Policy 3.5 — Severn Trent (Lilac Grove):

ID

| Organisation

Duty to Co-operate / Interest Groups

34 Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust

48 Sport England

55 Pedals (Nottinghamshire Cycling Campaign)
211 Nottinghamshire County Council

1460 Beeston and District Civic Society

6276 Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group

6432, 6816, 6817, 6818,
6819, 6820, 6822, 6825,
6843, 6875, 6906, 6975

Beeston Wildlife Group

6882

Broxtowe Labour Group

Developer / Landowner

2542

Mrs Viitanen (Represented by Featherstones)

4622 Mrs Barnes (Represented by Featherstones)

6881 Mrs Taylor (Represented by Featherstones)

2652 W Westerman (Represented by Oxalis Planning Ltd)

2685 Bloor Homes Ltd (Represented by Oxalis Planning
Ltd)

4200 Taylor & Burrows Property (Represented by Phoenix

Planning (UK) Ltd)

Individual / Local Resident

6958 Ziotowitz
6959 McCourtney
6955 Gillies
3349 Harris
6960 Groves
6962 Shaw
6961 Goodinson
6953 Gibberd
6952 Mansell
6954 Carney
6956 Deube
6957 Zipser
6951 Souter
1365 Dyer

2413 Zlotowitz
3637 Wright
6806 Wagner
6812 Wood & Hernandez
6813 Crossland
6814 Orqill

6815 Clarke
6823 Douglas
6824 Huskisson
6840 Booth




6846 Cox

6847 Hannah
6848 Roodbaraky
6855 McCormack
6900 Gorman
6913 Wright




Planning Policy

Broxtowe Borough Council
Council Offices

Foster Ave

Beeston

Notts NG9 1AB

3rd November 2017
Dear Sir/ Madam
Comments on Publication Version Part 2 Broxtowe Local Plan

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Broxtowe Local Plan Part 2
(publication version).

Whilst recognising the need for housing provision and economic investment in
Broxtowe, we have significant concerns about whether the scale of growth
proposed during the plan period is necessary or sustainable.

We do not currently have resources to submit each comment on a separate
form but to help with your collation of responses our comments are broadly set
out by policy number, as requested on the response form (question 1). Where
appropriate, we have also indicated if we query the ‘soundness’ of the plan, as
per question 2 and 3. After putting forward our comments we have submitted
suggested maodifications, as per question 4 of the response form.

Our comments on individual policies are set out below:
Policy 3 Main built up area site allocations

For the reasons provided at 3.1 and 3.2 we generally support the Spatial
Strategy approach. We do, however, have substantive concerns about the
scale of some of the allocations. We do understand that allocation sites would
not necessarily be built up in their entirety and land within the allocation
boundary would potentially be set aside for Green Infrastructure (GI) provision
and related requirements. However, we think that seeing sites with large red-
line boundaries might be potentially confusing and of concern to many of the
other consultees - certain local community groups and individuals have
contacted us about their concerns about potential loss of greenfield and wildlife
sites.

Policy: 3.1 Chetwynd Barracks: 500 homes (within the plan period)

If this site is to be allocated, we very much support the ‘key development
requirement’ to “Retain and enhance Green Infrastructure corridors around the
eastern and northern areas of the site”.

Some parts of the site have developed significant habitat value. These include
Hobgoblin Wood and the adjacent Chilwell Ordnance Depot Local Wildlife Site
(LWS) which is located outside the redline boundary. Both areas should be
protected during construction phase and be retained within Gl with their
management secured and paid for in perpetuity by the developer. Focusing new
built development on the previously developed parts of the site whilst converting
and reusing existing buildings, roads and infrastructure wherever possible
would allow for a more sustainable form of development to be achieved.
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Maodification sought

Include a clear statement confirming that Hobgoblin Wood, other woodland
area, mature trees and grasslands will be retained and their long-term
management will be secured in perpetuity.

Policy: 3.2 Toton (Strategic Location for Growth): 500 Homes

Toton sidings is at the very centre of the Erewash Valley Living Landscape
area, where many partners including Broxtowe Borough Council are investing in
extending and improving habitats and Gl to achieve Broxtowe Borough
Council’s Biodiversity and Gl targets.

We therefore object to this site as a strategic location for growth. Not only
would it lead to the loss of a substantial area of Green Belt, resulting in the
merging of Chilwell and Stapleford, it would cause a well-defined wildlife
corridor between the Erewash Valley and Wollaton Park (via Bramcote Village
and Beeston Fields golf course) to be lost. This corridor is identified as primary
corridor 1.2 and secondary corridors 2.12 and 2.23 in the Broxtowe Green
Infrastructure Strategy and the land between the two secondary corridors will
also, in effect, function as a single wide corridor.

We cannot see how transport issues can be addressed in a location already
suffering from severe congestion and where other large-scale developments
are planned for the current plan period, i.e. 500 homes in connection with the
Chetwynd Barracks redevelopment.

We need to point out that part of this land, especially the northern and eastern
part of the sidings, are within floodplain and are at high risk of flooding.
Therefore, there should be a presumption against development of these parts of
the site. Also, if substantive measures are not put in place (e.g. flood storage),
development of such a large parcel of land could increase risk of both fluvial
and surface water flooding in adjacent areas, especially within Toton and parts
of Long Eaton.

Whilst we don’t support the principle of development on Green Belt and the
scale of the proposed development, we welcome inclusion of open space:
“Minimum of 16ha Open Space, to incorporate Green Infrastructure of sufficient
width and quality to provide attractive and usable links between Hobgoblin
Wood in the east and Toton Fields Local Wildlife Site in the west and the
Erewash Canal, which will blend with a high quality built environment.”

However, we would expect to see the quantity of ‘informal’ open space (wildlife
habitat) specified in the policy wording. In the absence of this, we are
concerned that:

a). the 16ha minimum could be taken up with ‘formal’ open spaces, such as
sports pitches, play areas etc,

b). the open spaces would be sited in areas subject to high levels of
disturbance, such as along paths, road verges etc, which will never develop
high wildlife value,

c). areas of open spaces will be too narrow to usefully function as wildlife
habitat (our comments on policy 27 and our recommendation for 50 metre wide
buffer are relevant to this).

We are also concerned about the loss of such a large extent of brownfield land
in the sidings, which has regenerated to woodland. New open space wildlife
sites cannot be recreated easily and will take many years to develop a level of
wildlife value equivalent to what will be lost from the sidings, if achievable at all.



Modification sought

Removal of the allocation. If Broxtowe Borough Council is minded to allocate
then all LWS habitat should be removed from the allocation, as it might never
be possible to recreate habitats of the same value. Clarification that the 16ha
minimum will comprise a significant amount of informal open space (wildlife
habitat), including a 50m wide habitat corridor.

Policy: 3.3 Bramcote (East of Coventry Lane): 300 Homes

If the entire site is to be developed, this allocation would result in the loss of a
LWS — Bramcote Moor Grassland, which we would strongly object to.

LWSs are defined areas identified and selected locally for their substantive
nature conservation value. Their selection takes into account the most
important, distinctive and threatened species and habitats within the county.
They therefore comprise many of our best remaining flower-rich meadows,
ancient woodlands, ponds, swamps, fens and mires and provide a home to
many of our native plant and animal species, including many rare, declining or
protected species. These sites can be of SSSI quality or can be even more
important than SSSls for wildlife. We therefore consider protection of this
network of sites to be of the upmost importance.

Should the LWS be lost, we would consider the policy unsound as it is not
consistent with local (Policy 17 of ACS) and national policy (NPPF para 118).

Modification sought

Inclusion of a sentence stating that the LWS will not be developed or removal of
LWS from the allocation boundary. If the LWS would be retained, it would also
need to be adequately buffered and work would be required to make the site
more robust, as it will be subject to greater footfall post any development.
Future management of the LWS should also be secured.

Policy: 3.4 Stapleford (West of Coventry Lane): 240 Homes

The ‘key development requirements’ include “provide enhanced Green
Infrastructure corridors linking urban areas of Nottingham to the east with
Bramcote and Stapleford Hills, Bramcote Park, Boundary Brook, Pit Lane
Wildlife Site, Nottingham Canal and Erewash Valley Trail”.

Whilst we object to this allocation because we consider it is encroaching
significantly into the surrounding countryside and that local needs have been
met by the adjacent Fields Farm site, achievement of a strong corridor is very
important. We also agree with the last point of the ‘key development
requirements’, that the cemetery and Stapleford Hills should be adequately
buffered, forming a strong and robust habitat corridor linking to Bramcote Moor
Grassland LWS.

Modification sought

Removal of allocation. Clarification as to the extent of the corridor, so the site
isn’t over developed. The adjacent Field Farm Development is mentioned in the
location description but we think this policy needs to offer some guidance in
terms of how Gl linkages will be provided between the two sites.
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Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent (Lilac Grove ): 150 Homes

The ‘key development requirements’ states that the 150 homes will be located
towards the north of the site, which appears to be on the former Severn Trent
works, and that access will only be from the north (Lilac Grove).

We are hopeful this means the land at the end of Cornwall Avenue will remain
undeveloped. It also talks about ‘soft landscaping’ along the canal and the
importance of “Green Infrastructure” corridors. The field at the end of Cornwall
Avenue is an important buffer to the Beeston Canal, which itself is a Local
Wildlife Site and this should form part of the “Green Infrastructure” and remain
undeveloped and long-term management of GI needs to be secured.

Modification sought
Clarification of the extent of Gl, confirmation that fields along the Beeston Canal
will not be developed and that long-term management of Gl will be secured.

Policy: 3.6 Beeston Maltings: 56 Homes

Transport corridors can provide essential wildlife habitat. For instance our sister
Wildlife Trust in Yorkshire is promoting a project to maximise their value, which
is supported by the Humberhead Levels Nature Improvement Area. Given the
apparent lack of buffer on the south of the railway line, we would strongly
recommend some form of green link be provided along the southern
development boundary.

Modification sought
Provision of green infrastructure link along the railway line under the ‘key
development requirements’.

Policy: 3.7 Beeston Cement Depot: 21 Homes

Transport corridors can provide essential wildlife habitat. For instance our sister
Wildlife Trust in Yorkshire is promoting a project to maximise their value. We
would strongly recommend some form of green link be provided along the
southern development boundary.

Modification sought
Provision of green infrastructure link along the railway line under the ‘key
development requirements’.

Policy 4 Awsworth Site Allocation

A substantial population of common toad (Local Biodiversity Action Plan Priority
species and NERC Act species of principal importance in England) was known
to be present in the vicinity of the allocated site. We are aware that toad
tunnels, which we understand have not been maintained, were installed
underneath the Awsworth Bypass, to allow toads to migrate between breeding
habitat (Nottingham Canal) and fields on the opposite side of the new bypass.
Potentially, the fields subject to this allocation still provide terrestrial habitat for
common toad, should they still occur. We would recommend surveys for
common toad and other wildlife, possible reinstatement of toad tunnels (if
required). Due to it's greenfield nature and strong hedgerow network, we think
the land could provide habitat for many other species.

Common Toad is considered a biodiversity asset under policy 31, as they are a
species of concern in the Notts Biodiversity Action Plan.

Should this species be subject to further adverse impacts, we would consider
the policy unsound as it is not consistent with local (Policy 17 of ACS) and
national policy (NPPF para 118).



Modification sought

We would wish to see removal of this allocation. If the allocation is to remain,
provision of substantial green infrastructure, incorporation of existing hedges
and retention of some meadows (quantity defined) and protection of common
toads, should they still occur.

Policy 5 Brinsley Site Allocation

We would have preferred to have seen the alternative site included (option 2)
rather this one (option 1) for the reasons provided in our response to the
Brinsley Alternative Site Consultation February 2017:

“Option 1 is located immediately adjacent to Brinsley Headstocks Local Nature
Reserve and associated Local Wildlife Sites, Brinsley Brook Grassland LWS
(5/2302) and Brinsley Headstocks LWS (5/3405), which are identified for their
botanical interest. The wildlife value of Brinsley Headstocks, which has been
well recorded, may be harmed by any substantial increases in recreational use,
which would be inevitable if Option 1 is taken forward.

The LNR and adjacent land is considered locally by members of the Friends
Group and others who carry out regular birdwatching locally, as being more
valuable for birds. This is certainly likely because the LNR itself supports more
structural diversity in its habitats, with areas of woodland, plantation, hedges
alongside meadows and the Brinsley Brook These features are largely lacking
from land within Option 2, which is predominantly arable. The LNR currently
has good, strong habitat connectivity along the brook and to Saints Coppice to
the north, which could be adversely affected by built development if Option 1 is
taken forward.

Option 1 contains areas of permanent grassland whereas the majority of land
within option 2 is mainly arable, which contains no known botanical interest is
less valuable in wildlife terms, apart from hedges which we would like to see
sensitively retained within any development’.

Local residents have reported that the fields in the vicinity of the Brinsley
allocation included in the current consultation support a number of wintering
farmland bird species. We are also concerned about possible hydrological
impacts on the Brinsley Brook. As this allocation is within the catchment for the
watercourse there is the potential for adverse impacts on the ecology of the
brook due to increased runoff rates, contamination (directly or indirectly, via any
new drains) etc.

Modification sought
Replace this site allocation with ‘option 2’.

Policy 6 Eastwood Site Allocation

Walker Street Eastwood is an important Green Space in the centre of
Eastwood. Whilst we welcome retention of ‘Canyons’ as open space, we would
wish to see Green Infrastructure/ habitat corridors enhanced throughout the
site.

Maodification sought
Include a commitment to provide Gl links across the wider site.
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Policy 7.1 Land south of Kimberley Depot

We find proposals to develop the exiting built up part of the site acceptable but
are concerned about the impact on wildlife arising from loss of surrounding
farmland and plantation woodland. Kimberley Disused Railway, on the southern
boundary, is a LWS and important wildlife corridors, which should be
adequately buffered from any development.

Modification sought

If this allocation is to remain, we would like to see a statement about extent of
developable area, ideally limiting it to the existing built up part of the site. It is
important that the allocation is sensitive to, and secures future positive
management of the LWS.

Policy 7.2 Land south of Eastwood Road Kimberley

We consider this is an important area of remnant fields on the edge of urban
area which, when considered with the adjacent woodland, is an important
wildlife corridor. We would be concerned about inclusion of the site as an
allocation.

Modification sought
Site to be excluded.

Policy 17 Place-making, Design and Amenity

We support the inclusion of 1(n — p):

n). Incorporates ecologically sensitive design, with a high standard of planting
and features for biodiversity; and

0). Uses native species of trees, shrubs and wild-flower seeds in landscaping
proposals; and

p). Integrates bat and/or bird boxes into the fabric of new buildings”.

Madification sought
Under n) adding reference to following:
e green walls,
e brown and green roofs,
e ecologically designed / focused suds schemes,
o features to assist permeability for wildlife through the built environment
(e.g. gaps under fences for hedgehogs).

Under p) adding a reference to insect houses.

The policy should raise future responsibilities and funding mechanisms for
management of habitats / informal open spaces. The developer should cover
the costs for management of habitats in perpetuity, so that it does not fall to
Broxtowe Borough Council to pay for this.

Policy 19 Pollution, Hazardous Substances and Ground Conditions

Sub section 1b). “Lighting schemes unless they are designed to use the
minimum amount of lighting necessary to achieve their purposes and to
minimise any adverse effects beyond the site, including effects on the amenity
of local residents, the darkness of the local area and nature conservation
(especially bats and invertebrates)”.

We support inclusion of point in relation to darkness and nature conservation.



Policy 27 Local Green Space

We strongly support this policy and welcome inclusion of the sites listed.
Protection of the sites around Bramcote Hills Park and wood, Stapleford Wood
and the Bramcote Schools (section 3 relating to land east and west of Coventry
Lane) is welcome, as these are very important wildlife sites with historic /
cultural interest.

In terms of policy wording, we are concerned about inclusion of ‘exceptional
circumstances’ clause, as this will undermine the policy protection.

Paragraph 28.2 states, “The greatest opportunities for enhancing the
corridors will come through development, and the Council intends to work
with developers to create and maintain new spaces and to improve
connectivity. The details of these opportunities for enhancement will depend
on the characteristics of the corridors concerned”.

Development certainly creates opportunities for enhancing corridors but we
would question whether it creates the ‘greatest opportunities’. Many of the
corridors are in the rural landscape, not through areas allocated for potential
development and significant opportunities exist through working with existing
landowners and farmers, in relation to improving existing Rights of Way or
strengthening important landscape features and wildlife habitats, such as
hedgerows, woodlands and field margins.

Green infrastructure corridors need to be of a reasonable, specified width to be
viable; otherwise they will fail to function in ecological terms. Without specified
widths there is the danger the corridors will be narrow as developers will
naturally seek to maximise the size of the new built development. We have
carried out some research on what is considered viable widths of green
corridors. In summary:

* “Corridors should be preserved, enhanced and provided, [.....], as they
permit certain species to thrive where they otherwise would not. Corridors
should be as wide and continuous as possible” (Dawson, 1994).

* 50m buffers [are] recommended for developments in the Local Plans of
both Wakefield & Darlington Councils to protect local wildlife sites and / or
river corridors.

* A 50m width allows corridors to function as a ‘multi-purpose network’, as
defined in NECR 180, so that it includes attributes that are valuable to
people, i.e. biodiversity alongside amenity, footpaths, cycleways,
sustainable drainage, microclimate improvement, heritage [etc.]

* Quadrat Scotland 2002 (Appendix 1). For connectedness, to be defined
as ‘high’ (on scale high, medium, low), the corridor needs to be at least
50m wide for more than 50% of the corridor

References

o Dawson, D. 1994. Are Habitat Corridors Conduits for Animals and Plants
in a Fragmented Landscape? A Review of the Scientific Evidence. English
Nature Research Reports

o Wakefield Consultation on spatial strategy: Wakefield Council Spatial
Policy Areas

o Darlington consultation on draft housing allocations: Darlington Council
Housing Allocations report

o Natural England Commissioned Report NECR180 (2015). Econets,
landscape & people: Integrating people's values and cultural ecosystem
services.
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o Quadrat Scotland (2002) The network of wildlife corridors and stepping
stones of importance to the biodiversity of East Dunbartonshire. Scottish
Natural Heritage Commissioned Report

Maodification sought

Removal of “except in very special circumstances” from the final sentence of the
policy wording.

State that development provides opportunities for enhancing corridors, but
remove (development) ‘provides the greatest’.

State that corridors must be at least 50 metres wide to be considered beneficial
and viable for wildlife.

Policy 28 Green Infrastructure Assets

We strongly support this policy and welcome that “Development proposals
which are likely to lead to increased use of any of the Green Infrastructure
Assets listed below, as shown on the Policies Map, will be required to take
reasonable opportunities to enhance the Green Infrastructure Asset(s)”.

Policy 29: Cemetery extensions

We support this policy and welcome that the potential biodiversity value of new
proposed cemeteries has been recognised in the supporting text.

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

In terms of defining biodiversity assets, 1b “Priority habitats and priority species
(as identified in the Nottinghamshire Local Biodiversity Action Plan and section
4.5 of the Green Infrastructure Strategy)”, whilst we welcome inclusion of the
reference to Nottinghamshire LBAP, we consider that the definition of
biodiversity assets is missing the following:

1. Any reference to UK priority species and habitats (formerly called UK BAP
priority species and habitats). Section 41 of the Natural Environmental and
Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006 identifies these and they may be found
both within or outside designated sites. Priority species correspond to those
identified under Section 41 of the NERC Act as species of principal importance
for the conservation of biodiversity in England and have to be considered under
planning policy.

2. Any reference to protected species. This is different from priority species list
(although some priority species may also be protected).

Due to lack of reference to S41 species and habitat NERC Act and Biodiversity
Duty, Legally protected species we consider the policy is not sound as it is not
consistent with local (Policy 17 of ACS) and national policy (Biodiversity paras).

Modification sought
Inclusion of a reference to NERC Act (species and habitats of principal
importance) and legally protected species.

We also consider there is a requirement for a Biodiversity SPD to help protect
Broxtowe’s important nature sites, habitat and species and would like to see a
commitment to produce one made in the LPP2 main document. A Biodiversity
SPD would also help the council to secure its aspirations set out in the Green
Infrastructure Strategy and Nature Conservation Strategy.



Policy 32: Developer Contributions

We welcome that financial contributions may be sought for biodiversity for
applications of 10 or more houses and therefore support the policy in this
respect.

In terms of question 5 on the response form (participation at public inquiry), if
we have resources available at the time of the hearings, we would be happy to
attend public examination sessions. In any case, we are happy to be contacted
by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations and would welcome
email correspondence in connection with this and future consultations.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any further queries.

Yours sincerely

I
|
Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective No
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Consistency with National Policy

Thank you for consulting Sport England on Part 2 of the Local Plan. The Local Plan as
proposed is consistent with National Policy due to having a robust and up to date
evidence base in regard to its Playing Pitch Strategy and Built Facility Strategy. Please
note that it is important to keep these strategies up to date so they can remain robust.
However, this is questionable as this evidence base does not appear to be considered
and implemented in line with NPPF paragraph 74.

Justification of the Plan - Policy Specific Considerations

In relation to the locations identified in policies 3.1- 3.3, 3.5 & 6.1 for potential major
growth, when decisions are made about these locations when they were brought
forwards and their potential dwelling capacity. As the plan stands it is currently lacking
justification or relevant consideration to whether any of the sites contain existing sports
facilities such as playing fields which justify protection under policies 25, 27 and 28 of
the plan and paragraph 74 of the NPPF.

Policy 3.1 — Site Allocation of Chetwynd Barracks — There is no mention of playing
fields on site within the description. This site Contains 3 x full size football pitches,
tennis courts, cricket wickets, bowls provision and a sports hall. The site is highlighted
within the Playing Pitch Strategy as a football site. This site currently provides training
capacity for Toton Tigers and the Playing Pitch Strategy highlights the need to convert
the tennis courts to an Atrtificial Grass Pitch.

Policy 3.2 — Site Allocation of Toton Lane — The allocation includes a school site and
playing pitches within the area. The development is marked for additional land for
community facilities including education (the relocation of George Spencer Academy
which is Mentioned in the playing pitch strategy as a football and cricket site) and the
provision of a Leisure Centre. The proposals also include an allocation for 500homes.

Policy 3.3 - Site Allocation of Bramcote (East of Coventry Lane) — This site is referred
to as being greenfield and as a former playing field associated with the adjacent school.
The policy states that the site is currently unused. However, the most recent aerial view
is from 2013 and shows marked pitches and is listed within the 2016 Playing Pitch
Strategy. The site contains 7 x football pitches 3x mini football pitches and 3 cricket
wickets. Playing Pitch Strategy states that site is needed and suggests proposals for
cricket nets, Artificial Grass Pitch and a sports barn. Playing Pitch Strategy confirms
that should the site be lost then equivalent or better provision is required as mitigation.
The Site Allocation of Bramcote School and Leisure Centre is also included within this
policy for redevelopment. The site includes 3 schools and borders existing playing
fields the site contains a small sided Artificial Grass Pitch which is currently used by
football, multiple courts and a sports hall which is also used by a local football club.
Therefore, it will need to be insured that any development does not prejudice the use of
these facilities.

Policy 3.5 - Site Allocation of Severn Trent — This site borders playing pitches therefore
any development needs to ensure that there are no negative impacts to these pitches.
The Playing Pitch Strategy also refers to the Nottingham casuals site which is stated as
being overplayed and needing investment of £340,000 for changing room
improvements and floodlighting.

Policy 6.1 — Walker street Eastwood — There is no mention of playing fields on site
within the description. However, Google image from 2016 shows a cricket wicket and
Google history shows site with 3 football pitches and a rounders pitch. This site does
not appear to be covered by the Playing Pitch Strategy where there is a shown
deficiency and no justification for pitches to be lost. The pitches should be protected
from development.

Map 3 - this map includes the site allocation of Trent Vale sports club within the mixed-
use commitments however the plan gives no further information on this allocation.
Details of the allocation should be provided to ensure the facilities are retained as
playing fields and upgraded to sufficient standards as detailed within the Playing Pitch
Strategy.

Where these sites contain pitches and the evidence base highlights a deficiency in
provision there is a conflict within the policies. Therefore, the extent of development in
these locations should account for the need to maintain such facilities and site policies




should require the facilities to be protected or replaced. The loss of the playing fields
without an agreed compensatory project being implemented would not accord with
Sport England's playing fields policy or paragraph 74 of the NPPF.

Policies 17 & 24 - Sport England supports the idea of health impact to be a design
consideration for new communities and would encourage the inclusion of a design
policy which encourages developments to be designed to promote active lifestyles
through sport and physical activity (through use of Sport England's and Public Health
England's established Active Design guidance (http://www.sportengland.org/facilities-
planning/planning-for-sport/planning-tools-and-guidance/active-design/)

Policy 25 — Sport England seeks to ensure that a planned approach to the provision of
facilities and opportunities for sport and recreation is taken by planning authorities. We
are pleased that it is the council’s intention to ensure policies provide adequate sport
and recreation facilities as part of new developments. However, the level of provision
should be determined locally and should be informed by the Playing Pitch Strategy and
Green Infrastructure Strategy.

Policy 27 - Sport England is encouraged that the emerging local plan looks to include
policies to protect existing sport/leisure facilities where there is a need to do so to meet
existing/future community needs which accord with paragraph 74 of the NPPF - policies
that support the principle of enhancing existing sports/leisure facilities to meet
community needs. However, it is thought that the plan should also include policies and
to provide new sports/leisure facilities that are required to meet identified needs e.g.
site allocations for new playing fields, requirements in major housing and mixed-use
developments for sport/leisure provision, sports hubs allocations etc

Policy 28 — Sport England welcomes the inclusion of policies which ensure adequate
provision for new development (especially residential) to provide for the additional

sport/leisure facility needs that they generate through CIL and/or planning obligations.

If you would like any further information or advice please contact me.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider
necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Broxtow

Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name | n/a

Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other:

Narme e
L

Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the
organisation)

On behalf of Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November

2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a

separate form for each representation.

tick here \I:

can be sent to:

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations. Please

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues raised.
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Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be viewed at
the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly
Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Poa-

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt
Policy 9: Retention of good quality
existing employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations Policy
14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and
nondesignated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Yes
2.1 | Legally compliant y
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate y
2.3 | Sound n

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘N0’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified n

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared n

It is not consistent with national policy n

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if
necessary.

3
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Not all sections in this make clear the need for good cycle as well as pedestrian links, although some are very
supportive, such as Policy: 3.1 Chetwynd Barracks and Policy: 3.2 Land in the vicinity of the HS2 Station at Toton,
which we very much welcome and support, especially the many aspirations for Policy 3.2 including good routes to and
from Stapleford and Long Eaton, and the Erewash Trail, as well as the existing main urban areas in Beeston and
Chilwell etc. with their substantial existing cycle network.

We also welcome the inclusive of cycle access as a key development requirement for Policy: 3.7 Cement Depot
Beeston, in view of the fact that this is of direct relevance to improving a substandard stretch of Sustrans National
Cycle Network Route 6, as well as being of particular importance to improving cycle access to and from Beeston
Station.

National policy is to support cycling as well as walking and this is very much indicated in the new DfT system of Local
Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans, and its technical guidance, launched in 2017.

The ones where a specific need for good cycle as well as pedestrian access should be mentioned specifically include -
Policy: 3.3 Bramcote (East of Coventry Lane)

Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston, which includes a proposal for a new pedestrian bridge over the canal

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



National policy is to support cycling as well as walking and this is very much indicated in the new DfT system of Local
Cycling and Walking Infrastructure Plans, and its technical guidance, launched in 2017.

We therefore think that there is a need for good cycle as well as pedestrian access to be mentioned specifically
include:-

Policy: 3.3 Bramcote (East of Coventry Lane)
Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston, which includes a proposal for a new pedestrian bridge over the canal

This would also help to connect to existing cycle routes and generally to increase the extent of the Greater
Nottingham Cycle Network, for both leisure and utility (commuting etc) purposes.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation at
publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination /

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

" Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:
6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not done
or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make every
effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they submit
their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely to
relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

+ ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If you
think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

+ ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

+ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

+ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452 or
by emailing policy@broxtowe.qov.uk.

7 -
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Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title

Name

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Nottinghamshire County Council

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

planning policy consultations?

Would you like to be contacted regarding future

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number

Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)

4: Awsworth Site
Allocation

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound Yes

Additional details

does not comply with the duty to co-operate.

aspects please provide details.

Please give details of why you consider this part of |Policy 4.1 section 4.5 of the P2LP explains that access to the site is expected from
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or |Awsworth Bypass yet this is only to be considered as a last resort and wouldn’t be

favoured by the highway authority. The IDP on page 75 explains the highway

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these authorities position. This appears inconsistent with the policy in the P2LP.

NCC would be very grateful for your thoughts on the apparent discrepancies and
inconsistencies between the two consultation documents.

Question 4




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider
necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

Policy 4.1 section 4.5 of the P2LP explains that access to the site is expected from
Awsworth Bypass yet this is only to be considered as a last resort and wouldn't be
favoured by the highway authority. The IDP on page 75 explains the highway
authorities position. This appears inconsistent with the policy in the P2LP.

NCC would be very grateful for your thoughts on the apparent discrepancies and
inconsistencies between the two consultation documents.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

Yes

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary

To help contribute to the discussion and help clarify any points raised for the Planning
Inspector.




Broxtowe P:
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title

Mr rs/ | Miss | Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation
(If responding on behall of the
organlzation)

Ree stod o NS TRUCT

CAYiC SsSac AETNY

Address

Postcode

[ Broxtowe Borough Council
Planning & Community Development

Tel. Number

3 TROV2017

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

c¢an be sent to:

if you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | v/

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, The Information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannct be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NGS 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/
Document Policy number Page number Paragraph

number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations oo o
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 8- = 337513
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation ‘
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town cenire uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road}

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25; Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

|
Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the
guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

|
If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified w

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

= T = =

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
uinsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet

j

if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will deteﬁ'line the most appropriate pmc&dﬁ to adopt to haa-r those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
refate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Pianning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

¢ ‘“Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing In the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

* ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

» ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other palicies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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NHS

Nottingham West
Clinical Commissioning Group

NHS Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group

www.nhottinghamwestccg.nhs.uk

Steffan Saunders

Head of Neighbourhoods and Prosperity
Directorate of Legal and Planning Services
Council Offices

Foster Avenue

Beeston

Nottingham

NG9 1AB

30 October 2017
Dear Steffan
Broxtowe Local Plan Part 2 Consultation

Thank you for allowing us the opportunity to respond to your consultation document. New
treatments and an aging population mean that pressures on services are greater than they have
ever been, as people are living longer, often with very complex conditions. An increase in local
population as a result of new housing developments compounds that pressure particularly on
primary care - family doctor services. Having the right infrastructure in place in primary and
community settings is crucial for the successful delivery of the Sustainability and Transformation
Plan (STP) ambitions and the GP Forward View (GPFV). The ability to transform care and keep
services sustainable will only be possible if efficient, fit-for-purpose, high quality facilities underpin
the delivery of services.

Workforce recruitment for GPs in particular is paramount for sustaining quality general practice
provision. Good quality fit for purpose primary care facilities are a key part of attracting the
necessary workforce to support the existing and new population as a result of these housing
developments.

In recent years there have been a number of developments approved which have had a major
impact on our ability to provide primary care services. As a consequence we would like to work
with the Borough Council to explore a better way of planning for care homes and retirement living
facilities. We are often the last public sector organisation to find out that a care home is opening; a
building has a change of use or that retirement facilities are being developed. 65% of the NHS
budget is spent on the over 65s and understandably the elderly are the predominant users of
health and social care services so the impact of such changes on the health and social care
system are huge for a relatively small part of the population.

In terms of this consultation document, we have taken each of your options in turn and outlined our
current position with regards to primary care facilities, indicating where we have areas of risk.

Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group: 12 GP practices working together with local
people as Nottingham West to develop and deliver new services to improve health and
wellbeing

Green Award
2016
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NHS

Nottingham West
Clinical Commissioning Group

Potential Site Allocations Sites Adjacent to the Main Urban Area

Policy: 3.1 Chetwynd Barracks The potential for 800+ dwellings (with a maximum of
500 homes with potential for 800+ overall | 1,500) presents significant concern with respect to
local health service provision. The nearest facilities for
Land for Medical Centre required in | this development, and where patients are likely to
order to make plan effective and | register, is Chilwell Valley & Meadows Surgeries
therefore sound which comprise a main surgery (Valley) which has no
development potential; and a branch surgery
(Meadows) which has some expansion potential.

Based on 2.3 residents per dwelling we would
anticipate an increased patient population of up to
3,500 patients if the total of 1,500 dwellings was
achieved, which would require 2 full-time General
Practitioners, over and above the current service
provision.

Given the size of this development and the potential
for further development at Toton, together with the
limited / non-existent expansion potential of the
current facilities, we are to consider the option of a
new Primary Care Centre for the Chilwell / Toton area
subject to funding being made available. Therefore, in
order for the plan for Chetwynd Barracks to be
effective and sound, we request a reserved site within
this development to provide primary care services to
the residents of this area.

We are not in a position to confirm the size of site
required at this stage; however based on similar
size developments it would be no more than 1
acre to serve a potential population of around
18,000 patients. Funding contributions should be
sought through Section 106.

Policy: 3.2 Toton — 500+ homes We understand that we have missed the opportunity
to comment on this proposal as it stands currently at
500 homes. However, we consider that there may be
further development in this area and would like to
offer the following comments:

The nearest facilities for this development is Chilwell
Valley & Meadows Surgeries which comprise a main
surgery (Valley) which has no development potential;
and a branch surgery (Meadows) which has some
expansion potential.

We would like to consider any expansion to the Toton
development over and above the original 500 houses
alongside the Chetwynd Barracks development which

Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group: 12 GP practices working together with local
people as Nottingham West to develop and deliver new services to improve health and
wellbeing

Green Award
2016
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Nottingham West
Clinical Commissioning Group

affects the same GP practice.

Policy: 3.3 & 3.4

Bramcote, East of Coventry Lane
300 homes

Stapleford, West of Coventry Lane
240 homes

The nearest facilities to these developments are
Bramcote Surgery and Hickings Lane Medical Centre.

Hickings Lane Medical Centre has recently extended
the surgery to take account of the new resident
population generated by 450 dwellings (a potential of
1,035 residents based on 2.3 residents per dwelling)
at Field Farm. There is potential to further expand this
facility.

Bramcote Surgery is a purpose built facility with some
potential for small scale development which could
assist with the expansion of patient population from
these two developments.

We are also aware of discussions regarding the
development of the old Bramcote Hills Golf Course for
retirement / continuing care privately owned units.
This will, if it goes ahead, compound capacity issues
within the existing practices.

We ask the Borough Council to request on our
behalf a Section 106 contribution to support the
expansion to the physical capacity of these
existing facilities in order to provide health
services to the additional 1,242 residents these
developments will attract.

Beeston (339 homes / 780 residents)

Policy: 3.5
Seven Trent (Lilac Grove), Beeston
150 homes

Policy: 3.6
Beeson Maltings, 56 homes

Policy: 3.7 Cement Depot Beeston, 21
homes

Policy: 3.8 Wollaton Road, Beeston, 12
homes

Policy: 11
Beeston Square, 100 homes (minimum)

There are four GP practices providing healthcare to
the residents of Beeston; Abbey Medical Centre, The
Manor Surgery, The Oaks Medical Centre and West
End Surgery.

The Oaks Medical Centre is currently undergoing an
extension to their purpose built facility in response to
the planned housing developments underway in
Beeston. However, the future developments as
outlined in the Local Plan Part 2 whilst not significant
when considered alone, need to be considered in its
entirety together with what is underway and will have
significant impact upon the physical capacity of
practices to provide health services. There is some
potential for small scale developments to assist with
this further expansion of the patient population in
particular from the Seven Trent and Beeston Square
developments.

We would ask for a Section 106 contribution to be

Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group: 12 GP practices working together with local
people as Nottingham West to develop and deliver new services to improve health and

wellbeing

Green Award
2016
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available to this locality to increase the physical
clinical space required to meet the needs of this
increase in population over and above that
already underway as part of The Oaks Medical
Centre expansion.

Policy: 4.1

Awsworth

West of Awsworth (inside the bypass)
250 homes

Policy: 5.1
Brinsley
East of Church Lane 110 homes

The nearest facilities to this development and where
patients are likely to register are Church St Medical
Centre and Church Walk Surgery in Eastwood. See
below for details of the Eastwood joint public services
proposed development to meet the needs of this
increase in population.

Policy: 6.1

Eastwood
200 homes + 30 Extra Care Units
Walker Street, Eastwood (Map 24)

Land for Medical Centre required in
order to make plan effective and
therefore sound

A new health centre for Eastwood is the CCG’s top
priority within its Strategic Estates Plan. The old
Eastwood Health Centre was considered no longer fit
for purpose and has been recently disposed of
resulting in there being no local facilities for extended,
community based health services in Eastwood.

Both GP practices in Eastwood are in separate
facilities which can no longer be extended. They are
intending to merge into one practice as of April 2018
to provide GP services to 20,000 local residents.

We have been working with Nottinghamshire County
Council, the land owners, on the preferred solution
which would be a One Public Estate public services
hub incorporating a new health facility on the Walker
Street site (Map 24). Alongside library services and
third sector organisations this new facility would also
house the two merged GP practices (Church Street
Medical Centre and Church Walk Surgery in
Eastwood) plus supporting community health service
provision.

In order that the plan for Eastwood is effective
and therefore sound, part of the Walker Street site
must be allocated for a new, purpose built health
facility to sit behind the existing library with direct
access to the main road with its public transport
links ensuring it is easily accessible to the
community. A one acre site is required (GIA
2000m2 of two or three storeys dependent upon
meeting planning requirements). Direct vehicular
access would be required to Walker Street if the
site is also identified as the preferred site for a co-

Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group: 12 GP practices working together with local
people as Nottingham West to develop and deliver new services to improve health and

wellbeing
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NHS

Nottingham West
Clinical Commissioning Group

located blue light service base. Funding
contributions should be sought for this
development through Section 106.

Kimberley (167 homes / 385 residents) The nearest facility to these developments is Hama

Medical Centre, Kimberley. This is a purpose built
Policy: 7.1 Kimberley Depot facility with potential to expand through internal re-
105 homes organisation of rooms changing their use from clinical

to non-clinical physical space.
Policy: 7.2 South of Eastwood Road
40 homes We would ask for a Section 106 contribution to be
requested in order to increase the physical
Policy: 7.3 Eastwood Road Builders Yard | clinical space required to meet the demands of
22 homes the increase in population brought about by the
housing developments.

In summary, we have considered the impact on our existing facilities for each of the
potential developments detailed in the Local Plan Part 2. Our main challenges are:

¢ Policy: 6.1 Eastwood where we have had extended discussions with Nottinghamshire County
Council regarding a public sector hub and require a site of 1 acre to be reserved on the Walker
Street site for this;

Policy: 3.1 Chetwynd Barracks / Policy: 3.2 Toton where we will do more work on a
potential hub servicing this area but would ask for a reserved site on the Barracks site to be
identified for a potential health facility;

L J

The impacts of other developments in the plan are of a smaller scale and could be resolved by
relatively modest extensions and/or internal re-design. For these we ask for Section 106
contributions to fund the necessary works to meet the health needs of the increase in
population.

I hope you find this of use in your considerations. Please let me know if you need any further
information.

Yours sincerely

I
NHS Nottingham West CCG

Nottingham West Clinical Commissioning Group: 12 GP practices working together with local
people as Nottingham West to develop and deliver new services to improve health and
wellbeing

Green Award
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Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss [ Ms | Other:

fiome E—

Organisation

(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group
organisation)

i R
I

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Lk
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Local Plan®

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss [ Ms | Other:MISS

Name I

Organisation

(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address |
Postcode I

Tel. Number I

E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to G

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Lk
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6 -
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. -



Broxtowe Part 2 5
~&Y Broxtowe
Local Plans: A5

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title .

Name I

Organisation T
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address [ ]
—

Postcode I

Tel. Number I

E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017
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separate form for each representation.
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For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Lk
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title m

Name I

Organisation T
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address ]
—

Postcode I

Tel. Number I

E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) taay o
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’
as it is of greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons
........ - It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature
hedgerows. - It’s essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of
this road. - It's of recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by
the well-worn paths. - It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field
contains remains of an ancient track. - It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with
grassland, mature hedgerows, & waterside habitats. - It's part of a green corridor stretching from
canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife. - It's an easily accessible pocket of
‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development. - lis value to the community was
demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting where local folk voted
unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir Cullen).

3
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site. b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as
‘Local Green Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’” as the field is of special value to
the local community, as described above. c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full
length of Leyton Crescent Recreation Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.
This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent. This is a locally important route for
wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog owners throughout the year, as proved by
the well-worn paths. The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at
Broxtowe’s C.A.T. meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Broxtowe

Borough
COUNCIL

Broxtowe Part 2
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I

Your Details

Title

Name

Organisation o
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number _

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:



www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 35
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance

(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Part 2 Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice
Local |Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Plan Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, sighage and security measures

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions
Policy 20: Air Quality
Policy 21: Unstable land
Policy 22: Minerals
Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and
non-designated heritage assets
Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport
Policy 26: Travel Plans
Policy 27: Local Green Space
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets
Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal
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Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) L
2.1 Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A. T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be desighated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

¢) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

6
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No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination s

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

7
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‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘“Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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48 Broxtowe
Local Plan" et

Agent
Please provide your client’s name I
Your Details
Title Me | Mrs | Miss | Me | Other: Dr
Name I
Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group
organisation)
Address I
[
I
I
Postcode I
Tel. Number [
E-mail address —

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4. Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7. Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) e
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

: Severn n
.::;:s T Savern Trent To include the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue, coloured in

3.1 hactares 160 Gweltngs green on Map 12, in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not
P T s justified’ as it is of greater value to the local community as a
natural green space. It is:

a) Part of a green corridor stretching from the canal aimost to
Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife;

b) Of historic interest: the field and adjacent canal are over 200
years old, and the field contains remains of an ancient track;

¢) A haven for wildlife (including notable species) with
grassland, mature hedgerows and waterside habitats;

d) An easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Beeston
Rylands and new Boots development.;

€) A locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised
grass surrounded by mature hedgerows;

f) Essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Avenue, of
which the field is a focal point;

g) Of recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field
daily. This is evidenced by the well-worn nature of the paths.

Furthermore, its value to the community was demonstrated at
Broxtowe’s July Community Action Team (C.A.T.) meeting

. where local people voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this
| field and not build here (vote verified by Clir Cullen).

o2 v
A £ S Cowrwm T Bred latias s 017 Onnancs S 100018453

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

| consider the following modifications necessary to make the Local Plan ‘sound’:

a) Cornwall Avenue field (with its surrounding hedgerows), coloured in green on Map 12, should be
removed from the Severn Trent housing site;

b) Cornwall Avenue field (with its surrounding hedgerows), coloured in green on Map 12, should be
designated as ‘Local Green Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special
value to the local community, as described above;

c¢) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation Ground),
coloured in yellow on Map 12, should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
Policy ' 1.5 Sareen Traed
13 1 hactanms 150 dwallng
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These modifications will make the Local Plan ‘sound’ because:

a) This second field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the two fields together form a half mile strip of countryside between Beeston Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent;

b) This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog owners
throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths;

C) The local value of this second field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T. meetings,
which ‘justifies’ its designation as ‘Local Green Space’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination He

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘“Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

o ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

o ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.qov.uk.

6
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L ocal Plan

Agent

Your Details

Title Miss | Ms Othe-
Name I

Organisation L
(if responding on behalf of the BeeSton W|Id||fe Group

organisation)

Address

Tel. Number

Postcode _
[

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3 November 2017

If you wishto commenton several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separateform for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here D

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www .broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The informationwill be analysed and the Council will consider issues raised.
Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be viewed at

the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For moreinformation: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy @broxtowe.gov.uk




Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4. Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14. Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16. Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Plan

Part 2 Local

PoliciesMap | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

2

Please use a separate sheet of paperif required. Please use one form per representation.



Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the
guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

Legally compliant

Compliant with the duty to co-operate

Sound

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

you answered ‘No ' to 2.3 above

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continueon an extra sheet if
necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Sevemn Trent housing site is not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove - an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable spedcies) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots develop ment.

It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Comwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

3

Please use a separate sheet of paperif required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally compliant or
sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording of any policy
or text. Please beas precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Comwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Comwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green

Space on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacentfield (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the Local Green Space’

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as

the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Sevem
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe's C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/sheidentifies for examination.

4

Please use a separate sheet of paperif required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5

Please use a separate sheet of paperif required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant”

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared. then this is likely to
relate to whether it or notit is Legally Compliant’. To be Legally Compliant, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate”

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councis and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the

effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
Duty to Co-operate’is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make every

effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely to
relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a

representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If

you think that the evidence doesn 't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is fjustified’.

‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

‘Positively Prepared” This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet

requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

‘Consistentwith National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other polides, or includes clear and convincing reasons for

doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115917 3452
or by emailing policy @broxtowe.gov.uk._
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Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other i}

Name I

Organisation conan
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address r

Postcode -

Tel. Number _

emaisccress |

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan
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Other (e.q.
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) oS
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified” as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Culien).
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

¢) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C. A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination o

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

o ‘'Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Broxtowe

Local Plantms A

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss [ Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation oy
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address I
I
I

Postcode I

Tel. Number I

E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Lk
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Broxtowe Part 2
Local Plan

Agent
Please provide your client's name I
Your Details
itle Mr P.‘Irs |I'vﬁss |Ms pther: Miss |
i 1
rganisation Beeston
ooy rete - Wildlife Group
ddress ]
]
L]
Postcode
el. Number
IE-maiI address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues

raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxiowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please s

Document

Policy number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses
in edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Page

number

ecify exactl

Policy text/
Paragraph
number

38-39

3.5

Part 2 Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice
Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Local Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Plan Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security

measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions
Policy 20: Air Quality
Policy 21: Unstable land
Policy 22: Minerals
Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and
non-designated heritage assets
Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport
Policy 26: Travel Plans
Policy 27: Local Green Space
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets
Policy 32: Developer Contributions
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?
Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer

to the guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
ou answered ‘N0’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the

Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant,
is unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to

support any of these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible.
Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.




Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old/ field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan

legally compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested
revised wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an
extra sheet if necessary.




a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’'s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the infermation, evidence and
supporting information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested
modification, as there will not normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further
representations based on the original representation at publication stage. After this stage,
further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector, based on the matters and
issues he/she identifies for examination.

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance
If your representation is seeking a

modification, do you consider it necessary
to participate at the public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

5




no

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination
If you wish to participate at the public

examination, please outline why you
consider this to be necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those
who have indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.
6



‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located to the south east
of Beeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent 1o the Strategic Core Strategy
aliccation of Boots (1o the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (to the south), the railway
line (10 the north) and the existing residential area of Beeston Rylands 10 the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met.

e P e Ty T SSN0E )

Key
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than currently exists.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) cbjectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the bicdiversity and
green infrastructure objective due o the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.
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Agent

Please provide your client’s name

Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other Il
Name

Organisation oo
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)
Address ]
L
Postcode .
Tel. Number I
E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.



Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing

employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses

Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood

Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in

edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Part 2 Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Local Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Plan Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and

Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions
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Other (e.g.
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) ies
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It is part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It is of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient
track. It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside
habitats.

It is an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It is a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It is essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe’s July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an exira sheet if necessary.

5
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a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

“Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination "

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

7
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

8
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e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Please provide your client’'s name I
Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss [ Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation T
(if responding on behalf of the Beeston Wildlife Group

organisation)

Address ]
—

Postcode I

Tel. Number I

E-mail address I

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here /I

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to G

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Lk
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

Including the field at the end of Cornwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassland, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above and is also the last remaining historic flood plain with the
possibility of SSSI status due to plants found here nowhere else in the area.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn
Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe’s C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination RO

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

e ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

e ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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3rd November 2017

Broxtowe Labour Group response to the Local Plan Part 2

Dear Steffan

| am writing in my capacity as Deputy Leader of the Labour Group in order to
respond to the Local Plan Part 2 on behalf of the Labour Group of Councillors on

Broxtowe Borough Council.

The Labour Group recognise the time, commitment and level of consultation that has
gone info developing the current draft of the local plan, and we commend the officers
involved on their efforts in relation to this important work.

The Local Plan Part 2 sets out the vision for Broxtowe for the next ten years, and
during that time Broxtowe is likely to face significant changes, with demographic
change, population growth and a fundamental shift in infrastructure with for example
the advent of HS2. Broxtowe's residents are also likely to change the ways in which
we live our lives, with the advent of new technologies and green energy. We believe
that our Council must take a progressive and forward thinking approach to meeting
those changes and challenges head on.

Broxtowe's Local Plan Part 2 must not only to be environmentally responsible, but
also be environmentally progressive. Our commitment in Broxtowe is for 6150
homes by 2028 and when taken collectively, those homes have the ability to make a
~significant impact on the environment. We would therefore like to see additional
commitments built into the plan in respect of new developments that ensure
environmentally friendly housing development, which proactively encourages energy
efficiency through the use of technologies such as solar panels, and ground source
cr air source heat pumps.

Over the next ten years, we have the opportunity to bring about significant change in
Broxtowe in terms of becoming a proactively green borough. We believe that there
["are a number of adjustments to the local plan that may provide for this, including the

introduction of electric charging points across the borough, a commitment to

introduce a significant shift in the uptake of cycling by increasing the cycle paths

available in the borough, and the allocation of land specifically for the creation of
green energy - such as solar or wind energy. In addition, we recognise that fracking




has the potential to impact on significant swathes of Broxtowe over the next ten

ears. Whilst we note the key role that the County Council has to play in relation to
fracking decisions, we believe that Broxtowe Borough should assert a commitment to
a frack free Broxtowe in respect of the minerals policy in the Local Plan.

Green transport is also going to offer significant change in Broxtowe over the next
ten years as we move towards preparing for the arrival of HS2 in Toton. We
welcome HS2 and the opportunities that it will bring for jobs creation and local

< | growth. A significant infrastructure project the size of HS2 offers an opportunity to put
Py ¥" | Broxtowe on the map, building an economic hub around the Toton Sidings station
and the surrounding area. We are therefore strongly in favour of the provision for
economic development and transport provision, including a Stapleford Gateway that
promotes business growth in the corridor between Toton Sidings and Stapleford.
mﬁher, outside of the immediate HS2 area, we are strongly supportive of the

'y development of a freight terminal at Bennerley Washings in order to support jobs and
W growth in the North of the Borough as well as the South.

In addition to provision of green transport in respect of HS2, we have a clear
commitment to the introduction of environmentally sound methods of transport in
Broxtowe and the introduction of additional capacity to transport infrastructure in
order to cope with population growth and changing demographics. We therefore
advocate for a comidor of land reflecting the proposed tram route in Kimberiey to be
earmarked for the introduction of a new tram route in the North of the borough,
joining Eastwood, Kimberiey, Nuthall and Nottingham. We would also be supportive
of additional bus infrastructure that joins the North and the South of the borough.

We believe that there should be put into place a green infrastructure corridor that
extends from the HS2 site to Bramcote Woods, with a view towards creating a single
extended green infrastructure corridor between the North and the South of the
Borough. Such a corridor would be particularly valuable for nature preservation in
terms of uninhibited movement of species. it would also provide a protected area for
residents to enjoy and explore, thereby supporting our commitments to healthy
lifestyles and green space preservation. Our green infrastructure sites should be
|_enforceable in planning terms in order to secure their maximum impact.

TR

In housing terms, we support a housing strategy which matches the demographic
growth of Broxtowe and meets already existing shortfall in addition to those
commitments required for future provision. The commitments to housing mix must be
backed up by evidence drawn from housing waiting lists and population growth
demographics. Faced with an aging population who are experiencing increasingly
complex conditions, we would like to see strengthened commitments to the provision
of dementia friendly housing and also supported living. In addition, we believe that
ere is a role for an increased development of Council owned social housing and we
woulld like to see a specific commitment in the housing mix policy to this.




In terms of site allocations, whilst we broadly welcome the site allocations set out in
the plan, we have some concems that the density of development in the South of the
borough will lead to significant pressures on both community and transport
infrastructure and we believe this needs examining in some detail. In particular, we
are concerned that there will be significant transport pressure placed on the A6005
that runs through Toton, Attenborough, Chilwell and Beeston and that capacity here
will need to be considered. Likewise, we have some similar concerns surrounding
the transport infrastructure capacity to support the proposed development in
Awsworth in the North of the borough, and the access routes to the Chetwynd
___development in Chilwell in the South.

R

We strongly believe that housing should not be developed in isolation and we

recognise a clear need for the provision of a wide variety of community infrastructure
1 to support the proposed housing site allocations. This is particularly the case in the
proposed developments in both Beeston Rylands, and the Chetwynd Barracks site in
Chilwell, where planned developments are of a significant enough size to change the
shape, dynamic and operation of the communities there. In these cases, we believe
that there is a real need for the type of infrastructure that supports a community of
significant size, such as shops, doctor's surgeries, green space, and places for the
'_community to meet. In line with these principles, we aiso request that the 'Horse
= 6 [ Fleld' in Beeston Rylands to the back of Cornwall Avenue not be included in the plan,

— B

4 that Kettiebrook Lodge in Kimberiey continues to be excluded from the plan in
.7 jany revisions that may arise following this consultation. In addition, we would also
'§r—'bz'ﬁlate that where community facilities do need to be moved in order to make way
for proposed development, they are provided with a guaranteed site allocation and
Lgr':_in___hanced facility to compensate the community for any loss.

-
LT

S,
f' We also believe that green spaces and green infrastructure have a clear role to play

v
2. \5; in any site allocation and therefore in particular reference to the site close to
>y ramcote Crematorium, consideration must be given to the preservation of a green
""" corridor that runs between the North and the South of the borough. In addition, we
\ ‘ recommend that provision be made for a network of footpaths running across the
Q) d Barracks development.

-

.....

pbs s and growth, and we welcome the commitment in the Local Plan Part 2 to
 develop Beeston town centre through the Phase 2 site. As part of this, we believe
that there must be the clear provision of cultural and community space, including a
\\ clear expanse of public reaim inclusive of a water feature similar in style to
Nottingham market square. We believe that this space should extend between the
current site and the church, including provision for the demolition of the current
Argos block. Whilst we recognise that this development should be mixed use, we
also believe that the formula for attracting homes in this critical development should

=
_'ﬁ




e

not be based on a short term gain of capital receipts. Instead, the strategy for
redeveloping Beeston square should maximise economic rental revenue for the
Council in future years.

In order to support jobs and growth in Broxtowe we believe there is a role for
regeneration of all four of our fown centres across the borough. We are suppoitive
of the developments in Beeston town centre but we believe there is a role for growth
['in our towns also in Stapleford, Eastwood and Kimberley. We are therefore
concemed at the assertion in the current version of the Local Plan Part 2 that our
town centre boundaries will be constricted in order to potentially make way for new
housing development at the edges of those town centres: we would advocate to
keep the boundaries in their current state.

Our belief, as referenced in earlier in this response, is that housing should not be
developed in isolation but in partnership with the community infrastructure already in
existence, and reducing our town centre boundaries seems to go against this

\ principle. Likewise, we believe that the current Broxtowe college site should not be
sacrificed for more housing. Instead, it should be retained as a site for high quality
education and training provision, or for employment provision if this is not possible.

ikewise, we are aware of current plans to explore options for Beeston town hall: we

believe that this community heritage asset offers more opportunity than the provision

| of housing, and has the potential to be used in creative ways to provide direct

i support for the members of community, looking towards examples of good practice

- such as Derby City Council's health and housing hub.

Uitimately, we believe that our Local Plan should offer the opportunity to become a
forward thinking, progressive borough that is not only a centre for jobs and growth
but also hamesses the opportunities of the future in terms of technological change,
green energy and green transport. We believe that the policies in the Local Plan
Part 2 and the respective allocation sites in Broxtowe should reflect this ambition,
and should also reflect a core desire to develop not just housing, but also the
communities that will live, work and thrive in those developments.

Yours sincerely,

Dawn Elliott
Deputy Leader of the Labour Group
On behalf of the Broxtowe Labour Group



o &% Broxtowe
Local Plan" &% Borough

Agent

Please provide your client's name | Mrs D Viitanen

Your Details

Title @Mrs Miss | Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation
(¥ responaing on behalf of e
ongansaton)

Featherstones

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | v

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to: [

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the [ifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protecton Act 1028, The nformation will be analysed and the Council will consider issuss
raised Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wel be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

wewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NGS 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Puolicy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations Policy 2
Puolicy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Policy 3
Paolicy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation Policy 4
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation Policy 5
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation Policy 6
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations Policy 7
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Puolicy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Puolicy 10: Town Centre and District Cenire Uses
Policy 11: The Sguare, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town cenire uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Puolicy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15 Housing size, mix and choice

Puolicy 16; Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Puolicy 18; Shopfronts, signage and secunty measures
Puolicy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Cuality

Puolicy 21: Unstable land

Paolicy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage asseis

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Palicy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Palicy 27 Local Green Space

Puolicy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Puolicy 30; Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. Yes, exclusion of sites.
omission,

evidence
document
etc.)

2

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Pleass use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer o the Yes

guidance note at for an expianation of these ferms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Flease only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified v
It is not effective v
It is not positively prepared v
It is not consistent with national policy v

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an exfra sheet
if necessary.

See attached Statement

3

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification{s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

See attached Statement

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportfjustify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination Vv

Mo, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

We wish to participate at public examination to explore fully the concerns we

have with the soundness of the Plan.

Please note the Inspector wm determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear 1‘1105& who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Flease use one form per representation.



o &% Broxtowe
Local Plan" &% Borough

Agent

Please provide your client's name | Mrs Marjorie Barnes

Your Details

Title @Mrs Miss | Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation
(¥ responaing on behalf of e
ongansaton)

Featherstones

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | v

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to: [

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the [ifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protecton Act 1028, The nformation will be analysed and the Council will consider issuss
raised Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wel be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

wewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NGS 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Puolicy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations Policy 2
Puolicy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Policy 3
Paolicy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation Policy 4
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation Policy 5
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation Policy 6
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations Policy 7
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Puolicy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Puolicy 10: Town Centre and District Cenire Uses
Policy 11: The Sguare, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town cenire uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Puolicy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15 Housing size, mix and choice

Puolicy 16; Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Puolicy 18; Shopfronts, signage and secunty measures
Puolicy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Cuality

Puolicy 21: Unstable land

Paolicy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage asseis

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Palicy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Palicy 27 Local Green Space

Puolicy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Puolicy 30; Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. Yes, exclusion of sites.
omission,

evidence
document
etc.)

2

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Pleass use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer o the Yes

guidance note at for an expianation of these ferms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Flease only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified v
It is not effective v
It is not positively prepared v
It is not consistent with national policy v

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an exfra sheet
if necessary.

See attached Statement

3

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification{s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

See attached Statement

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportfjustify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination Vv

Mo, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

We wish to participate at public examination to explore fully the concerns we

have with the soundness of the Plan.

Please note the Inspector wm determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear 1‘1105& who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Flease use one form per representation.
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Puolicy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations Policy 2
Puolicy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Policy 3
Paolicy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation Policy 4
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation Policy 5
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation Policy 6
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations Policy 7
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Puolicy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Puolicy 10: Town Centre and District Cenire Uses
Policy 11: The Sguare, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town cenire uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Puolicy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15 Housing size, mix and choice

Puolicy 16; Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Puolicy 18; Shopfronts, signage and secunty measures
Puolicy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Cuality

Puolicy 21: Unstable land

Paolicy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage asseis

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Palicy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Palicy 27 Local Green Space

Puolicy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Puolicy 30; Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. Yes, exclusion of sites.
omission,

evidence
document
etc.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Pleass use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer o the Yes

guidance note at for an expianation of these ferms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Flease only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified v
It is not effective v
It is not positively prepared v
It is not consistent with national policy v

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an exfra sheet
if necessary.

See attached Statement

3

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification{s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

See attached Statement

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportfjustify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination Vv

Mo, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

We wish to participate at public examination to explore fully the concerns we

have with the soundness of the Plan.

Please note the Inspector wm determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear 1‘1105& who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Flease use one form per representation.
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These representations have been prepared on behalf of W. Westerman Ltd who have a
number of land interests in Broxtowe. W. Westerman Ltd have serious concerns about the
soundness of the Plan, particularly in relation to the approach to housing delivery. These
concerns are set out below.

The NPPF requires Local Planning Authorities to plan positively to ensure the delivery of the
area’s ‘minimum’ housing requirements and to ensure that there is an appropriate 5 year land
supply in accordance with paragraph 47 of the NPPF.

It is unclear from Policy 2 of the proposed Plan how the Government’s requirements regarding
housing delivery will be met. It can be seen from the Housing Trajectory at Table 4 of the
Plan that Broxtowe has a significant housing supply shortfall and a persistent history of under
delivery. Within this context it is essential that the Council are able to provide certainty
regarding the delivery of housing. For the reasons set out below it is considered that the Plan
fails to do this and is therefore unsound.

The need for flexibility or the identification of ‘reserve sites’ is not unusual but is particularly
pertinent to Broxtowe because of its historical under performance, the number of sites carried
forward from the 2004 Local Plan and the uncertainty regarding the key strategic sites. It is
W.Westerman’s view that a number of the sites proposed to be allocated by the Council will
fail to be delivered and others are likely to be delayed such that the humbers assumed to be
delivered will not be met. Individually a number of sites should not be counted towards
delivery targets given their uncertainty. However the collective impact of so many complex
and uncertain sites must also be addressed through the allocation of additional land.

In terms of strategic sites this uncertainty includes:

a. Land at Boots, which although the site has permission continues to be complex with
significant delivery uncertainties.

b. Severn Trent land which is a former sewage treatment works with associated
complexities of decontamination and remediation. Housing delivery on the site is
therefore highly uncertain.

c. Chetwynd Barracks: A current and active Ministry of Defence site. Whilst the MOD
have indicated that the site may become available for redevelopment, no firm
committed dates are set out and the timing of any closure is subject to change.
There remains a potential for a significant delay to the closure of the site or a
cancellation. Delivery is highly uncertain therefore.

d. Toton: Whilst planning permission exists on part of this site, that permission conflicts
with the vision for the site as set out in Policy 3.2. The supporting text to this Policy
is confusing and ill-conceived. It is based largely on the East Midlands HS2 Growth
Strategy Document published in September 2017. It includes the statement in
relation to the vision for the Toton that

It will also require higher densities than those currently subject of an extant Outline
Planning Consent for the site and this will need careful consideration by Broxtowe
Borough Council as the Local Planning Authority.” (Page 20).

Whilst this implies the potential for greater housing numbers in the long term it
brings onto question the deliverability of the extant consent and housing delivery in
the short to medium term.

Page | 2
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In terms of other allocations or ‘committed’ sites:

a. Land at Beeston Maltings — Policy 3.6, has been allocated since 2004. It remains a
difficult and complex site and delivery is highly uncertain.

b. Land in Awsworth includes land allocated since 2004 and although there is extant
permission, delivery is not certain.

c. Two sites in Eastwood were allocated in the 2004 Local Plan and delivery remains
uncertain notwithstanding extant planning permission.

d. Land at Walker Street, Eastwood — Policy 6.1. This forms part of a school and
recreation facility. Aside from its individual merits as an allocation, the site has been
allocated (although a different part of the overall school site) since 2004 with no
development progressing. Given the status of the site and wider uncertainty
regarding school places and the quality and quantity of sports and recreation space,
the delivery of the site is highly uncertain.

e. Land south of Kimberley including Kimberley Depot - Policy 7.1. The site is currently
a refuse depot with refuse tip. It is unclear if new facilities have been found to
facilitate relocation. Notwithstanding, the site will contain areas of contamination
which could preclude or limit development. Delivery on the site is therefore uncertain.

f. Land South of Eastwood Road, Kimberley — Policy 7.2. This site has been allocated
since 2004. Development of the site remains complex and delivery highly uncertain.

g. Builders Yard, Eastwood Road, Kimberley — Policy 7.3. This site has been allocated
since 2004. Development on the site remains uncertain.

The uncertainty in Broxtowe stems principally from the sheer number of complex sites where
the level of certainty regarding delivery is extremely low. In these circumstances there is not
a sufficiently reasonable prospect that the minimum housing numbers will be achieved and
the Plan is therefore unsound. The circumstances in Broxtowe are the very circumstances
that have led the Local Plan Experts Group to recommend the introduction of appropriate
lapse rates and a 20% reserve site allowance. To adopt the Plan in its current form would
perpetuate the current and historic role the planning system has played in creating a crisis in
housing through the lack of delivery of new homes.

The Government recognises that more needs to be done to ensure that the right numbers of
houses are built. It's White Paper — Fixing Our Broken Housing Market (February 2017) is
aimed at just that. The White Paper draws on and makes reference to the work undertaken
by the Local Plan Experts Group (LPEG). As well as proposing a new approach to calculating
housing needs, the LPEG made recommendations as to how Local Plans should be
approached not only to demonstrate a five year land supply but to ensure plans deliver over
the whole plan period.

In their Report to Government (March 2016) the LPEG state that:

‘there needs to be a clearer and more effective mechanism for maintaining a five year land
supply, at the same time as ensuring plans consider delivery over the whole plan period and
incorporate sufficient flexibility to respond to rapid change’ (Paragraph 11.3).

And they recommend that plans:

‘focus on ensuring a more effective supply of developable land for the medium to long term
(over the whole plan period), plus make provision for, and provide a mechanism for the

release of, developable Reserve Sites equivalent to 20% of their housing requirement’
(Paragraph 11.4).

Page | 3
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Because of its existing delivery problems, the scale of its shortfall and the uncertainties
regarding delivery in the future, it is important that this ‘sufficient Flexibility’ is adopted by
Broxtowe in its Local Plan Part 2. The Local Plan must be flexible enough to guarantee the
delivery of the minimum number of new homes in the Plan period.

In simple terms this means planning for more houses so that there is sufficient flexibility now,
to take account of inevitable delays to delivery on some sites and lapsed permission or non-
implementation on others.

Furthermore in terms of a 5 year land supply the Plan does not set out how an appropriate
land supply should be calculated and how this will then be met by the Plan. It is essential that
the Plan, or supporting evidence, contains appropriate information to confirm that the Plan
provides a 5 year land supply calculation from adoption of the Plan. The Plan will be unsound
unless it can be demonstrated, based on appropriate assumptions, that it will bring about a 5
year land supply position.

There are a range of sites and locations where additional, sustainable development can take
place. Land at Low Wood Road, Nuthall (identified on the Plan attached) is well related to the
Urban area and extremely well related to the transport network, including the Tram. There is
potential for the Tram to be extended into the site and for new and improved park and ride
facilities to be provided, helping to address existing congestion and capacity issues. As a
minimum it is considered that the site should be removed from the Green Belt so that it is
available for development in the longer term or if delivery on other identified sites stall.

Page | 4
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2.6

Introduction

These representations have been prepared on behalf of Bloor Homes who have a number of
land interests in Broxtowe. Bloor Homes have serious concerns about the soundness of the
Plan, particularly in relation to the approach to housing and the allocation at Toton. Details of
their concerns are set out in the statement below, with reference to particular policies and
paragraph numbers where relevant. The statement also sets out the modifications to the Plan
that are considered necessary to make it sound.

Housing Delivery

The NPPF requires Local Planning Authorities to plan positively to ensure the delivery of the
area’s ‘minimum’ housing requirements and to ensure that there is an appropriate 5 year land
supply in accordance with paragraph 47 of the NPPF.

It is unclear from Policy 2 of the proposed Plan how the Government’s requirements regarding
housing delivery will be met. It can be seen from the Housing Trajectory at Table 4 of the
Plan that Broxtowe has a significant housing supply shortfall and a persistent history of under
delivery. Within this context it is essential that the Council are able to provide certainty
regarding the delivery of housing. For the reasons set out below it is considered that the Plan
fails to do this and is therefore unsound.

In terms of a 5 year land supply the Plan does not set out how an appropriate land supply
should be calculated and how this will then be met by the Plan. It is essential that the Plan, or
supporting evidence, contains appropriate information to confirm that the Plan provides a 5
year land supply calculation from adoption of the Plan. The Plan will be unsound unless it can
be demonstrated, based on appropriate assumptions that it will bring about a 5 year land
supply position.

The Trajectory at Table 4 indicates that the Borough will have sufficient sites to deliver the
housing requirement. Indeed it suggests a buffer exists. However Bloor Homes has
significant concerns about the assumptions used to inform these figures and the cumulative
effect of the uncertainty regarding the delivery of a large number of sites. Within this context
Bloor Homes do not consider that the approach is sound, both because of the unrealistic
assumptions on individual sites but, most importantly because of the lack of certainty
regarding delivery overall.

The Government recognises that more needs to be done to ensure that the right numbers of
houses are built. It's White Paper — Fixing Our Broken Housing Market (February 2017) is
aimed at just that. The White Paper draws on and makes reference to the work undertaken
by the Local Plan Experts Group (LPEG). As well as proposing a new approach to calculating
housing needs, the LPEG made recommendations as to how Local Plans should be
approached not only to demonstrate a five year land supply but to ensure plans deliver over
the whole plan period.

In their Report to Government (March 2016) the LPEG state that:
‘there needs to be a clearer and more effective mechanism for maintaining a five year land
supply, at the same time as ensuring plans consider delivery over the whole plan period and

incorporate sufficient flexibility to respond to rapid change’ (Paragraph 11.3).

And they recommend that plans:
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‘focus on ensuring a more effective supply of developable land for the medium to long term
(over the whole plan period), plus make provision for, and provide a mechanism for the
release of, developable Reserve Sites equivalent to 20% of their housing requirement’
(Paragraph 11.4).

Because of its existing delivery problems, the scale of its shortfall and the uncertainties
regarding delivery in the future, it is important that this ‘sufficient Flexibility’ is adopted by
Broxtowe in its Local Plan Part 2. The Local Plan must be flexible enough to guarantee the
delivery of the minimum number of new homes in the Plan period.

In simple terms this means planning for more houses so that there is sufficient flexibility now,
to take account of inevitable delays to delivery on some sites and lapsed permission or non-
implementation on others.

A 20% flexibility allowance or 20% reserve sites as suggested by the LPEG would mean
Broxtowe planning for around 7380 dwellings over the Plan period, as opposed to the
minimum requirement of 6250 dwellings or the current approach which indicates a potential
delivery of 6747 dwellings. This additional flexibility would be some 600 or so more than the
Council are currently planning for (7380 — 6747 =600). Such flexibility is the minimum that is
required for the delivery of appropriate levels of housing in Broxtowe is to be secured.

There is a range of sites and locations where additional, sustainable development can take
place. For example land at Nether Green, east of Mansfield Road, Eastwood (SHLAA ref
203) has been identified as a suitable location for growth by the Council, but the Council has
concluded that the site is not needed at the present time. The land at Nether Green is well
related to the urban area. It is well contained by the line of the now disused railway, which
could also provide a new permanent and defensible Green Belt boundary. The site has the
potential to deliver around 200 new homes together with new open space, children’s play
areas and areas for biodiversity enhancement. The site location together with an illustrative
masterplan are shown at Appendix One.

The need for flexibility or the identification of ‘reserve sites’ is not unusual but is particularly
pertinent to Broxtowe because of its historical under performance, the number of sites carried
forward from the 2004 Local Plan and the uncertainty regarding the key strategic sites

In terms of strategic sites this uncertainty includes:

a. Land at Boots, which although the site has permission continues to be complex with
significant delivery uncertainties.

b. Severn Trent land which is a former sewage treatment works with associated
complexities of decontamination and remediation. Housing delivery on the site is
therefore highly uncertain.

c. Chetwynd Barracks: A current and active Ministry of Defence site. Whilst the MOD
have indicated that the site may become available for redevelopment, no firm
committed dates are set out and the timing of any closure is subject to change.
There remains a potential for a significant delay to the closure of the site or a
cancellation. Delivery is highly uncertain therefore.

d. Toton: Whilst planning permission exists on part of this site, that permission conflicts
with the vision for the site as set out in Policy 3.2. The supporting text to this Policy
is confusing and ill-conceived. It is based largely on the East Midlands HS2 Growth
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Strategy Document published in September 2017. It includes the statement in
relation to the vision for the Toton that

It will also require higher densities than those currently subject of an extant Outline
Planning Consent for the site and this will need careful consideration by Broxtowe
Borough Council as the Local Planning Authority.’ (Page 20).

Whilst this implies the potential for greater housing numbers in the long term it
brings onto question the deliverability of the extant consent and housing delivery in
the short to medium term.

In terms of other allocations or ‘committed’ sites:

a.

Land at Beeston Maltings — Policy 3.6, has been allocated since 2004. It remains a
difficult and complex site and delivery is highly uncertain.

Land in Awsworth includes land allocated since 2004 and although there is extant
permission, delivery is not certain.

Two sites in Eastwood were allocated in the 2004 Local Plan and delivery remains
uncertain notwithstanding extant planning permission.

Land at Walker Street, Eastwood — Policy 6.1. This forms part of a school and
recreation facility. Aside from its individual merits as an allocation, the site has been
allocated (although a different part of the overall school site) since 2004 with no
development progressing. Given the status of the site and wider uncertainty
regarding school places and the quality and quantity of sports and recreation space,
the delivery of the site is highly uncertain.

Land south of Kimberley including Kimberley Depot - Policy 7.1. The site is currently
a refuse depot with refuse tip. It is unclear if new facilities have been found to
facilitate relocation. Notwithstanding, the site will contain areas of contamination
which could preclude or limit development. Delivery on the site is therefore uncertain.
Land South of Eastwood Road, Kimberley — Policy 7.2. This site has been allocated
since 2004. Development of the site remains complex and delivery highly uncertain.
Builders Yard, Eastwood Road, Kimberley — Policy 7.3. This site has been allocated
since 2004. Development on the site remains uncertain.

The uncertainty in Broxtowe stems principally from the sheer number of complex sites
where the level of certainty regarding delivery is extremely low. In these circumstances
there is not a sufficiently reasonable prospect that the minimum housing numbers will be
achieved and the Plan is therefore unsound. The circumstances in Broxtowe are the very
circumstances that have led the Local Plan Experts Group to recommend the introduction
of appropriate lapse rates and a 20% reserve site allowance. To adopt the Plan in its
current form would perpetuate the current and historic role the planning system has
played in creating a crisis in housing through the lack of delivery of new homes.

The Plan needs to be modified to address the problems set out above. This should include:

e A critical review of the reliance on particular sites to deliver new homes;

e A significant increase in the number of new homes planned for (to at least 7380
over the Plan period) through the allocation of additional land;

e The inclusion of a five year land supply calculation and demonstration that, on
adoption, the Plan will provide a suitable land supply (and the allocation of
additional land to address 5 year land supply issues if necessary);
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e The allocation of land at Mansfield Road, Eastwood, for around 200 dwellings
together with the removal of the land from the Green Belt (as shown at Appendix
One);

e The allocation and removal of additional land from the Green Belt at Toton, see
Appendix Two. Together with a complete re-appraisal of the approach to the
development of land at Toton as set out below and shown in the vision
documents at Appendices 3, 4 and 5.

Land in the vicinity of the HS2 Station at Toton — Policy 3.2

The Council's approach to the planning of the Toton area in response to the unique
opportunity presented by HS2, the tram and the strategic highway connections, is confused
and fundamentally flawed.

It is currently unclear from the Policy how it is envisaged that development within the Plan
period (the provision of 500 houses) fits with and will not prejudice the delivery of the wider
aspirations for the site set out as ‘key development requirements beyond the Plan period’.
Furthermore it is unclear whether the supporting text relates to the plan period requirement or
beyond plan period or both.

Crucially the Plan ignores the Peveril Homes Housing scheme which was recently granted
consent by the Council on the majority of land west of Toton lane. It is inconceivable how the
delivery of this permitted scheme is compatible with the Policy aspirations for the site set out
in the Plan. It is clear that the Policy aspirations as set out in the supporting text are linked
with the vision for the site set out in the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy (September
2017). This strategy envisages an ‘innovation village’ on the site, but this is located on land
where there is already planning permission for a 500 unit suburban residential scheme.

Oxalis Planning on behalf of Bloor Homes have consistently advocated a more
comprehensive and forward thinking approach to the land at Toton, including strongly
opposing the consenting of the Peveril Scheme which would clearly prejudice the delivery of a
more comprehensive and innovative response to the opportunity presented by HS2. These
concerns were ignored and it is now clear that the approved Peveril scheme is incompatible
with the vision for the site now being set out. A fundamental re-think of the Policy is required.
A different response will be required depending on whether the Peveril scheme is
implemented, but changes will be required to make the Plan sound in any event.

o If the Peveril scheme is not implemented, for example in order for the vision set out
by the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy to be progressed; the Plan will need to be
amended because additional land will be needed so that new homes can be delivered
in the short term. The aspirations set out in the Growth Strategy in relation to the
innovation village will necessarily take many years to work up given that the mix and
scale is unlikely to be commercially appropriate or viable prior to the delivery of HS2.
Land to the east of Toton Lane will be needed, to help to deliver new homes quickly.
This land, as set out in the Oxalis vision documents can deliver homes on a more
conventional basis and allow for land adjacent to the HS2 hub, west of Toton Lane, to
be retained for future development more directly associated with HS2.

Or

e If the Peveril scheme is implemented, a new masterplan approach and revised vision
for land at Toton would be required to take account of the committed scheme. The
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committed scheme is fundamentally at odds with the Growth Strategy and it would
prejudice its delivery. The strategy for the site would need to change. Additional land
to the east of Toton Lane, would need to be introduced to help deliver the overarching
aspirations for the site as set out in the East Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy.

Unless these compatibility issues can be resolved the Plan will be unsound.

Oxalis planning on behalf of Bloor Homes have consistently advocated a more ambitious
approach to the Planning of the area around HS2, including, importantly, the inclusion within a
comprehensive scheme of land to the east of Toton Lane. The constrained approach to the
allocation both limits the appropriate planning of the area and ignores the context provided by
existing built form, landscape and other features on the ground. The tram line is not an
appropriate Green Belt or development boundary. An allocation which reflects the
opportunities for development on land east of Toton Lane and north of the tram line should be
made — as shown by the Plan at Appendix Two.

Oxalis Planning on behalf of Bloor Homes have over past 5 or so years, prepared a number of
masterplan documents illustrating ways in which land at Toton could be developed. These
include a ‘Broxtowe Gateway vision’ Document produced in April 2013 (Appendix Three); a
‘Broxtowe - Gateway to the East Midlands’ vision document produced in March 2014
(Appendix Four) and a ‘Toton — Strategic Location for Growth’ document produced in
December 2015 (see Appendix Five). These three documents are appended to this
submission for ease of reference and to provide details of the approach advocated by Oxalis
on behalf of Bloor Homes. These documents should be read in conjunction with these
representations. The fundamental principle of the vision advocated consistently by Oxalis
Planning are:

a. To produce a masterplan for the site which is focussed on the need to deliver an
appropriate commercial response to the opportunities presented by HS2. The
economic opportunities should be maximised and a specific response to HS2 planed;

b. Whilst the precise nature of the commercial development can only be determined by
future market demand, the planning of the site should not, in any way, constrain the
potential;

c. This would mean delivering housing to meet the plan period requirement on land to
the east of Toton lane and reserving land to the west of Toton Lane for development
directly associated with HS2.

The Oxalis documents include a highway solution that has been largely mirrored in the East
Midlands HS2 Growth Strategy (Page 30). Fundamental to this highway strategy is a new
junction onto the A52 to the north east of Bardills Island and a partial ‘bypass’ of the Bardills
Junction. Such an approach is however incompatible with Policy 3.2 as currently set out.
Policy 3.2 retains as Green Belt, land north and east of Bardills garden centre, land which
would be essential for this new infrastructure. Furthermore if this new infrastructure were to
be put in place the context of land to the east and west of it would change greatly and become
even more appropriate for development.

Policy 3.2 is therefore fundamentally flawed because the area of land to be removed from the
Green Belt should include land east of Toton Lane and north of the Tram line. The inclusion
of this area would facilitate appropriate infrastructure works and enable a more
comprehensive approach to the masterplanning of the area.
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The Plan has not, in relation to the opportunity presented by HS2, been positively prepared or
justified having regard to the evidence base and considering reasonable alternatives.

There are other aspects of the supporting text to Policy 3.2 which are flawed and inconsistent
with national policy. The vision sets out ambitions for relocation of existing facilities and the
delivery of extensive new community and leisure facilities. However these aspirations have
not been discussed with underlying landowners and its remains wholly unclear how these
components can be delivered in terms of viability and land assembly or how they would be
funded.

Approach to self-build and custom-build housing — Policy 15

Bloor Homes object to bullet point 8 of Policy 15 which requires 5% of large sites to be
delivered as self / custom build Homes. The delivery of self / custom build Homes as part of a
large site creates complex delivery, design, Health and Safety and site management issues.
On some sites it will also create uncertainty regarding delivery and viability. It is unclear how
this requirement would be manged and delivered on the ground alongside the delivery of
dwellings constructed by Bloor Homes.

Government Policy supports the provision of self and custom build homes. A key emphasis is
on the benefit of this form of housing delivery in boosting the supply of new homes. The blunt
requirement set out in Policy 15 will in no way help to boost supply, indeed for the reasons set
out it may well delay or restrict supply.

It is considered that a more appropriate response to the Government’s requirement would be
to identify specific small sites which are capable of delivery as self / custom build homes and
to encourage the promotion of small scale windfall site for such purposes. This could then act
to help boost the delivery of new homes.

Policy 17: Place — Making, Design and Amenity

Some of the criteria within this design policy are misplaced and should be removed. Criteria
1b and 1c are both spatial policies concerned with the location of development as opposed to
its form. These criteria should be deleted.




o &% Broxtowe
Local Plan" &% Borough

Agent

Please provide your client's name | Bloor Homes Ltd

Your Details

Title @Mrs Miss | Ms | Other:

Name

Organisation
(¥ responaing on behalf of e
ongansaton)

Oxalis Planning Ltd

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | v

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to: [

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the [ifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protecton Act 1028, The nformation will be analysed and the Council will consider issuss
raised Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wel be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

wewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NGS 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Puolicy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations Policy 2
Puolicy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Policy 3
Paolicy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation Policy 4
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation Policy 5
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation Policy 6
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations Policy 7
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Puolicy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Puolicy 10: Town Centre and District Cenire Uses
Policy 11: The Sguare, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town cenire uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Puolicy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15 Housing size, mix and choice

Puolicy 16; Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Puolicy 18; Shopfronts, signage and secunty measures
Puolicy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Cuality

Puolicy 21: Unstable land

Paolicy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage asseis

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Palicy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Palicy 27 Local Green Space

Puolicy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Puolicy 30; Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. Yes, exclusion of sites and approach to Toton allocation.
omission,

evidence
document
etc.)

2

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Pleass use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer o the Yes

guidance note at for an expianation of these ferms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Flease only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified v
It is not effective v
It is not positively prepared v
It is not consistent with national policy v

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an exfra sheet
if necessary.

See attached Statement

3

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification{s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

See attached Statement

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to supportfjustify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subseguent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

a

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination Vv

Mo, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

We wish to participate at public examination to explore fully the concerns we

have with the soundness of the Plan.

Please note the Inspector wm determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear 1‘1105& who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5

Flease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Flease use one form per representation.



Appendix One:

lan;

Site location

I

ht ik

[ELERAM

Mt

d2'd00

w5

v

O

il

u
@,




SE3S | EV 2 00S'T)
uejdiaise yas
poomises e pue

"SIOPLLOD 1Eiqel 3pnoid pue ainonys
adesspue| ppe o3 [eafpexd ausym paulejal ssalysmolabpay Buyspg n
SBWOH 100]g 3 : ‘Bp|sAnuUNo2 BulpunNouns a1} JO Sainles) 1Palal pue Juswdojaasp ajesbaiu

_ 2 E y diay 0} sasdod aay ||ews yum psjuswajddns aunianas adedspuel bupspg H
LONS™ 590 punois T 4

g I k" . : ‘SaNS pue ssaaoe oyqnd oy sepunuoddo Buipiaoid pue wswdojeasp
oy | d . - . ¢ oju| apysAipunod Bujbuliq ‘ssinooisiem spisbuoie Jopjuod adedspuel uasdo H

\ ; - "10pJ03 PeOY PlSisUe pue ustudojaasp
ey , h o ) 1 pasodoid uasmyaqg Jsyng [ensia spiaoid o) paueias uopelsban Bupspag E

llllllllll ‘pajionuod
T |eub)s Ajjepuaiod) peoy PBPSUBK LU0 Lo pUNf maU Lo SSE00. ulew pasodold =

doys sng

o
-

(809Y) prOy PRUSUBIN

sans fenusiod |
a)Is aLp ybnouy} suopRIsuu0d Liedioo) mau [eusiod “
A 40 3B 21and Gunsx3

Alepunog auj| pay =

dojs snq
0} 558008 13|Sea ajqeus o} Hujssols uedjjad jo uojsinoid [epusjod E

‘Kemapuq Buoje ssexoe Aousbiawa [eusiod m

“8|qissod asum sapuadoid
Bupsixa 03 Uo Y2 pue $3pojg JSyawwiad swioj uswdoEasq u
“Bujsnoy
pesodoad Aq BupjooliaAo |euwLo) Woy Sysusq Ing seoeds
uado jusoefpe Aq jusudojsasp wouy paisyng fema|puq bupspg H

B|qissod aisym juswdojeasp pasodoud Aq 03 uo pajuoly
aq [|Im pue abpa wisyyoujsngod e sapjaoid auy| Aemjel pasnsiq m

3NId3d



Appendix 2

s
3

W

&,

Pt
| So;t‘ h_ﬂre>las 76

(di

,//

Y
=
The

pragh

U
'y

<G

Farm

\,

o -Farm
Wheatgrass

-

Top

7

N

“Windmill
- Hill
Hill

A Cemy

15 -

h . (U] | .
ok | Qe
5 ) = o e
Py @ @.. HT & nﬂﬂu W,Wo c N.F,
@ s . 3 AR R
@ . f oo ) Aogey- b o

_

_ [ N S\ g% " :
Wuu.__ £ n > ‘ i . m
NG T Y\
~ N\ , 2o «\K m
2 ~ / en % e 4 .ul.._./w 2

rm.'.‘\ 80 .’

Fa

Sch

PROPOSED NEW GREEN BELT BOUNDARY - LAND AT TOTON




BROXTOWE GATEWAY
VISIOIN]

An Alternative Vision For A Proposed Broad Location For Growth In Broxtowe

April 2013

Oxdlis

Planning




BROXTOWE GATEWAY 1

PREFACE

The purpose of this submission is to provide a full and robust response to Broxtowe Borough
Council’s consultation on Proposed Changes to the emerging Core Strategy. The Council’s
proposed changes seek to reflect the proposal by Government for a new high speed rail line from

Birmingham to Leeds, as part of a new national high speed rail network, with a station at Toton.

We don’t believe that the response to high speed rail proposed by Broxtowe Borough Council is

sufficiently ambitious or appropriately strategic.

This submission proposes an alternative, bolder vision.

It also reflects on related wider requirements and associated opportunities for the Core Strategy.

The potential vision set out at a high-level in this submission can overcome some existing problems

and challenges, and improve the area with widespread benefits for Broxtowe and Greater

Nottingham.

Executive Summary 2
Introduction 4
Background & Context 6

WHY? - Why HS2 Is An Opportunity & Why The Council’'s Proposed Response Is Inadequate 8
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WHAT? - What Is The Proposed Vision For The Broxtowe Gateway? 18
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HOW? - How Should These Proposals And Vision Be Taken Forward? 32
Appendices

[. Planning 34 II. Access & Highways 45 lll. Landscape 50
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Our Vision And Concept For The Broxtowe Gateway

The high speed rail (HS2) station at Toton creates an opportunity to develop a new, strategic gateway
development. Our vision takes a more ambitious and strategic approach than that proposed by the

Council’s proposed changes which risk under-selling the opportunity offered by HS2.

It takes forward the concept of a mixed-use development built around the high levels of accessibility

provided by both an extended NET and HS2, and a greatly improved road network.

Our vision and concept for the Broxtowe Gateway includes:

o New works to eliminate traffic congestion;
° Up to 4000 new jobs";
o Retention of the Green Belt north of Toton and Chilwell;

° Up to 1200 dwellings alongside the NET

Through a bold, positive response to HS2, Broxtowe Borough Council can seize the unique

opportunity and potentially transformational economic advantages offered by high speed rail.

At the same time, it can create a high-quality new gateway to the Borough and wider region,
providing a highly sustainable new development which meets local and wider needs over the short

and longer-term.

"Based on HCA Employment Densities Guide, 2010 — assuming 50 acres developed at 20,000 sq.ft per acre, and 4
jobs per 1000 sq ft.’
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Executive Summary - Plans
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INTRODUCTION

HS2

High Speed Rail is coming to Broxtowe.

Broxtowe’s High Speed Rail station at Toton will serve Greater Nottingham and Derby, as well as
the wider East Midlands, as one of only two proposed stations between Birmingham and Leeds,
with onward connections to Scotland. It will mean journey times to London of 51 minutes, and
Birmingham of 19 minutes. Broxtowe to Paris by train will take approximately 3 hours 30mins. It
will literally put Broxtowe on the international map, raising its profile, boosting existing economic
sectors and employers, and transforming accessibility to new ones. It will provide access to new

markets, to investment, and bring significant opportunities for economic growth.

It will mean jobs and investment.

The government has estimated that construction of the Eastern leg of the high speed network
(known as HS2) alone will create around 10,000 jobs, with 1500 direct station related jobs at Toton
alone. Further, more significant economic development and jobs will be generated as a result of
wider ‘agglomeration’ impacts — businesses and supply chains attracted by the station and by the
benefits of being close to it, and to each other. These benefits will only be maximised if the right

land and premises are available around and close to the station.

As set out in this Vision document, with a strategic, employment led response to HS2, Broxtowe

could see up to 4,000 jobs? in a new growth area associated with the station hub.

2 Based on the HCA's ‘Employment Densities Guide’, 2nd Edition, 2010.
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As a new strategic gateway, the broad location should create a high-quality place, in both physical
(built) and natural environmental features and connections. Visitors to the wider region will arrive in

Broxtowe from across the UK and elsewhere.
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BACKGROUND & CONTEXT

Greater Nottingham & The Wider Region

High Speed Rail is a long-term initiative which enjoys cross-party support, initiated by the previous
Government. The current Government is progressing the project, describing it as an ‘engine for
growth’ and vital as part of national measures and investments to stimulate economic growth and

to support creation of a modern, high-value and low-carbon national economy.

The Government has looked internationally and seen the benefits and opportunities high speed rail
can bring®. HS2 is seen as an opportunity to “connect the historic powerhouses of the Midlands
and the North and enable them to develop into a vibrant and competitive unit to counterbalance the
South East™. However, Government also recognises that while providing the significant national

investment in the infrastructure is vital,

t“to deliver these benefits there needs to be clear

and strongly-led spatial and economic planning”. °

Broxtowe will be a key international and national gateway to Greater Nottingham and the wider

region, and has an opportunity to ensure it captures the benefits and opportunities that will bring.

This document sets out a vision of the positive, appropriately ambitious local planning response

which this potentially transformational initiative demands.

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) provides clear and positive guidance on the
importance of planning for economic growth. It emphasises the importance of a positive approach

to meeting development needs and requires the planning system to “respond positively to wider

3 Considerable analysis and comparisons of high speed rail around the world is provided by HS2 Ltd: http://www.hs2.org.
uk/about-hs2/high-speed-rail-hs2/high-speed-rail-today.

4 ‘High Speed Rail: Investing in Britain’s Future Phase Two, the route to Leeds, Manchester and beyond’, Dept for
Transport, January 2013.

5 Para 3.5.9, ‘Economic Case for HS2: Updated appraisal of transport user benefits and wider economic benefits’, HS2
Ltd, for Dept for Transport.
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opportunities for growth” (para 17), and plan proactively to support the economy. The general
approach proposed in Broxtowe based around identifying a broad strategic location for growth is

consistent with the NPPF guidance with regard to plan-making.

National Planning Policy Framework

“Local Plans should indicate broad
locations for strategic development.”

NPPF, para 157

However, this document proposes a larger and more ambitious broad location for growth associated
with the station than the initial proposal of Broxtowe Borough Council, but one which is more

appropriate given the transformational positive impact HS2 could and should have on Broxtowe.

Technical outputs from work undertaken on Highways, a Landscape assessment, and the detailed

response to the Proposed Changes consultation, are attached as appendices:

i) Planning
ii) Highways
iii) Landscape

“Local planning authorities should plan proactively to
meet the development needs of business and
support an economy fit for the 21st century.”

NPPF, para 20
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WHY?

Why HS2 Is An Opportunity And Why The Council’s Proposed Response Is
Inadequate

The National Vision

Successive Governments have recognised the role high speed rail will play as part of wider strategy
for delivering and supporting economic growth, as well as in providing a modern, efficient transport
system. Delivering economic growth and development remains a key part of the national vision,

and central to the background case for high speed rail which enjoys cross-party support nationally.

Phase 2 of high speed rail will cost around £18bn. It represents a significant and unique investment
by Government in the nation’s infrastructure, but also in the future of its economy. Estimates
are that high speed rail will generate £47 billion in user benefits to businesses when the entire
network is completed, as well as between £6 billion and £12 billion in wider economic benefits.
These wider benefits include businesses being able to access markets and customers more easily,
creating new supply chains and opportunities, and being able to recruit staff from a wider area as

a result of being more accessible.

The Prime Minister, and numerous senior Government Ministers have repeatedly described high
speed rail as an “engine for growth” in the UK, positioning it at the centre of their policy initiatives
to rebalance and stimulate economic growth across the regions. Earlier this year, the Secretary

of State for Transport, Patrick McLoughlin MP, who is a Derbyshire based MP, stated about HS2:

&1 believe that we cannot simply hope for a better future; we have to
build it - together. It’s a once in a lifetime opportunity and I think we

should seize it, for the national benefit.”

Within this context, Government has emphasised the importance and the potential for HS2 to
support and enable economic development and investment. As examples, HS2 Ltd, the company

set up by the Department of Transport to develop and promote high speed rail says about Phase 2:
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“The new station sites will provide a significant opportunity for
regeneration and development, both around the stations and across the
wider region. Station environs will be attractive sites for investment
and new development, bringing new jobs to the area as well as new

services and amenities for local communities.”

“Station environs will be attractive sites for investment and new
development, bringing new jobs to the area as well as new services and
amenities for local communities.”

HS2 Ltd

The Local Opportunity

The current focus is on the route of an Eastern arm of a proposed ‘Y shaped’ network as part
of Phase 2 (after London to Birmingham) which would also see a route from Birmingham to
Manchester. Government is proposing that on the Eastern network after Birmingham there should

be an East Midlands Hub station at Toton, as well as stations serving Sheffield, and Leeds.

This is as major opportunity for Broxtowe and Greater Nottingham. It would, literally, put Broxtowe
on the international map. It would make Broxtowe a key gateway for UK and international travellers,
including tourists using high speed rail as a way of accessing, for example, the DH Lawrence
Heritage attractions, the internationally loved legend of Robin Hood, visiting the Derwent Valley

Mills World Heritage Site, and the Peak District National Park.

This creates a chance to capture the benefits of a strategic investment by Government, and to
seize the potential economic, connectivity and competitiveness advantages it will bring Broxtowe,

Nottingham and Derby.

The Derby Derbyshire Nottingham Nottinghamshire LEP (‘D2N2’) was quick to respond positively

to the proposal, with the former Chairman stating:
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“Opportunities like HS2 only come round once

in a generation and we have to grab them.”

“If we want our businesses to compete in today’s global economy,
we need quick, reliable connections to markets, suppliers and
labour sources; and that’s precisely what HS2 will deliver.”

(Peter Richardson, D2N2 Local Enterprise Partnership, February 2013)

Enabling the delivery of the wider economic benefits referred to above are central to capturing the
value of high speed rail to Broxtowe, and to Greater Nottingham. They represent the economic
benefits from businesses effectively being closer together as a result of the new connectivity and
shorter journey times provided by high speed rail, and can be captured through providing physical
opportunities for businesses to be close together, and close to the station itself. Government is

clear that:

t“to deliver these benefits there needs to be clear

and strongly-led spatial and economic planning”.®

This has clear and direct implications for the land-use planning in Broxtowe. There are signs
that the Council understands the significance of the high speed rail proposal, with the Proposed
Changes consultation documents acknowledging that the introduction of HS2 “materially alters” the
earlier conclusions reached about development in this location, and that in the context of both high
speed rail and the NET 2 line (now under construction) this area “offers the optimum sustainable
location based on the transport objective” (para 13, Broxtowe Borough Council’s Sustainability

Appraisal Report).

Despite this implicit recognition of the fundamental change it represents, the Proposed Changes to
the Core Strategy are not bold or ambitious enough. The proposed response by Broxtowe Borough
Council falls someway short of properly reflecting or capturing the scale of the opportunity, and

6 Para 3.5.9, ‘Economic Case for HS2: Updated appraisal of transport user benefits and wider economic benefits’, HS2
Ltd, for Dept for Transport.
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greatly risk failing to secure the benefits on offer. It is vital that Broxtowe and Greater Nottingham

ensure their local planning response is befitting of the high speed rail opportunity.

“This area offers the optimum sustainable location

based on the transport objective.”

(Broxtowe Borough Council’s Proposed Changes Sustainability Appraisal Report)

High speed rail will attract businesses and employers to the station, and to the advantages of
being near each other. Opportunities exist to provide a high-quality employment led development

adjacent to the new station.
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WHERE?

An Alternative Broad Location For Growth

The area associated with the station will be attractive to employers and investors keen to make
use of the new connections and access it will provide. The Council has already assumed a mixed-
use approach to development, and our vision also assumes that this location has a potentially vital
role to play in the provision of high-quality, well located and accessible housing land. We believe
a mixed-use development served by NET and new high-speed rail should form a core part of
the emerging Core Strategy for Broxtowe in the context of high levels of housing need within the

Borough and wider Housing Market Area.

The Council’s Proposed Changes are explicit in suggesting development should be limited to West
of Toton Lane, with limited development potentially located south of the NET line to the East.
Reference is made to high-level assessments made several years ago of the sustainability of
development locations around Greater Nottingham, and to concerns about landscape impact of any
development on a larger scale. But, the supporting documentation associated with the Council’s
Proposed Changes consultation has recognised that the introduction of high speed rail, in addition
to the NET, have ‘materially altered’ the relative sustainability and suitability of development in this

location.

The Council’s consultation documents recognise that the introduction
of high speed rail, in addition to the NET, have “materially altered” the

relative sustainability and suitability of development in this location.

Therefore, our proposal takes a more strategic approach to the identification of the broad location

for development.

To inform this vision for Broxtowe Gateway, a thorough site based analysis of the landscape has

been undertaken. It has drawn upon the previous landscape appraisals undertaken at Greater
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Nottingham and County levels, and has been supplemented by an updated baseline review. This
has included on site survey and appraisal work. The detailed report from this analysis is attached

as Appendix iii.

It recognises that while this location represents a varied urban edge, it is an unremarkable
landscape, and is consistent with the Greater Nottingham Landscape Assessment which described
the strength of character as “Moderate to Weak”. That earlier study had advised that the area is
heavily influenced by the urban environment. Our analysis recognises some features of value and

interest, but that overall the landscape is not of high quality.

Similarly, the Tribal” work of 2010 considered this area, and recognised the amenity value to
local residents but also noted its development potential. Tribal explicitly recognised the A52 as a

“defensible barrier” in strategic terms.

“Although this is a strategic Green Belt gap...the NET extension
is projected to terminate here, strengthening the case for some

development here”;

“Thanks to the defensible barrier of the A52, it could be
regarded more properly as a northern expansion of Chilwell”

Tribal, with reference to ‘Area G’, and south of Common Lane

Our landscape analysis concludes that land within the area both east and west of Toton Lane can

assimilate mixed use development. The new place has the potential to deliver an extensive array of

landscape, amenity and environmental proposals, and to form an exemplar of Green Infrastructure

provision.

As described in Appendix iii, the most important reasons given by Tribal for discounting this area

7 Greater Nottingham Sustainable Locations for Growth, Tribal, Feb 2010.
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are instead important factors that can and could be used positively to shape suitable development

at this location. A high quality response to these issues should realise the creation of a distinctive
new place drawn from a clear understanding of the existing environment, and both current and

planned future changes.

As a result, the vision of development potential presented here is based around landscape and
green infrastructure principles, including strengthening some existing tree and woodland belts, and
retaining and extending pedestrian links. The retention of a broad green belt landscape corridor
to the existing edges of Chilwell and Toton and south of the new NET line would form part of this

outer landscape framework.

The vision assumes the adoption of best practice ‘placemaking’ principles, maximising environmental

and recreational opportunities, and minimising any perceived strategic or other landscape effects.
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Vegetation Corridor Plan

Potential Future
Links To The West

Woodland Swathe And Links
Across The Higher Land To Contain
And Link The Development

Existing Planted And
Wooded A52 Corridor

New And Enhanced
Settlement Edge Planting

Characteristic Linear Tree Belts
And Hedgerows To Filter And
Assimilate The Development
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0 100 200 300 400 500m
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Public Rights Of Way Plan
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Green infrastructure Plan

New Woodland To Connect Burnt Hill
Wood With The Ash Woodland

Linear Public Open Space
With Formal And Informal Recreation

Public Open Space And Strengthened
Landscape Corridor To The A52

Conserved Hedgerow And New “Green”
Links Into The Development Area

High Quality Landscape
Gateways Into The Site

Wetlands On
Lower Lying Land

New Formal And Informal
Landscape Amenity Areas

Public Open Space And Conserved
Setting To Existing Settlement Edge

Linear Public Open Space
"\ And Access Corridor
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WHAT?

What Is The Proposed Vision For The Broxtowe Gateway?

Our proposal is bold and ambitious.

It follows the lead provided by Broxtowe Borough Council’s Proposed Changes for a broad
location to accommodate mixed use development, but it proposes a much stronger emphasis on
significant new employment space. It represents a strategic land-use proposal in response to the
new strategic transport infrastructure and strategic connectivity proposed by Government. Our
vision takes forward the Council’s conclusion that high speed rail, plus the opportunities from NET,

‘materially alter’ the potential for sustainable development in this area.

The introduction of high speed rail at Toton demands high-quality place-making in terms of both
the physical development, and treatment of the natural environment. As a new, strategic gateway,
the area associated with the station must be planned as such, providing the right first impression
to investors and visitors, and providing opportunities to realise the economic development and
activity the high speed rail line and station will generate. A high-quality place needs to be created

in response to, but in advance of, the station and opening of HS2.

Our vision is under-pinned by an emphasis on the importance of this as a new, strategic gateway.
The vision includes an emphasis on the quality public spaces, high-quality buildings, and excellent
connectivity. The attached indicative high-level vision concept plan indicates the potential of this

location.

It is sustainable and appropriate in a location to be served not only by the NET, and the high speed
rail network in due course, but which also enjoys a location adjacent to the A52 trunk road. A major
component of our vision, as described in the attached appendix, seeks to eliminate existing traffic
congestion along this stretch of the A52 and Toton Lane, therefore providing a major benefit to

existing as well as new users, residents and occupiers.
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Key headline elements of our vision of the development potential at Broxtowe Gateway are:

Approximately 50 acres of employment land provided both east and west of Toton Lane,
potentially accommodating up to 4000 jobs;

Retained green belt separation north of the existing communities of Toton and Chilwell, retaining
opportunities for informal recreation and exercise;

Approximately 120 acres of residential development which could provide around 1200 new
homes, phased in response to Broxtowe’s land supply needs over the short and longer-term;
Reconfigured highway junctions to serve the broad location, but crucially to improve existing
travel conditions on and around the A52. Congestion on the A52 around this location
would be eliminated by replacing the existing Bardills 5 way roundabout with a series of 4

new and interrelated junctions.

“Eliminate existing traffic congestion.”

(Appendix ii, Access Technical Note)
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DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL

The concept plan incorporates the following fundamental elements:
n New employment uses focused on the areas closest to the HS2 station;
E NET line extension running directly to the south of the existing Secondary School, offering
opportunities for sustainable access by local students;
B Residential development to include a range of densities, with potential for higher densities
adjacent to the NET route — around half the residential properties would be within 250m of the NET;
n NET running adjacent to new highways to provide opportunities for modal interchange;
H A green buffer, and use of the existing landscape character to limit visual impact, but also

provide recreation, plus walking and cycling links.
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Ensuring excellent accessibility to the city centres of Derby and Nottingham, and the Enterprise
Zone(s) will be vital, with NET being central to that in Nottingham. Our proposals are for the
extension of the NET to the new high speed rail station itself, ensuring full integration of transport
modes, including connectivity to the traditional (classic) rail network, and maximising the potential

for travel by sustainable modes to and from Nottingham.

In addition, our proposals include significant investment in a reconfigured highway network which
would eliminate congestion on the A52 and greatly reduce delays, benefitting not only the
users of the station and associated development, but also existing users of this key trunk road
between the cities. The proposed highways scheme would provide sufficient capacity for all existing
movements, plus the proposed development, as well as the NET Park & Ride and all future growth

up to 2026, including the potential HS2 Station.
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Development Potential Plan

Site Boundary
350.4 Acres

Residential

o N
- ‘Commercial - Tram Station g Proposed Road Layout
=
- Green Infrastructure - School - Proposed Tram Line ®

0 100 200 300 400 500m




BROXTOWE GATEWAY 23

Reconfigured Highway Junctions

Junction 1 - Bardills Cross-Roads

The existing five-arm Bardills Roundabout would be replaced by a four-arm signalised cross-roads
at the same location. The A52 eastbound approaches would be widened to four lanes, with Toton
Lane to the south being dualled. The existing Garden Centre access would be relocated and
replaced by a pair of split pair junctions; one to the south along Toton Lane and one to the east

along one of the new Link Roads.

All right-turns would be banned at the new cross-roads. This would be enforced through the use
of cameras and will enable the junction’s traffic lights to operate in a simple two-phase manner,
greatly increasing efficiency and capacity. As a result, modelling shows that the junction will be
able to accommodate all existing traffic, the NET Park & Ride, the proposed Development, general

traffic growth and even the HS2 Station without any queuing. This is a major benefit of the scheme.

Right-turns lost at the junction would be accommodated by a series of alternative movements as

follows:

* Right-Turn into Toton Lane (North) — Westbound A52 traffic would come off the A52 at Junction
2 and then right-turn at both Junctions 3 and 4 before crossing Junction 1 from south to north.
This is not a big traffic flow at present.

* Right-Turn into Toton Lane (South) — Eastbound A52 traffic heading for Toton and Chilwell or
the NET Park & Ride would stay on the A52 through Junction 1 before turning right at Junction
2, where such a manoeuvre would be provided for via two new dedicated lanes on the A52
eastbound side. Park & Ride traffic would then access the NET directly at Junction 3, whilst
that bound for Toton and Chilwell would right-turn there before rejoining Toton Lane at Junction
4 by turning left.

* Right-Turn out of Toton Lane (North) — This manoeuvre would be accommodated by heading
straight ahead out of Toton Lane and then completing the anti-clockwise loop at Junctions 4,
3 and 2 respectively, where left-turn filters would be provided. Traffic would then head west

across Junction 1 at the traffic lights.
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* Right-Turn out of Toton Lane (South) — This manoeuvre would be easy to achieve by simply

turning right at Junction 4, left at Junction 3 and then right at Junction 2.

Based on the above, it can be seen that all movements lost at Junction 1 would be readily available

elsewhere on the network, without undue inconvenience.

7

Junction 1 — Bardills Cross-Roads - Not To Scale




BROXTOWE GATEWAY 25

Junction 2 - Site Access (East)

Space is limited at Junction 1 to accommodate all movements required and even in a four-arm
configuration, signals would be inefficient. The intention is therefore to provide a new signalised
T-Junction to the east of Bardills, where land is available to better cater for what is needed. Two
right-turn lanes would be provided for eastbound to southbound and Park & Ride traffic, whilst the
A52 would be widened to three lanes eastbound and four lanes westbound through the junction
for through traffic. The resulting layout has been tested and should easily be able to provide for all

necessary traffic flows up to 2026.

Under the proposal, through traffic on the A52 in both directions will negotiate two junctions
(Junctions 1 and 2) in the future, where as it only has to pass through the Bardills Roundabout at
present. However, the existing junction is heavily congested and thus the peak hour journey time
is significant, even if only one junction is involved. Modelling for the future scenario on the other
hand shows that with the proposed Junctions 1 and 2 in place and operating in tandem, delays to
traffic travelling on the 52 will be greatly reduced. Congestion would be entirely eliminated. There

is therefore a distinct advantage in the proposed layout for strategic A52 traffic, when compared to

the status quo.

Junction 2 — Site Access (East) - Not To Scale
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Junction 3 - NET Access Roundabout

A signalised roundabout is proposed to provide access to the NET and also development land
to the east. Signals have been incorporated to allow better integration with the other proposed
junctions and also to provide a degree of control and pedestrian priority. A roundabout layout has
been retained however (as opposed to a signalised cross-roads) as this allows U-turns to be made

from the main Link Road and is also much more efficient in terms of capacity and land-take.

All normal traffic movements can be made at this junction and modelling shows it would easily meet

all capacity requirements over the Plan period.

Junction 3 — NET Access Roundabout - Not To Scale
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Junction 4 - Site Access (South)

A signalised T-Junction would be provided along Toton Lane to the south of the Bardills
Roundabout to complete the layout, with the provision to allow its conversion into a cross-
roads if required to serve development land to the west or the HS2 Station. All movements
would be provided for and the junction would replace the NET access currently under
construction. Modelling shows that in this format, the junction would have sufficient

capacity to accommodate all existing, development and future traffic up to 2026.

In its cross-roads configuration, the right-turn to the west from the southbound Toton Lane
would be banned and re-provided for via Junctions 1, 2 and 3 in a clock-wise loop, with
traffic then travelling straight across Junction 4 from east to west. In this mode, the lane
layouts on the main dual carriageway Link Road would need to be changed, but this would
be built into the initial layout through the use of hatching to minimise future works. Once
these changes have been made, the junction would be capable of accommodating the
development of land to the west as identified, as well as the HS2 Station, up to the year

2026.

Existing and future traffic congestion would be eliminated.

Junction 4 — Site Access (South) - Not To Scale
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INDICATIVE SKETCHES

Numbers Indicate Sketch Viewpoints On Pages 29-31
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HOW?

How Should These Proposals And Vision Be Taken Forward?

High speed rail is a long-term and strategic project which will be delivered over the next 20 years;
but planning for it at the local level must begin now, and we entirely support Broxtowe Borough
Councils decision to make changes now to the emerging Core Strategy. Ensuring that the Core
Strategy, which plans to 2028, makes appropriate provision for high speed rail and associated

development at Toton must be the immediate focus.

Broxtowe Borough Council, working with partners including the D2N2 LEP, need to ensure they
provide clear and strong leadership in taking the high speed rail proposal forward at the local and

sub-regional level.

The Council must show to Government, and to the region’s businesses, that it recognises the
significance of the opportunity, and that it understands the importance of capturing the benefits to

the local and national economy.

We don’t believe that the current response to HS2 proposed by Broxtowe Borough Council in the

Proposed Changes document is sufficient or appropriate.

As detailed in the earlier sections, we believe a different approach should be taken, and hope
the vision set out is one which will soon be shared by Broxtowe Borough Council’s members and
wider leadership. This Vision can be realised through a collective and joined-up approach, with the
Council working with the consortium of developers and landowners to ensure the policy framework
provides for a strategic broad location for growth. Further work can then be undertaken, including

in due course an agreed masterplan or development brief.

As referred in the previous section, we consider that this location provides a more sustainable and

appropriate location to contribute towards Broxtowe’s and the wider Housing Market Area’s
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housing land supply than alternative potential locations in the Borough and beyond which do not

enjoy the benefits of NET and high-speed rail connectivity.

The broad location indicated should be removed from the Green Belt and identified for development

associated with, and in response to, the high speed rail station.

The Council must show to Government, and
to the region’s businesses, that it recognises
the significance of the opportunity, and that it
understands the importance of capturing the

benefits to the local and national economy.

This Vision can be realised through a collective
and joined-up approach, with the Council
working with the consortium of developers

and landowners to ensure the policy framework

provides for a strategic broad location for growth.
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AN ALTERNATIVE RESPONSE TO THE UNIQUE OPPORTUNITIES PRESENTED BY HS2

THE VISION:

"TO ESTABLISH A MASTERPLAN THAT IS BOLD AND AMBITIOUS IN ITS SCALE AND QUALITY.

7O PROVIDE THE FRAMEWORK TO DELIVER A WORLD-CLASS DEVELOPMENT OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE IN
RESPONSE TO THE UNIQUE LOCATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES AT TOTON, PRESENTED BY HSZ2, MAINLINE RAIL
CONNECTIONS, THE TRAM AND STRATEGIC ROAD LINKS”




TOTON STRATEGIC LOCATION FOR GROWTH
BACKGROUND:
o The Broxtowe Core Strategy allocates land at Toton as a strategic location for growth with
minimum land use requirements for employment, housing and open space. The precise mix and | ©Option 1) Borough Council Masterplan as consulted upon
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CONCERNS WITH THE EMERGING APPROACH:
. Oxalis Planning have raised concerns with this emerging approach. In particular our concern is that it is not capable of providing sufficient space for commercial development, in the right

location, to deliver a world-class development of regional significance. The main approach to the HS2 Station would be through a high density housing area and the land allotted for commercial
use would not be able to deliver a scheme which would give justice to the unique opportunity presented at Toton.

locations around high-speed rail stations.

that:

Indeed the level of commercial development is relatively insignificant even compared to standard city scale business park locations, and is in very stark contrast to other existing and proposed

Oxalis have previously suggested that the approach at Toton should be as ambitious as the approach at the proposed HS2 hub at Solihull. The Borough Council have responded by stating

“The emerging approach at Toton contains approximately half of the proposed development area of land adjacent to
Solihull, which is comparable to the role and function of the two urban and economic areas”.

Oxalis consider that this approach seriously undersells the collective position of Nottingham and Derby (to which the Toton scheme should respond). It should be noted that Birmingham has
two very major proposals in response to HS2, at Solihull and in the centre of Birmingham. Furthermore, it is misleading to suggest the scheme is half the size of Solihull. The amount of
commercial space proposed at Solihull is around 45 ha, which compares to 10-15 ha in the Council’'s emerging Toton plans.



TOTON STRATEGIC LOCATION FOR GROWTH

AN ALTERNATIVE APPROACH:

o Oxalis believe that the Masterplan for the Toton site should be driven by the need to deliver an appropriate commercial response to the opportunities presented by HS2. This is a unique
location with, not only HS2, but excellent transport links by rail, tram and road. The economic opportunities should be maximised and a specific response to HS2 planned.

o Whilst the precise nature of commercial development can only be determined by future market demand, the planning of the site should not, in anyway, constrain the potential.

° This location has the potential to deliver significant economic benefits in terms of direct investment and job creation; and indirect ‘ripple’ effect for the economies of the East Midlands.
. Done well, and with ambition, this could help to reinforce the role of Nottingham and Derby.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: Strategic Location

. Whilst this location presents significant commercial opportunities,
there are also important environmental matters that will need to be
addressed. Notably in relation to Green Belt, access to open space
and transport.

° Oxalis believe that an alternative Masterplan approach can help to
deliver more publicly accessible open space, particularly in the most
sensitive locations. An alternative approach can also help to
address the serious traffic congestion issues that currently affect the
immediate area.

HS2 route
Approximate HS2 hiuy location

Toton st ategic location

Tram from Nottingham
Centre to Toton

Tram extension lo Derby
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TOTON STRATEGIC LOCATION FOR GROWTH

AN ALTERNATIVE MASTERPLAN

. Oxalis have prepared alternative Masterplan options for Toton, which are intended to stimulate discussion.

. The approach in each options seeks to accord with the Core Strategy minimum land use requirements, but to maximise the amount of commercial space immediately adjacent to HS2 and to
provide a substantial new Country Park. The Vision is for this area to become a regional destination, with high quality buildings and a well landscaped setting. It should be world-class in its
quality and ambition.

o The scale of development proposed is not exceptional. Indeed compared to other locations the amount of commercial space is relatively small, and there may be a case to seek to further
increase the scope for commercial space.

. The table below compares the Oxalis plan for Toton to the completed scheme at EuralLille and the proposals at the HS2 Station at Solihull. Neither location is directly comparable, but both
provide a useful guide to what Toton could aim for. Solihull is similar because of its edge of City location in the Green Belt and its wider road and rail links. It differs though because there is
already the well-established NEC and Birmingham Business Park adjacent to it and as such, it does not need to include exhibition and conference space, hotels or significant office space.
EuraLille is similar in that Lille is a similar City scale to Nottingham and has provided the opportunity for the City to establish a regional scale exhibition/conference centre within associated
hotels. It differs however because it is a central location where retail became an important component, such retail content would not be appropriate at Toton.

Conference Green
Name Employment Residential A1-A5 C1 Centre School D2 Space Station
Solihull 45 ha 26ha 15ha
| h
nterchange (inc. Light
industrial/Innovation/
High Tech R&D)

EuralLille 10.4ha 700 units 5ha 4.1ha 2ha 1.8ha 10ha

light industrial Shops X 3 Hotels 4,000 delegates Theatre

30ha - offices
Broxtowe 15 - 20ha 500 - 600 units lha 6ha 4 - 6ha 1.5ha 60 - 70ha 15ha

Bl Local Retail
Gat
ateway 15 - 20ha X 3 Hotels 6,000 delegates (Primary)

(Oxalis proposal)
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TOTON STRATEGIC LOCATION FOR GROWTH

MASTERPLAN FOR DISCUSSION - OPTION ONE

The Aerial Visulisation image tries to give an impression of what the Toton site might accommodate in accordance with the illustrative Masterplan. It uses imposed images of existing sites to

demonstrate the land take of different uses.
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TOTON STRATEGIC LOCATION FOR GROWTH

MASTERPLAN FOR DISCUSSION - OPTION TWO

The Aerial Visulisation image tries to give an impression of what the Toton site might accommodate in accordance with the illustrative Masterplan. It uses imposed images of existing sites to

demonstrate the land take of different uses.
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Agent

Please provide your client's name | TAYLOR & BURROWS PROPERTY
Your Details
Title Me | Mrs | Miss | Me | Other
Name I
Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the Phoenix Planning (UK) Limited
organisation)
Address [
I
]
I
I
Postcode I
Tel. Number I
E-mail address |

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here \f

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to: As above

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk
Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations Page 24 - 46

Policy 3 as a
whole

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, sighage and security measures

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the Yos No

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound X

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified X
It is not effective X
It is not positively prepared X
It is not consistent with national policy X

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any

of these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra
sheet if necessary.

The Plan seeks to reduce the housing requirement as set out within the Adopted Core Strategy for
Eastwood and allocate more housing within the main urban area. Objection is raised towards this
approach. It is considered essential that Eastwood maintains a continual supply of housing and ensure
that viable sites are released that can provide appropriate market and affordable housing to meet the
needs of the area. Eastwood is a highly sustainable location which requires growth in order to sustain
and improve local facilities including a deteriorating town centre badly in need of the investment new
residential areas around the town can bring. The release of appropriate green field sites to meet the
needs identified within the Adopted Core Strategy will bring forward much needed housing for Eastwood
and enable the provision of contributions towards local infrastructure.

It is noted that Eastwood is classified as a low market area which reduces viability and the opportunities
for securing appropriate S106 contributions. However, sites such as the Wades Printers site, are located
within a higher market area than the remainder of Eastwood and as will be demonstrated within our
submission regarding policy 6, our site can bring forward substantial local community benefits including
the provision of a significant area of public open space.

Policy 3 identifies 8 sites proposed to be allocated for housing purposes within the main urban area.
Concerns are raised with regards to the deliverability of a number of these sites within the plan period.
The table below identifies my clients concerns and key constraints on each of the sites which may affect
deliverability.

3
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SITE

NUMBER OF
DWELLINGS

ISSUES

Chetwynd
Barracks

500

- AlListed building and memorial garden is present on site which
may impact upon land availability.

- The site holds historical importance with regards to the military.
This issue needs further consideration prior to redeveloping the
site.

- Previous industrial uses present and therefore potential for
contamination within the site.

- Significant level changes across the site which may impact upon
density.

- Detailed masterplan required to show that the constraints have
been taken into consideration and that this site can accommodate
500 dwellings.

- Itis noted that the SHLAA identifies the delivery of 500 dwellings
within the 11-15year period. It is considered ambitious to expect
500 dwellings to be completed within a 5-year period. With the
constraints identified and the military processes that would have
to be undertaken before the land could be released to a
developer, it is considered that this allocation will be delivered
over a longer period than the current plan period.

Toton
(Strategic
Location for
Growth)

500
dwellings

This site consists of a Strategic Location for Growth. The allocation
proposes a mixed-use development which will expand beyond the plan
period. The wider allocation includes the provision of 500 dwellings plus
retail, business use, open space, transport improvements and
community facilities. Concern is raised regarding the deliverability of
the housing proposed within the plan period. Within the SHLAA 300
dwelling are projected to be delivered between 2018-2023. This is
considered to be extremely doubtful given the uncertainties that still
surround this major infrastructure project. Question is raised as to the
deliverability within these time frames with lead in times for
infrastructure etc.

Bramcote
(East of
Coventry
Lane)

300

- Thisis a green belt site and the proposal will have a significant
landscape impact. It is considered that there are less sensitive sites
available in Eastwood which would enable a distribution more in
line with the with Adopted Core Strategy.

- Significant local objection to the release of this green belt site
including the Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum.

- The site lies adjacent to a landfill site. Potential for contamination
issue that does not appear to have been fully evaluated.

- SAidentifies land ownership issues as a constraint. Question is
raised with regards to deliverability within the plan period.

The requirement for no dwellings to be occupied before the
replacement school is completed, creates a difficult scenario for
builders who need to see cash flowing in as well as out . This is
likely to impact upon deliverability within the plan period.

Stapleford
(West of
Coventry Lane

)

240

- Thisis a green belt site and its release in conjunction with Fields
Farm and the Bramcote (East of Coventry Lane) will cumulatively
have a significant detrimental impact upon the purposes of the
green belt and should not be supported. There are less sensitive

4
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green belt sites available within Eastwood that would align with
the Core Strategy and should be released before this site.

- Question is raised with regards to the sites sustainability with
residents having to rely heavily upon the car to access the key
services and facilities.

Severn Trent 150 - Ecological impacts of development upon Beeston Canal Wildlife

(Lilac Grove) Site.

- Potential contamination issues from the land fill site. This issue
does not seem to have been fully considered

Beeston 56 - The site formed part of a housing allocation within the 2004

Maltings Adopted Local Plan and site has been cleared and demolished
since 2012. Question is raised with regards to the deliverability of
this site within the plan period as this site has not come forward to
date.

- Development could result in potential harm to an area including
non-designated heritage assets in Dovecote Lane area.

- The SHLAA identifies that there are on-going discussions with
Network Rail about bringing this site forward and that there are
some legal issues over this site. It is understood that some freight
operators have objected to the proposal and Network Rail are
working to resolve this. It is considered that there is uncertainty
about the delivery of this site and should not be included within
the land supply for the plan period.

Beeston 21 - Potential contamination issues which may impact upon
Cement Depot deliverability

It is clear that whilst that Local Plan seeks to provide more housing within the main urban area than
identified within the Core Strategy, there are constraints to a number of the sites allocated which could
preclude the sites from coming forward and delivering the full housing needs for the Borough. It is
another example of the Council relying on old ideas and not fully engaging in the adoption of a new
positive approach to identifying housing land.

The Council’'s approach seems to be to turn its back more on the needs of Eastwood even though that
may mean releasing more sensitive green belt sites in Bramcote

It is clear from viewing the Local Plan Publications Version and the accompanying Site Selection
Document that the justification for release more housing within the main urban area than within
Eastwood is that the areas such as Toton, Bramcote and parts of Stapleford are higher marketing areas
and accordingly will enable the LPA to secure more S106 benefits. Objection is raised to this approach
as the S106 provisions secured will benefit the already affluent and well provided for areas of Bramcote
and Toton. By failing to release more land within Eastwood, leads to a reduction in the ability to secure
funding for the more deprived settlement of Eastwood and build capacity for this area.

There are also a number of sites included within the housing land supply calculation as identified by the
SHLAA. Our comments on these are as follows:

5
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SITE NUMBER ISSUES
OF
DWELLING

Works, 15 - Outline consent approved in 2012 which has now lapsed and

Bailey dwellings has not been renewed. No certainty that this site will come

Street, forward for development.

Stapleford & Contamination |ssu§j:. and acfjac.ent existing uses may utnpa'ct
upon the marketability of this site and therefore question is
raised with regards to its deliverability.

- Site should be removed from housing supply

Wadsworth 11 - School site is now occupied by the Haven Group and unlikely to

Road, dwellings come forward for housing for several years, if at all. This site

Stapleford should be removed from the SHLAA as the site is not
deliverable.

It is clear that there are significant issues with a number of the sites both within the allocations and within
the SHLAA that may affect deliverability within the plan period. In this regards, it is considered necessary
to release additional land within the Borough in order to ensure that the housing requirement is met in
full.

As this and other objections will show, there is considerable concern that the policies reflect the situation
as the Council would like to see it viewed in terms of site delivery, rather than as it will be.
Therefore, the Plan fails the tests of soundness as:

1. Positively Prepared: To meet the test the plan must be able to show it is based on a
strategy which seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure
requirements, in a manner consistent with achieving sustainable development. The sites
selected, and the many previously permitted, do not show a positive approach to achieve the
delivery claimed within the next 5 years let alone the immense step change that the Trajectory
in Table 4 is suggesting will occur. The Council appear to be relying on sites that have failed in
the past which indicates that the Plan is not positively prepared.

2_ Justified: The sites highlighted above are not fully evaluated and the belief that they will
deliver in the manner suggested is not justified.

3. Effective: The fact that the issues raised above, that sites will not deliver as forecast, means
that the Plan will fail to be effective and deliver the growth required.

4. Consistent with national policy: The NPPF (Para 14) requires local planning authorities
should positively seek opportunities to meet the development needs of their area. It goes on to
seek to “boost significantly the supply of housing” (para 47) . However, as this and other
objections will show, that is not the approach the council is talking, relying instead on sites
where deliverability is questionable.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised
wording of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if

necessary.

The council should take a fresh look at potential new sites where deliverability has not already failed and
consider sites that do not have the deliverability and viability issues that some of the current sites face.

It is considered that additional housing should be released within Eastwood in order to provide a plan
that is more in compliance with the Adopted Core Strategy and to ensure that sufficient developable and
deliverable sites are allocated to meet the full housing needs for the plan period. It should focus on the
more marketable areas of Eastwood and support this areas growth and regeneration in a more positive

fashion.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

There are issues of how far the Plan still aligns with the Core strategy that it claims to rely on, although

it's approach appears at odds with that document.
The growth and regeneration of Eastwood is a matter which would benefit from a roundtable debate on

the merits of various sites and alternatives.

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

7

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




‘Broxtowe P;
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’s name

Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs | Miss stp Other:

Name Cogol. ZipToWTZ

Organisation Broxtewe Borecugh Council
{if responding on biehalf of the Planning & Comeniunity Development
organisation}) M

Address

-3 MOV 207

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save mbney and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the tifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made avallable for public inspection. AR representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel;: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly * -

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations

Policy 4. Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Cenire A1 Retail in Eastwoad
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23; Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development v~
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport
Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space ,-,/
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)
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Auestion 4: Modifications sought

lease set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
ompliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

ompliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
f any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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srmally be a subsequer: czoertunity to make further representations based on the original representation
publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,

iased on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination,

a
Please use = :=carate sheet of paper if required. Please use one farm per representation.



‘'Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

Yes No

cruidance nole al for an explanation of these lerms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound / '

ST

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It Is not justified il

It Is not effective

Itis not positively prepared

l it is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
‘unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details, Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
'-il'rnecessary_

et T S ——— e -SE—
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"Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representatic!:m is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination 'Vl

If you wisr"l to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Cc-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

¢ ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or nct it is justified’.

o 'Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

¢ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

+ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Broxtowe Part 2 =
(4<% Broxtowe
Local Plan " henlsitiiih

Agent

Piease provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mr | Mrs @ Ms | Other:
Nwne Rren e NS Co

Organisation
({f res ponding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

if you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save May and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the iifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1888. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please nota that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Councll Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.qov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/
Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk
Policy 2: Site Allocations P Pmc_@g.

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 2%, %39 Colesl % =2
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation ' K

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Locail Green Space i[5S <\ poros
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets )
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map |2

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

ete.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

Yes No

agwidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound \/

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

|
If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified i d

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet

if necessary.
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination /

If you wisﬁﬁ to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Ir;r:ector will determine the most app_ropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

+ ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

¢ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
Policy 35+ - 5 ~ |sevem Trent

Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site Is located 1o the south east
of Beesion Town Centre and is situated direclly adjacent lo the Strategic Core Strategy
allocation of Boots {to the sasf) in-belween the Beeston Canal (fo the south), the rallway
tine (to the north) and the existing resldentiai area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Sevam Trent
Wiater,

160 dwellings

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met.

ey Davelopment Requirements:
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Kay Dmlopmnnt Asplrations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion ks nol
made warse than currently exists.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, haalth, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objactive due to ihe adjoining Beeston Canal Locat Wildlifs Site.
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Me polisy should be appied in laclafion; account will be tsken of el refevand policies.
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Organisation N / ﬂ il
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Address

Postcode
Tel. Number

E-mail address
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Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Lacal Development Framework (LDF} will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1988. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please noie that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NGS 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awswaorth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space A8 29 |35 %ﬂrmﬁ
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets
Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map ’l

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you cansider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer fo the

Yes No

gyidance note at for an explanation -of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound M-Ovr S O UNT

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

Ii you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified /

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of whysyou considerthis part of the LocaI‘PIaih is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one farm per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting

information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not

normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation

at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

o Ly

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination:L?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination !

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination - J-"

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The "Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the corwent of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts. then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been 'positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

« ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

e ‘Effective’; This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

» ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy': Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Located in the Maln Buili up Area of Nottingham, the site is iocated to the south east
of Beeston Town Cenire and is situated directly adjacent fo the Strategic Core Stratagy
allocation of Boots (to the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (to the south), the railway
line (to the north) end the existing residential ares of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfleld and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met.
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1aﬂhmntnbebcmdmmlmmﬂnmm : .
mm&mmmmmmnnwwmhwm

-_ PMMWIMMMWmd
- Besston to the north and west with the canal side towpath. e
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Kay Development Aspirations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than currently exisis.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allccation has significant housing, health, transport and innavation (due to the
Enterprize Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effact on the biodiversity and
graen infrastructure objective dua to the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.

4 s s bn roud In conjunction with s Lacal Pian Part 1 - Broiows Borough ASgnad Cars Strateqy,
No poficy should bs applied In [salation; account will oo laken of sl relevant pollces.

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

Polioy: 3.5

Savarn Trent

13.1 hectares

160 dwellings
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Please provide your client's name
Your Details
Title Mr ¢[Mrs'i Miss | Ms | Other:
Name Glynis Hageris
Organisation
{if responding on behalf of the e em— —— S —
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Postcode [ T T T 17
Tel. Number
E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | I

Please help us . ide an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The commeni(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protaction Act 1898. The information will be analysed and the Councll will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations AR, 39 [tacs aartoti
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood =
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and cholce

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30; Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

5
&
;
:

Policies Map |2

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

ﬁ)n you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to [he Ve *Na

ayidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

23 | Sound /

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because;

Itis not justified

i is not effective

NS

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy 1/

Your comments

F’Iease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

0 Plaase see aktaciad shatt

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

i
If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examinationf?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination ‘ .,/ |

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessar

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate™ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’;

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils ana
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

« ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If--
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
altemnatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

« ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

* ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

« ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
deing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

Policy: 3.5
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Question 3 (Comments continued)
REF: FIELDS A & B ON THE ATTACHED PLAN

INCLUDING FIELD A IN AN AREA ALLOCATED FOR HOUSING IS NOT JUSTIFIED BECAUSE :
FIELD A SHOULD BE C ED AS BRI Fi WHICH PRIORITIS FOR DEVELOPM

1) It is essentially a ‘green field’ site, so should not be prioritised for development. It is only classed as brownfield as it is part of the
land owned by Severn Trent -The Sevem Trent site is brownfield as most of it is a former sewage plant, so is prioritised for housing in
order to re-use previously developed land. Field A, however, has not been part of the sewage works; it just has the misfortune of being a
small adjacent field owned by Severn Trent. it was grazed from the 17" century until about 9 yrs ago, and is now re-naturalising
grassland. Classing it as brownfield is not, therefore, justified or reasonable,

IELD A IS OF SPECIAL VALUE TO THE LOCAL C NITY AS A NATU GREEN SPACE -

1) it is a locally valued feature It is a well-loved green space; Aimost 1.5 acres of renaturalised grassland enclosed by mature
hedgerows, a copse (at its east end), bordered by the canal, & with access to the adjacent recreation ground and field beyond for walks.

2) It is essential to the unigue character and amenity of Comwall Ave being the main focal point & feature of this road.

3) It is of recreational yalue being very well used, as seen by the well-womn tracks created over many years; people are seen in this
field nearly every hour of every day throughout the year, walking, picking blackberries, enjoying the pocket of countryside and its wildiife.
It is @ social place where people often meet. It is part of a daily route used by numerous dog walkers, on route to the rec. and field B.

4) It s of local historic interest The field is over 200 years old — cut off from the land to the south when the canal was buliit in the late
1700°s. The result is this small enclosed field (uncommon these days). The remains of an ancient cart track on an embankment; runs
along its northern edge, thought to have led to Wilford before the canal was built. The historic canal bounds its southern edge.

5) Itis a Iitle haven for wildlife between the Rylands and the proposed Severn Trent housing site. it comprises grassland, mature
hedgerows, copse, and waterside habitats. A number of wildlife species seen here are listed as of 'conservation concem’ in the
Nottinghamshire Biodiversity Action Plan (old lady moth, green woodpecker, tits, goldfinches, mallard, sand martins, sparrow hawk, frogs
and bats to name a few which are listed.) The rare Small Ranunculus moth (surprisingly not listed in NBAP) has also been recorded here
by members of Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Entomoiogical Society.

6) The field forms a valuable part of a green corridor stretching for almost half a mile from the canal / river corridor up to Lilac grove,
including recreation ground, field B abutting the NE side of the rec, hedgerows, gardens, and allctments - a truly mult-functional green

corridor, as favoured by Broxtowe's Core Strategy Poficy 16, being beneficial to movement of wildlife.

7) It is of vaiue as an accessible little pocket of countryside in the heart of the local community, between the recreation ground,
Comwall Ave, and the Sevemn Trent housing site. Pol 16 justification 3.16.6 says: One of the key issues that has been identified through

the development of the Aligned Core Strategies is the poor access for many residents into the surrounding countryside. Improving
access into the countryside and to other Green Infrastructure assets will encourage a healthy lifestyle and contribute to heatth
improvement through increasing physical activity and improving mental welibeing.

8) it has educational value where children can experience & learn about nature in a small, safe, accessible parcel of ‘countryside’.

1 rather than it being surrounded by houses.

' as demonstrated at Broxtowe's July C.A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting,
where localfok voted unanlmousty (48 vohs) to keepthisﬁeid and not build here (recorded by Councillor Teresa Cullen). its value to the
community is also demonstrated by the well-worn paths that cross it showing how welt it is used.

BUILDING ON FIELD A WOULD MAKE THE CORE STRATEGY & LOCAL PLAN INEFFEC BECAUSE:

1) It would be contrary to Core Strategy Policy 17.1 b) which says that biodiversity will be increased over the plan period by ensufing
that fragmentation of the Green Infrastructure network is avoided. Building on field A, however, would fragment the green corridor which
currently stretches from the canal aimost to Lilac Grove, by cutting it off from the sirategic Trent valley corridor.

uld Poli : This policy says that ali new development should be designed to reinforce
vahadim:alcharadmmnea.ﬂyhm;tg hnusmgmﬂatdﬁ,lwmver it would be destroying a valued local characteristic.

- P lcy 17 This policy says that development should not cause unacceptable loss of amenity for
oompiarsofmrghboum propertlaa Developing Field A, however, would destroy this amenity for nearby properties.

BUILDING ON F A WOULD NOT BE CONSISTENT WITH NATIO POLICY BECAUSE:

1) It would be contrary to NPPF para 76-8 This says that “Local communities through local and neighbourhood plans should be able to
identify for special protection green areas of particular importance to them” (which the Comwall Avenue field A is).






QUESTION 4 {Modifications continued)
REF: FIE A&BON CHED P

THE FOLLOWING MODIFICATIONS WOULD MAKE THE LOCAL PLAN SOUND:

1) Field A (Cornwall Avenue field) should be removed from the site allocated for housing
Fieid A, with its borders of hedgerows, and the copse at its east end, should be removed from Sevemn Trent housing site.

2) Field A should be designated in the Local Plan as ‘Local Green Space’

Field A, including its surrounding hedgerows, and the copse at its east end, should be protected as ‘Local Green Space’, in
accordance with Local Plan Policy 27.1 (and NPPF paras 76-8). It meets the criteria for “Local Green Space’ as the field is
a small site, in close proximity to the community, and has been demonstrated as being of special value to the local
community. It is of value in terms of recreation, amenity, wildlife, and historic interest, accessibility, and educationally, as
described previously in Question 3: Commenis section.

3) Field B should be added to the ‘Local Green Space’
Field B, including its borders of trees and hedgerows, should also be designated and maintained as ‘Local Green Space’. It
is adjacent to Field A, and the 2 fields are linked. They are fondly known locally as the old horsefields.

Field B meets the criteria for ‘Local Green Space’, as follows:
- It is a small area, of about 2.5 acres
- It is of historic value, being an old field, well over 200 years old, and surrounded by mature hedgerows.

- It enhances the wildlife value of Field A by providing a corridor of ‘countryside’ — grassiand, scrub, mature hedgerows
and trees — stretching from Field A right up to Leyton Crescent and the aliotments

- It enhances the recreation value of Field A; the 2 fields together provide almost a half mile 'rural’ walk from Comwall Ave
and the canal up to Leyton Crescent. This is a much used and valued route for locals and especially for many dog-walkers,
who use this route on a daily basis throughout the year.

: : : rated at Broxtowe’s C.A.T. meetings, most recently in
Apnl ﬂus year where residents vou:ad theh‘ concem {o 1ha Council's planning officer that this field should remain as a
natural green space. This field’s value is also demonstrated by the well-worn paths throughout its length.

- It forms a very accessible strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the proposed Severn Trent housing site.
There is a real sense of ‘countryside’ here — It is enclosed by hedgerows, and the view from its northern end (looking back
down the field) is of uninterrupted countryside extending for 1km to the wooded hillside of Clifton Grove, at the far side of
the Trent valley {see attached photo).

- It is an important element of a multi-functional green corridor comprising Fields A and B, the recreation ground, the
hedgerows, gardens and alfotments (as favoured by Core Sirategy Policy 16)

4) The recreation ground could be combined with the ‘Local Green Space’ -

The combination of formal and natural green space here (the rec. together with fields A and B) is a real asset, the whole of
which is well used and valued locally. It would be good to protect this as a whole for the future. The recreation ground also
forms part of the green corridor here (as described earlier) which is of value for wildlife as well as for the community.

THESE MODIFICATIONS WOULD MAKE THE LOCAL PLAN SOUND BECAUSE:

The Local Plan will be justified in designating fields A and B (and the recreation ground) as Local Green Space, as they are
of very special value to our local community, and this would protect them for the future.

The Local Plan will be effective as it will comply with

- Core Strategy Policy 17.1b : the green corridor will not be fragmented and this will be beneficial to biodiversity.
- Core Strategy Policy 10.1(c) : a valued local characteristic will be protected.

- Local Plan Palicy 17 : there will be no loss of amenity for our neighbourhood.

The Local Plan will be consistent with national policy as it will comply with the NPPF (National Planning Policy Framework
paras 76-8), by designating as Local Green Space, a green area of particular importance to this local community.
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Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

S

Please tick here

can be sent to;

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment{s) you submit on the Local Development Framewark (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for

the lifetime of the LDF In ageordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The Information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues

ralsed. Plaase note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will ba made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB

For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: poli

broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Egllcy 3: Main %uilt up Area Site Allocations 5%, 39 |
olfey a: Awdworth Site Allacation FBT=TRLR

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing

employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses

Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood

Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in

edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance

(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and

Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans 4

Policy 27: Local Green Space 15% Aci Prea.

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

—
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. Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

|
Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

5 . Yes
guidance note al for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound \/

— = p—

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified /

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is

unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Iinspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



¢ Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examinationi?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector wiﬁétermine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

if your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Pian is ‘Sound’.

To meet the Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

» ‘Justified”: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

+ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

« ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston Policy. 3.5 . A TR
3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site Is lccated lo the south east 13.1 heclares 160 dwsilings
of Baeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent to the Stratagic Core Strategy

allocation of Boats (io the easl) In-between the Beeston Canal (to the south), the railway
line (to the north) and the existing residential erea of Beaston Rylands fo the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage ireatment works by Sevemn Treni
Water.

3.14 The following key development reguirements must be met,

me"‘aﬂt m ulremants: iaEY e by R "'.‘_.Ii.' : ‘_.".' .
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+ Bewstan 1o the north and west with the canaf side fowpath. - f.- <

+ Provide pedesirian bridge to fink to the canal side towpath SEe

<3 memhuﬂ-mum@mm&m ke
Key Development Aspirations;

1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than curranlly exisis.

What the Sustalnability Appraisal says

3,15 This allocation has significant hausing, health, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due te the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.
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Broxtowe Part’
Local Plan

Agent

Your Details

Title Mr Th; i Ms -OT:e_r:
Name AVDIET SHAW
Organisation

{if responing on behalf of the }_Br\
organisation) - oxtowe BOI‘Ough Co

o ' T wommunity Development
_ J =3 NOV 2017

——

A ;e e
Postcode PR =i g ’ )

|

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for

the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
ralsed. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made avallable for public inspection. All representaions ¢an be
viewed at the Coundil Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 3, ¥, 2 5jext. poe Y 13 -
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 3.15
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Asseis

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



" Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

[
po you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer o the

Yes

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate
P

2.3 | Sound \/

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

| : : : : - :
Il!’ you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified \/

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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X

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the informaticn, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




*

g Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

=-p

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessarfy

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant, the Local Plan has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘'Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

» ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Pian, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it iz ‘justified’.

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

* 'Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

« ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located to the south east
of Beeston Town Centre and is situsted directly adjacent to the Stratsgic Gore Strategy
aliccation of Boots (fo the aast) in-between the Beaston Canal (to the south}, the raikvay
line (to the north) and the exisiing residentlal area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
Is brownfield and has praviously been used as a sewage treatment works by Sevemn Trent
Water.

150 dwellings

3.14 The foliowing key development requirements must be met.

.+ Bession to the norfh and west with the canel sde towpath -
+ Provids pedestnian bridge fo link to the canal sidé lowpath: .27 .
_* Vihicie access to only be at the north of the site onto Liac Girove. =

Key Development Aspirations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congastion is nat
made worse than currently exiats,

What the Sustainability Appralsal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transport and Innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biadiversity and
green infrastructure objective due to the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.

' 4 &4‘ | P e
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Broxtowe - >
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Title Mr | Mrs | Miss fﬁs‘ Other:
Rty LASA GoodinSoa | Broxtowe Borongh ceunchl |
O‘I'ganisaﬁon Franm ng ¢ Com Wty Deve -f'_.‘-:‘_- ren E
| |
!
|
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nisation .
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! |

|
— S f

Postcode

Tel. Number

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

if you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here | /|

SN S

can be sent to:
For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework {LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

cy 2: Site Allocations
{ Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 294+ 24 3.5, Maglz

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8. Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main fown centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 18: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map \Z.:

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g-
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



[

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

i
Eo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the
N

: Yes No
Jidance nole al for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v’

—_—

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified v

It is not effective

Itis not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary,

—
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting

information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation

at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at t
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
4

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

“If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adapf to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). if you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate'to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may refate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

* ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

¢ ‘Consistent,with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Broxtowe P
Local Plan

Broxtowe
Borough

Agent

I Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Title Mr | Mrs M&E) Ms | Other:
Name UWETTE O\&2eed
Organisation

(I responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

nning & Community Development

=2 NOV 201

i

Postcode

-

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017
If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a

separate form for each representation.

Please help us
can be sent fo:

if you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here -

L

.

For more information including an online response form please visit:

WWW.

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF ) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for

broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues

raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewsd at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations I
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 2% and 3 12:-S ™Map 2
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation ' ) :
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations |
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance i
{Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Poliution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Bicdiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map |2

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required, Please use one form per representation.



i

‘ Qﬁestion 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the Yoz [No

cidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

21 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

e m—

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

|
If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Ta

it is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible, Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



J Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legaily Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate” and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates 1o the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The 'Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

+ ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

+ ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

¢ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan shouid be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy': Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
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Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Located In the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site Is located 1o the south east
of Beaston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent o the Strategic Core Stratsgy
allocation of Boots (io the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (to the south), the raikway
fine {ta the north) and ihe existing residential area of Beaston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.
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Provide pedestnan bridge to link to the canal side towpath "*'"
= “Vahicls access 1o only be at the north of the stte onto Liss Grove

-

Key Development Aspirations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure thal congestion is not
made worse than currently exists.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, fransport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due ic the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildiife Site.
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3 Borough

Local Plan ) -. ‘"‘; COUNCIL

Agent

Please provide your client’s name

Your Details
Title Mr [Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other: 1\/\'“ 4%,

Name | T mansews

= ——

Organisation
(if responding on behai of the | Broxtowe Bor e
organisation) {F-'—J —,-.‘-.Jr.-wf =0rough Co

Address

Postcode T

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs,'or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here
Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Councll will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 2% - 29 3.
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberiey Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retentlon of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstabie land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The healith impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32; Developer Contributions

¥

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map \2

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission, F
evidence
document

etc.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



- Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the Yes

guidance nole at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

#f you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this becausa:

It is not justified i

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Rlease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

thase aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

A
Piease use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representatibn is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wis_;_*lw to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use @ separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
fikely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty tc agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
fo relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

« ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then yo!ir comments may relate to whather or rot it is ‘justified’

« ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

» ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet cbjectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy': Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF} and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.qov.uk.
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Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located to the south east
of Beeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent 1o the Strategic Core Strategy
allocation of Boots (o the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (fo the south), the railway
fime (ic the north) and the existing residential area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfiald and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Sevem Trent

Water.
3.14 The follawing key development requirements must be mat,
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Key Development Aspirations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not

made worse than currently exists.

What the Sustainabllity Appralsal says
3,15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transpert and innavation (due to the

Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and oniy minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
graen infrastructure abjective due to the adjoining Beestan Canal Local Wildlife Sits.

¢ AON E -

il
Lot
1

A poliien siould b pesd I can)ucion wih e Losl Pian Per 1.~ Braxiows Bareugh Al Core Stiatsgy.
Ne palioy ahould b appied In isolstion; sccount will ke faken of ail relevant policies.

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
Polig@ 36 - w0 o - L. [Sevarn Wit it okt e v







Broxtowe Part 2= e
Local Plan e Borough

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Title Mr | Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other: D o~

Name

6'1.&4-\ Cn.r-m%
Organisation ~ ~ T
(If responding on behaif of the | Broxtowe
orgenisation) | Planning = ~

Address

Postcode e Sl v W

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3 November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF} will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The Information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. Al representations can be
viewed at the Councll Offices.

If you would like to be oontaTed by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Deocument Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 3¢ -39 |R.S
Policy 4. Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston i
Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Palicy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets |
Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map 1 1

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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E'Quosﬂon 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (piease refer to the

Yes

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 [ Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

I 2.3 | Sound _ . v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

f you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:;

It is not justified \/

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does nat comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

T Geel Hat hpwsing o EMF*E&:{ kecrrine % Hae K
CarwamnniTl vdue ¥ Har arse on cgreen spece
o proriabzaal unlne for Ay iallerrs (w2 cne Paer spere aLg)
o w5 A ‘,;\\A[‘{t commdar  — o seewa (A5 N Lond - [}fc S
e S poe

* WD (M, PETAE 3{)9;.(.2.

3
Bl=zce use 3 separate sheet of paper if reguirerd Pleace.ica cnafoc— e —ome memadedon



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representati&n is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
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Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant', the Local Plan has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate” and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness' of our Local Plan:

= ‘“Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

¢ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

» ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

if you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.
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If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations,

Please tick here
Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) wil! be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifeime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1988. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be

viewed at the Councll Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Planning Policy, Legai and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.qov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/ »

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 28-39 25 AMapAd
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
{Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and cholce

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24. The heaith impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assels

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributiocns

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map 2

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

o you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

e Yes No
guidance nole at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

|
if you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified -

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Fileasa give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if r"recessary.
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought g S

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary,
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




.Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

Hiyour representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination P

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Pian has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 {as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The 'Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

+ ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

+ ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

« ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where if is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

+ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here |,

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framewerk (LOF ) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LOF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1988. The information will be analysed and the Councll will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be freated as confidential and will be made avallable for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please help us
can be sent to:

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Part 2 Local Plan

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Traveliers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

B +39

Policies Map
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Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)

2

Please use 2 separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




f Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer lo the Yes No

quidance note at for an explanation of these {erms)

21 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate
| 23 |sound NoFsou~d v’

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

|
if you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified el

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

= e S ———T

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form pérrepresentation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




; Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish fo participate at the public examination |

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination v |

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to heaﬁﬁase who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legaily Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been 'positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

* ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Pian should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

+ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the Naticnal
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located to the south east
of Beeston Town Cenire and Is situated directly adjacent to the Strategic Core Strategy
allocation of Boots {io the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (lo the south), the railway
line (to the north) and the existing residential area of Beesion Rylands to the west, The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Sevarn Trent
Water.

3.14 The following key development requirements must ba met.

Kay Development Requirements; ~*+ iy
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. Beeston to tha north and wast with the canal side towpath:

mmwumwhmmm

Kay Dwolupment Asplrations;
. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than currently exists.

What the Sustainabliity Appralsal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure abjective due to the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.

A8 poios sl d e rem conunclion with the Local Pl Part 1 mﬁh'éﬁhﬁﬁmﬁnmmm
No palloy should mwnm mmhnmuu policisa,

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
Polioy: 35 - ki | B A Savern Trent

18.1 hectares 150 dwellings
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Please provide your client's name
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Organisation

(if responding on beheglf of the
organisation)

Address

Posicode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here 12 I

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to: ado SR

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1888. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 1
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation =5
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

(\ ===/ -~| Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

" | Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assels

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

X
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



" Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please réfer lo the

i Yes
guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, Is this because:

It is not justified \/

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

i
Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation,




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound, It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible, Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and suppeorting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examinationf?

Yes, | wish 1o participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Loca! Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, fo maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified'.

« ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is effective’.

¢ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

« ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.qov.uk.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Broxtowe F
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Titie Mr [Mrs [Miss | Ms | Other: PRy § & B
Name PH'DL. D‘im

Organisation

{if respanding on behalf of the N ‘ g
organisalion}

h Council
Planning & Community Development

Address

31 0CT 207

Postcode

vt

Tel. Number

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to: E-ufn) AS PAloeVE

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment{s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the Iifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998, The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised, Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made avaiable for public inspection, All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations -
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations W3[5 %t Yhms 413 3)8
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation and
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberiey Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 18: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions
Policies Map \2 - Lechl ey SPCE poLacY )7 (pace 1SG \|

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

Part 2 Local Plan
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

bo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

Yes No
guidance note al for an explanation of these fenms)

2.1 | Legally compiiant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound ‘/

ek

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound. is this hecause:

It is not justified v/

It is not effective

It Is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy
L

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if requlred Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text, Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly ail the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested madification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessar}y

i

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

if your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’;

If your response relates fo the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified'.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

+ ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Please use a separate sheet of paperif required. Please use one form per representation.



Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mr

Name Sheldon Zlotowitz

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

L
Telephone Number ]

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future
planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability
Paragraph number Appraisal

Other (e.g. omission,
evidence document
etc.)

27: Local Green Space | 154

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective Yes
It is not positively prepared Yes
It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

This is about allocation of the Cornwall avenue field for housing is not justified.

It is greater value to the community as a green space.

Itis locally valued and used by many people including children and adults.

It is of historic interest being an ancient track and is also a important habitat for wildlife.
It also provides an important corridor for wildlife

It's value was amply demonstrated at the July C.A.T. Meeting

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

Cornwall avenue site should be removed from the Severn Trent housing site and
designated as a local green space. The adjacent field should also be included for
similar reasons. It is used daily by great numbers of local residents.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

Yes

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary

To ensure local representatives are held accountable.




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name David Wnght

Your Details

Title Mr

Name David Wrnght

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes

planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Built up Area |38, 39 Policy / Text 3.5 12
Site Allocations

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective No
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy No

Additional details



Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Itis a locally valued natural green space, and although classified as previous industrial
use, it has always been farming land. It is an essential part of Cornwall Avenue, being
the focal point of the road. It has historic interest allowing public access to the 200 year
old canal, and has the remains of ancient cart track visible on the north edge. Itis a
haven for wildlife, weasels, small rodents, hedgehogs and frogs. Due to easy access
to the canal many species use the field hedgerows. The field allows a full green
corridor through to Lilac Grove.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

a) That the Cornwall Avenue field, with its surrounding hedgerows, is removed from the
Severn Trent housing site.

b) That the Cornwall Avenue field, with irs surrounding hedgerows, be designated
'Local Green Space". It seems to meet all the criteria for 'Local Green Space' in view of
the value to the local community listed above.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mr

Name Colin Wagner

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes

planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Builtup Area |38/39 35 12
Site Allocations

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant No
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate No
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective Yes
It is not positively prepared Yes
It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details



Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

we request that the small green space at the end of Cornwall avenue should be
removed from the seven trent housing site, this space is used on a daily basis by a very
big number of local residents, it is a locally valued feature with lots of wildlife and
mature hedgerows. We all class this small area of green land as local green space and
it should not be built on.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

we request that the small green space at the end of cornwall avenue is removed from
the seven trent housing plan, we understand that wa kways will be needed but i am
very worried about our avenue being opened up to create a new access to the housing
plan. We have 2 young children that currently use the green space as a safe play area.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary
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Broxtowe Part 2z
__9_;__7,‘\ Broxtowe
Local Plan kit

Agent

Please provide your client’'s name |

Your Details
Title Mr ,us-j | MisS | S | Qther ) M’

Name THIL\Y W60 & NOEM LoZAVO WERNANDEZ

QCrganisation
(if responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us " i ' that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used In %mm sefoncil
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed afd-the Goundil wilhsensidexjssueselopment
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Councll Offices.

19 OCT 2017

Please return completed forms to: |

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nnttinéham *GQ 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: poiicvﬁ*@bro%dowe.qov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38 +39 3-S fouc) maf 12
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policies Map \ ’2_

Sustainability
Appraisal

Part 2 Local Plan

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the Mot o

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound \/

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified \/

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’.. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

» ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

+ 'Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

¢ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Locatad In the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located 1o the south east
of Beeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent to the Sirategic Cora Strategy
allocation of Boots (io the east) In-between the Beeston Canal (fo the south), the railway
line (o the north) and the existing residential area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site

is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.

3.14 The fallowing key development requirements must be met.
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Key Development Aspirations;

1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road nefwork to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than currently exists.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due to the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.

Al policies should b resd in conjunciion with e Looal Pian Part 1 - mwmmm
No policy should be appiisd in Isciaton; sccoun! will be taken of all relevant policies.

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
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Agent

oxtowe

I Please provide your client's name

Your Details

e Ty Te—
Title Thvie.| Mrs IE‘ m

Name THA 4 e 88 - Aanh

Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the
organizsation)

Address

= Y] AR (TSRS [N Yot
Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1988. The information will be analysed and the Councll will consider issues
raised. Please note that commenis cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations J¥ 9 39 39 &ESy
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation '
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map i §

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (piease refer to the Yes

gwidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound \J

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified \‘

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

T s TR

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

N N S
g
tduct o waz Covrn e ol AU'CNQ zl“”‘ LW)"?\ﬁ an  Po
Grew Ty vailkw B Mo """‘hnru.u'u.t:zl s A Qlteny Dpece
b s a Pmeld Ju..lc.{ worta na Claa L GhNAen el malkad )\“‘-“}"“““-"‘3’ Cred

Ly o .:ich_L puﬁl—-'ﬂé“{ rooel. Sb P |

r= “'LIJJI.'KQ it\o&" l:\.-‘ H:.4_ C AT v ed ~ k.u;p L‘{—'M e S [Gsr
g voleo . —TRuA mlivg woan ol lecel pasple e b wohona e &ty

b-o Ast L@ toa b k= -'\“-ﬁﬂ-&m — Mf-nkgu‘ P‘«ua_; OJMtd.t_;- Hen kur_.&.—._(
e ot maelisg

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public eéxamination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has

to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘“Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

» ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

« ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

* ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston pm 38 i e e
3.13 Located in the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site is located to the south east 113 1 hectares 150.dwellings
of Beeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent to the Strateglc Core Strategy —— i

allocation of Boots (to the east) in-between the Beeston Canal (to the south), the railway
line (to the north) and the existing residential area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met.
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Key Development Aspirations;
1. Mitigate highways Impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than currently exists,

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 Thig allocation has significant housing, health, fransport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due to the adjoining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.
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Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mrs

Name Helen Orgill

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

I

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes
planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Builtup Area |38 & 39 35 12
Site Allocations

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective No
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy No

Additional details



Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Allocating the Cornwall Ave field is 'not sound' as it is of greater value to the local
community as a natural green space.

It's a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalized grass surrounded by
mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character & amenity of Cornwall Ave, being the focal point of this
road.

it's of recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field everyday, shown by
the well worn paths.

It's of historic interest:field & adjacent canal are over 200 years old/field contains
remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife(including notable species)with grassland, mature hedgerows &
waterside habitats.

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove-important for
movement of wildlife.

It's an easily accessible pocket of countryside between the Rylands & the new Boots
development.

It's value to the local community was demonstrated at Broxtowe's July CAT meeting
where the locals voted unanimously to keep this as a field & not build here.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

That Cornwall Ave field(with it's surrounding hedgerows) to be removed from the
Severn Trent housing site.

That Cornwall Ave field(with it's surrounding hedgerows) be designated as 'Local
Green Space'. It seems to meet all the criteria in view of it's value to the local
community listed previously.

That the adjacent field also be included in the ‘Local Green Space'. This 2nd field is
also an important local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows. The 2
fields together form a half mile strip of countryside between the Rylands & the Boots
site, stretching from the canal right up to Leyton Crescent. This is locally important for
wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog owners throughout the year, as
proved by the well worn paths. Many locals want to keep this natural green space as
has been repeatedly expressed at Broxtowe's CAT meetings

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title

Mr

Name

Peter Clarke

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

I

Would you like to be contacted regarding future
planning policy consultations?

Yes

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number

Policy text/
Paragraph number

Policies Map Sustainability

Appraisal

Other (e.g. omission,
evidence document
etc.)

3: Main Built up Area
Site Allocations

Pages 38-39,

Policy text 3.5 12

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant No
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate No
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective Yes
It is not positively prepared Yes
It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

It is not justified to include the field next to Cornwall Avenue and part of Suffolk Avenue
in the housing site, as it's of such importance to us as a natural green space because
it's, valued locally for amenity, wildlife, recreation, historic interest (200 year old field),
it's well-used by walkers/dog owners, birdwatchers and wildlife enthusiasts.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

The Local Plan should be modified by removing the Cornwall Avenue / Suffolk Avenue
field from the housing site and designating it as ‘Local Green Space’. The ‘horse field’
at the far side of the recreation ground should also be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’.

These two fields together form a half mile strip of countryside between the Rylands and
the Boots site, stretching from the canal to Leyton Crescent — an important route for
wildlife and walkers — well used and locally valued. Designating the two fields as ‘Local

Green Space’ would be justified because of their special local importance.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Glynis Harns

Your Details

Title

Name

organisation)

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future
planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number

Page number

Policy text/
Paragraph number

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. omission,
evidence document
etc.)

3: Main Built up Area
Site Allocations

38-39

35

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant No
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate No
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified No
It is not effective No
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy No

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

It is not justified to include Cornwall Avenue field in the housing site, as it is of such
importance to us as a natural green space because it is valued locally for amenity,
wildlife, recreation, historic interest (200 yr old field). It is well used by dog walkers/dog
owners

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

The Loval Plan should be modified by removing the Cornwall Avenue field from the
housing site and designating it as ‘local green space’

The long horse field at the far side of the rec should also be designated as ‘local green
space’

These two fields form a half mile strip of countryside between Rylands and the Boots
Site, stretching from the Canal to Leyton Crescent - an important route for wildlife and
walkers - well used and valued locally. Designating the two fields as ‘Local Green
Space’ would be justified because of their special local importance.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mr

Name Derek Huskisson

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes

planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Built up Area |38, 39 35 12
Site Allocations

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified No
It is not effective Yes
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Designating the Cornwall Avenue field, plus its associated field running north between
the Lilac Grove recreation park and the old Beeston Council tip as a Local Green
Space would break up the proposed built up housing area of Boots and Beeston
Rylands.

It has some wildlife value in that the land consists of old horse paddocks with no
artificial fertiliser added. Warblers such as Lesser Whitethroat and Common
Whitethroat have bred here.

The bees which occur in my garden such as Buff-tailed Bumblebee, Garden
Bumblebee, Carder Bumblebee and Hairy-footed Flower Bees all must originate from
here as they nest in the ground often in tussocks of grass. Butterflies like the grassland
species Gatekeeper and bush/hedge species as the Holly Blue occur here.

Although | am not a dog owner | feel some sympathy for them. All the local paths are
used heavily by cyclists (most not local) and the local rugby club and University sports
grounds are dissuading dogs on the grounds (quite correctly in my opinion).

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

Please remove the Cornwall Avenue field and the old paddock situated between the old
Beeston Council tip and the present Leyton Crescent recreation ground along with
their surrounding Hedgerows from the Seven Trent Housing Plan.

The above area designated as a Local Green Space.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary
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Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title r/Mr \ Miss

p—"

Name

Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the
onganisation)

= -

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3 November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

1se help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues

raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Document

Part 2 Local Plan

Policy number

Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policy 1:

Page number

Policy text/

Paragraph
number

£qs 38 anddq

39

Policies Map

12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)

2

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer fo the

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms) Yos. e

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate ) )

2.3 | Sound / / :

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

Itis not justified /

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Broxtowe P
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’s name M ‘ !CS( s

Your Details

Title vy ers\,-‘/h.‘liss Ms | Other:

Name {QB& V4 ) CU\‘

Organisation
{if respond|ng on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Broxtowe sorough Council ,I
Planning & Community Development

Postcode

rOo ™ ami
T ﬂul T |

Tel. Number

E-mail address —

i
Comments should be received by 5.00pm dﬁ‘ﬁiﬂ’&"%ﬂ” lovember 2017

if you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

if you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Profection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wili be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Councll Offices.

Please return completed forms to:
Pianning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk



Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Document

Policy number

Page number

Policy text/
Paragraph

Part 2 Local Plan

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2. Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-cof-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposais for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17 Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

number

528 5

Policies Map

fokicy map 13 angy lecst

BE Y s

S

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g-
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evidence
document
efc.)

R S

2

Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please réfer to the

Yes No

guidance note at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound V

= T E—

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:;

It is not justifiled

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.

3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Ceuntry Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

* “Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is justified’.

+ ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

» ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do 8o and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

« ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Broxtowe
Local Plan

Agent ' Bmxlowe Borough Council
== ! T e O ny Uevelopme gl
Please provide your client's name N I |
Your Details ' 310CT 2017
Tille Mr | Mrs | Miss PI\'T_ Other:

Name Dl FH\JG o N | J
S N A

organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3™ November 2017

if you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

Please tick here

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to;

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations,

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Gouncil will consider issues
raised, Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxiowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 28859 |2-i3-%-i5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberiey Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Cenfre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policies Map PC)LJC."! }’WQrf:" 79‘ ' ] &2% SALMM.S

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)

Part 2 Local Plan

2
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

[50 you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

Yes No

guidance nole al for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound \/ |

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified /

It Is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your represematibn is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination | / l

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination \/

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

necessary

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt ta hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:

Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compliant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their LLocal Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the strategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound’.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

e ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a rcbust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

« ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Plan is ‘effective’.

« ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

» ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the Nationai
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

3.13 Lacated In the Main Built up Area of Nottingham, the site Is located to the south east
of Beeston Town Centre and is situated directly adjacent to the Stralegic Core Stratagy
allocation of Boots (to the easf) in-between tha Beeston Canal (fo the south), the rallway
line (fo the north) and the sxisiing residentisl area of Beeston Rylands 1o the west. The site
Is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Sevarn Trent
Water.

3.14 The fallowing key development requirements must be met.

Key Development Requirements: -~ '~ 7 ~% ,
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- Beeston o the norih and west with the canal sida towpath |
Provide pedesinan bridgs to ink o the canal side towpath '
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Key Development Asplirations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road natwork to ensure that congestion is not
made worse than cumently exists.

What the Sustainability Appralsal says

3.15 This aelflocation hae significant housing, health, transpertf and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) cbjectives banefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due to the adjoining Besston Canal Local Wildlifa Site.

Broxtowe Sorough Council
Pianning & Community Development

31 0CT 2017
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Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please help us il address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (LDF) will be used in the pian process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk




Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations ooli
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations SE 3 2S5 J34% 'quf,?
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation )
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Aliocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space \s%- ALl
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map \"’L '

Sustainability
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Other (e.g.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the

Yes
"J,uo'dr?cr nate al for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound l//

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this bhecause:

It is not justified

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

|
Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co:operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide detalls. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant or sound. You will need to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you are able to put forward your suggested revised wording
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible, Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination v

If you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary
L

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.

5
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant’:

If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to
relate to whether it or not it is ‘Legally Compilant’. To be ‘Legally Compliant’, the Local Plan has
to be prepared in accordance within the ‘Duty to Cooperate’ and legal and procedural
requirements. These are set out by legislation in the Town and Country Planning (Local Planning)
(England) Regulations 2012 (as amended). f you think that we have not met the legal requirement
in the preparation of the Local Plan, please use the response form to tell us what we have not
done or what we have done incorrectly.

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

If your response relates to the way in which we have worked with other authorities then this is
likely to relate to the ‘Duty to Co-operate’.

The ‘Duty to Co-operate’ places a legal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

‘Sound’

If your response is about the content of the Local Plan and the sirategy it adopts, then it is likely
to relate to whether or not the Local Plan is ‘Sound'.

To meet the ‘Test of Soundness’, the independent Planning Inspector is required to consider
whether or not our Local Plan is ‘justified’, ‘effective’, has been ‘positively prepared’, and is
‘consistent with national policy’. You may wish to consider the following before making a
representation on the ‘Soundness’ of our Local Plan:

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn't support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’.

« ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we
are proposing in the Local Plan is not deliverable, then your comments may relate to whether or not
our Local Pfan is ‘effective’.

» ‘Positively Prepared’: This means the Local Plan should be prepared based on a strategy which
seeks to meet objectively assessed development and infrastructure requirements, including unmet
requirements from neighbouring authorities where it is reasonable to do so and consistent with
achieving sustainable development.

» ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452
or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

6
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston Pokey 35 . - - _ Baven Trerk
3.13 Located in the Main Bullt up Area of Nottingham, the site is located fo the south sast 12.1 heotares 150 awellings
of Beeston Town Centre and s sluated directly adjacent to the Sirategic Core Strategy = =

allocation of Boots (fo 1he east) In-betwean the Beeston Canal (lo the south), the railway
line (to the north) and the existing residential area of Beeston Rylands to the west. The site
is brownfield and has previously been used as a sewage treatment works by Severn Trent
Water.

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met,
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Key Development Asplrations;
1. Mitigate highways impact on the wider road network to ensure that congestian is not
made worsa than currently exists.

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation has significant housing, health, transpart and innovation (due to the
Enterpriss Zons) objectives banefits; and only minor negalive effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective dus lo the adjoining Beaston Canal Local Wildlife Site,

PIBruxtowe Borough Councij
anning & Community Development

31.0CT 2017
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All polcias shoud be read In conjuncllon Wi the Lacal Flan Part 1 — Bruxtows Bossigh Allgned Gore Siratagy.
Na poicy shoukd be spalied in iscistion; account will be tecen of sl relevant policles.







Local Plan

Agent
Please provide your client’s name

Your Details
Title Eﬂr Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other,
Name John McCormack
Organisation
(i responding on behall of the
organisation)

Address

T—

Postcode

Tel. Number

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3" November 2017

If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a
separate form for each representation.

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consultations.
Please tick here

Please heip us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov. uklpart2|oca|plan

mmadmmrhmammmmmmmmmsa The information will be analysed
raised. Please nole that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to: 30 0CT 20V

Planning Policy, Legat and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Notti G9~‘~hfrB‘
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: L‘*OanwL_anx"‘awe 0V u \
|
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

= Policy text/

Document Policy number

e ] e i
Policy 1: Flood Risk
Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 38-39 3.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Aflocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Cenfre Uses
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions }'
Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map | 12

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.o.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)




Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

=

Do you consider this paragraph or polncy of the Local Plan to be: -'r;feasé refer to the Nes | LND
guigance note at rer an explanation of (hese temms)
2.1 | Legally compliant yes
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate no
2.3 | Sound no

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if
you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

I you thmk this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound is rh:s L‘uecause

It is not justified yes
It is not effective no
It is not positively prepared no
It is not consistent with national policy no
Your comments

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is
unsound or does not comply with the duty to co- operate Alternatively; if you wish to support any of

as precise as possSIBIE CONtiNUE On an extra sheet

Including the field at the end of Comwall Avenue in the Severn Trent housing site is ‘not justified’ as it is of
greater value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

It's part of a green corridor stretching from the canal almost to Lilac Grove — an important route for wildlife.
It's of historic interest: field & adjacent canal are over 200yrs old / field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's a haven for wildlife (including notable species) with grassiand, mature hedgerows & waterside habitats.
It's an easily accessible pocket of ‘countryside’ between Rylands and new Boots development.
It's a locaily valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by mature hedgerows.

It's essential to the character and amenity of Comwall Ave, being the focal peint of this road. - It's of
recreational value to walkers/dog owners who use the field every day, shown by the well-worn paths.

Its value to the community was demonsirated at Broxtowe’s July C. A.T. (Community Action Team) meeting
where local folk voted unanimously (48 votes) to keep this field & not build here (vote verified by Clir
Cullen).




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan legally
compliant-or sound, You will need to say why lhlS mod:f‘cat:on wm make the Local Plan legally

a) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the Severn Trent
housing site.

b) Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local Green
Space’ on the Local Plan. This would be ‘justified’ as the field is of special value to the local
community, as described above.

c) The adjacent field (which extends alongside the full length of Leyton Crescent Recreation
Ground) should also be included in the ‘Local Green Space’.

This 2nd field is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the Severn

l Trent site, stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent.

This is a locally important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog
owners throughout the year, as proved by the well-worn paths.

The local value of this 2nd field has also been expressed repeatedly at Broxtowe's C.A.T.
meetings. Designation as ‘Local Green Space’ is therefore ‘justified’.

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the infermation, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

| If your representation is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

No, | do not wish to participate at the public examination

| if you wish to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

' neces ' ——————— ————— —— ————— — ———— —— —— e,

Please note the Inspector will determine the most appropriate procedure to adopt to hear those who have
indicated that they wish to participate at the public examination.



Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name Theresa Gormn

Your Details

Title Miss

Name Theresa Gorman

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes

planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Builtup Area |38/39 Policy text 3.5 12 Relate to Severn Trent
Site Allocations site

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant No
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate No
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective Yes
It is not positively prepared No

It is not consistent with national policy Yes

Additional details




Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Allocating the Cornwall Ave field for housing is not justified as it is of greater value to
the local community as a natural green space forthe following reasons:

1.Itis a locally valued feature, being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by
mature hedgerows.

2.It's essential to the character and menity of Cornwll ve, being the focal point of this
road.

3. It's of recreational value to wa kers, dog owners who use the field every day, shown
by the well worn paths.

4. It's of historic interest, field and adjacent canal are over 200 years old, field contains
remains of an ancient track.

5.1t is a haven for wildlife with grassland, mature hedgerows and waterside habitats.

6. It is part of a green corridor stretching from canal almost to Lilac Grove, which is an
important route for wildlife.

7. It's an easily accessible pocket of countryside between Rylands and new Boots
development.

8. The value to the community was demonstrated at Broxtowes Jult C.A.T meeting
(Community Action Team) where local fo k voted unanimously to keep this feild and not
build here (vote verified by ClIr Cullen).

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

1.Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be removed from the
Severn Trent housing site

2. Cornwall Ave field (with its surrounding hedgerows) should be designated as ‘Local
Green Space'. This will make the local plan 'sound' as the field is of special value to the
local community, as described above.

3. The adjacent field should also be included in the 'Local Green Space' This 2nd field
is an equally valued local feature of grassland surrounded by mature hedgerows, as
the 2 fields together form a half mile strip of ‘countryside’ between the Rylands and the
Boots site, stretching from the canal right up to Leyton Crescent. This is a locally
important route for wildlife, and is a route enjoyed daily by walkers and dog owners
throughout the year, as proved by the well worn paths. The local value of this 2nd field
has also been expressed repeatedlyat Broxtowe's CAT meetings.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary




Details

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Title Mrs

Name Janet Wright

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an
organisation)

Address

Telephone Number

Email Address

I

Would you like to be contacted regarding future Yes
planning policy consultations?

If you wish to comment on more than one issue you will need fo submit a form for each representation.

Policy relates to

Please specify what your comment relates to

Policy number Page number Policy text/ Policies Map Sustainability Other (e.g. omission,
Paragraph number Appraisal evidence document
etc.)
3: Main Built up Area |38 and 39 35 12
Site Allocations

Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Question 2

Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be:

2.1 Legally compliant Yes
2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate Yes
2.3 Sound No

Question 3

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Please only answer this question if you answered ‘No’ to 2.3 above

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

It is not justified Yes
It is not effective No
It is not positively prepared No
It is not consistent with national policy No

Additional details



Please give details of why you consider this part of
the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or
does not comply with the duty to co-operate.
Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these
aspects please provide details.

Allocating the Cornwall Ave field for housing is not justified because it is of greater
value to the local community as a natural green space for the following reasons:

Itis a locally valued feature being a small field of naturalised grass surrounded by
mature hedgerows being a haven for wildlife including bats, small rodents, frogs (this
being one of the few places there is easy access to the water), weasels and | have
found recent evidence of hedgehog activity.

It is of recreational value to walkers who use the field every day and a safe meeting
place in the warmer months for local teenagers as it is close to houses whilst being
green (as opposed to the weir field which recent events show is not a safe place for
young people to gather)

It's of historic interest; the field and adjacent canal are over 200 years old and the top
part of the field contains remains of an ancient track.

It's part of a green corridor stretching fro the canal towards Lilac Grove important for
the movement of wildlife

It is an easily access ble pocket of countryside between Rylands and the new Boots
development.

The insects that thrive in the field have increased the number of birds and species.
Locally sparrows are on the incline and goldfinches, long tailed tits, chaffinches are
regularly seen alongside the more usually spotted birds. The swans and geese
regularly feed in the field and heron, cormorants and pheasant are spotted from time to
time. Tawny owls fly past the field as part of their hunting area.

Question 4

Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider

necessary to make the Local Plan legally compliant
or sound. You will need to say why this modification
will make the Local Plan legally compliant or sound.

a) that the field at the end of Cornwall Ave and its surrounding hedgerows becremoved
from the Severn Trent housing site

b) that the same field and surrounding hedgerows be designated as a local green
space; it appears to meet all the requirements for Local Green Space in view of its
value to the local community

c) that the adjacent field running parallel to the lilac grove recreational park, meeting
with the field at the bottom also be included in the Local Green Space as it is also an
important local feature which, together with the Cornwall Ave field, forms a half mile
strip of countryside stretching from the canal up to Leyton Crescent vital for the
movement of wildlife. This strip of land also includes well established hedgerows.

Question 5

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representation is seeking a modification, do
you consider it necessary to participate at the public
examination?

No

If you wish to participate at the public examination,
please outline why you consider this to be necessary
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