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COWENTS:

| object strongly to this application, on the foll ow ng grounds:
Loss of nmature and protected trees

The site contains nunerous Tree Preservation Order (TPO trees and
veteran trees dividing the site's eastern and western extents, along
wi th buffer hedgerows and trees along the southern and western
boundaries. Veteran trees are irreplaceable habitats that take
centuries to mature, and their loss (or root/canopy danage during
construction of 53 dwellings, access roads and services) would
cause permanent, irreversible harmto |ocal biodiversity and

| andscape character that no ampbunt of replacenent planting can
mtigate. Single point of access with no credible alternative

The proposed access for all vehicles, cyclists and pedestrians
relies solely on an existing narrow track linking a field gate to
A d Forest Road, a track that already serves two nei ghbouring
properties (Qaklea Cottage and The Stables). No credible
alternative access or secondary route has been denonstrated, raising
serious concerns about capacity, energency vehicle access, and
safety once this track nust

additionally serve a 53-dwel ling estate.

Cl L avoi dance di sgui sed as housi ng choice

The proposed "Option B" reclassifies all 53 dwellings as "Affordabl e
Housing" to qualify for Social Housing Relief fromthe Community
Infrastructure Levy, even though 32 of those units remain

ef fectively open-nmarket dwellings, nerely brought within a

Regi stered Provider's rules on paper. This risks depriving the
Council of significant CIL income that woul d ot herw se fund
essential infrastructure, w thout any genuine increase in

af f ordabl e housi ng deli vered.

Weakeni ng of safeguards for genuinely affordabl e housing

The variation renpves the existing "Noninations Agreenent" and
replaces it with a diluted version that strips out all |oca
connection criteria for shared ownershi p housing, underm ning | oca
residents' ability to access these hones. New cl auses al so exenpt
nort gagees and receivers from affordabl e housi ng obligations,
allowing units to be disposed of free of these restrictions in the
event of default, with no requirenent to re-provide affordable
housi ng

el sewhere

Lack of transparency and public benefit

No credi bl e planning or ecol ogical justification has been presented
for conbining tree | oss, an inadequate single access point, and a
financially notivated restructuring of the housing mx; the primary
beneficiaries appear to be the developer's tax and finance position
rather than the local community or environnent.

For these reasons, | ask the Council to refuse the underlying

pl anni ng permni ssion and the associ ated Deed of Variation, or at

m ni num

require an i ndependent arboricultural inpact assessnent, a ful
options appraisal of alternative access routes, and i ndependent
scrutiny of the CIL and affordable housing inplications before any
further approval is granted.



