concerned it woyjq set a damaging Precedent for hoy, public
land s Managed in the County. The CE zoning shoyjd be
retained in fyj).

2. Proposed Connectivity Between Friarshill anqg the R750
via Glebemount Estate

regarding pedestrian access which s 5 equirement of W
proposed amendment no,

A, Glebemount Is Not Designed for Through-Trafﬂc

Glebemount jg a quiet, Iong-established residential greg made up
of cul-de-sacg and narrow roads designed for local accegg only,
lntroducing a public royte would:

* Incregge non-residentig] footfall anq Cycling traffic bast private

* Disrupt the beaceful, family-oriented character of the estate




- USs ol privacy and increased noise and disturbance

B. Safety Risks for Children, Elderly Residen ts, and
Vulneraple Road Users

The estate jg home to Many young families ang older residents.
A through-royte would signiﬁcantly Increase unpredictabje
Mmovement and pose safety rigkg:

Glebemount already €Xperiences serioys Parking Pressure,
with many homeg relying on on-street parking. A pew public
route would:

* Strain limited road space
* Risk displacement or damage to parked vehicleg

gardens. Any developments Would need to pe at least 10 metres
away from the regy boundarieg of existing adjacent bungalows
and two Storey houses,

The proposed Scale and intensity of three-storey development
would:



. PRUPET uroan design

* Overload local infrastructure, Specially traffic, access
roads, and parking capacity

overdevelopment of the site and would not constitute proper
planning or Sustainable development,

maintain the ecological Integrity of the area, I believe the
following safeguards are essential:

* Any recreationa] development should be Strictly low-impact

* Any increased human activity in this area should be Mmanaged
carefully to avoid long-term damage to biodiversity

Conclusion ang Requests

constrained site next to an established neighbourhood would

* Glebemount Estate be explicitly excluded from any

* The rezoning of Community/Education lands be reversed,
and the origina] CR zoning retained

* The proposed three Storey high-density scheme be rejected,

and future development pe limited in scale, height, anq density,
and at least]( metres from Glebemount boundaries to ensure



and a community-led design approach
Thank you for considering this submission.
Yours sincerely,

[Your Full Name]
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