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Objection 
reference Objection or area of objectionContradiction of Climate 

Why it matters, why it is a material consideration and why 
it is an objection to TP/ED/26/0104 OR why itThe He et al. (2026) paper concludes that rising Relevant Legislation or GuidanceNPF4 Policy 20 (Blue and Green Infrastructure): 

number536 Resilience and AdaptationCurrent FRA and Drainage 
demonstrates procedural unfairness or predetermination,hydroclimatic volatility underscores the urgent needThe study shows that the current FEH models as used Development must be supported by nature-basedEscalating Hydroclimatic Extremes and Volatility in the 

537 Strategies.(EscalatingStaregy 1,2,3and 4 does notIf the models are nit rerun , his 
and renders TP/ED/26/0104 unlawfulfor "climate-resilient water management strategies"by Kaya are inadequate. Water is hitting the groundPublic authorities are legally bound to apply the 

solutions to manage surface water and buildUnder 2◦C and 4◦C Warming Y. He1 , D. Manful1, N.UK Withdrawal from the European Union 
538 Hydroclimatic Extremes andtake into account latestleads to Breach of StatutoryIf the models are not rerun , 

and nature-based storage solutions. . Replacing aharder, running off faster, and peaking much earlierPrecautionary Principle to environmental decision-Public authorities are legally bound to apply the 
resilience.Forstenhäusler1 , Y. Huang2, B. Smith3, and Q. Zha1(Continuity) (Scotland) Act 2021: Section 13(1)NPF4 Policy 22 (Flood Risk): Mandates long-term 

539 
Volatility in the UK Under 2◦CresearchDuty: Failure to apply thethis leads to a Breach ofand 4◦C Warming Y. He1 , et 

natural infiltration sink with a highly impermeablethan the historical equations allow for.The model needmaking. Peer-reviewed science (He et al., 2026) hasPrecautionary Principle to environmental decision-development directly contradicts the scientific 
Tyndall Centre for Climate Change Research, School ofmandates due regard to the precautionarysafety and climate resilience.Environmental Sciences, University of East Anglia,

540 Precautionary Principle toStatutory Duty: Failure to applyal.)Arboricultural assesmentMaterial error of fact andobsolete flood model 
to account for and accurately model, "Hydroclimaticidentified severe compounding hydroclimatic risksmaking. Peer-reviewed science (He et al., 2026) hasconsensus on adapting temperate catchments to globalWhiplash“. The FEH model core parameters wouldThe EnviroCentre AIA concludes the development 

principle.
Norwich, UK, 2College of Civil Engineering, FuzhouNPF4 Policy 3 (Biodiversity): Development must 

541 the Precautionary Principle tomisleading claims in theProcedural Unfairness & Invalidobsolete flood models. 
(whiplash and joint river/rainfall surges) specific to thisidentified severe compounding hydroclimatic riskswarming.need to shift from “static” to “dynamic”. At WGPprovides a "net benefit arboriculturally". This iscatchment. The applicant’s Kaya FRA explicitly failed toTo justify the massive on-site deficit of woodland, the 

University, Fuzhou, China, 3School of Engineering,contribute to the enhancement of biodiversity, notNPF4 Policy 6 (Forestry, Woodland and Trees): 
542 Arboricultural ImpactMitigation: Relying on a 

(whiplash and joint river/rainfall surges) specific to this
unmodelled removal of the trees will produce exactlymathematically false. Historical record, (SDAmodel these compounding parameters, and the CurtinsAIA relies entirely on compensatory planting at thecatchment. The applicant’s Kaya FRA explicitly failed to 

Newcastle University, Newcastle upon Tyne, UKresult in a 65% net loss of habitat area.Compensatory planting must be guaranteed and 
Assessment ("Net Benefit"hypothetical future planningMaterial Misrepresentation in 

what is anticipated in the new model, drier ground indocuemnts obtaied under FOI), prove 2,000 maturestrategy admits to system surcharging and reverse flowexisting Lenzie Academy site (Myrtle Avenue).model these compounding parameters, and the CurtinsIn the March 2026 Public Consultation (Board 5), the C 
clearly defined. A promise of a future planningTown and Country Planning (Development 

544 
fallacy).application (Myrtle Avenue).Statutory Public ConsultationMaterial Misrepresentation in 

summer drought, than there was pre-development,trees currently exist on site. The AIA admits tounder a mere 30-year storm. By failing to require theHowever, the AIA admits this relies on a "separatestrategy admits to system surcharging and reverse flowouncil explicitly stated to the public that the project deproducing, whiplash. The model needs to be rerun asdestroying 1.71 hectares (17,100 m²) of thisIn the March 2026 Public Consultation (Board 5), the C 
application does not secure delivery.Management Procedure) (Scotland) RegulationsNPF4 Policy 22 (Flood Risk and Water 

545 Statutory Public Consultation 
applicant to rerun the models using Continuousplanning application... in Q2 of 2026". It is aunder a mere 30-year storm. By failing to require thesign "evolved" due to technical inpu from its internal Sthe Curtins drainage plans already fail EDCs ownestablished canopy. The on-site mitigation consists ofouncil explicitly stated to the public that the project deSimulation and Joint Probability Assessments to testfundamental breach of planning law to approve the 

2013: Mandates lawful, accurate, and non-Management): Requires all environmental and 
(Board 5 Deception).Failure of Administrative Due 

applicant to rerun the models using Continuousustainabi ity,外 Biodiversity, and Land Planning Policy Tstandards.just 188 combined trees/shrubs, 2,358 m² of saplingsign "evolved" due to technical input from its internal Sthese newly identified extremes, SEPA and EDC areimmediate destruction of 1.71 hectares of TPOSimulation and Joint Probability Assessments to testThe Council attached planning application 
misleading pre-application communitypeatland risks to be transparently understood andTown and Country Planning (Developmentconsultation.

547 Diligence in Application 
eams. However, in the Council's official EIR Internal Revmix, and 3,625 m² of scattered seeds. Equating theustainability,外 Biodiversity, and Land Planning Policy Tacting unlawfully and exposing vulnerable schoolwoodland in Application TP/ED/26/0104 based on thethese newly identified extremes, SEPA and EDC areTP/ED/26/0104 to UPRN 000132048009, which isiew response (EIR 21604), the reviewing officer explicitl 

addressed.Management Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 
Validation (UPRN Data felling of 17,100 m² of mature woodland with 5,983 m²eams. However, in the Council's official EIR Internal Revchildren to unquantified flood risks.promised mitigation of a future, unsubmitted, andacting unlawfully and exposing vulnerable schoolclassified as "Non Postally Addressable." Despitey documents under Regulation 10(4)(a) that "no adviceof seeds and whips represents a 65% permanent netiew response (EIR 21604), the reviewing officer explicitl 

2013: Requires robust and accurate validation of 
Governance). unapproved planning application. This constituteschildren to unquantified flood risks.repeated EIR requests (EIR/21678), the Council hasor comments were provided on Lowland Fen or Peatlanloss in canopy footprint. The AIA's conclusion isy documents under Regulation 10(4)(a) that "no adviceunlawful "salami-slicing" of environmental impacts. 

planning application site details and boundaries. 
failed to provide any evidence, audit logs, or metadatad from the teams mentioned." This is an unassailable astructurally deceptive and cannot be relied upon by theor comments were provided on Lowland Fen or Peatlanconfirming that standard address validation checksmission of an error in public consultation The CouncilPlanning Authority.d from the teams mentioned." This is an unassailable awere performed when registering this £138m publiceither fabricated environmental design mprovements tWhy it matters, why it is a material consideration and why

552 Objection or area of objectionProcedurally Defective EIA 
dmission of an error in public consultation The Councilproject. Attaching a major infrastructure application too manufacture public consent and bypass an Environmit is an objection to TP_ED_26_0341 OR why iteither fabricated environmental design improvements tThe delegated EIA Screening Opinion for the Myrtle Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 

553 Screening of Myrtle AvenueProcedurally Defective EIA 
a static, unverified, and non-postal UPRN withoutdemonstrates procedural unfairness or predetermination,ental Impact Assessment (EIA), or it is unlawfully withho manufacture public consent and bypass an EnvironmAvenue (MA) site was issued by planning officers whoThe delegated EIA Screening Opinion for the Myrtle Assessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017Wednesbury Principles of Administrative 

554 (Failure of StatutoryScreening of Myrtle AvenueProcedurally Defective EIA 
conducting routine internal data checks demonstratesand renders TP_ED_26_0341 unlawfulolding expert records that do exist. In either scenario, tental Impact Assessment (EIA), or it is unlawfully withhdetermined the site was neither sensitive nor complexAvenue (MA) site was issued by planning officers whosevere administrative negligence and bypassesEven when assessed in strict isolation, the delegated 

(Schedule 3): Strict legal requirement to assess theReasonableness: Renders delegated officialTown and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 
555 Delegation).(Failure of StatutoryScreening of Myrtle AvenueProcedurally Defective EIA 

he statutory consultation process is fatally corrupted, rolding expert records that do exist. In either scenario, tenough to require an Environmental Impactdetermined the site was neither sensitive nor complexstandard planning validation protocols.EIA Screening Opinion for the Myrtle Avenue (MA)Even when assessed in strict isolation, the delegatedendering the subsequent application unlawful. 
cumulation of projects and the characteristics ofdecisions unlawful if they ignore material, highlyAssessment) (Scotland) Regulations 2017Material Planning Consideration: Acknowledged 

556 Delegation).(Failure to Assess HumanScreening of Myrtle Avenue 
he statutory consultation process is fatally corrupted, rAssessment. This official determination is legallyenough to require an Environmental Impactdemolition unlawfully determined the site was notEIA Screening Opinion for the Myrtle Avenue (MA)irrational ("Wednesbury Unreasonable"). Underendering the subsequent application unlawful. 

the potential impact.relevant facts (such as functional linkage).(Schedule 3): Explicitly requires the assessment ofpublic concern regarding verifiable environmental 
Environmental Sensitivity).(Failure to Assess Human 

Assessment. This official determination is legally"sensitive." Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulationsdemolition unlawfully determined the site was notSchedule 3 of the 2017 EIA Regulations, officers areirrational ("Wednesbury Unreasonable"). Under 
on population, human health, and denselyimpacts must be weighed by the planning

(Esto)Environmental Sensitivity). mandates the assessment of impacts on "population"sensitive." Schedule 3 of the EIA Regulationsmandated to assess the "cumulation" of projects. BySchedule 3 of the 2017 EIA Regulations, officers areand human health" in densely populated areas. The 
populated areas.authority. 

(Esto) mandates the assessment of impacts on "populationassessing MA in strict isolation, the officials completelymandated to assess the "cumulation" of projects. Bydemolition of a school inherently involves severe publicand human health" in densely populated areas. Theignored its functional, interdependent linkage to theassessing MA in strict isolation, the officials completely 


