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| recognise the Council is under pressure to meet housing targets set from above. Although mention is made to climate change and biodiversity, | am concerned plans will be
damaging. The plans to only build on land deemed to have low biodiversity value has been rightly critqued (https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/jul/21/biodiversity-
metric-algorithm-natural-england-developers-blight-valuable-habitats-aoe?fbclid=IwAR2_bIWeDUIRGtMIXjCVObtpl6X1E3b2SL3th6uibsX49kQGqayzupgNUpLO). Further it seems
highly problematic to rely upon ‘encouraging' developers to foster biodiversity such as woods (how coud woods be build alongside housing dvelopments?). | am also concerned
because of personal dealings with the Couincil and dvelopers that this will not be supported. Jelson were required to submit a tree retention plan prior to building in Barrow upon

Soar. In doing so, they submitted plans that all trees would be retained bar a few. However, as planning developed, they realised they needed to cut down more trees and were
simply permitted to do so without a major ammendment via the council, even though some trees were deemed worthy of a tree protection order should the planning permission
not have already been granted, and in spite of public objections (I thus don't beleive the plan complies with the duty to co-operate). Jelson further have not planted any of the trees
they claim they would. I am extremly concerned that without appropriate legislation and holding developers to account that any plans put in place would not be held to or altered

by developers.

Further, plans to cut down trees and replant ignores the benefits of mature trees and the damage this can cause. It is not sufficient to replant new trees to replace mature ones as
the biodiversity that has developed with these trees cannot simply be transfered to immature trees.

| cannot comment for other areas as | am less familiar with them, and | am sure there are other areas where it would be damaging to build, but the plan for developments in HA46
and HA49 seem particualrly problematic due to the proximity to exisiting green space. HA46 for example would surround millenium park with housing. Millenium park had been
identified as a nature corridoor and surrounding this with houses would result in damage to wildlife accessing and leaving this space, to which we have seen an increase in wildlife.
Plans to build in this area were previously dismissed and an environmental impact assessment had indicated that protected species would be at risk from development in this area
(I thus have concerns the plan is not legally compliant).

Finally, I would like to make a plea for small accomodation to be built wherever possible to meet the housing demands. We have grown accustomed to wanting larger houses, but
as the climate crisis progresses, we will see more and more people displaced within the next 30years, including from within the UK.
https://coastal.climatecentral.org/map/?theme=sea_level_rise&map_type=ice_sheet If we are to have a chance at preventing the near-term collapse of ecosystems, we will all need
to adjust to smaller living spaces. Smaller accomdodation such as flats also reduces impact upon environment through increasing insulation etc.
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HEARING SESSIONS
| am very concerned about the environment
and how we can support a sustainable future. |
have been doing work on psychological
defences to engaging with the climate crisis
and believe we need to have discussions about
the signficant threats posed in order to
support planning in ways that can support
adaptation and mitigation. | understand the
pressures to build more houses but hope we
can alter the approach that has previously
been taken to such decisions and
developments. Thank you for your work on
this.




