
From: Dan Baxter  
Sent: 31 August 2021 13:24 
To: Planning 
Subject: Tree Felling Objection ref: 2020/2301/T and 2020/2307/T 

 

Dear Sir/Madam  

 

We are writing this email to object to the planning application at 4 Cleve Road 2021/3881/T. 
Feelings towards the tree(s) has not changed in a year (please find last years letter 
attached) since the last attempt to fell the trees application ref: 2020/2301/T and 
2020/2307/T. I would just like to add some more points. 
 

The document ‘0002Cleve road.pdf’ provided on the Camden website includes the Building 
Consultant’s Engineering Appraisal Report, a Site Investigation Report’ and an 
Arboricultural Assessment Report. The report regarding the 4 Cleve Road tree only 
highlights the oak (T6) as possible cause, so why on the application is the sycamore (T5), 
Elder and Sycamore (G1), included to be felled and have the stumps poisoned? In the 
document Derek Stern has not highlighted them, why have three other trees been added to 
the intended works? These three trees should be left alone. The G1 trees are not even 
mentioned in the report! There are clear errors in the planning of these intended works, with 
what is planned any action that is carried out cannot be reversed. There is a Tree 
Preservation Order on the Oak tree, How long is the oak tree protected by the Tree 
Preservation Order? Has that even been looked into or taken into account?  
 

Maybe the pruning of the oak is a possibility rather than extreme action of killing it? And 
then be monitored?  
 

With the particularly wet summer we have had this year which has included 3 floods in the 
local area that has caused a lot of damage, the trees can be a useful aid in the soaking up 
of the excess water and helping to control the water table and the structural integrity of the 
soil/clay. With all the extreme weather happening around the globe causing loss of life and 
vast amounts of destruction, I can only see the recent local weather extremes becoming 
more worryingly common. 
 

Camden council is planning to add a possible 2000 flats in the area adding to the carbon 
emissions and population to the area which will increase the CO2 emissions into the 
atmosphere resulting in these trees having even more importance in helping to clean the air 
and to aid the government’s carbon emission targets/promises. 
 

It seems to be common for the felling of trees recently as a quick and easy solution. There 
are other options like Irina Carter stated in her letter objecting the 1st application last year 
2020/2301/T and 2020/2307/T. I have attached the previous objections from residents as a 
reminder, as I doubt their points and feelings have changed on the matter. 
 

King regards 



Daniel & Rachael Baxter 
 

 



Rachael Baxter objection Letter

The tree in our garden is a huge beautiful oak tree.  It would be awful if this were cut down.  I am 
sure you are aware that trees are a big part of our fight against global warming and cutting them 
down releases more CO2 into the atmosphere. Please do not cut down these trees.  We need 
trees in London more than anywhere, for the mental and emotional well being of the community, for 
cleaner air and to help fight climate change."

As well as this there are many animals living in these gardens who need the trees : the squirrels, 
crows, blackbirds, robins, parakeets, wood pigeons and many different varieties of insects.  So why 
is there an application to remove these beautiful and valuable living parts of our environment ?  
There is little evidence that these trees are the cause of subsidence or of creating tiny cracks in the 
internal walls of no.2.  Why should the oak tree be trying to suck up water from underneath the 
brick walls of no.2 which is 15m away when the pond in no.4 's garden is only 6 m. away from the 
oak tree, ? 
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