Dear Mr Tilley

I write to correct the impression created by Mr Clark's letter of last week
that only a quarter, or 35, of 147 trees will be lost on the Atkinson Morley
site.  Although the loss of 35 protected trees should in itself have been
reason for refusal of this application it is important that people
understand the true extent of what is proposed. There are indeed 147
individually listed trees on the site.  Of these:
35 trees with preservation orders are to be removed
17 trees without preservation orders are to be removed
61 trees (60 of which are subject to a preservation order) are in some way
threatened by the development, for example because of the proximity of
buildings or other construction work.
In addition to the individually listed trees there are 7 protected groups of
trees within the development site.  2 of these are to be removed and the
other 5 are in some way threatened, for example the crown spreads would have to be reduced to allow the development.

Whereas it is true to say that the applicant claims he can take steps to
retain the 61 trees there is no guarantee that this will work.  The
council's own tree officer was so concerned about the threat to a large
copper beech tree posed by a building up against its dense canopy that she
recommended that one of these houses be removed from the development.  It
was not removed in the revised application and the tree remains under
threat. This copper beech is the most highly graded tree on the site and
described as 'spectacular' by the Council's own tree officer.
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