From: 
Judith Ward  

Sent:
14 February 2013 15:50

To:
Caroline Roche

Subject:
Land S of Blackwood Place and Molyneux Drive and NW of Cotefield Farm 12/01802/REM

Hi Caroline

BOUNDARIES

Boundary hedge on SE 

I would not want to see a close boarded fence along this boundary. There isn't any indication of boundary fences.

Not enough space is allowed for this native hedge. A minimum of 2m should be shown not 0.8m

I would prefer to see Corylus not Ligustrum in the hedge mix and Carpinus instead of Rosa canina

There are too many small ornamental species on this rural edge. More Quercus along with Tilia, Carpinus, Acer campestre, Sorbus aria. The aim should be to plant for the future and aim to have a good number of long lived large trees where space allows. I appreciate that overshadowing needs to be minimised but there is room for some larger trees 

SW boundary

There is no indication of boundary type. I don't want to see a close boarded fence here. The existing hedge should be sufficient

Northern Boundary

There is an existing hedge which although not very tall at present could be allowed to grow rather than fences put in.

As always I am concerned that we don't end up with a forest of close boarded fences and use them minimally.

TREE PLANTING

There doesn't seem to be a tree planting strategy. There is a formal straight axis running NW to SE which could be planted as such. 

A large Acer platanoides Crimson King is proposed right on the boundary with existing plot 20, this is totally unsuitable and will cause overshaddowing. Liquidamber and Liriodendron are proposed very close to each other and both trees will potentially make 20m. This is not sensible. trees need to beplaced where they can achieve their potential. A large tree should be grouped with a couple of smaller short lived trees.

There are enough tree species to fill an Arboretum. Some species such as Acer Platanoides 'globosum' and Acer 'Crimson King' are very unattractive. Platanus hispanica 'Sutterni' is variagated as is Acer platanoides 'Drumondii.They won't be managed properly and will revert to green and are therefore unsuitable. Large Acers seed all over the plave causing increased maintenance.

Sorbus vilmorinii is suseptible to firblight. Cercidiphyllum is suseptible to wind scorch.

There are a large number of small ornamental trees proposed which will not contribute very much to the structure of the landscape.

There are more opportunities for large trees than have been shown, particularly on corners and larger areas of ground.

The 2 Quercus at the entrance should be further apart than 8m. There is sufficient room for a larger tree on the first road junction. This would eventually provide a pleasant feature on entering the site.

 PLAY AREAS

These are very poor. We have already accepted less open space provision than our SPD requires so this is very disappointing.

I am not prepared to approve a sceme with such a lack of interesting play. More money needs to spent on challenging equipment to provide an adequate scheme.

 Firstly we need metal fencing, no dog signs, outward opening self closing gates, playground signs, benches with arms+ backs locking bins, bow top metal fences. Paths don't need to be wetpour, tarmac is fine.

LAP 

There are 3 tiny pieces of equipment all  pretty much the same. I couldn't find a snail queen but the other 2 are fixed wood animals providing virtually no play value. They would be OK for school grounds as a seat but are no good for a LAP. The average spend on a LAP for equipment, fencing, furniture, surfacing and signage should be around £20,600. The equipment here needs to be re-thought.

Children need items to climb, balance, hide in, things for skill and balance. They need opportunities for imagination, exploration and adventure. Slides and swings are always popular.

If we allow equipment like this we will be inundated with complaints about its unsuitability

LEAP

The LEAP equipment is again poor in that there are too many similar pieces which are too low key. The expected spend is around £50,500

This equipment is poor as 4 of the items are for balance I would want to see some larger pieces of multifunction equipment offering the types of play experiences outlined above in addition to these fitness trail type pieces. 

The buffer planting round the play areas is very fragmented and disappointingly inadequate. Much larger areas should be provided which can extend outside the fencing as well as inside.

It looks to me as if the intention is to spend as little as possible which is not acceptable. We need a scheme that offers plenty of opportunities for different types of play.

Judith

Judith Ward

Landscape Planning Officer

Cherwell District Council

Environmental Services

