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22/03923/TREE | x2 Scots Pine at front of property (marked A & B)  -   Remove. | 2 Crab Hill  Beckenham BR3 5HE     We object to this application.     The trees provide a vital contribution to the street scene and the Conservation Area.     We note that    application      16/05602/TPO | T1 Tulip  -   Fell. SUBJECT TO TPO BB 9 1960 (A1) | 66 Madeira Avenue Bromley BR1  4AS       was refused for the following reasons: -         The wall and drive can be repaired and we b elieve the retention of these trees is a greater priority  than the nuisance of damage to the drive and wall.     Further while we recognise that the driveway access does have shortcomings, the owners purchased  the properties knowing this, and as such it doesn ’t provide much reason for the loss of very fine  trees.     We note that no arboricultural expert has provided comment about the long term viability of the  trees, or indeed provided alternative solutions, which seems essential before this application can be  c onsidered.     In this regard we draw your attention to the Planning Officer’s Report for the original  application to build 2 and 2A Crab Hill 05/01762. The following excerpt is relevant.         This extract is from page 40 of the attachment.     As can be seen, the impact on the trees was  considered acceptable when the buildings were first built.     We note that while the applicant’s agent is a planning consultant and architect, it is not clear tha t he  is qualified to make judgements on the wall, drive, or trees in the way that he has.      We are also deeply concerned that felling of all pines at these properties is considered likely in the  longer term.  


