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COWENTS:
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Submi ssion on behal f of Hart Dyke O ose/ Denby C ose - Advocates of
Countrysi de & Environnent (HDC- ACE) group

Dear Wki ngham Pl anni ng D epartnent,

As a local resident, | amwiting to fornally object to Planning
Application 261695 for the proposed sports pitches on | and adjacent
to Luckl ey school and Hart Dyke C ose. While |I understand the
school's desire for new facilities, | amvery concerned that the
Prelimnary Ecological Appraisal (PEA) subnmitted with this
application does not give a fair or accurate picture of the wildlife
on this site.

| have | ooked back at the 2017 FPCR Ecol ogi cal Appraisal, which was
carried out for a previous application on this exact sane piece of

| and. There are mmjor differences between what was found then and
what is being clained now | believe these are "nateri al

consi derations" that the Council nust |ook at before naking a
deci si on.

1. Inportant M ssing Records

The 261695 report explicitly states that "no records were found for
the application site" during its desk study. This is a significant
oversi ght. The 2017 FPCR Ecol ogi cal Appraisal is a fornmal planning
record for this land and contains years of detailed survey data. By
ignoring this baseline, the new application fails to acknow edge the
protected species that have already been proven to live there.

2. I naccurate Description of the Habitat

The 261695 report describes the fields as "species poor" and of only
"site level" value, largely because the grass had been "cut
recently" at the tine of their visit. However, the 2017 FPCR

Ecol ogi ca

Apprai sal explains that when | eft unnmanaged, as it has been for (at
| east) the 30 years | have lived here, this | and becones "unmanaged
tussock grassland" a specific type of habitat that is vital for
several protected species. Sinply looking at the site when it has
just been nown is a "snapshot" that nisses the true ecol ogica
function of the |and.

3. The "lnevitable Loss" of Red-List Birds (Skylark)

The 261695 report clains the site is "unlikely to support a bird
assenbl age of conservation inportance". This conpletely contradicts
the 2017 FPCR Ecol ogi cal Appraisal, which established confirned
breeding territories for Skylark in these specific fields. The 2017
report was very clear: it stated that because Skyl arks need open
unnmanaged grassland for nesting, they "will inevitably be lost as a



breedi ng species” if this land is devel oped. The Skylark is a Red
Li st species of high conservation concern, and its total |oss from
this site should be grounds for refusal

4. Inpact on Reptiles and Rare Bats

The current application downpl ays the presence of other aninals, but
the 2017 FPCR Ecol ogi cal Appraisal found:

Reptiles: A "good popul ation" of Sl ow Wrm and a popul ati on of G ass
Snake.

Bats: Seven different species using the site, including the rare
Barbastell e bat (a European Protected Species).

Barn OMs: Confirned records of a Schedule 1 Barn OM foraging
directl y over these fields.

The intensive nowi ng and hi gh hunan activity required for sports
pitches are conpletely inconpatible with the needs of these species.

Because the 261695 appraisal fails to nention these confirned

popul ations or the site's previous ecol ogical history, | do not
believe the Council has the full information needed to approve this.
| urge you to reject this application to protect the proven

bi odi versity of our |ocal area.



