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COMMENTS:                                                                       
I object to this application to effectively further the destruction             
of protected trees on land now known as Bigshotte Court. The clue to            
the reason for this objection is found in the words "PROTECTED                  
TREES". By stating that "PROTECTED" means "PROTECTED" until the                 
council says it  is "NOT PROTECTED", is as absurd, and open to                  
abuse, as it gets. As absurd as stating that you cannot break the               
law of the land unless you get written permission from the Crown                
Prosecution Service; which is something that "appears" to be                    
happening more and more as we "move  forward".
                                 
I concur with all the reasons given in the other submissions to                 
strongly object to this application.
                                           

                                                                               
"The "nature market", called "biodiversity net gain" , means all new            
building projects must achieve a 10% net gain in biodiversity or                
habitat. If a woodland is destroyed by a road, for example, another             
needs to be recreated. This can happen either on site or elsewhere."
           

                                                                               
Where has the biodiversity destroyed by the developer of this site              
been "recreated"? And at what cost to the taxpayer?
                            

                                                                               
Where will the biodiversity that this application further proposes              
to destroy be "recreated"? And at what cost, as above?
                         
Or does "biodiversity net gain" mean absolutely nothing at all? Mere            
indigestible word salad.
                                                       
No doubt the hedgehogs are laughing all the way to ... the hed                  
ge?                                                                             


