FORMAL OBJECTION - Planning Application
TP/ED/26/0104

Loss of Commllllity Amenity, Healtl4 and Natural Heritage Wh.itegates Park,
Middlemoir Road, Lenzie

DATE: ) Q:\. lma I~ o~

I am writing to formally OBJECT to Planning Application TP/ED/26/0104. My objection is

based on the following development plan policies and other material planning
considerations.

DEVELOPMENT PLAN POLICIES

1. NPF4 Policy 9 -Open Space (Loss of Protected Green Space)

Wititegates Parl< is a designated Protected Open Space. Under NPF4 Policy 9, loss of such
space is only acceptable where a superior replacement is provided.

Objection: Myrtle Avenue is smaller, less- accessible-, and cannot-replicatethe esla:blished
wetlan peatlan.d and mature habitat network at Whi:tegates. It does not meet the policy test

2A. NPF4 Policy 3 - Biodiversity (Nature Positive Requirement)
NPF4 requires development to deliver biodiversity enhancement.
Objeetion: Whitegates Park is a fimctioning ecosystem with y-ietli nds.. mature tr wildlife

corrid<mand prorecred'Species. Repta:cing thiswithbuildings anartificial surrace resultsina
net loss ofbiodiversity.

2B. LDP2 Policy 4.CF - Community Facilities & Open Space
Whitegates Park is specifically protected in the Local Development Plan.
Objection: The proposal conflicts withLDP2 Policy 4.CF" which requires safeguarding of

valued open spaces unless a demonstrably superior altemati i provided. I\-1yrtle Avenue
does not meet this. requirement.



3. NPF4 Policy 11 - Flood Risk & Water Environment

Whitegates Parleis a wetland-with shallow gruum’: merand deeppeat that acts as a natural
flood-mitigation sponge.

Objection: Excavating peat and replacing it with hard surfaces will increase surface water
runoff m.drisk inwmdnead,y hum.es. The apphcatioo does not
demonsttate that these risks can be safely mitigated

OTHER MATERIAL PLANNING COIli SIDERATIONS

4. Accessibility and Community Equity

Whitegates Parkis centrali)- kx:-a-tedam!s ""idessafe., &t, i1:1x.le—&waR
generations...

Objectiun: - Funmmydde.rly dettts,yoong- fimritres:,ffl'tdpeapte witllmmted.mobility,
Wilritegates is the © 1 y/. aceessfuie green spare \\rithin. w distance. R-elocating open
space to MyrtleA mueYeduces-ac..."'eSSili m-d dispmponiooat..-ty iraplm those who rely
on the pMm fur daily w—-cl

5..Mental Halth and Wellbeing
NPF4 recognises the importance of high-quality green space for mental heahh.
Objection: P ark istirattqutHrty thiat has-s«p'pOrtedanmmmity-v;. llbeing

fur deoides.. The Coanc.il has.not earried outa Heahb Impact Assessment to evaluate the
psychological andsooialbat:m by losing this specific oomr-al. landscape.

6. Loss of Established Ecosystem and Natural Heritage
Whitegates is a mature, functioning ecosystem.

Objection 'Ilm ffili,jmmncrttal value of Om siteis intrimicto 1t ¥ . A wetland,
peatland, or wildli:fuam:idor cannot be relocated or recreated elsewhere.

PERSONAL STATEMENT (optional):

Whitegates Park is an irreplaceable asset for residents in Lenzie, Kirkintilloch and beyond.
ThelJroposed nlitiptiooi the-emrummityims-is 100 -  t, and theoovelopment
conftit:ts -with key mltit\nai and hlcs.l phmning policies.

[ urge the Pianning A TILY L0 IUDE UOLY WD Gpplivesvas.

SIGNED:





