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To: Public Access DC Comments
Subject: Comments for Planning Application 15/00837/OUT

Planning Application comments have been made. A summary of the comments is provided below.
Comments were submitted at 11:50 AM on 25 Apr 2017 from Mr Nick Bowles.
	Application Summary

	Address:
	Part Land On The North East Side Of Gavray Drive Bicester 

	Proposal:
	OUTLINE - Residential development of up to 180 dwellings to include affordable housing, public open space, localised land remodelling, compensatory flood storage and structural planting 

	Case Officer:
	Matthew Parry 

	Click for further information


	Customer Details

	Name:
	Mr Nick Bowles

	
	

	Address:
	94 Miswell lane, Tring HP23 4EX


	Comments Details

	Commenter Type:
	General Public

	Stance:
	Customer objects to the Planning Application

	Reasons for comment:
	

	Comments:
	Planning application 15/00837/OUT 

Butterfly Conservation wish to object to recent changes to the documentation about planning application 15/00837/OUT. 
There are two main reasons for our objection as set out below.
Insufficient account taken of impacts on Species of Principal Importance. We have evidence of all five of the UK species of Hairstreak Butterfly breeding at Gavray Drive. Of these five , two are classified as Endangerd and one as vulnerable (JNCC http://jncc.defra.gov.uk/page-5169 ). We knonw of two other site wiht all five species in the UK (one Buckinghamshire and one Lincolnshire).
The Environmental Statement, Non-technical summary (April 2015) is dismissive of the destruction of breeding habitat for a NERC Act (2006), Section 41 Species of Principal Importance, namely the white-letter hairstreak butterfly.
Section 9.5 states:-
"A single adult white-letter hairstreak sighting has been made and no eggs recorded, within the Site. The hedgerow H2 will be lost, resulting in the loss of habitat confirmed to support white-letter hairstreak. Habitat loss is considered a minor adverse (permanent) effect at the site level, and so not significant for EcIA purposes."
The survey, instigated by the applicant, where no eggs were found on hedgerow H2 involved the taking of a limited number of samples of theull result even when subsequent visits confirm the presence of adults - showing that larvae were present but not present on randomly sampled leaves. This and the fact that the White-letter Hairstreak population is highly significant locally means that we would question the dismissing of the significance of any part of the site for EcIA, and point out that the Authority shouldn't risk failing to abide by their obligations under the CROW Act. 
Thus the destruction of hedgerow H2 requires mitigation. This is easily achieved by the inclusion of Dutch elm disease resistant strains of elm in the hedgerow to be established on the western border of the proposed development and within the green space attached to the development. All plantings in the green space should reflect the quality of habitat to be found to the east of the Langford Brook and the needs of the key species known to exist there. So in addition to elm the larval foodplant, native blackthorn, of the Brown and Black Hairstreak butterflies should be included in the conditions imposed upon the developers.

Lack of contribution towards management of adjoining Local Wildlife Site 
The documentation submitted makes several references to the applicant's firm intention to subsequently submit an application to partially develop the land to the east of the Langford Brook for residential purposes. The application is for 180 houses. Butterfly Conservation's perception is that there is mismatch between the Councils wish to protect wildlife and increased the area of housing. 
The land to the east of the Langford Brook contains a Local Wildlife Site designated in 2002. 
It is BC's understanding that land additional to the Local Wildlife Site has now been identified by the District Council as a Local Green Space, something which is welcomed by BC as it provides a means to protect the Local Wildlife Site from excessive pressure from recreation, and also because it provides a means to protect from development a number of fields and hedges that also have butterfly interest. 
The proposed development to the west of the Langford Brook will immediately bring added pressures to the neighbouring Local Wildlife Site as the new residents will inevitably use it for recreational purposes. Some, such as dog walking, are known to negatively impact on a range of species.. Thus Butterfly Conservation request that Cherwell District Council reconsider their current view that surroundng the site with housing will have no significant impact and come up with a plan to fully protect the wildlife, rather than hope that the damage is minimal.

Nick Bowles - for Butterfly Conservation 


