PLANNI NG REF . 242242
PROPERTY ADDRESS : 21 Fl amingo d ose

Woki ngham
. R&x133J
SUBM TTED BY : The Chair Friends of Fox Hill
DATE SUBM TTED : 16/09/ 2024

COWENTS:

Application 242242 is intended to neet condition 6 of the approved
appl i cation202539 but includes the unwarranted changes outlined
bel ow. Friends of Fox Hill therefore object to this application on
the foll ow ng grounds:

1) | NCORRECT FOOTPATH ROUTI NG

This application is intended to conply with conditions inposed on
application 203539 and refers to the approved plan 6768. PS. 02 Rev F.
However, the plan encl osed as Appendi x A 12233 TPP 01 differs
substantially fromthe approved plan. In fact, it is a duplicate of
pl an 6768/ ASP 1.0 Rev D August 2019 by Aspect Landscape Pl anni ng,
submitted as part of application 192419 that was refused i n August
2020.

This earlier plan was | abelled "Indicative 2.5kmcircular wal k" and
does not follow the detailed routing incorporated in the approved
pl an. Neither does it provide for wal ks of different |engths which
woul d be required if the site was ever subnitted for approval as a
SANG. It does not show the 10m vari ance zone despite this being
referred to in the text.

Application 203539 Condition 2 states "not excluding the exact

| ocation of the proposed footpath and kissing gates, which are not
approved." The current application is |ess precise than before and
does not appear to have been surveyed.

This application does not note the new PROVor Bridl eway.

2) | NCORRECT FOOTPATH CONSTRUCTI ON

This current application describes the construction of a woodchip
footpath with edging fromcut branches. This is referred to

t hr oughout and shown on the | egend of the plan.

The approved plan 6768.PS. 02 Rev F refers to a "Proposed 2m wi de,

m ni num 2. 3km | engt h Hoggi n Foot path". This is supported by draw ng
6768/ ASP. HAD Hard Works Details that describes the detailed
construction of a hoggin surface laid at a 1:50 canber - not

possi ble with woodchips. It also states softwood edgi ng pegs to a
dept h of 450mm not branches.

Acconpanyi ng application 242107 - condition 4: construction details.
This includes unchanged drawi ngs 6768. PSCP. 04 & 6768/ ASP. HAD f r om
203539. Both show the footpat h as nade from Hoggin nateri al

On detail ed exam nation of all docunents fromthe approved
application, we see that while Aspect Landscape Pl anni ng have
designed a detail ed hoggin path, their sister conpany Aspect
Arboriculture have been tal ki ng about woodchi p construction fromthe
begi nni ng.

While this may be a sinple communication error, we nust insist that



t he approved construction i s naintained.

A woodchip surface nay be initially attractive but has a nunber of

i mportant drawbacks:

-1t is not all weather suitable and woul d be prone to waterl oggi ng
in wet weather

-1t would be prone to excessive wear by bicycles and horses

-1t is not DDA conpliant and woul d not be suitable for wheelchairs
or buggies, especially on gradients and in wet weather. Condition 17
of 202539 states "The plan shall include neasures to ensure that

t he

footpaths are kept in good working order and remain safe for use by
menbers of the public, including disabled users. The plan should be
adhered to throughout the lifetine of the devel opnent”.

-1t degrades rapidly and woul d need constant nmi ntenance to

repl enish. This is not addressed.

- There woul d be no I ocal supply of woodchi ps once the renoval of
rhododendron i s conpl et ed.

COWENTS:
1) Comment s/ questions on Aboricul tural nethod:

- Conditions 5,7 and 8 state Rhododendron should be renoved prior to
i npl enentation of the proposed footpath i.e. the whole route has to
be renoved first?

- Condition 8 requires "updated surveys for protected species shal
be carried out and the results used to provi de recomendations, as
per the mitigation hierarchy, to the location of the route of the
path ". This has not been provided nor nentioned.

- There is no mention of how the Rhododendron roots will be killed
of f or what with.

- States sapling renpval, are these not protected?

-Adamis to be built using fallen branches but where?

2) Ceneral comment

Al t hough the approved application is for "Full planning application
for the change of use of 14.77ha fromexisting private woodl and to
informal recreational |and and associated infrastructure including
pedestrian and vehicl e access, car parking and footpath network and
| andscapi ng" the owners have namde it clear that they intend to apply
for SANG status at a later date. In fact, the docunentation refers
to a "SANG' throughout. It is therefore essential that all works
are approved to the required standard for a SANG ot herwi se a | ot of
effort and expense will have been wasted.



