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Linda

With reference to Bovis Homes' drawings KM4 Landscape Proposals drawing no KM4 - 100 and LAP and KM - 4 LAP Design drawing n. KM4 - 102

· It is regretful that there is is little or no space for street trees in the adoptable highway, and a limited amount of POS thoughout the scheme. 

· All street trees, especially Carpinus betulus 'Frans Fonteine' are to be supplied as 14 -16 cm trees for the benefit of enhanced visual amenty. The 8 -10 cm trees are just too small for this purpose.

· Trees are sited too close to garden walls which will result in structural failure of these walls. Delete trees from gardens because of limited space, light restriction to buildings and potential structural problems to buildings. 

· The details of 6 engineered tree pits in hard surface areas are to be submitted to us for consideration. Structural soil systems are appropriate in root constraining hard surface areas, the details of which must be incorporated into the  engineer’s drawings to ensure that services avoid these areas to allow the tree root systems to development and the trees to flourish. These trees are adjajcent to plots 7, 8, 62, 65, 110, 113. Note the the tree near parking bay 53 is to be deleted

· The trees to the parking areas northwest of the plots 62 to 65 are not identified on the drawing. There is an opportunity to enhance the street scene and soften the car parking with two prominent trees. Amend the current tree positions: they are to positioned 1 m northwest from their current positions to provide additional distance from plot frontages. An engineers structural survey of soil, tree species and planting location to be carried out to ensure that 2  Liquidambar styraciflua are appropriate.

· Replace the Prunus subhirtella ‘Autumnalis’ with more appropriate street tree of a defined form such as Carpinus betulus ‘Frans Fonteine’ opposite plot 110.

· I question the ownership and maintenance responsibility of trees and landscaping of the following areas:
	
	Front of plot 20, land adjacent to parking bay 19, land adjacent to parking bay 109, land adjoining parking bays 102 - 105, Tree on frontage of plots 89 and 90, land west of plot 31, and two tree in hard surfaces south of plots 7 and 8.

· From the cycleway the rather hard elevations of plots 70 -75 there is minimal space for medium sized trees in the front gardens to provide visual amenity, however the inclusion of the small (3/5 m tall) Magnolia x loebneri ‘Leonard Messel’ in each garden will contribute the appropriate visual amenity. This small tree will suite soils conditions because it is lime tolerant.

· Narrow 1 m wide border do not provide enough space for the larger shrubs such as those in the mix J, with the Photinia and Pittisporum being too larger with overhanging branches that restrict access to paths/front doors and also restricting views and blocking light to windows. Similar problems with the proposed Eleganus ebbingei, Aucuba japonica and Fatsia japonica which is far too large for the space allocated. More compact plant species and cultivars are required. If plant s become a nuisance because the are too large the occupiers will just remove them. The landscape designer must take account of the ultimate height and ultimate spread of shrubs. I recommend that the RHS website is consulted.

· Ascot rail is required along the length of the north eastern kerb of the cycleway to prevent inappropriate vehicle access onto the cycleway from private drives. A pedestrian/cycle link to be created at the end to the side street. This will enable access to the LAP on the Greenway for parents and children. The access to be 3 metre wide with two demountable bollards installed.

LAP Proposals

· Play value is rather limited. Replace the 'one dimensional' Ladybird For 2 Carousel with a multi-use play structure for climbing and sliding.

· The Bastad Park Bench seats are not appropriate because they are generally difficult to secure to the and liable to be stolen. A robust, galvanised steel frame with hardwood timber backrests and armrests is more appropriate - details are required.

· Wetpour safer surfacing is required as this the best surface for safety. It does not compact like the anti-erosion grass matting around play equipment and less maintenance issues and associated cost implications that are not covered by the cummuted sum.

· A galvanised steel bowtop fence is required in this child/traffic 'exposed' location – details of this fence along with the self-closing gates are required. 

· The litter bin to have a lockable lid to prevent spillage of litter. the bin is to be firmly secured into a paved surface because the grass will have to be cut with a strimmer which will damage the base of he bin.

· The fruit Viburnum 'Eve Price' hedge does produce low toxicity fruit that can cause stomach upsets - according to the RHS website. It will grow to a height of 1 5 to 2.5 m if not maintained as a low hedge. I recommend its removal from the scheme, especially as it is crucial to maintain surveillance of the vehicles on the street. I recommend a low-growing Lonicera pileata hedge.

· The perceptual qualities of plants are important. Include grasses, compact Rosemary and Buddleja. 

· The landscape designer to Consult Poisonous Plants A guide for parents and childcare providers by Elizabeth A. Dauncey, published by Kew, in order to ensure the risk to children is reduced. 

· Rosa ‘Max Graff’, ‘Pheasant’ and ‘Grouse’ have thorns and therefore are not appropriate for a children’s play area. The must be substituted for more child-friendly plants. Thornless ground cover roses are to be considered.  

· The Crataegus tree proposed must be deleted because a seat located beneath it. The berries and bird droppings will cover the seat and the adjacent path. H & S and maintenance issues will result.

· The tree Robinia pseudo acacia ‘Bessonianna’ suffers from brittle branches which will break in the wind and fall onto the play area beneath. Also the tree will damage and lift the adjacent paving is very close to the macadam path and will. This tree is the be deleted from the location 

· The Tilia cordata tree proposed is too large for the space allocated: wedged between two paved areas in the north corner. This tree to be deleted with no replacement tree species because roots will lift the paving, a potential H&S issue.

· Unfortunately the red fruits of the Malus 'Red Sentinel' will carpet the paving and cause people to slip. Otherwise a good tree, but must be deleted because of this problem. Also the Prunus autumnalis may have some fruit with this problem. I recommend replacing the two trees with one Amelanchier 'Robin Hill'. Plant away from paved areas and ensure that the canopy does not grow over play equipment or seats

· The two Prunus amanogawa are so close to the edge of the path which they will damage and may also restrict surveillance of the play areas and so must be deleted.

Please let me know if you have any questions on the above matters.

Regards.

Tim
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