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COWENTS:
bj ection - Ecological Buffer and Landscape Screening

I wish to object to the current proposal on the grounds that the
proposed ecol ogical buffer is inadequate in both wi dth and
speci fication.

The revised plans do not appear to provide any neani ngful increase
in the width of the buffer. Consequently, the proposal does little
to address the existing concerns regardi ng ecol ogi cal biodiversity
or habitat creation. Gven the scale of the devel opnent, the buffer
shoul d be substantially increased to provide genui ne ecol ogi ca
enhancenent rather than sinply neeting a m ni numrequirenent.

The buffer along the CLWboundary is particularly inadequate. Its
limted width represents an unnecessary encroachment of the proposed
housi ng estate towards this inportant boundary and fails to provide
an effective transition between the devel opnment and the adjoi ning
land. A significantly wider buffer is required to protect the
character of the area and reduce the visual inpact of the

devel opnent.

The application also |acks sufficient detail regarding the proposed
planting. It should clearly specify:

* the species to be planted, with an enphasis on native trees,
shrubs and wi | dfl ower habitats;

* the density of planting;

* how the planting will be designed to maxi m se biodiversity; and

* howit will provide effective year-round screening of the
devel opnent.

Wthout this information, it is inpossible to assess whether the
proposed buffer will achieve its stated ecol ogi cal and | andscape
obj ecti ves.

Finally, the application should include a clear |ong-term nanagenent
and nmai ntenance plan. It should identify who will be responsible for
managi ng the buffer, howit will be naintained, how repl acenent
planting will be secured if specinens fail, and how its ecol ogica
value will be nonitored and enhanced over tine.

Inits current form the proposal fails to denonstrate that the
ecol ogical buffer is of sufficient size, quality or pernmanence to
mtigate the inpact of the devel opnent or deliver a neani ngful

bi odi versity gain.

In summary:
| nadequat e buffer fails to provide sufficient separation between

t he devel opnent and adj oi ni ng | and.
- Biodiversity does not denonstrate a neani ngful biodiversity gain



or habitat enhancenent.

- Planting details insufficient infornmation to assess whether the
| andscaping will achieve its ecol ogical and visual objectives.

- Long-term nanagenent wi t hout a secured nanagenent plan, there is
no assurance the buffer will be maintained or remain effective

| respectfully request that the Council requires the applicant to
provide a substantially w der ecol ogical buffer, together with a
detail ed planting schene and a legally secured | ong-term nanagenent
pl an, before planning perm ssion is considered.



