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Comments:
The presence of Japanese knotweed on this site should be the overarching start point for any development on site- the landscaping will not be successful unless correct treatment and subsequent site checks are carried out. 

That aside, the site offers opportunities for a suitable development of quality dwellings with suitable landscaping to help it sit better within the surrounding area. The retention of the best quality trees within the rear of the site is welcomed.

TREES:
Block plan shows foul drainage where trees now proposed-i.e. at plot 1-would not want development to fail because poor utilities planning has precluded the tree planting.

Liquidambar will be too large for the location in front of plot 3. I suggest a medium sized tree here with seasonal colour, also the rest of the planting has  a more ‘native’ approach so would try to keep along this format to enhance the site.

The Betulas proposed are also a little  over large (when mature) for the positions to the front of plot 1&2. Would suggest the Acer campestre streetwise in these positions.

PLANTING:

Landscape and built form strategy and guidelines 
The landscape strategy is to restore the local character.

The concept of the site has not quite carried through to the planting style and layout.

I would prefer to see the southern ‘entrance area’ included as garden for plot 1 and would not include and chestnut rail fence. I would suggest a low native style shrub planting to detract people from parking and create a boundary. The shrub bed and mix shown is too formal and ornamental. The tree species in the position and siting is approved however.

The hedging mix to the rear of the area would be better as native mix and could include the species as shown in the mix on the planting plan- include some evergreen in the mix to form a suitable hedge.

To the north the small area could be included as plot 3’s land, also with a native hedge. The area shown as grass would be more suitable completely planted as a low native shrub mix bed to avoid extra maintenance and enhance the style and character of the development. The species in the existing list are all suitable and will provide some seasonal colour.

Again the chestnut fencing along this portion should not be included as planting will make the area unsuitable for parking and co0ntribute to the street character more.

Again plot frontages are rather formal on what is a nice irregular and naturalistic site to all intents and purposes. Total planting of the small frontage spaces with low growing native style shrubs would be more suitable.

The wildflower mix shown in the rear gardens is suitable, but it would be beneficial to use the native mix hedge planting along some of the rear garden boundaries to enforce the boundary and create a better composition of planting across the site and within the local area.

HARD LANDSCAPING:
I do not think that the large area of gravel drive is suitable, practical or appropriate in this location. It is a very large area and could be difficult for turning, for which it was designed. The process of turning on it will likely mean much of the gravel will transport offsite and onto the highway. It could also be noisy and cause excessive disturbance to the rear gardens of existing properties.

The use of permeable paving is welcomed - blocks would be better used in the accessway and gravel in the driveways.

Contributions-could be sought for small improvements to Cowplain local centre. 

See the Landscape checklist : http://www.havant.gov.uk/havant-8940
