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2 0 1 3 / 8 0 8 6 1 1 , , h u  m t did speak to embers at Mei 
family. I c o n °  Lkt C a t h l  tri e t r ee s  were not or insert amenity va ue as were behind a high garden watt and 
not very visible Rom the street. I presumed the application was requested due  to light reduction. 

2013/8295C1 
I do object to the removal o f  2.5m from the crown o f  this very old Yew tree. The removal o f  this amount of 
foliage could damage the tree i revocably.  Previous work was less damaging (20071224111) when the 

crown was lifted to 6m and only thinned by 10%. The tree does need some pruning. hut much lighter than 
applied fon In addition the neighbours at No 26 have no °Nigerian to the overhang in their garden. 

I conclude that a T P O  ShOUld he placed upon this ttbe to retain its shape and also prevent over  zealous 
pruning in the future. Lower branches, any epicormic growth and dead wood could he removed, enabling 
the tree to retain its shape. 

Also the removal o f  2.5m in height would mean that it no longer was in balance with the Yew at N o  24 
Grove Terrace. 



Thank yogi and a Ilapp) 4o. Yea. 10 you all. 

Filcol %Alma. 


