopies of the trees.  The position and size of the sweet chestnuts is not convenient for the proposed development.

· The planning application for the site shows all but 2 of the many trees between the front of the hospital and Copse Hill as being removed to make way for the development.  Even these are only retained ‘subject to design/construction specification’.  (See Appendix 4 of Chapter 11, comments on tree 1 and tree 92.) This includes trees with tree preservation orders.  This application for the removal of the sweet chestnuts would seem to be a first step in the plan to prepare the site for development.  The devastating impact of this proposed development on the trees can be seen very clearly on drawing L5 ‘Landscape Strategy Plan’ that accompanies the planning application. 

We look forward to hearing that the application for the removal of these trees has been rejected.

Yours sincerely,

Jane Barnes

LUNG

cc
Richard Plume

Richard Rawes

Councillor Andrew Judge

Roger Casale MP


Catherine McCloughlin, Chairman St Georges NHS TRust


Councillor Margaret Brierley


Councillor Horst Bullinger


Councillor Stephen Hammond

Councillor John Bowcott
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