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Jenny
With reference to the above application:  In general this application does not appear to have made the most of opportunities to enhance and conserve biodiversity within the development as might be expected in an Ecotown exemplar.  

The amount of space given to the more natural areas is disappointing when taking into account the pressures these areas are likely to experience in terms of disturbance. There also remain a number of issues which risk devaluing the enhancements for biodiversity which have been proposed on site.  Taken together with the instances where incorporating designs to benefit wildlife have not been maximised it is by no means clear whether the ‘net biodiversity gain’ required by the Ecotown PPS is  and PPS9 within this layout.  It is the determination of whether the site can achieve net gain which I feel is the main issue to be addressed.

Hedgerows are one of the principal ecological features on site and although the majority are to be retained or translocated once removed from the agricultural context their value is likely to be much reduced. This could to some extent be mitigated for with large buffers adjacent to the hedgerows limiting disturbance. The Environmental Strategy outlines that the ‘majority’ of hedgerows will have a buffer of 3m.  However for those hedgerows which may have less of a buffer than this (I have not been able to determine how much of the hedges fall into this category) their value to wildlife will probably be less than current, despite the intended sympathetic management. I note the hedgerow survey undertaken by Arups recommends buffers of at least 10m either side of the hedgerows managed for biodiversity not amenity in order to retain value which does not appear to have been taken into account.

If the habitat creation and retention proposed along the riparian corridors are achieved in their entirety these are likely to be beneficial in terms of biodiversity.  However there seems insufficient proof and inadequate detail and clarity which make its achievability uncertain. There is little information on how the hydrology may be manipulated to achieve the wetter areas along the Bure corridor for the proposed wet grassland and the inclusion of orchard planting within these areas seems inconsistent.  Even if it is achieved there is potential that the value of these habitats will be reduced by other impacts. These include the lighting strategy on road, footpaths and play areas within and adjacent to the river corridors which is not fully detailed, and the design of the bridges which currently do not appear sympathetic to wildlife movement and are likely to fragment the corridor. There should be some strategies in place to discourage high intensity usage of these areas for recreation and dog-walking etc... in order to provide some level of refuge and space for wildlife. 

There is little mitigation for the loss of habitat for farmland birds.  I understand the wintering bird survey is still ongoing, the results of which should determine the value of the site in this respect. As it is not possible to mitigate for the loss of open space and foraging ground for birds on site compensation for this aspect off-site should be sought. 

The proposals for biodiversity enhancements within the built areas of the development should deliver some benefits for wildlife if carried out  – green walls, green roofs on garages, higher levels of planting, suds features (although I could not find much detail on these). I am disappointed however that within the ‘classic homezones’ there appears to be comparatively little of benefit to biodiversity or green connections. Could the enhancement proposals not be carried through these as well? It is stated in the Environmental Statement that allotment areas can achieve some of the biodiversity aims on site forming quite an extensive area of transitional habitat in parts. It is unclear whether this is achievable when such areas are to be managed by residents and therefore cannot be guaranteed to be managed in a wildlife friendly way.

Importantly, the mechanism for management of the created and retained habitats is not yet agreed nor have the viability of the various options in terms of acheiving the funding and management required been outlined. The long-term management and monitoring of the green spaces on site is critical for the successful delivery of the biodiversity enhancement objectives and to prevent deterioration of the retained habitats. This needs to be fully outlined before it can be assessed whether there will be clear gain in biodiversity on site.
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