
     
 

  

 

  

   

   

    

  
 

  

    
 

   

  

  
 

    

  

    

  

 

    

 

    

  

  

   

   

  

  

  

   

  

  

    

   

   

   

   

   

    

   

   

   

   

  

 
 

Policy 28 – Green Infrastructure Assets: 

ID Organisation 

Duty to Co-operate / Interest Groups 

142 Historic England 

21 Natural England 

68 Awsworth Parish Council 

6537 Awsworth Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

71 Greasley Parish Council 
(supported by Borough Councillor Margaret Handley) 

6279 Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum 

6577 Chetwynd: The Toton and Chilwell Neighbourhood 
Forum 

48 Sport England 

5908 Sustrans 

6944 Brinsley Vision (Representing 70 Residents of 
Brinsley) 

6882 Broxtowe Labour Group 

18 Nottinghamshire Campaign to Protect Rural England 

34 Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust 

55 Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign) 

Developer / Landowner 

6877 Barton Wilmore (on behalf of Mr Sahota) 

Individual / Local Resident 

2195 Lowe 

4131 Caines 

2565 Johnson 

4132 Baxter 

4145 Pounder 

4435 Tegart 

4515 Watt 

4436 Brown 

4706 Dorkes 

5896 Huxtable 

6828 Brown 

6842 Davdson 

6844 Formon 

6845 Formon 

6850 Dorkes 

6851 Pounder 

6852 Boyar 

6853 Brown 

6854 Brown 

6904 Wagstaff 

6934 Boyar 

6936 Davis 

6950 Davidson 



 
    

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

                   
                      

   
 

 
 

 
      

       
      
      
 
 

   
 

       

 

             
        

 
           

     
 

                
              
              

            
         

 
 

               
                 

               
            

 
               

       
 

          
            

         
 

            
             

         
                 

            
               

          
 

EAST MIDLANDS OFFICE
 

Mr Dave Lawson
 
Broxtowe Borough Council 

Our ref: PL00035448 
3 November 2017 

Dear Mr Lawson 

RE: BROXTOWE LOCAL PLAN PART 2 CONSULTATION 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above Plan in its current form. 
Historic England would wish to submit the following comments: 

Policy 3.1 - Chetwynd Barracks - Key Development Aspiration 2 in respect of non-
designated heritage assets is welcomed and supported. 

Policy 4.1 - Land West of Awsworth - It is noted that heritage assets are not mentioned 
in the policy or subsequent text when Grade II* Bennerley Viaduct forms a key feature 
in relation to this site. It is recommended that a suitable sentence referring to the 
conservation or enhancement of heritage assets and their setting is made in the Key 
Development Requirements or the Key Development Aspirations for the avoidance of 
doubt. 

Policy 5.1 - East of Church Lane, Brinsley - It is recommended that ‘conserve’ be used 
in place of ‘preserve’ with regard to the setting of St James’ Church in line with NPPF 
terminology. It is noted that the site area has been reduced from that of the earlier 
consultation on the site in order to mitigate impact on heritage assets. 

Policy 6.1 - Walker Street, Eastwood - The inclusion of the need to conserve views of 
DH Lawrence related heritage is welcomed and supported. 

Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures - This policy is welcomed and 
supported since it will assist with the Council’s endeavours to support the vitality of 
historic shopping centres in the Borough and enhancement of public realm. 

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-designated heritage assets - In part 
3c we recommend the use of ‘conserve’ rather than ‘preserve’ in line with NPPF 
terminology. Policy 23 would address the requirements of NPPF Para.139 in its 
current form. With regard to the supporting Para 23.6 it is noted that the Plan states 
that ‘heritage protection may be seen as a constraint to development’. We 
recommend that a balanced view is provided here in that heritage can also be seen as 
a positive element contributing to heritage led regeneration (Historic England: Heritage 
Counts 2017). 

HistoricEngland.org.uk 

Historic England is subject to the Freedom of Information Act. 2000 (FOIA) and Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR). All 
information held by the organisation will be accessible in response to an information request, unless one of the exemptions in the FOIA 

or EIR applies. 



 
    

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

                   
                      

   
 

 
 

 
            

   
 

         
           

            
             

         
                

               
               

    
 

               
        

 
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

EAST MIDLANDS OFFICE
 

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets - The provisions of the policy and its justification 
text are welcomed. 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions - Financial contributions can be required in 
situations where mitigation measures are required in respect of heritage assets or their 
setting, and/or where NPPF Para 139 sites are revealed but the policy does not 
currently include provision for this. As such it is recommended that criteria ‘h) the 
historic environment, heritage assets and/or their setting’ or a similar alternative is 
included within the policy. To exclude heritage from the list would make it very difficult 
to negotiate any mitigation that may be required to address any harm arising when it is 
known and expressed in the Plan that some of the allocation sites are likely to impact 
on heritage assets and/or setting. 

We hope that this information is of use to you at this time. Should you have any 
queries, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely, 

HistoricEngland.org.uk 

Historic England is subject to the Freedom of Information Act. 2000 (FOIA) and Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR). All 
information held by the organisation will be accessible in response to an information request, unless one of the exemptions in the FOIA 

or EIR applies. 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Natural England 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

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 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 Policy 28 GI Assets 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or Whilst Natural England welcomes this policy we consider that the wording could be 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. strengthened and clarified to ensure the protection of existing GI assets and to create 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these and enhance new areas of GI. 

aspects please provide details. We welcome the reference to Natural England’s Accessible Natural Greenspace 

standards and are pleased to note that the policy in in line with Green Infrastructure 

Strategy. 

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. 

Natural England suggests the following wording changes in the first paragraph of the 

policy wording: 

Development proposals which are likely to lead to the loss or 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 protect and enhance the Green 

Infrastructure Asset(s). 

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 

Name 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Awsworth Parish Council 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

158 Sustrans / Great 

Northern Greenway ­

Para 28.4 

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 No 

It is not consistent with national policy No 

Additional details
 



Please give details of why you consider this part of Page 158 - Para 28.4 – Refers to Great Northern Path but no reference is made either 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or to Sustrans or to the Great Northern Greenway – these are considered to be omissions 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. requiring clarification. 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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. 

Clarify by including appropriate references in accompanying text. 

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 

Name 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Awsworth Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

158 Para 28.4 Sustrans / 

Great Northern 

Greenway 

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 No 

It is not consistent with national policy No 

Additional details
 



Please give details of why you consider this part of Page 158 - Para 28.4 – Refers to Great Northern Path but no reference is made either 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or to Sustrans or to the Great Northern Greenway – these are considered to be omissions 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. requiring clarification. 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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. 

Clarify by including appropriate references in accompanying text. 

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 



  

 

 

         
                                                                      
 

   
 

   
  

 
 

                     
 
 

  
 

       

      

 

    
 

          
        
 
        

         
   

 
          
         

           
 

             
           
          
      
            
          
           
             
             
    
 
          
           

Serving the communities of Giltbrook, Greasley, Moorgreen, Newthorpe & Watnall. 

Broxtowe Borough Council
 
Planning Policy 

Legal and Planning Services 

Foster Avenue
 
BEESTON
 
Nottingham
 

30th NG9 1AB	 October 2017 

Dear Sirs, 

Re: Local Plan (Part 2) 2017-2028
 

Consultation Version – September 2017
 

Greasley Parish Council’s representations are as follows:­

A] Land off Thorn Drive – Newthorpe (Ref. Policy 28) 
Ex SHLAA Reference H519 

1] Previous Local Plan 2004 
Under this Plan the status of this site was covered by the provisions of 
the following policies:­

a] Policy RC8(h) – New informal open space 
b] Policy RC16(a) – Greenways i.e. routes to enhance public access 

together with their environmental character and appearance 

2]	 Site Allocations Consultation (November 2013) 
The GPC response dated 10th January 2014 stated under Sub­
paragraph 5.5 “a planning application (13/00268/REG3) for 33 
affordable dwellings is currently pending consideration for this site. 
In the Broxtowe Local Plan 2004 (Chapter 8: Recreation and 
Community Facilities) this land was allocated for the provision of new 
informal open space as shown on the proposals map under Policy 
RC8(h). Policies RC16(a) and H8 are equally relevant and under 
current circumstances these are all “saved” and remain in full force 
and effect.” 

and, under Sub-paragraph 5.6 the following :­
“Greasley Parish Council maintains the position stated in their 



  

 

 

              
            
              
           
             
             
         
             
           
            
             
     
 
            
   
          
            
             
   
 
             
       
 
            
           
          
        
        
 
       
 
            
          
         
           
            
              
            
             
              
         
 
            
             
               
              
            
             
             
              

objection to the above planning application that the land should be 
preserved as a public amenity and environmental asset in accordance 
with the above stated policies of the Local Plan 2004. On this basis 
it would provide a “green separation” between developments to the 
north-west (Newthorpe Common) and those to the south-east in 
in Giltbrook (both existing and proposed) and prevent their coalescence 
into an indistinct built-up urban area.” 

3]	 Planning Application ref.15/00033/REG3 dated 13th January 2015. 
The Lead Local Flood Authority (Nottinghamshire County Council) 
issued a recommendation against approval of this application on 
grounds that the subject site would be required for flood mitigation 
purposes. 

4]	 Green Infrastructure Strategy (GIS) 2015-2030 Consultation 
Draft. 
GPC’s response dated 25th June 2015 reiterated the provisions of 
the above Policies RC8(h) and RC16(a) with regard to the subject 
site and that it should be protected from development on these 
grounds. 

5]	 GPC Neighbourhood Plan (Final Draft) September 2017 
on Page13 states the following: ­

Thorn Drive land off and west of the Pastures (H519). The
 
potential for building on this site was withdrawn to reserve it
 
for flood mitigation work and Greasley Parish Council would
 
strongly support this land being designated as an extension
 
to the Smithurst Meadow nature reserve.
 

6]	 Conclusions 

Referring to the current Local Plan Policy 28 (Green Infrastructure 
Assets) we assume that Item 1(a) Green Infrastructure Corridors 
is intended to supercede the former RC16 Greenways Policy. 
The proposals Map 62 Page 160 shows Corridor 2.20 extending up 
through Smithurst Meadow LNR and the above subject site to 
Portland Road. However, we note the caveat in Paragraph 28.2 as 
follows: - “The corridors do not have fixed boundaries and the map 
on Page 160 should not therefore be interpreted rigidly”. Therefore, 
it appears unlikely that this policy will safeguard the subject site to the 
degree we wish to see. 

On this basis, GPC contends that ex SHLAA Site H519 should be 
designated as Informal Open Space under Policy 28 Item 1(c) and be 
added to the list in Appendix 1 on Pages 177 and 178. This measure 
will not preclude the use of the site for flood mitigation purposes 
because this point has already been conceded by the Borough Council 
in its consideration to use the adjacent Smithurst Meadow LNR for 
similar purposes, in connection with the proposal to build sixty-seven 
houses on adjacent land off Acorn Avenue (Site H34). 



  

 

 

 
            
              
             
         
 

           
               
         
   
              
 

          
             

        
                

  
 

           
 
              
             
           
              
               
                
         
 
          
              
               
              
         
 

          
             

    
 

 
 

   

 
 

 

 

 
 

 

 

GPC have been absolutely consistent in their views on proposals for 
the future status of this site since January 2014 and will strongly object 
to it not being safeguarded under the provisions of the current Local 
Plan as we outline above. 

However, during the consultation period, we have been advised that the 
Borough Council are contemplating the inclusion of a new sub-clause 
under Policy 28 as Item 1(g) namely :­

A mix of Informal Open Spaces and flood mitigation measures. 

Subject to approval by the relevant Jobs and Economy Committee, this 
modification we understand, will be intended to refer to the above subject 
Site H519. Greasley Parish Council supports this proposal and urges the 
Committee to grant the necessary approval to secure its implementation. 

B] Proposed Access Route to Beauvale Priory. (Ref: Policy 28) 

In our response of 25th June 2015 to the GIS (Consultation Draft) we 
confirmed our support for the above proposal to provide an access 
route along the dismantled railway alignment. This proposal was 
carried forward and depicted in Corridor 2.2 reference the map on 
Page 183 of the approved GIS (January 2015). Corridor 2.2 is also 
shown on Map 62 (Page 160) of the current Local Plan (Part 2) 
consultation document. 

This issue is also confirmed in our Neighbourhood Plan under Green 
Infrastructure and Recreation Section (h) on Page 20. On this basis, we 
wish to be assured that provisions of the GIS such as this, are carried 
forward by the Local Plan and that the two documents have equal 
merit in this regard. 

Depending upon the outcome of our above representations we wish to 
reserve the right, at this stage, for the Parish Council to participate at the 
forthcoming Public Examination. 

Yours faithfully, 



  

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
   



Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum 
Response to Broxtowe Borough Council Part 2 Plan 
Submitted by:
 
behalf of the Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum
 

LEGALLY 

COMPLIANT 

Compliant 

with Duty to 

Cooperate 

Sound 

POLICY 
PAGE / 

PARA. 
TEXT Yes No Yes No Yes No COMMENTS MODIFICATIONS SOUGHT 

PUBLIC EXAMINATION 

ATTENDANCE 
WHY 

Policy 1: Flood Risk x x x No 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 2.7 x x It is not justified 

The statement that sites with commitments "of 10 or more dwellings these have 

been shown on the overview plans" is untrue and misleading - the land of the 

former Bramcote Hills Golf course was granted outline planning permission for 100 

dwellings earlier in 2017 but is NOT shown on the overview plans 

The consequences of commitments of more than 10 dwellings on 

housing land allocation should be consdiered in the evidence base 
Yes 

Part 2 is misleading in the way it represents the land committed for 

housing in Bramcote and therefore fails to provide sound support for 

land allocation adjacent to the former Bramcote Hills Golf Course 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 2.8 x x x It is not justified 

The statement that the "the Council has maximised to the greatest possible extent 

the supply of sites in existing urban areas" is not true as, for example, it has failed 

to use the air space above the bus tram interchange in Beeston Town Square for 

residential and also failed to require residential development when granting 

planning permission for the redevelopment of Phase 1 of BeestonTown Square. 

Yes 

The Council should demonstrate why areas within the built up part of the 

Main built Up area are unsuitable for housing whereas an urban 

extension is 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 2.8 x x x It is not justified 

The statement that "When sites currently in the Green Belt are selected, 

exceptional circumstances are demonstrated" is untrue for the land in Bramcote ­

no exceptional circumstances exist for allowing 300 homes to be developed on the 

green belt - the financial straits of a private company can hardly be considered a 

matter for planning 

The permanence and openness of the green belt has been 

compromised by the proposals in Part 2 and no exceptional 

circumstances for the scale and extent of changes to the green belt 

have been provided. 

Yes The sacrifice of the green belt has not been justified 

Policy 2: Site Allocations "2.10 x x x It is not justified 

The statement "the urban and main built up area sites are assessed as being the 

most sustainable" has not been followed through by keeping land allocation within 

the main built up area and instead requiring release of the green belt 

Yes 
Part 2 is misleading as the text and Map 1 are not consistent and the 

extent of the Main Built Up area is grossly and wrongly over exagerrated 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
Map 2 x x x It is not justified 

The map mislabels open countryside adjacent to the M1 and stretching east to 

Bramcote as Main built Up area 

The Map should be amended to reflect the built up area and ensure 

land allocation is retained within that built up area without urban 

extension and loss of green belt 

Yes 
Part 2 is misleading and the consequences of this mismatch between 

text, map and reality on the ground are enormous 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.2 x x x It is not justified 

The statement that "It is considered that there are exceptional circumstances 

required to amend the boundary of the Green Belt to allow residential 

development." is untrue for the land in Bramcote - no exceptional circumstances 

exist for allowing 300 homes to be developed on the green belt - the financial 

straits of a private company can hardly be considered a matter for planning 

Yes The sacrifice of the green belt has not been justified 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
Map 4 x x x It is not justified 

Map 4 omits the committed land on the former Bramcote Hills Golf course and 

thereby paints a very misleading picture of land allocation in Bramcote. Map 4, 

however, does illustrate the extent of open countryside east of the M1. 

Yes 
Part 2 is misleading and the consequences of this mismatch between 

text, map and reality on the ground are enormous 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.1 x x x 

It is not positively 

prepared 
The requirements fail to state the net housing density to be achieved 

A minimum net housing density of 40 per hectare should be added and 

the effects of this on the total number of houses that can be delivered 

should be reflected in the list of requirements 

No 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.1 x x x 

It is not positively 

prepared 

The requirement for a small retail / service centre fails to recognise the nearby 

facilities and would jeopardise the viability of both existing and new businesses 
Remove the requirement for a small retail/ service centre No 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.1 x x x It is not justified 

The extent of the public space to the south of the memorial is not shown and 

there is a potential use of land eminently suitable for housing to be lost in this way 

The extent of the public space should be made clear and the reasons 

for not allocating that land for housing should be reported. There are 

plenty of green and open spaces within the Barracks. 

Yes 

It is essential that land allocation is optimised to prevent loss of green 

belt elsewhere and for the council to comply with National policy on the 

need to protect the green belt 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.3 3.7 x x x It is not justified 

The pen picture is inaccurate and fails to point out that part of the land is a county 

level protected area - the last remant of Bramcote Moor. 
Yes 

The true nature of the land ought to be understood before making 

decisions to take it out of the green belt and allocate it for housing 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.3 3.8 x x x It is not justified 

The figure of 300 houses is not justified and is at odds with both the objectively 

assessed housing need for Bramcote (ca 180 houses over the plan period) and the 

various statements by the leasors of this land of 350 or 450-500 homes. 

Yes 

It is essential that the use of this land is such as to deliver the maximum 

benefit for the local community and the county council who own the 

freehold 



Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum 
Response to Broxtowe Borough Council Part 2 Plan 
Submitted by:
 
behalf of the Bramcote Neighbourhood Forum
 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.8 x x x It is not effective 

The requirements do not encourage lifts from west of the site to terminate on the 

land and for pedestrian access to the school. 

Provision of a dropping off area and school walking buses should be 

within the area proposed for housing 
Yes 

It is essential that the residents of Moor Lane, Thorseby and Arundel 

Drive do not unnecessarily suffer increased traffic - with associated poor 

air quality and danger of road traffic accident by parents being unable to 

drop off their children within walking distance of the schools 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.8 x x x It is not effective 

The removal of any vegetation from the Moor Lane cutting should be done in such 

a way that the present stability of the cutting is not compromised now and into 

the future. 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.8 x x x It is not effective 

The caveat "if required" disreagrds the oft and strongly stated desire of local 

residents for the leisure centre to remain in Bramcote 
"If required" should be removed Yes 

Bramcote is being asked to pay a heavy price for no tangible benefit and 

to face the loss of the leisure centre as well as its green belt alongside 

increased traffic congestion and air pollution is not compatible with 

sustainable development 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
3.9 x x x 

It is not consistent with 

national policy 

The loss of green belt is not recognised in the summary of the sustainability 

appraisal. The loss of green belt and the loss of the last remnant of Bramcote Moor 

cannot be trivialised as a very minor disbenefit. 

The sustainability appraisal should be revised to accurately reflect the 

scale of disbenefit loss of green belt and Bramcote Moor would have 
Yes 

The impact of this flawed assessment of the green disbenefits has knock 

on consequences to other parts of Part 2. 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area 

Site Allocations 
Map 8 x x x 

It is not consistent with 

national policy 

The map fails to show the status of the Bramcote Moor land and also suggests a 

housing density of only 19 houses per hectare. 

A greater density accompanied by a requirement to pay for a 

replacement leisure centre should be included. 
Yes 

The benefits to the local community of a higher housing density 

generating more funds to pay for a replacement leisure centre should be 

at the centre of land use decisions in this locality and would better reflect 

local residents views as well as represent a more sustainable form of 

development in the area. 

Table 4 
Table 

4 
x x x It is not effective 

The table shows that Bramcote will house over 440 of the 2729 houses in the 

entire main built up area of Broxtow. It is ridiculous that such a small area should 

be taking more than 16% of the housing need while the council allows land to be 

developed at low densities or not at all elsewhere. 

Yes 

The negative social, economic and environmental impact of the unfair 

burden of new housing in Bramcote is a combined effect of a series of 

failings by the council in formulating its plan. 

82 3b.9 x x x It is not justified 
The reference to a leisure hub should not be seen as a replacement for the leisure 

hub at Bramcote. 

The text should be amended to make it clear that any leisure hub at the 

western extremity of the borough ought to be in addition to the one at 

Bramcote. 

No 

Policy 8: Development in the 

Green Belt 
8.5 x x x It is not effective 

We welcome the reporting of "strong support for 

the protection of the Green Belt" and lament the fact the council has ignored this 

and considerably reduced the green belt in Bramcote. 

Yes 

The council has consistently ignored local views expressed formally and 

at workshops and through the ballot box and is not delivering tangible 

benefits to the local community in Bramcote while at the same time 

asking it to bear an enormous and unfair share of the burden of new 

housing allocation. 

8.3 x x x It is not justified 

The Preferred Approach to Site Allocations erroneously assumed that all green belt 

sites served the same or no purpose in encouraging urban regeneration and this 

has skewed the council's assessment of the need to take land out of the green 

belt. 

Yes 

The flawed assessment of the five functions of the green belt has skewed 

the allocation of land in the green belt for housing contrary to the strong 

protection due to the green belt from the NPPF and the manifesto 

promises at the 2015 & 2017 general elections - both post dating the ACS 

Policy 11: The Square, 

Beeston 
11.2 x x x We strongly support the mixed development in the Square, Beeston. 

We would encourage the proposed cinema to be of flexible use by 

including moveable partitions and a stage. 
No 

Policy 19: Pollution, 

Hazardous Substances and 

Ground Conditions 

2 x x x 
The required site investigation should be carried out by a competent person as 

required by the NPPF 

The text should be amended to reflect the need for a competent 

person to carry out the site investigation 
No 

Policy 20: Air Quality 119 x x x We welcome the three measures to protect air quality. No 

Policy 24: The health impacts 

of development 
146 x x x We welcome the requirement for a health impact assessment No 

Policy 26: Travel Plans 153 x x x We welcome the requirement for travel plans to be submitted No 

Policy 27: Local Green Space 154 x x x 

We support the designations as Local Green Space in Bramcote and ask the Council 

to consider the additional areas being designated as Local Green Space in the 

Bramcote Neighbourhood Plan 

We are disappointed that none of the former Bramcote Hills Golf 

course is to be designated as local green space 
No 

Policy 27: Local Green Space 27.2 x x x 

The statement that the "The land at Bramcote and Stapleford (item 3 in the policy) 

comprises a former area of Green Belt between Moor Farm Inn Lane, Moor Lane, 

Derby Road, Ilkeston Road and Coventry Lane" is untrue. Such land would only be 

taken out of the green belt by the adoption of this part 2. 

The text should be amended to accurately reflect the present and new 

status of the land and the role of Part 2 in any change 
No 

Policy 28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 
157 x x x We welcome the policies on green infrastructure. 

Policy 28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 
Map 62 x x x It is not justified 

The map erroneously shows (2.11) a continuous corridor through the former 

Bramcote Hills Golf - part of which is committed having been granted planning 

permission earlier in the year 

Yes 

This map is one several misleading maps which seek to underrepresent 

the enormous damage to the local environment Part 2 will have on 

Bramcote 

Policy 30: Landscape 165 x x x 

We note that this policy would be contradicted by housing development in land 

currently within the green belt and ask the council makes provision for suitable 

compensation to be provided in such cases 

Appendix 4 187 x x x It is not justified The Moor Lane cutting is omitted from the list. The Moor Lane cutting should be added to the list Yes 
The considerable scientific and cultural significance of this cutting and its 

educational value should be recognised and included in Part 2. 



           

  

 

 
 

 

 

    
 

  

  

  

 
   
  

   
  

 
 

 

  

   

   

 

        
 

   

           
    

 

 

          
 

    

          
    

                          

 
 
 
 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Broxtowe Part 2 
Local Plan 
Agent 

Please provide your client̝͒ ̸τ̷Ϡ 

Your Details
 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(if responding on behalf 
of the organisation) 

Chetwynd: The Toton and Chilwell 
Neighbourhood Forum 

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: 

Yes 

1 



           

  

 

         
 

      
  

        

    

             

            
    

    

    

    

       
      

     

    

     

    

    
       

      

          
    

     
     

    

    
           

      
           

       

        

       
    

 
     

    

    

      

  

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

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

Document Policy number Page no Policy text 
/ para no. 

P
ar

t 
2

  L
o

ca
l P

la
n

 

Policy 1: Flood Risk 20 Para 1.4 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area: Policy 3.1 30 Pol 3.1, Para 3.5 

Policy 3: Main Built up Area: Policy 3.2 81 Para 3b.6, 3b.7 
Policy 4: Awsworth 

Policy 5: Brinsley 

Policy 6: Eastwood 

Policy 7: Kimberley 

Policy 8: Development of Green Belt 
̙̱̟̿ϒΉ ̡̙ ̜Ϡ͜Ϡ̸̸̟̿͜ ̿Ϫ ̛Ϡ̷̱͋̿Ή̷Ϡ̸͜ ̟͒͜Ϡ͒ 

̙̱̟̿ϒΉ ίή̙ ̦̿΃̸ �Ϡ̸͎͜Ϡ ̛ͷ͒Ϡ͒ 

Policy 11: The Square, Beeston 

Policy 12: Edge of Centre, Eastwood 

̙̱̟̿ϒΉ ία̙ ̙͎̿͋̿͒τ̛̱͒̚̚ 

̙̱̟̿ϒΉ ίβ̙ �Ϡ̸͎͜Ϡ̛̚ 
Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice 

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers 

Policy 17: Place-making, design & amenity 111 Pols 1, 2 
̙̱̟̿ϒΉ ίζ̙ ̠̜̿͋Ϫ̸̛͎̿͒̚͜ 

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances 
Policy 20: Air Quality 

Policy 21: Unstable land 

Policy 22: Minerals 
Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated... 124, 125 Para 23.1, 23.2, 23.5 

Policy 24: The health ̷̟͋τϒ͒͜ ̿Ϫ̛̚ 
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 152 Pol 1, 2 Para 25.1 

Policy 26: Travel Plans 153 Para 26.1 

Policy 27: Local Green Space 155 Para 27.5 

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 157, 158 
Pol 1.b, Para 28.2, 
28.5 

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Policy 30: Landscape 

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 171 Para 32.1 

2 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

    

 
 

       
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             
     

       
    

             

    
    

     

     

 
            

             
    
         

 

           
         

         
       

 
        

       
        

         
       

          
     

 
 
 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

1 Flood Risk 20 Para 1.4 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 
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?
 

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

It is not justified 
It is not effective X 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͒͜ 
ΙΟΕ͙χ͙ Θϋ ̽Ϊχ͙͕̽̂ ϋ͙χΘθϰϋ ͣΪθθ͕ χΘϋΧ Θα ϕΕ͙ Eχ͙ϼ̽ϋΕ ή̽ΪΪ͙̂ ̽ϕ Toton Sidings.  Adding new housing 
in the area will only increase the risk of flash flooding in the area especially nearby houses on 
Gθθ͕ϼθθ͕ Rθ͕̽ ̽α͕ ϋΘ͕͙ χθ͕̽ϋΓΚ 
Ι!ΪΪ ΕθϰϋΘα΋ ϋΕθϰΪ͕ Ε̽ϻ͙ ϋθΪ̽χ τ̽α͙Ϊϋ + χ̽Θα ϼ̽ϕ͙χ Ε̽χϻ͙ϋϕΘα΋ ϋ̂ϋϕ͙ΰϋ ͊ϰΘΪϕ-ΘαΓΚ 

1.	 We are seriously concerned with the increased risk of flash flooding that 
development in and around Toton Sidings will cause. We believe para 1.4 
needs to be strengthened to reflect the specific risk in the Sidings due to not 
being currently defended by flood protection measures 

2.	 A resident has suggested all new housing (and by extension, commercial 
developments) should have solar panels & rain water harvesting systems 
̸̟ϒ͎͎̿͋̿τ͜ϠϜ ̜ϑΉ ϜϠϪτͷ̱̝̚͜ It is not clear where this suggestion should be 
included in our response but added here following advice by Steffan 
Saunders on Oct 30th. Solar panels and water harvesting systems clearly 
have a role to play in reducing carbon dioxide emissions. We would like to 
͒ϠϠ τ ̟̟͋̿͒͜΂Ϡ ̜ϼͷ̟͒͜Ϫ̟ϒτ̸̟̝̿͜ ͋τ͎τ͎̒τ̜͋ ̜͜τ͜ Ϡ̸ϒ̿ͷ͎τ̒Ϡ͒ ̜͜Ϡ ̟ncorporation of 
these systems where feasible. 

3 



           

  

 

   

 

  

  

    

            

      

       

           

         

            

         

    

 

         

            

            

          

           

       

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend para 1.4 to: 

1.4 With regard to point 4 of the policy, flood mitigation will be required in all 

cases (whether the site is defended or not). Examples of mitigation include flood 

resistance/resilience measures, emergency planning and good site design that 

does not increase risk to others. The Environment Agency will also require flood 

compensation (i.e. at least equivalent replacement of lost flood storage) in areas, 

such as the Erewash Valley at Toton Sidings, which are not defended by an 

appropriate standard of flood protection (such as the Nottingham Trent Left Bank 

Flood Alleviation Scheme). 

Create new para to state something along the lines of: 

1.n The Council recognises the impacts of Climate Change – as detailed in Aligned 

Core Strategy Policy 1: Climate Change – and wishes to encourage the reduction 

of carbon emissions through the installation of renewable energy solutions such 

as solar panels and rain water harvesting systems in [set % aspiration] of new 

housing and all new commercial developments. 

  

4 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

   
  
  

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             

     
       

    

             

    

    
     

     

  
          
         

         
            

       
       

        
       
         
        

 
       

      
   

    
        
     

 
          

  
 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

3.1 Chetwynd Barracks 30 
Policy 3.1 / 

para 3.5 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 

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?
 

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

It is not justified 

It is not effective X 
It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸͒͜ ̸̟ϒ̱ͷϜϠ̙ 
ΙλΓΓμ �̽χχ̽͋Χϋ ϕθ ͙͊ ϕχ͙̽ϕ͙͕ ̽ϋ θα͙ ͙αϕΘϕ̂ ̽α͕ αθϕ ϋτΪΘϕ ϰτ Θαϕθ ϋ͙τ̽χ̽ϕ͙ ͕͙ϻ͙Ϊθτΰ͙αϕ τΪθϕϋΚ 
ΙK͙͙τ �Ε͙ϕϼ̂α͕ Rθ͕̽ λ�ΕΘΪϼ͙ΪΪμ ͋Ϊθϋ͙͕ΓΚ Ι�Ε͙ϕϼ̂α͕ Rθ͕̽Β ΰ̽Χ͙ Θϕ ̽ ͋̂͋Ϊ͙ Θ τ͙͕͙ϋϕχΘ̽α χθϰϕ͙ 
θαΪ̂ΈΚ Ι�Ε͙ϕϼ̂α͕ Rθ͕̽ ϕθ ͙͊ θτ͙α͙͕ ͊θϕΕ ͙α͕ϋ ϕθ ϋΕ̽χ͙ α͙ϼ ϕχ̽ͣͣΘ͋ Ϊθ͕̽ΓΚ 
ΙK͙͙τ Hθ͊΋θ͊ΪΘα ϼθθ͕ΓΚ ΙK͙͙τ ϕrees on the west side of Barracks - ͣχθΰ ϕΕ͙ φϰ̽χχ̂ ϰτϼ̽χ͕ϋΓΚ 
Ι!ΪΪ Ϊ̽χ΋͙ ϕχ͙͙ϋ θα ϕΕ͙ �̽χχ̽͋Χϋ ϕθ ͙͊ ϕΕ͙ ϋϰ͊Τ͙͋ϕ θͣ ϕχ͙͙ τχ͙ϋ͙χϻ̽ϕΘθα θχ͕͙χϋΚ 
ΙN͙ϼ ͙͙͕ͣ Rθ͕̽ Θαϕθ D͙τθϕ ͣχθΰ �̽χ͕ΘΪΪϋ ͙ϋϋ͙αϕΘ̽Ϊ ιϼΘϕΕ Οχ̽ΰΧ�ϰϋΧ�̂͋Ϊ͙ ΪΘαΧϋΈκΚ 
ΙR͙-route Erewash Country trail & public footpath down through the eastern edge of the 
�̽χχ̽͋Χϋ ϋΘϕ͙ ϕθ ͙́τΪθΘϕ ̽ α͙ϼΪ̂ ͋χ͙̽ϕ͙͕ ΋χ͙͙α ͋θχχΘ͕θχΚ 
ΙΙτθχϕϋ τχθϻΘϋΘθα α͙͙͕ϋ ϕθ ͙͊ Θα͋Ϊϰ͕͙͕ θα ϕΕ͙ �̽χχ̽͋Χϋ ϋΘϕ͙ ϕθ τχθϕ͙͋ϕ ͋ϰχχ͙αϕ ͣ̽͋ΘΪΘϕΘ͙ϋΚ 
ΙλΔΓμ ί̽χ ΰ͙ΰθχΘ̽Ϊ ΰϰϋϕ ͙͊ τχθϕ͙͋ϕ͙͕ ̽α͕ ΋Θϻ͙α τΪ͙αϕ̂ θͣ ϋτ͙̽͋Γ λΔΓμΒ 

1.	 Fourteen residents specifically commented on Chetwynd Barracks ̶ 
although all comments submitted were, of course, triggered by future 
developments of the Barracks and HS2 Station. 
Some comments were contradictory (opening Chetwynd Road, Chilwell) but 
this is not surprising given the impact the development of the site will have 
and the depth of feeling by residents. 

2.	 Specific additions to Policy 3.1 (para 3.5) are therefore sought to strengthen 
current requirements 

5 



 

           

  

 

   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

   

       

      

    

      

             
  

       

      

         
        

    

               
  

         
       

 

          
  

       

            

          
          

          

       
           

      

   

        
   

      

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend Policy 3.1 (at para 3.5) to: 

3.5 The following key development requirements must be met. 

Key Development Requirements: 

•	 500 Homes (within the plan period), 800+ overall.   
•	 The Barracks must be treated as one entity and not split up into separate 

development plots 

•	 Provide attractive and convenient walking and cycling connections to the 

proposed HS2 station and to the tram.   
•	 Provide a bus route through the site, including access to the site from 

Chetwynd Road, Chilwell. However, only buses should be given access to 

the site from this eastern gateway.  
•	 New access road is needed to the site from the north to fall in line with HS2 

Growth Strategy 

•	 Retain and enhance Green Infrastructure corridors around the eastern and 
northern areas of the site including the creation of footpaths and cycle 

ways  
•	 Provide a new Primary School within close proximity to the open space at 

the east of the site. 

•	 Link open space at the east of the site. 

•	 Enhance the provision of sports facilities at the south east of the site  
•	 Retain existing large trees and grass verges and incorporate these into a 

boulevard approach to the street scene. All large trees on the Barracks will 
be subject to Tree Preservation orders once the site is released 

•	 Provide public access to the Listed Memorial, the associated gardens and 
all heritage assets (still to be formally registered) on the site 

•	 Provide public space to the south of the memorial and retain/enhance the 

 existing memorial garden.   
•	 Provide small retail/service centre sufficient to meet local need along the 

main through route. 

•	 Provision of small scale employment development. 

6 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

            

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             
     

       
    

             

    
    

     

      

 
          

           
            

       
  

           

 
         

            
      

          
 

         
        

          
       

       
         
    

 
 
 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

3.2 Land in vicinity of the HS2 Station at Toton 81 3b.6 & 3b.7 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 
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?
 

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

It is not justified 
It is not effective X 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͒͜ 
ΙIͣ χ͙ϋΘ͕͙αϕϋ θαΪ̂ τ̽χΧΘα΋ Θϋ Θαϕχθ͕ϰ͙͕͋ΐ Θϕ α͙͙͕ϋ ϕθ ͙͊ ̽ϕ ͙̇χθ ͋θϋϕ ϕθ χ͙ϋΘ͕͙αϕϋΚ 
ΙΙΘ͙̇ θͣ ϕΕ͙ ͕͙τϕΕ θͣ ϕΕ͙ Η΋χ͙͙α ͋θχχΘ͕θχΗ ϕθ ϕΕ͙ ϋθϰϕΕ θͣ ϕΕ͙ ͊θϰα͕̽χ̂ ̽α͕ ͕͙ͣΘαΘϕΘϻ͙ Θαͣθχΰ̽ϕΘθα 
as to whether this corridor is STRICTLY for wildlife or inclusive of pedestrian access? Further, 
some categorical assurance as to who will be responsible for the ongoing maintenance of hedges 
̽α͕ ϻ͙΋͙ϕ̽ϕΘθαΈΚ 
"I work between Derby/Notts + London. HS2 + business development in Toton is greatly needed!" 

1.	 Parking by HS2 station users must not overspill into neighbouring residential 
streets ̶ as detailed in last bullet of para 3b.6. It is suggested that a 
̜͎Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸͒͜ ̸̱̿Ή ͋τ̸͎̮̟̝̒ ͒Ή͒͜Ϡ̷ ̷τΉ ϑϠ ̜͜Ϡ ̱͒̿ͷ̸̟̿͜ ̿͜ ̜̟͒͜ ̟͒͒ͷϠ̚ H̿΃Ϡ΂Ϡ͎, 
we need to ensure residents are not disadvantaged by any such scheme. 

2.	 Viable green corridors on the site (especially the southern boundary) must 
be considered a mandatory requirement of any development proposals ̶ as 
outlined in para 3b.7. This para needs to be strengthened to include a 
minimum width of the primary corridor to the southern boundary. 
The corridor to the northern boundary (south of Stapleford) is less 
important, given the likely creation of HS2 station access roads, so this can 
be treateϜ τ͒ τ̸ ̸̜̟Ϫ̷͎̿τ̱ ͎̒ϠϠ̸͒͋τϒϠ̝ ϒ͎͎̟̿Ϝ͎̿̚ 

7 



           

  

 

   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

    

   

       

      

           

      

    

   

       

        
        
    

        
         

            
     

      
       

      

         
          

        

      
    

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend para 3b.6 to: 

3b.6 Aspirations (last bullet): 

•	 Prevent overspill parking in existing residential areas when the station is 

̿͋Ϡ͎τ̸̟̿͜τ̱̚ ̦̜̟͒ ̷τΉ ̸̟ϒ̱ͷϜϠ ̸̦̿̿͜ ̿͜ ϑϠϒ̷̿Ϡ ̜͎Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸͒͜ ̸̱̿Ή ͋τ̸͎̮̟̝̒ τ͎Ϡτ 

to mitigate issues with Station/Tram traffic. Any such scheme needs to be 

implemented at zero cost to residents.   

Amend para 3b.7 to: 

3b.7 Aspirations (first bullet): 

•	 Extensive multi-purpose interconnected Green Infrastructure routes to be 

provided to  connect areas of growth and existing communities all of which 
should be of sufficient width and quality to provide attractive and usable 
links in the following locations: 

▪ Along the southern boundary of the location north of existing communities 
of Toton and Chilwell between Hobgoblin Wood in the east and Toton Fields 
Local Wildlife site in the west. This will be a significant corridor in the area, 
and could incorporate both pedestrian and cycle access to HS2 station so 
needs to be 50 meters wide; 

▪ Along the northern boundary of the location south of Stapleford. This could 
comprise a narrow, graded tree and shrub roadside corridor to improve 

screening of the Innovation Village from the A52;   
▪ Along the Erewash Canal and Erewash River (between Toton Washlands 

and Stapleford) to the west of the location (incorporating flood mitigation 

on the low lying Sidings part of the site);   
▪ !̸̱̿̒ ̜͜Ϡ ̸͎̜̮̿͒̿͜ͷ̜͜ ϒ͎͎̟̿Ϝ̛͎̿̚̚ 

8 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

       

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             
     

       
    

             

    
    

     

     

 
    

       
 

             
        

 
           

           
   

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

17. Place-making, design and amenity 111 17.1 & 17.2 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 
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?
 

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

It is not justified 
It is not effective X 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͒͜ 
ΙGθθ͕ ͊χθ͕̽͊̽α͕ Θαϕ͙χα͙ϕ ͋θαα͙͋ϕΘθαϋ α͙͙͕͙͕ΓΚ 
ΙPχθΰθϕ͙ ΰθχ͙ ϼ̽ΪΧΘα΋Χ͋̂͋Ϊ͙ ϼ̽̂ϋ ι̽α͕ ͙ͣϼ͙χ ͋̽χϋκ Θα α͙ϼ ͕͙ϻ͙Ϊθτΰ͙αϕϋΚ 

1.	 Policy 17.1 would benefit by explicitly stating that provision of high speed 
broadband must be treated as a core utility in all new developments 

2.	 Policy 17.2 would also be strengthened by a statement encouraging good 
design for walk ways and cycle ways to and through the site is included in 
the design and access statement 

9 



           

  

 

   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

     

        

 

 

        

  

      

         

 

 

       

           

         

       

      

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend Policies 17.1 & 17.2 to: 

17.1 For all new development, permission will be granted for development 

which, where relevant: 

̛́ 

m) Enables convenient use by people with limited mobility, pedestrians & 

cyclists; and 

n) Incorporates ecologically sensitive design, including high speed broadband 

services, with a high standard of planting and features for biodiversity; and 

̛́   

17.2 Applicants for housing developments of 10 dwellings or more will be 

required to submit a design and access statement which includes an 

assessment of: a) ̜͜Ϡ ͎͋̿͋̿͒τ̱͒ τ̒τ̸̟͒͜ Ϡτϒ̜ ̿Ϫ ̜͜Ϡ ̜�ͷ̟̱Ϝ̸̟̒ Ϫ͎̿ ̟̀ϪϠ̝ ϒ͎̟͜Ϡ͎̟τ 

(see Appendix 5) and b) how the development promotes and encourages 

walking and cycling through the development. 

10 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

  
  

 
 
  

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             

     
       

    

             

    

    
     

     

 
          
        

 
         

     
            

  
         

        
       

     
              
      

 
           

   
           

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

23. Proposals affecting designated and non-designated 
heritage assets 

125 
Para 23.1, 
23.2, & 23.5 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 

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?
 

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

It is not justified 

It is not effective X 
It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͜ 
ΙDθ αθϕ ͕͙ϋϕχθ̂ NΙFF ͊ϰΘΪ͕Θα΋ ̽ϕ Chilwell end of site. War memorial must be protected and given 
τΪ͙αϕ̂ θͣ ϋτ͙̽͋Γ Iϕ ΰ͙̽αϋ ̽ Ϊθϕ ϕθ Ϊθα΋ ϕ͙χΰ χ͙ϋΘ͕͙αϕϋ ΪΘΧ͙ ΰ͙Γ 73̂χϋΓΚ 

1.	 Chetwynd Barracks is due to be sold and redeveloped during the period of 
this Plan. The site has several valuable heritage assets ̶ especially the 
memorial and associated garden area - to those who lost their lives during 
WW1, the shell factory explosion. 
There are also other significant buildings ̶ a WW1 Nurses Infirmary and the 
Officers Mess (part) - and there may be others. We need to ensure these 
assets are: a) formally identified and registered and; b) protected from any 
applications to develop the site in advance of any registration. 
It is not clear who can apply to register these assets ̶ does it need to be the 
site owner (MoD) or can the Forum apply? 

2.	 There is a strong case to support the creation of a new Conservation Area 
within the Barracks site covering these buildings, memorial & gardens. The 
Forum will look to make such an application at the earliest possible time. 

11
 



           

  

 

   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

    

         

     

        

 

    

      

          

           

          

           

        

        

         

   

        

      

         

  
 

    

         

     

      

        

         

        

 

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend para 23.1 to: 

23.1 This policy applies to all heritage assets, including Listed Buildings, 

Conservation Areas, Scheduled Monuments and immediate associated areas 

(such as green spaces / gardens etc.) and non-designated assets of all kinds. 

Amend para 23.2 to: 

23.2 Heritage Statements should accompany all applications relating to heritage 

assets. Such a statement will be expected from an application to develop 

Chetwynd Barracks that will cover those heritage assets located on the site but 

which may not yet have been formally registered. On-site investigations of 

heritage assets (such as Hill Farm, on the Barracks), prior to any development 

starting, should be incorporated into statements. All statements These should 

clearly illustrate the nature of the proposals and their effect on the asset. They 

should refer to relevant sources of local information including Conservation Area 

Appraisals, ̜͜Ϡ ̜HϠ͎̟͜τ̒Ϡ Gτ͜Ϡ΃τΉ̝̗ ͎Ϡ̱Ϡ΂τ̸͜ ̱̟͜Ϡ͎τ͜ͷ͎Ϡ τ̸Ϝ ͋τ̸̸̟̟̗̒͒͜ τ̸Ϝ ̜͜Ϡ 

HϠ͎̟͜τ̒Ϡ τ͜ ̜̟̮͒ ̜Ϡ̟̒͒͜Ϡ͎̚ !͜͜Ϡ̸̸̟̿͜ ̜͒̿ͷ̱Ϝ ϑϠ ͋τ̟Ϝ ̿͜ ̜͜Ϡ �͎̿̿ͷ̜̝̒͒ ̸̿͜τϑ̱Ϡ 

industrial heritage. Applications which are not directly related to heritage assets 

but could impact visually on their setting should include a proportionate Heritage 

Statement. 

Amend para 23.5 to: 

23.5 The Council will aim to produce Appraisals and Management Plans for all its 

Conservation Areas and will consider the merits of amendments to Conservation 

Area boundaries. It will also consider the production of a Local List of non-

designated assets, criteria for their identification and/or an associated SPD. The 

Council will look to work pro-actively with established Civic Societies and 

Neighbourhood Forums to aid understanding of the local historic environment. 

12 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

    
    

  
 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             

     
       

    

             

    

    
     

     

 
      

 
         

       
           

        
       

 
 

          
       

         
   

 
 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

25. Culture, Tourism and Sport 152 
Policy 1, 2 & 
para 25.1 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 

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?
 

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

It is not justified 

It is not effective X 
It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

ResidϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͜ 
ΙPχθϻΘ͕͙ ̽ϋϕχθ turf facilities for all-͙̂̽χ ͣθθϕ͊̽ΪΪΚ 

1.	 There is a lack of all-weather artificial football pitches throughout the 
Borough but especially in the south. The Forum has opened discussions with 
the Notts FA to see how we might work together to develop pitches in the 
south of the Borough. It will help give a steer to developers if the Local Plan 
specifically referenced the need for more artificial pitches as well as turf 
pitches. 

2.	 Chetwynd Barracks has a significant history and it should be recognised and 
used ̿͜ Ϡ̸̜τ̸ϒϠ ̜͜Ϡ ̿͜ͷ̷͎̟͒ ̜̿ϪϪϠ̸͎̟̝̒ ̸̟ ̜͜Ϡ �͎̿̿ͷ̜̒̚ �Ή ̷τ̸̮̟̒ ͒͋Ϡϒ̟Ϫ̟ϒ 
reference to the site in this policy It will help to protect these heritage 
assets from future development. 

13
 



           

  

 

   

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

     

     

        

         

  

 

          

         

    

 

 

    

           

          

        

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend Policies 1 & 2 to: 

Development proposals will be encouraged that; 

1.	 Make specific provision for sports pitches, including artificial, all-weather 

‘3G’ pitches, that are suitable for a wide age range of users, in particular 

ϒ̜̟̱Ϝ͎Ϡ̸̝͒ sport. 

2.	 Enhance the tourism offer in association with DH Lawrence, the legacy of 

Chetwynd Barracks (especially relating to the WWI shell factory and 

associated memorial), or the industrial/ pharmaceutical heritage of the 

Borough. 

Amend para 25.1 to: 

25.1 The adopted Playing Pitch Strategy identifies a deficiency in accessible and 

secured floodlit football turf and artificial, all-weather ‘3G’ pitches to the Football 

Association accreditation standard within the Borough (mainly in the south) 

14 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

     

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

 

             
     

       
    

             

    
    

     

     

 
            

         
       

       
        

 

        
   
         

         
        

    
 

          
       
         

        
  

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

26. Travel Plans 153 Para 26.1 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 
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?
 

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

It is not justified 
It is not effective X 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͒͜ 
ΙΟχ̽ͣͣΘ͋ ͋θα΋͙ϋϕΘθα αθϼ Θϋ ͕͊̽Γ Ιϕ̽τΪ͙ͣθχ͕ Ϊ̽α͙ Θϋ ϋθ ͋θα΋͙ϋϕ͙͕ ͋θϰΪ͕ ̽ χ͙ΪΘ͙ͣ χθ͕̽ ͙͊ τϰϕ ̽͋χθϋϋ 
the depot or around the back of it to ease the congestion on Stapleford Lane τΪ͙̽ϋ͙Κ 
ΙN͙ϼ ͙͙͕ͣ Rθ͕̽ Θαϕθ D͙τθϕ ͣχθΰ �̽χ͕ΘΪΪϋ ͙ϋϋ͙αϕΘ̽Ϊ ιϼΘϕΕ Οχ̽ΰΧ�ϰϋΧ�̂͋Ϊ͙ ΪΘαΧϋΈκΚ 
ΙPχθΰθϕ͙ ΰθχ͙ ϼ̽ΪΧΘα΋Χ͋̂͋Ϊ͙ ϼ̽̂ϋ ι̽α͕ ͙ͣϼ͙χ ͋̽χϋκ Θα α͙ϼ ͕͙ϻ͙Ϊθτΰ͙αϕϋΚ 
ΙN͙͙͕ χ͙΋ϰΪ̽χ ͊ϰϋ χθϰϕ͙ ͣχθΰ Οθϕθα ϕθ Ιϕ̽τΪ͙ͣθχ͕ Θαϕθ ϕΕ͙ ͙ϻ͙αΘα΋ϋΚ 

1.	 The Forum will promote access to the HS2 Hub Station using walk ways, 
cycle ways and additional bus routes. 
̶Ϡ ΃̿ͷ̱Ϝ ̱̟̮Ϡ ̿͜ ͒ϠϠ τ ̸Ϡ΃̗ ͒͋Ϡϒ̟Ϫ̟ϒ ̜ϼͷ̟͒͜Ϫ̟ϒτ̸̟̝̿͜ ͋τ͎τ͎̒τ̜͋ ̜͜τ͜ ͒͜τ͜Ϡ͒ τ̱̱ 
Travel Plans must include a section on walk ways, cycle ways & and 
improved public transport (better bus routes; both frequency and extending 
services into the evenings) 

2.	 Use section 106 money to improve pavements and cycle ways in local 
vicinity of developments. For instance, consider creating one-way streets in 
existing Toton streets bordering the HS2 station such as: Woodstock Road, 
Epsom Road etc. to allow space to create wider pavements & new cycle 
ways 

15
 



           

  

 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

      

        

        

              

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Create new Justification para 26.2 to: 

26.2 We expect Travel Plans to include specific sections detailing how 

developments will encourage more walking, cycling and public transport (bus 

routes both frequency and operating times) to / from and through the sites. 

16 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

     

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

             
     

       
    

             

    
    

     

     

 
   
         

 

        
     

       
          

      
 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

27. Local Green Space 155 Para 27.5 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 
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?
 

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

It is not justified 
It is not effective X 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸̙͒͜ 
ΙK͙͙τ Hθ͊΋θ͊ΪΘα ϼθθ͕Κ 
ΙK͙͙τ ϕχ͙͙ϋ θα ϕΕ͙ ϼ͙ϋϕ ϋΘ͕͙ θͣ �̽χχ̽͋Χϋ - ͣχθΰ ϕΕ͙ φϰ̽χχ̂ ϰτϼ̽χ͕ϋΚ 

1.	 The Forum intends to submit an application to designate Local Green Space 
during the development of its Neighbourhood Plan. It will be helpful for the 
Local Plan to acknowledge this intention so that developers are aware of the 
need to consult with the community & ensure they include a provision for 
Green Space in their plans. 

17
 



           

  

 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   

    

         

         

          

          

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend para 27.5 to: 

27.5 Further areas of Local Green Space may be designated through forthcoming 

Neighbourhood Plans. We expect to receive an application to designate 

significant stretches of green infrastructure as Local Green Space within the 

Toton Strategic Growth Area and Chetwynd Barracks development sites. 

18 



           

  

 

  
 

  
  

  
  

  
 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

             

     
       

    

             

    

    
     

     

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 
Page 
number 

Policy text / 
Para number 

28. Green Infrastructure Assets 157 
Policy 1.b & 
para 28.2 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 

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?
 

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

It is not justified 

It is not effective X 
It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

19
 



           

  

 
  

 
      

         
           

            
       

  

 
         

  
 

           
        

 
          

   
       

        
 

 

         
           

       

      
           

 

          
            

    
 

       
        

   
 

 
    

  
   

   
   

 
      

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Your Comments:
 

Resident̝͒ ϒ̷̷̿Ϡ̸͒͜: 
ΙPχθϻΘ͕͙ ̽ϋϕχθ ϕϰχͣ ͣ̽cilities for all-͙̂̽χ ͣθθϕ͊̽ΪΪΚ 
ΙR͙-route Erewash Country trail & public footpath down the eastern edge of the Barracks siteΚ 
ΙΙΘ͙̇ θͣ ϕΕ͙ ͕͙τϕΕ θͣ ϕΕ͙ Η΋χ͙͙α ͋θχχΘ͕θχΗ ϕθ ϕΕ͙ south of the boundary and definitive information 
as to whether this corridor is STRICTLY for wildlife or inclusive of pedestrian access? Further, 
some categorical assurance as to who will be responsible for the ongoing maintenance of hedges 
and vegetation?Κ 

1.	 Playing Pitches need to specifically include the growing trend for artificial, 
all-΃Ϡτ̜͜Ϡ͎ ̜αG̝ ̟͋͜ϒ̜Ϡ͒ 

2.	 We would like to see new footpaths & cycle ways creating in green corridors 
inc. a re-routing of the Erewash Valley trail through Chetwynd Barracks. 

3.	 We believe green corridors need to be of a decent, specified width to be 
consider viable. Otherwise developers will seek to minimise the widths of 
these corridors for their own purposes. The Notts WT has done research for 
the Forum on what is considered viable widths of green corridors. In 
summary: 

•	 ̠͋θχχΘ͕θχϋ ϋΕθϰΪ͕ ͙͊ τχ͙ϋ͙χϻ͙͕ΐ ͙αΕ̽α͙͕͋ ̽α͕ τχθϻΘ͕͙͕ΐ λΔΓΓμΐ ̽ϋ ϕΕ͙̂ τ͙χΰΘϕ 
certain species to thrive where they otherwise would not. Corridors should be 
̽ϋ ϼΘ͕͙ ̽α͕ ͋θαϕΘαϰθϰϋ ̽ϋ τθϋϋΘ͊Ϊ͙Κ (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 etc. 

•	 ! γή̷ ΃̟Ϝ̜͜ τ̱̱̿΃͒ ϒ͎͎̟̿Ϝ͎̿͒ ̿͜ Ϫͷ̸ϒ̸̟̿͜ τ͒ τ ̷̜ͷ̱̟͜-purpose ̸Ϡ͜΃͎̮̝̗̿ τ͒ 

defined in NECR 180, so that it includes attributes that are valuable to people, 

i.e. biodiversity alongside amenity, footpaths, cycle ways, sustainable drainage, 
microclimate improvement, heritage etc. 

•	 Quadrat Scotland 2002 (Appendix 1). For connectedness, to be defined as 
̜̜̟̜̝̒ ̸̀̿ ͒ϒτ̱Ϡ ̜̟̜̗̒ ̷ϠϜ̟ͷ̷̗ ̱̿΃̗́ ̜͜Ϡ ϒ͎͎̟̿Ϝ͎̿ ̸ϠϠϜ͒ ̿͜ ϑϠ τ͜ ̱Ϡτ͒͜ γή̷ ΃̟ϜϠ 
for more than 50% of the corridor 

References 
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 
Wakefield Consultation on spatial strategy: Wakefield Council Spatial Policy Areas 
Darlington consultation on draft housing allocations: Darlington Council Housing Allocations report 
Natural England Commissioned Report NECR180 (2015) Econets, landscape & people: Integra̸̟̒͜ ̛̚̚ 
Quadrat Scotland (2002) The network of wildlife corridors and stepping stones of importance to the 
biodiversity of East Dunbartonshire. Scottish Natural Heritage Commissioned Report 
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http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/file/153104
http://consult.wakefield.gov.uk/portal/spatial_policy/ssplp/ssplp?pointId=1338544405700
http://beta.darlington.gov.uk/media/163092/Appendix-2-New-sites-discounted-as-draft-housing-allocations.pdf
http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/publication/6172716216352768
http://www.snh.org.uk/pdfs/publications/commissioned_reports/f01li04b.pdf


           

  

 
   

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

   

    

            

       

     

  

     

      

 

    

     

    

          

            

           

        

  

    

      

          

            

              

         

          

       

      

  

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend Policy 1b) to: 

1.	 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). These Green Infrastructure Assets are:   
a) Green Infrastructure Corridors (not shown on the Policies Map);  
b) Playing Pitches, including artificial, all-weather ‘3G’ Pitches; 
ϓ ̸͛Ϫ̷͎̿τ̛̛̱   

Amend para 28.2 to: 

28.2 ̦̜Ϡ ϒ͎͎̟̿Ϝ͎̿͒ ̜͜τ͜ τ͎Ϡ ̛̛̛̛͂̓̚ ̦̜Ϡ ϜϠ͜τ̟̱͒ ̿Ϫ ̜͜Ϡ͒Ϡ ͎̿͋͋̿͜ͷ̸̟̟͜Ϡ͒ Ϫ͎̿ 

enhancement will depend on the characteristics of the corridors concerned. The 

Council believes corridors must be 50 metres wide to be considered beneficial 

and viable for wildlife. The corridors are detailed in section 6 of the GIS and are 

shown diagrammatically on the map on page 160 in this Plan. The corridors do not 

have fixed boundaries and the map on page 160 should not therefore be 

interpreted rigidly. 

Amend para 28.5 to: 

28.5 ! ͋̿͜Ϡ̸̟͜τ̱ ϒ̸̸̟̿͜ͷτ̸̟̿͜ ̿Ϫ ̜͜Ϡ ̸̟̜̇̿̒͜͜τ̷ �τ̸τ̱ ̿͜΃͋τ̜͜ ̛̛̛͂̓̚̚ ̜͒̿ͷ̱Ϝ 

proposals for this emerge in the future. With the development of Chetwynd 

Barracks, the Council intends to exploit a new green corridor planned for the 

eastern side of the Barracks. It will re-route the Erewash Valley Trail down a new 

public footpath/cycleway through the corridor, and from there continue the Trail 

to the Attenborough Nature Centre. The Nature Reserves that are referred to in 

part 1f of the policy include Local Nature Reserves designated by the Council and 

Nature Reserves managed by Nottinghamshire County Council and 

Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust.   

21 



           

  

  
 

  
  

    

 
 

      
 

 
 

     

 
 

  

 
 
 
 

             

     

       

    

             
    

    
     

     

 
        

            
 

           
       

     
         

     
 

          
      

        
            

    
       

    
 

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Policy number 

32. Developer Contributions 

Page 
number 

171 

Policy text / 
Para number 

Para 32.1 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: Yes No 

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?
 

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

It is not effective X 
It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your Comments:
 

̜Ϡ̟͒ϜϠ̸̝͒͜ comments: 
ΙΙ͋ΕθθΪϋ 3-18Έ ίΕ̽ϕϑϋ ϕΕ͙ Θΰτ̽͋ϕ θα ͙́ΘϋϕΘα΋ LE! PχΘΰ̽χ̂ ϋ͋ΕθθΪϋΈΚ 
ΙIͣ HΙ2 ͕θ͙ϋαΖϕ Ε̽ττ͙α ϼΕ̽ϕ ͣϰα͕Θα΋ Θϋ ̽ϻ̽ΘΪ̽͊Ϊ͙ ϕθ G͙θχ΋͙ Ιτ͙α͙͋r ϕθ ͋θϻ͙χ ΘαͣΪϰ́ θͣ ͋ΕΘΪ͕χ͙αΈΚ 

1.	 Paragraph 32.1 would benefit by explicitly stating that Section 106 
contributions are needed to increase capacity at all levels of education. 
Developers must acknowledge their obligations to increase provision at 
secondary schools as well as primary schools. This point is well made in the 
Infrastructure Delivery Plan (sections 4.51, 4.52, 4.55, pages 19, 20) 

2.	 A new paragraph would be useful to explicitly state that all Section 106 
contributions will be directed in the first instance to the Borough 
wards/town & parish councils affected by developments before other areas 
in the Borough are considered. This is because it cannot be right that other 
τ͎Ϡτ͒ ̿Ϫ ̜͜Ϡ �͎̿̿ͷ̜̒ ϑϠ̸ϠϪ̟͜ Ϫ̷͎̿ ϜϠ΂Ϡ̱̿͋Ϡ͎̝͒ ϒ̸͎̟̿͜ϑͷ̸̟̿͒͜ ϑϠϪ͎̿Ϡ 
residents in the immediate vicinity are awarded suitable recompense for the 
changes to their environment. 
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CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 4. Modifications sought
 

[CTTC Forum text in: Black bold italic] 

Amend para 32.1 to: 

32.1 This policy strikes the appropriate balance between ensuring the 

infrastructure requirements to make the development acceptable in planning 

terms are met, at the same time as not compromising the viability of 

developments. It is acknowledged that financial contributions are needed to 

increase provision of education capacity at secondary schools in key areas of the 

Borough 

New Justification para 32.2 to: 

32.2 All Section 106 contributions will be directed in the first instance to the 

Borough wards/town & parish councils affected by developments before other 

areas in the Borough are considered 

23 



           

  

 

    
 

 
 
 

 
 

          
  

         
      

         
    

 
 

          
        

      
      

        
   

 
 

 

 

CTTC Neighbourhood Forum Local Plan Part 2 Feedback	 Nov 2nd 2017 

Question 5. Public Examination Attendance
 

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

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination Yes 
No, I 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 

1.	 The CTTC Forum would like the opportunity to explain in more detail the 
rationale for our suggested modifications to the Examiner. A specific 
concern relates to paragraph 28.2 and the need to explicitly commit to a 
specified width of green corridors necessary to assure viability of wildlife. 
However, we want the opportunity to explain our suggestions across all 
policies as appropriate. 
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Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Sport England 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

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 Artificial 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 



 

Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Sustrans 

Address 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157-161 Policy 28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

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 Yes 

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. 

We consider Policy 28 of the 2017 Local Plan is unsound because of the term 

‘Recreational Routes’ used in this policy to describe multi-user trails and routes. We 

consider this to be a misleading name for them as it doesn’t reflect their wider function. 

The existing 2004 Local Plan on page 121 paragraph 8.45 states their value being 

wider than simply recreation as follows: 

The existing network of routes forms an important recreational resource and 

provides access to local employment, shops and other facilities. 

We recommend renaming ‘Recreational Routes’ in the Local Plan because they have a 

wider range of existing and potential function other than just for recreation. 

Recreational use is an important function but they are also sustainable active travel 

infrastructure for everyday journeys and for accessing services. They give people 

realistic healthy travel alternatives to motorised transport for everyday journeys, for 

example to enable residents of Awsworth to access services by bike in Kimberley via 

the Great Northern Path. 

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. 

To make the policy sound ‘Recreational Routes’ should be re-named to reflect their 

multifunctional use and potential. 

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 

There may be issues that we might want to raise in relation to our comments and any 

of the other representations that are made. 



l 

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


' 

:oocumenl Policy number 
>-:....P-:J-~1-.- ·.,L 

~ -' ~-

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 c: ca Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance - (Chilwell Road I High Road) 

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice 


D.-ca Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers u 
Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 0 

...J Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 
N Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 

Ground Conditions ~ 
Polley 20: Air Quality ca 

D. Policy 21: Unstable land 
Policy 22: Minerals 
Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets 
Policy 24: The health impacts of development 
Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 
Polley 26: Travel Plans 
Policy 27: Local Green Space 

Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Policy 30: Landscape 
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map 

Policy texU 
Page number Paragraph 

number 

153 Text (3) 

161 27.5 
Map 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

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



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 
L!!__uidance note ar for an explanation of these tenns) Yes No 

2.1 Legally compliant X 

2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate X 

2.3 Sound (please see suggested modifications X 

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 notjustified 

It is not effective as it could be with the suggested modification 

It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 
r 

Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Pfan 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 provjderdetails·. Please be as precise as possmte. eOAtin~ on an extra 
s11eet if necessary. 

3 

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




We consider that the Plan is sound re the footpaths it includes, but suggest modifications as noted below - ' 

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 taxt. 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. 




25 

Please amend this policy to include the ' Brinsley Steeplechase ' 5.5 mile circular walk, per the map 
and details herewith 

The walk is included on the Notts CC website, and should be added to Broxtowe walks information 
leaflets. This could be used to enhance the use and enjoyment of the DH Lawrence Heritage per Policy 

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 

XYes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

5 
Please use a separate sheet ofpaper if required. Please use one form per representation. 
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01/11/2017 The Brinsley steeple chase 1Nottinghamshlre County Council 

Home • Planning and ell\lironment • Walking, cycling and rights of way '.t Find walks and rides ' The Brinsleysteeple tha:se 

< Back to· Find walk$ and rjdes 

The Brinsley steeple chase 

Route type walk (drt:ular) 

Distance 5.5miles 

Numberofstiles 6ormore 

Surface and gradients mixed surfaces and moderate gradients 

Parking nearby yes 

On bus routes yes • plan a jpyroev 

Starting point Picnic area/car park south of Brlnsley on A608 

OS map number Explorer 260 and 269 

Plentyof stiles toclimb on this walk around Brlnsley! 

Directions 

1. From the carpark. walk south alol'l& the main roadfor about 50yards until you see a footpath on your left Follow this down thrlltlsh appbetween two housosand 

overa stile. The path dimbs graduallyupthefield toa stile In thetop right hand rorner. Turn rlghtatter aussing thestile and head towards Concysrey Farm. Justbefore 

the fann, swing rOIW!d to the left and follow the traclc to the edce ofthefield togo through a gateway. 

2. From here a broad track stretthesahead ofyou. dimbing slrghtly with views to the left over Brlnslev and beyond. Behind you is Eastwood.The track drops down sli&fltly 

towards Willey Wood Farm. Go through thewide double gates on your right.Afewyards up this trac:k a footpath leads offtothe left, heading Initially for the farm 

buildil'lgs then swinging away to the right, passing beyond the banlS to a stile. C!'OS5 this and walk down the right hand side ofthe field. Walk into the next field and head 

just tothe lett ofa pair of houses. Cross the stile and the line ofthe former railway, then follow the drive down to the main road (Cordy Lane), oppositethe Ve!NTree 

pub. 

3. Cross Cordy Lane and turn right. A few metres up the road take a path on your left, which passes through a stretch ofprivategarden before entering a field. Cross the 

stile at the top ofthis field and walk up an enclosed path between a strap yard and a haulage depot. This path emerges onto a surfated trade. which you cross diagonally 

ri&hf: togo over a stile opposite. Follow the path as It winds through a pasture, crossing a stream twlte. After passing the former pit heap ofPye Hill collierytarry 

straisht on at the side ofthe field to join a track whith eventually arrives at Underwood Hill corner. 

4.Turn left here and follow theroad as it turves right al'lddownhill At the next road junction tum left down Plain Spot Road as far as the primitive Methodist Chapel on 

the righl Take the pathat the sideofthe thapel down an alley then out intothe open again. Followthe pathdownto a stile out onto Main StreelCross OYer and take 

the ri8hthand of the two paths ahead ofyouthrough a kissinnate. This leads down toa stile then over aconc.rete bridgeaaossa stream. Followthe farbankthrlltlsh a 

heclserow and on fora short way, then bear right across the field to a stile. Walk acrossthe openspateto pass thewhite buildings ofGin Farm on your right, keeping the 

streamon~~~the~~and~~h~~the~ 

5. Gostraight ahead, along a broad track past an electrldty sub station on the lett. and tressthe route ofan old railway to a gate. Go throogh this and tarry on along the 

tradt to anothergate in the meadowland al~ldc the River Erewash. The path leads to a footbridge over the Erowash in to Derbyshire, which you should troSs before 

tuming left and staying fairly dose to tho fence on your right 

This part of the rlltlte follows the route of the Cromford Canal, of which only a few trates remain sinte it was abandoned in 1944. 

After a while the path meet• an isolated brick bridge over the river. Do not cross It but continue alongside the river, passing another bridge made of Iarae c::oncrete 

pipes, before eventually reathlng a steel and woodfootbridge which you shouldcross. 

http://wwW.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/planning-and-environment/Walking-cycllng-and-rights-of-way/find-walks-and-rideslthe-brinsley«eepie-chase 1/2 

http://wwW.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/planning-and-environment/Walking-cycllng-and-rights-of-way/find-walks-and-rideslthe-brinsley�eepie-chase


The Brinsley steeple chase 1 Nottinghamshire County Council 01111/2017 

6. Follow the pathto the stile in the fteld boundary opposite, then head across thefield to agateway In the top hedge. Followthe track ahead until you reach a pti!Wayon 

yoUr right. Gothrough this and down the edae CJf the field tothebottom. Astile on the left leads yoU through some t~until the pathswln8s right aver a d1tch and a 

stile.Walk along the rieht hand side ofthefield until the bend In the hedge,where a stile brings you onto acart track. Turn left and follow the track onto Hall Lane.Tum 

right here to pass the pleasant buildings ofOld Brinsley. 

7. Continue along this ro~ to reach the main road (A608). Tum left and after a few metres aoss the stile on your right and follow the path !Ilona the left hand edge of the 

field. Go over another 5tile and throush a pte Into thehilly8rinslev picnic area. From here turn riltlt to follow the old railwayline back tothe picnicarea. 

Attachments 

• Map oflbc8rjM!c:y Stegplt Chase t;,j!.pclf 

Read it 

Contact the Council 


Find and talk with us online or contact us directly byonline form, email, telephone, post or In person at one ofour offices. 


1J Facebook.com/Nottinghamshire t1 Twitter.com/NOttsCC t;J Useouronlinefofm ji Visitusinperson \. Calluson03005008080 

http://www.nottinghamshire.gov.uk/planning-and-environmentlwalking-cycling-and-tigh1s-of-waylfind-walks-and-ride$Jthe.bsley-eteep!IH:ha&e 212 
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3rd November 2017 

Broxtowe Labour Group response to the Local Plan Part 2 

Dear Steffan 

I 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 into 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 challeng.es 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 
stgnificant 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 
or 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 tracking 

http:challeng.es


... ... t. 

has the potential to impact on significant swathes of Broxtowe over the next ten 
years. Whilst we note the key role that the County Council has to play in relation to 
tracking 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 
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. 

u er, outside of the immediate HS2 area, we are strongly supportive of the 
development of a freight terminal at Bennerley Washings in order to support jobs and

\X 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 corridor of land reflecting the proposed tram route in Kimberley to be 

earmarked for the introduction of a new tram route in the North of the borough, 
joining Eastwood, Kimberley, Nuthatt and Nottingham. We would also be supportive 
of additional bus infrastructure that joins the North and the South of the borough. 

rWe believe that there should be put into place a green infrastructure corridor that 
J 	 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 
enJ ble in planning terms in order to secure their maximum impact. 

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 
t ere is a role for an increased development of Council owned social housing and we 
would 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 concerns 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. 

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 

\ 	 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, docto~s surgeries, green space, and places for the 
community to meet. In line with these principles, we also request that the 'Horse 

~oCs1!!~· in Bee~ton Rylands to the back of Cornwall Avenue not be included in the plan, 

_,.,- a · hat Kettle brook Lodge in Kimberley continues to be excluded from the plan in 


l an revisions that may arise following this consultation. In addition, we would also 

s 1pulate 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 
an enhanced facility to compensate the community for any loss . 

..;".- ~ 

, C; _[,. ; We also believe that green spaces and green infrastructure have a clear role to play 

;;z. •\:\ ~ in~~Y site allocation and therefore in particular reference to the site close to 
....; _ Bramcote Crematorium, consideration must be given to the preservation of a green 

r·corridor that runs between the North and the South of the borough. In addition, we 
1-..~ \ ~~mmend that provision be made for a network of footpaths running across the 
.) ~twynd Barracks development. 

§!ry~tegic development sites in the borough also offer the opportunity to bring about 
jobs 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 e~panse of public realm 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 



.. - .. 


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 town centres across the borough. We are supportive 

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 

concerned at the assertion in the current version of the Local Plan Part 2 that our 

town centre boundaries·wiJI 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 

e ~-~ion and training provision, or for employment provision if this is not possible. 

L1 ewise, 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 


J of housing, and has the potential to be used in creative ways to provide direct 
support for the members of community, looking towards examples of good practice 1 

t such as Derby City Council's health and housing hub. 

Ultimately, we believe that our Local Plan should offer the opportunity to become a 

forward thinking, progress•ve borough that is not only a centre for jobs and growth 

but also harnesses 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 
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Response to Broxtowe Local Plan Part 2 Publication version (Sep 17) 

Nottinghamshire Campaign to Protect Rural England 

3rd November 2017 

Please contact 
Bettina Lange 

Policy Comment Changes proposed 
3.3 The key development requirements for include provision 
3.4 each of these major housing allocations for bus services into 
3.7 include provision for an enhanced bus and through the 
4.10 service “adjacent to” the sites. While sites in the key 
5.1 we welcome this, we do not think it is development 
7.1 sufficient to maximize encouragement 

to use alternatives to the car. The 
distances to the nearest bus stop would 
be too large for most people to be able 
(or willing) to walk there. So the policy 
as it stands would undermine the Plan’s 
sustainable transport objectives. 

Our comments here are also supported 
by Nottinghamshire Campaign for Better 
Transport. 

requirements 

8 (Green Belt) We welcome this policy, especially the 
clarification in 4. of what is to be 
regarded as a town. Without the 
clarification, there would be a real risk 
of coalescence. 

20 (Air Quality) We welcome this policy because it 
provides a clear steer to development in 
accordance with the Local Plan’s 
sustainability and sustainable travel 
objectives. 

This policy is also supported by 
Nottinghamshire Campaign for Better 
Transport. 

23 (Heritage) We welcome this comprehensive policy. 
26 (Travel Plans) : “All 
developments of 10 or 
more dwellings or 1,000 
square metres or more 
gross floorspace will be 
expected to submit a 
Travel Plan with their 
application.” 

We welcome this policy because it 
provides a clear steer to development in 
accordance with the Local Plan 
sustainable travel objectives. Having 
such a policy will also make Local Plan 
delivery more effective and efficient 
compared to the labour­intensive 
process of assessing each planning 
application case by case with regard to 
whether a Travel Plan is needed. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      

 
           

       
 

 
 
 
 
 

           
         
         

             
           

           
     

 
                 

           
           
             

         
           
           

 
 

               
           

           
           

           
         

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

     
     
     

   
     
   

  

                   
 
 

28 (Green Infrastructure) 

This policy is also supported by 
Nottinghamshire Campaign for Better 
Transport. 

We welcome the inclusion of informal 
and amenity Green Infrastructure and 
the requirement to enhance these. 
However, there is a significant risk to 
the implementation of the policy in 
practice if the proposed wording is 
retained : 

“2.In all cases listed in part 1, and in 
the case of school playing fields, 
permission will not be granted for 
development that results in any harm to 
the Green Infrastructure Asset, unless 
the benefits of development are clearly 
shown to outweigh the harm.” (our 
emphasis) 

The lack of clarity as to what would 
constitute a benefit and for whom 
leaves so much room for interpretation 
as to undermine the overall policy 
intention. This would make this aspect 
of the Local Plan unsound. 

reword the policy 
by deleting “unless 
the benefits of 
development are 
clearly shown to 
outweigh the 
harm”. 



 

 

 

 
   

 

 
  

 
  

 

 

  
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 

    

 
   

 
  

 
 

   
 

   
 

   
 

        
 

          
  

 
       

        
      

 
         
        

           
          

       
        

 
       

 
     

 
      

       
           

          
        

     
        

     
      

  
 

        
 
         

     
     

 
        

   
       

       
         

          
    

          

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 modifications, 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 GI 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. 

Nottinghamshire 
Wildlife Trust 
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Modification 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 GI to achieve Broxtowe Borough 
Council’s Biodiversity and GI 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 SSSIs 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 GI 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 GI, confirmation that fields along the Beeston Canal 
will not be developed and that long-term management of GI 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. 


Modification sought
 
Include a commitment to provide GI 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 
o). 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”. 

Modification sought 
Under n) adding reference to following: 

 green walls, 

 brown and green roofs, 

 ecologically designed / focused suds schemes, 

 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 

Modification 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 

Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust 

Nottinghamshire 
Wildlife Trust 

Website 
www.nottinghamshirewildlife.org 

President 
Sir Andrew Buchanan Bt. 

Registered Charity No. 

224168R
 
A company limited by
 
guarantee.
 
Registered in England No.
 
748865.
 

Protecting Wildlife for the Future 

http:www.nottinghamshirewildlife.org


  

  

    

  

  

  

        

   

            

   
   

 

  
      

     

       

    

 
 

 
 

      

       

       

  

    

  

  

  

  

                

    

             
     

  

  

  

                          

                           

Broxtowe Part 2 Local 

Plan 
Agent 

Please provide your client’s name n/a 

Your Details
 

Title Mr Mrs Miss Ms Other: 

Name 

Organisation 
(if responding on behalf of the 
organisation) 

On behalf of Pedals (Nottingham Cycling Campaign) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

rd
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 Y 

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. 

1 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan


  

                

                        

    

  

      

             

               

    

  

            

        

    

 

  

 

      

      

           

        

        

        

        

        
      
    

         

      

       

         

     

      

      
        

      

       

        

       
   

      

     

    
      

    

        

       

      

       

       

     

    

      

      

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

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 Policy number Page number 

Policy text/ 

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-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 

P186­

2
­
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
­
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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 No 

2.1 Legally compliant y 

2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate y 

2.3 Sound y 

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. 

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



  

                

              
                  

                  
                   

           

                  
                

     

                       
                   

                     
                  

   

                    
                 

  

 

 

     

              

                 

                  

                   

We strongly support these Policies, especially the aim to provide extensive multi-purpose interconnected Green 
Infrastructure routes to connect areas of growth and existing communities all of which should be of sufficient width 
and quality to provide attractive and usable links. Every opportunity should be taken in the creation and development 
of Green Infrastructure links to provide improved routes for walkers and cyclists, not just for recreation but also for 
utility trips, including commuting and trips to education and shops, etc. 

In the section on Recreational Routes, we particularly welcome the proposal in paragraph 28.5 with regard to a 
potential continuation of the Nottingham Canal towpath north of Eastwood, approximately following the line of the 
former Cromford Canal. 

We are very glad that the Council will work with partners to look for ways to achieve this route which will help to 
increase the already substantial number of recreational routes in the Borough, many of which are also of value for 
other trip purposes, particularly where they link to other cycle facilities, both on and off-road. This is also very much in 
line with national policy promoting cycling and walking and the DfT’s new system of Local Cycling and Walking 
Infrastructure Plans (LCWIPs). 

It is also important for all such routes in Broxtowe Borough to connect safely with the extensive Greenways and other 
routes being planned by Derbyshire County Council, and the subject of their Key Cycle Network consultation in 
November 2017. 

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.
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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 a specific 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, I wish to participate at the public examination 

No, I 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.
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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’:
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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.
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Planning Policy Team 
Broxtowe Borough Council 
Foster Avenue 
Beeston 
Nottingham 
NG9 1AB 

By Post & Email - policy@broxtowe.gov.uk 
20809/A3/SN/ds 

3rd November 2017 

Dear Sir/Madam 

PART 2 LOCAL PLAN 2017–2028 CONSULTATION – PUBLICATION VERSION – TOTON 
SIDINGS 

On behalf of the Mr Sahota (‘our Client’) we write in response to the Broxtowe Borough Council 
Publication Version of the Part 2 Local Plan (which follows the Part 1 Local Plan, the Aligned Core 
Strategy). This document allocates specific sites to meet the development requirements set out in 
the Aligned Core Strategy and details further policies against which future planning applications 
will be assessed and is currently out for public consultation. 

Our Client has interests in the land at Toton Sidings and residual land, as outlined by the plan 
that accompanies this representation. These representations are made wholly in respect of this 
land which, for the purpose of this representation, will be referred to as (‘the Site’). 

1.	 The Soundness of the Plan 

The National Planning Policy Framework (‘the Framework’), in particular Paragraph 182, highlights 
that local planning authorities should submit a plan for examination which it considers is “sound”; 
namely that it is: 

•	 Positively prepared – the 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; 

•	 Justified – the plan should be the most appropriate strategy, when considered 
against the reasonable alternatives, based on proportionate evidence; 

•	 Effective – the plan should be deliverable over its period and based on effective 
joint working on cross-boundary strategic priorities; and 

•	 Consistent with national policy – the plan should enable the delivery of 
sustainable development in accordance with the policies in the Framework. 

Our Client fully supports the mixed-use allocation. 

mailto:policy@broxtowe.gov.uk


 
 

                                                                                                  

 
 
 

  
 

            
            

 
       

          
     

       
 

        
               

     
 

   
 

      
                 

  
       

 
   
       
      
              
     
    

 
   

 
       

     
            

 

   

      
       

     
     

    
 

       
 

 
   

 
        

   
      

   
 

20809/A3/SN/ds 2 3rd November 2017 

2. General Comments 

We have previously made representations throughout the Core Strategy, attended the various 
sessions at the Examination in Public and been involved with the working group. 

Throughout all these stages our Client has supported the release of the land at Toton for 
development with or without the HS2 station. The land comprises previously developed land, has 
had significant technical work demonstrating the suitability of the Site and has successfully 
opposed a Town and Village Green application. 

With or without the HS2 station the line is suitable and deliverable to be released from the Green 
Belt for development to take place. Our Client supports the allocation and the opportunity to 
provide development within the area. 

The Core Strategy Allocation 

Our Client’s site has been included in the Core Strategy as a mixed-use site (Land in the Vicinity 
of the Proposed HS2 Station at Toton (Broxtowe)). The location of the HS2 hub has been included 
in the Core Strategy to deliver a strategic location for growth, comprising a minimum area of 73 
hectares and set parameters of development, including: 

• 500 homes; 
• 18,000 square metres of employment land; 
• 16 hectares of open space; 
• Safeguarded land for the NET extension and vehicular access to the HS2 station; 
• Local education provision; and 
• Local retail provision. 

3. Site Specific Representations 

The remainder of this letter identifies and comments on specific elements of Part 2 of the Local 
Plan, with reference to Policy 3.2 Toton Strategic Location for Growth and the other land within 
our clients control, as shown on the accompanying plan to this representation. 

TOTON SIDINGS MIXED USE ALLOCATION 

Ward Toton and Chilwell Meadows Ward 
Site Reference Policy 3.2 Toton Strategic Location for Growth 
Promoter of the Site Tej Properties 
Status in the Local Plan Part 2 Mixed Use Allocation 
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 

Policy 3.2: Toton 500 Homes - Land in the vicinity of the HS2 Station at Toton 
(Strategic Location for Growth) 

Key Development Requirements within the Plan period: 

• 500 Homes of a minimum net density of 40 dwellings to the hectare and 
associated infrastructure to deliver this; and 

• Limited local retail provision of a scale that does not compete with the retail 
offer in nearby centres including Long Eaton, Stapleford and Sandiacre. 



 
 

                                                                                                  

 
 
 

  
 

      
    

 
     

   
      

  
     

    
     

     
 

      
     
   

      
 

       
 

      
   

        
  

      
   

     
               

 
            
              

      
 

             
           
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

20809/A3/SN/ds 3	 3rd November 2017 

Key Development Requirements beyond the Plan period: 

•	 The development of an innovation village comprising the following minimum 
and to be confirmed as part of the review of the Greater Nottingham Aligned 
Core Strategies: 

•	 Minimum of 18,000 square metres of B class employment space towards the 
western side of the site around the hub station. This development will be 
provided as part of a mix of uses including tall buildings along the key 
north/south gateway between the HS2 Station and Stapleford; and 

•	 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; 

•	 An integrated local transport system that facilitates access enhancements to 
the station from the two gateway towns of Long Eaton to the south (in 
Erewash Borough) and Stapleford to the north; 

•	 Safeguarded route for a NET tram extension and vehicular access to the HS2 
station (including access from the A52); 

•	 Tram extension to terminate at a level which facilitates the future tram 
extension beyond the station; 

•	 An integrated traffic system that flows well including proper consideration of 
access both from Long Eaton and Stapleford; and 

•	 Additional land for community facilities including education and the provision 
of a Leisure Centre (if required). 

Our Client wholly supports the proposed allocation for mixed use development on this site and 
the wider area, however, it is considered that a full masterplan should be considered prior to 
exact details being identified. The whole area is required and provides a one-off opportunity 
for development and should not prejudice the ability to deliver on this important regional site. 

Our Client’s land abuts the proposed station and offers opportunities for development, whilst 
also owning nearby land in Erewash and land retained in the Green Belt, which could be 
enhanced for open space and biodiversity. 

On this basis, our Client objects to any site specific requirements that may prejudice 
development of their site and reserves the right to comment later and be involved in any 
masterplanning exercises. 



 
 

                                                                                                  

 
 
 

 
 

       
             

     
  

 
    

 
   

  
    

   
 

         
    

     
 

 
     

 
 

  
   

 
 

          
  

     
 

    
    

               
          

 
 

     
 

          
       

   
  

    
       

 
      

      
 

 

20809/A3/SN/ds 4 3rd November 2017 

Policy 28 Green Infrastructure Assets 

1. 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). These Green Infrastructure Assets are: 

a) Green Infrastructure Corridors (not shown on the Policies Map); 
b) Playing Pitches; 
c) Informal Open Spaces i.e. ‘natural and semi-natural green space’ and 
‘amenity green space’; 
d) Allotments; e) Recreational Routes; and 
f) Nature Reserves. 

2. In all cases listed in part 1, and in the case of school playing fields, permission 
will not be granted for development that results in any harm to the Green 
Infrastructure Asset, unless the benefits of development are clearly shown to 
outweigh the harm. 

In this case, the relevant parts of this policy are: 

28b: Playing Pitches (Manor Farm Recreation ground) 
28c: Informal Open Space (Manor Farm Recreation ground) 
28f: Local nature Reserves (Toton Fields) 

Our Client objects to the inclusion of land in the vicinity of the HS2 station being restricted via 
a policy at this time as opportunities for management and enhancement in accordance with a 
wider masterplan may be available. 

Further to this the wording requires improvement of the asset itself, however, there may be 
opportunities for off-site improvements or contributions that could be made to other areas in 
lieu of onsite improvements. On this basis the policy should offer more flexibility to enable 
this to be discussed at any future planning application stage. 

Policy 31.1a – Local Wildlife Sites: Toton Erewash Channel 

1. Development proposals which are likely to lead to the increased use of any of the 
Biodiversity Assets listed below, as shown on the Policies Map, will be required to 
take reasonable opportunities to enhance the Asset(s). These Biodiversity Asset(s) 
are; 
a) Sites of Special Scientific Interest, Local Wildlife Sites or Local Geological Sites 
(as listed in Appendices 2, 3, 4 and shown on the Policies Map); 

2. In all cases permission will not be granted for development that results in any 
harm to the Biodiversity Asset, unless the benefits of development are clearly shown 
to outweigh the harm. 



 
 

                                                                                                  

 
 
 

 
          

  
     

 
               

      
    

           
 
 

 
  

 
              

               
 

              
   

       
          

 
            

       
 

     
              

      
       

 
     

                  
 

  
 

        
                

         
 

     
    

                   
 

 
              

             
                  
    

     
       

 
    

              
               

 
 

20809/A3/SN/ds 5	 3rd November 2017 

Our Client objects to the inclusion of land in the vicinity of the HS2 station being restricted via 
a policy at this time as opportunities for management and enhancement in accordance with a 
wider masterplan may be available. 

Whilst section 2 is welcomed, whereby benefits can be considered to outweigh any harm, again 
there may be opportunities for off-site improvements or contributions that could be made to 
other areas in lieu of onsite improvements. On this basis the policy should offer more 
flexibility to enable this to be discussed at any future planning application stage. 

4.	 Green Belt Release 

Our Client fully supports the Green Belt release for the site and acknowledges the exceptional 
circumstances that the Site fulfils that support the Site’s release from the Green Belt. 

The Council have an adopted Local Plan, which identifies the level of homes required over the 
plan period and identified that insufficient land existed outside of the Green Belt to deliver those 
homes. This, together with the needs of the district and the benefit of new homes, demonstrate 
the exceptional circumstances to release land from the Green Belt. 

Furthermore, there are exceptional circumstances that are listed within the Site Selection 
Document, Main Report (September 2017) as follows: 

•	 The Inspector into the ACS was content that the exceptional circumstances had 
been demonstrated as was the High Court Judge (Judge Jay) in ruling on the 
legal challenge into the ACS. There has been no change of circumstances since 
this time to justify a different view being taken. 

In accordance with the Core Strategy, Amendments to the Green Belt will be undertaken as part 
of the Broxtowe’s part 2 Local Plan to reflect the site’s Green Belt release and this is supported. 

5.	 Conclusions and Recommendations 

These representations have been prepared on behalf of Mr Sahota and set out his comments in 
relation to the Broxtowe Borough Council Publication Version of the Part 2 Local Plan with a 
particular focus on the mixed-use allocation at Toton Sidings. 

Our Client has a keen interest in the development of the Site and is grateful for this opportunity 
to engage in the forward planning process. They are committed to ensuring the latest emerging 
Local Plan is prepared on a sound and robust basis which meets the tests of paragraph 182 of the 
Framework. 

It has been demonstrated throughout the emerging Allocations process that our Client’s site is 
suitable, available, and achievable and is a deliverable site that should be allocated within the 
Part 2 of the local Plan. Our Client therefore supports the proposal to allocate the Site for mixed-
use development but objects against the potential restrictions placed on the site in advance of a 
detailed masterplan and also policy requirements that do not offer flexibility and could prejudice 
delivery of parts of the strategic site. 

We trust the above information is of assistance to Broxtowe Borough Council in progressing with 
the emerging Part 2 of the Local Plan, but should you require any further information or have any 
queries in connection with this site then please do not hesitate to contact us. 
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Notwithstanding the above, our Client reserves the right to comment further at the EiP Hearing 
sessions. 

Yours sincerely 

Enc. Plan of the Site 
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Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title Mr 

Name Nigel Lowe 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157 and 160 Policy 28. items 1a 

and 1c 

North 2004 LDP and 

planning permission 

ref:5/03/79066, SHLAA 

519 now withdrawn 

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 It does not accord with the policies within the current local plan and should not changed 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or without Local consultation 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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 land relating to the withdrawn SHLAA H519 known as The land off Thorn Drive 

should remain protected under the new Local Plan in accordance with its original 

planning permission in Condition H and for the reason given within that permission. It 

should therefore be protected under policies 28, items 1a and 1c as protected Green 

Infrastructure 2015 - 2030 

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 

I am acting residents spokesperson for the Newthorpe and Giltbrook Community and 

wish to participate on their behalf 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name Mr Patrick Caines 

Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Mr Caines is my neighbour has no internet access. His address below, Clarified with 

your office that this was correct procedure in this case. 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157 - 160 1a and 1c North Planning Permission 

Ref 5/03/79066 dated 

22/05/1981. 2004 

Local Development 

Plan SHLLA H5119 

withdrawn from 

2015/2016 SHLLA 

listing 

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 No 

Additional details
 

Please give details of why you consider this part of The Draft Local Plan part 2 does not accord with the current protection given to this 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or land within the Local Plan 2004. In doing so, the council will take a significant portion of 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. an existing Local Nature Reserve, when the most appropriate land is available and 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these already formally recognised as most suitable for flood mitigation purposes. The reasons 

aspects please provide details. for this has recently become apparent via the acquisition of documents through the 

Freedom of Information Act. This information will be presented by my Residents 

Spokesperson at the Public Examination. 

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 Land of Thorn Drive should continue to be protected by Policies 28a and 28c on 

page 157 Section 1 of the Draft Local Plan document, in order to conform to its current 

levels of protection. 

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 

I am an affected resident from the current flooding that occurs through the inadequate 

drainage system on Rolleston and Thorn Drives. 



         
        

          
         

  
           

 

  

    

                
      

                
               

                
                   

                
         

    

             
     

                  
              

           

                
             

               
                  

      

              

               
                  

            
     

              

                
                  

               
               

 

Steffan Saunders 
Broxtowe Borough Council 
Foster Avenue 
Beeston 

3 November 2017 

Dear Steffan 

Broxtowe Core Strategy – Part 2 

I am writing this as I have attempted to respond to your Consultation on line but found that if I wished to 
make more than one comment I was stymied. 

I also echo the comments at the end of the forward by the Chair and Vice Chair of the Jobs and Economy 
Committee “we would like the Borough to continue to be an excellent place to live, work and spend leisure 
time” 

My 1st Comment is about the map on Page 17 of the Bramcote & Stapleford Opun Design East Midlands 
Document. The Green Infrastructure Links are illustrated. In my opinion the link along Moor Lane is not 
wide enough.   The Land that is East of Coventry Lane and formerly used as Playing Fields is, at the moment, 
in Green Belt and is open grass land.  Part of the area is scrub land annotated as Bramcote Moor Grassland 
LWS. 

The proposed building of houses on Field Farm and to the west of Coventry Lane will effectively block the 
Green Corridor known as The Bramcote Ridge. 

I suggest that a strip of land 50 metres wide should be set aside as a Green Infrastructure Corridor. This 
Green Corridor, immediately adjacent to Moor Lane, should stretch from the Bramcote Ridge in the South 
to the Trees by the Old Nottingham Canal in the North. 

Trees could be planted on this strip to assist in cleaning the air. The Trees will help take water from the 
area as the playing fields have been in the past boggy in places. 

My 2nd Comment.  - I refer to the 100 Dwellings that are to be built on the Bramcote Ridge or former Golf 
Course site. They do not appear within the list on page 24 and on the Map on page 27 Housing and Mixed 
Use Allocations and Commitments in Bramcote and Stapleford.  

The information is not entirely accurate as presented at the beginning of a consultation. 

I understand this information is only updated on an annual basis. It would seem to me that before a public 
consultation the information given to the public should be as up to date as possible. I acknowledge it 
would be impracticable to include every small site where housing is to be added or subtracted but the 
addition of 100 dwellings in my view is a substantial number. 

I wonder whether these 100 dwellings are included in the information on page 75. 

My 3rd Comment. – Within the Local Plan Part 2 document on Page 94 is a list of Key Development 
Requirements in Beeston Town Centre. I would like the provision of a Community Centre for use by clubs 
and societies. Beeston U3A has 750 members and over 60 Interest Groups and some of the groups are 
having difficulty finding suitable places to meet. The Pearson Centre has only partially filled the need. 



                 
               
              

  

                 
            

             
       

             
             

              
               

               
        

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

My 4th Comment. –  Policy 20 Air Quality. More can be done than indicated in your plan on page 119. With 
the growth of houses in the Borough we will see a rise in the use of Cars. Road junctions could be improved 
so that the number of stationary vehicles queuing at them is reduced. We should plant more Trees to help 
clean the air. 

My 5th Comment. –  Policy 27 Local Green Space – Bramcote Ridge is included twice on Page 154. I trust 
the land that is part of the Bramcote Ridge and is the former Golf Course Land is also included in this 
category. Special attention should be given to the development of the 100 dwellings on this land so that 
the planning inspectors stipulated restrictions are not exceeded. 

My 6th Comment.  - The Green Infrastructure Corridors Map 62 on page 160 is confusing as it indicates that 
Bramcote Ridge is linked into this structure.  However, when the developments take place on Field Farm 
and East and West of Coventry Lane then the Bramcote Ridge will not be linked to this structure without 
the suggestion of the 50 Metre Strip of Land through the Playing Fields to the East of Coventry Lane.  

My 7th Comment.  - I would like to see the replacement for the Bramcote Leisure Centre built within 
Bramcote before the present Leisure Centre is demolished. 

Yours sincerely 

Mike Johnson 



Broxtowe Pa 
Local PI 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 


Name 


Organisation 

(ifresponding on behalfof the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 EJ 
.. ... II • I ... .. I • I - .. I , •• I I - • • • • • .. .. • - • ­Please help us s I address that correspondence 

can be sent to: 

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.uklpart21ocalplan 


Please return completed forms to: 
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, ~ltifl4!'1Mmrirvt'l;'Q""1'Jml-l-1 
For more Information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: ~=..L."~"'-"'..;....:;.:..~~==r= 
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www.broxtowe.gov.uklpart21ocalplan


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

Policy text/ 
Document Policy number Page number Paragraph 

number 

Polley 1: Flood Risk 

Polley 2: Site Allocations 

Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 

Polley 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 

Polley 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 

Polley 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 

Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 

Polley 8: Development in the Green Belt 

Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 

employment sites 

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 

Polley 11: The Square, Beeston 

Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 


c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in ca edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations- Polley 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 

(Chilwell Road I High Road) 


D. -ca Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice(,) 

0 
 Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 

...J Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 
N Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 

Polley 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances andt: 
Ground Conditionsca 

D. Polley 20: Air Quality 

Polley 21: Unstable land 

Polley 22: Minerals 

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets 

Polley 24: The health impacts of development 

Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 

Polley 26: Travel Plans 

Polley 27: Local Green Space 

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
 IS7- jf., (J lf:l +-}c.. 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Policy 30: Landscape 

Polley 31: Biodiversity Assets 


Policy 32: Developer Contributions 
-····­

Policies Map Noll.IH 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

f J..IIA!IIr /Jt;: P.E~MI$~/DN R.br 5jc.rj ?'JD(. ' {)~ft :A rfo.?jSIOther(e.g. 

omission, 


'). OOJ,.. 1-. OCRL f>,fv£L.cJfMiiN I P.L.FW
evidence 

document 


H.Si f W l "rH/)Il/Jwl.l FAol "f ~PI !>)z 01{, ~llt-t.~S!l/..t.- l:} J.../ 7~ ..V"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? 

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

L 

Yes No 

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 becausJ: 
L 

It is not justified / 
It is not effective / 
It is not positively prepared / 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

P.E."f/?JW£1> olf/ *'Fill;, fi;I.<:.H­ t>f .J...PIF.t) v'i'l>i:.t Ti-1£ NJ:w J.-e>c~L p,t..P/11/, Fl.!> r1 

Wft> v.vl>l:tl Tul: f>P.l:/lllou~ t-oeA<. j>t.-.1:)11/. 

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. 

I 
T )loAI'I f)P. l v£I of~- * 

"'}c:> b t f (to1€. c-,if/) 

IWR ·r 71-lt fP1~Cl:.L. 

'</JM£ t:>F 
{!;Ro'K(ow£ 

sfA-cl: fo£:./wE-~ 
{J...f:.-r'Fl uJ u.J~ Fl 

R'J oN"£ 

IS> fbJ 

$ E£ /Tf-1'1-JCH~ 

fJ..f; - A,f-Jf7JA/ING G/1,££-N 

P>. B ( f)JRf.CTotl.4 Tc oJt £1'1vii< OAIM€N/'" 
poc..o r1ftvr ~t · · · 

r c;At:.E..v s,pAcE.s s·-r7<f9..,-cc':::j _200 C:J- J..O Jq_ 

yov~ $-fAc.c 1~ yovR fL.hci,. 

note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting 
information necessary to supporVjustify 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 representatiEn is seeking a modi fication, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examination jf 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination ./ 
No, I do not wish to participate at the public examination 

r 
If you wi9h to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be 
necessary 

! 

AE~ iC>£:,.) TS 

Tb y ovJ... OvJE 
1 

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 9ur 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 Polley': 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 Polley 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 Pa 
Local P a 
Agent 

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(Ifresponding on behalfof the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postoode 

TeL Number 

E-mail address 

. Council 
Planning & Community Development 

31 OCT 20f7 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 [2f 
Please help us s ; :.a• u- ;1 ......-. • • • iding an e-mail address that correspondence 
can be sent to: 

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.u k/part21ocal plan 

Data Protection- The comment(s) you submit on the local Development Framework (lDF) wiU 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 wil 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 Ofllces. 

Please return completed forms to: 
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG91AB 
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk 
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http:broxtowe.gov


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

Document 
Policy text/ 

Policy number Page number Paragraph 
number 

c 
C'G-Q. 

-cu 
(,) 
0 
..J 
N 
t: 
C'G 
Q. 

~ 

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 
Polley 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 
Policy 7: Kimber1ey Site Allocations 
Polley 8: Development in the Green Belt 
Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 
employment sites 
Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Polley 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 
Polley 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 
(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice 
Polley 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 
Polley 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 

Polley 32: Developer Contributions 

\ ~ J. \ b o \ Q .st.. \ e. 

Policies Map 
NO~\\"\ 

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 

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

Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refe; to the 
Yes NoJyilt8nce note at lor 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 becaus~: 

It is not justified / 
It is not effective / 
It is not positively prepared / 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

I 
P'ease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is 
ursound or does not com~Jy with ~he duty to co-operat?. Alternatively, if yo~ wish to support any of 
Htese aspects please prov1de details. Please be as prectse as possible. Contmue on an extra sheet 
if necessary. 

L 

\""'~ T,>Q.:PI\-\ \..o<:...f'\.- P\-~N ~ """lQ \-oN<;alt ?RQ'-.)\\")~ 1'~'=. ~Q...o\~\«::1"-l 
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'-"~"=- p.Q.~ ?.5\<.\~~ \~~ CJ:l..JN U\... \C> ~'E..~P 'lrl\:_ c..u~~~~ PR~(::"C :-t'~b 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 




PlilR.Po~s 

Question 4: Modifications sought 

Please set out what modificatioo(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. 

....;\\ \ ~ "'~~\.. -rlo-\Pt\" \\-\~ '\!..f'\'T\~G..T"'f 
0\- \~r-~ \-\" """" t) ~\~~Q~N '{'X?.\~ \'!... II 

\ b ~~\'\'":.C--(~ ~~\:)~ ~0\...\C..\~ ~~C\ AN~ ,.._~L Or\\.\~ 
C:."Jl\'S\ \Nq \...~ \- p~~ 

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 separat e sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 




I 

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance 

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

l 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 


No, I 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 

1 necessaq"r 

I 

\ '-.N<::lU."'-t> \.-\\-!.a ~"\ '# "'\~v>& '"\~ ~~ ~'-.)aN ~'{ ~V..~ ~~\"Oa.N""TS 

~PO¥::-G..Sf't~(l.$.0~ MR.. N\~\Z" \.-0' ·""•":::. ,_ -.."""- W'w-\o ~A~ ~0... 
\\\n_"'-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. 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 
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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. 

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. 




-------------------------------------------------------------

Broxtowe Pa 
Local P a 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(Ifresponding on behalfof the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postoode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rc1 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 T earn regarding future consultations. 

Please tick here 0 
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.u klpart21ocal plan 

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 accordanc:e 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 wiU be made available for public inspection. All representations can be 
viewed at the Counal Offices. 

Please return completed forms to: 
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG91AB 
For more Information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.gov.uk 

1 



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

Polley textJ 
Document Polley number Page number Paragraph 

number 
I 

c 
ftS-D.-ca 
CJ 
0 

...J 
N 
t:: 
ca 

D. 

Polley 1: Flood Risk 

Polley 2: Site Allocations 
Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 
Polley 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 
Polley 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 
Polley 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 
Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt 
Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 
employment sites 
Polley 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Polley 11: The Square, Beeston 
Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 
Polley 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations 
Polley 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 
(Chi/well Road I High Road) 
Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice 
Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers 
Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 
Polley 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 
Polley 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 
Ground Conditions 
Policy 20: Air Quality 
Polley 21: Unstable land 
Polley 22: Minerals 
Polley 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets 
Polley 24: The health impacts of development 
Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 
Policy 26: Travel Plans 
Polley 27: Local Green Space 
Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
Polley 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Polley 30: Landscape 
Polley 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

J~7 e<. Jt..o I ~ oJ lL·· 

Policies Map tJ~Tf4. ~ 
Sustalnability 

Appraisal 

Other(e.g. 
omission, 
evidence 
d9cument 

etc.) 

~rJ1tJC, pet2....-ti~Sto rJ ()er:-'!­ sfo3779'D 6b l)A~22f~{ftf \ 
~lf- LDCPL 'Deve Loptv4 GNI pL.AI--1 · 
'51-tLL.A l-15(? ~\"11-\DfA~ ~ 2oi5{2DI6 SI-\Lt~ U~wC:f 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 




I 

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 tile 
Yes No

bpidaiJCe note at for an e>iplanation of these lt~rms) 

2.1 Legally compliant 

Compliant with the duty to co-operate 2.2 

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 becaus~: 
I 

It is not justified v 
It Is not effective ~-

~·It is not positively prepared 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

i 
F'1ease give details of why you consider this part of tho Local Plan Is not legally compliant, is
1u r?sound 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 Aecessary. 

I 
"' ~, .

J-4.Js 7::YlAn f Loc:...At. ~ PA£fl 2 Lx:Je.~ tJo) P<LoR..~ W\lt-\ 

1+.\~ (,vCeltl;N) ~TeJ/o,-.J; G ivG....; To llJ~C; L~.~ w;-rAioJ ~~-- .,, 
LDC.J>.L p~ 2 eo'-/- WUic..Pe ~(}-J>l'-1 SIA1es ]~· /_A;...i'!:::> ofF. 

~ot,J Ui·,*"a ~D w~ o~ I HB p~l~ Js P~'tZ£-)6f~ &.tlf.\C. 
F'-'LtotJ~.Jc, ~-CD f>l~'~c, c,,..~~,-~ ~0 ~D·))J·~ (\0 e~C!A.er-.Jc..& "'~= 

pos flo,_., ~'-1 I?7os 

® pa;~ e~t~ GfOONW~ 
(3) p.:t-i~ Rc_~ h.. tJaJ /...~~~t opeJ ~)~? 
~ -px-\0-f H'? t=>~V&J!i,.J Ct uev..t2.L£f>M~: 

@ fbo)P~· Fp·7z f2u~s Pc_fl_Eh.':J "li:!i:s Af(eA. 

3 
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 
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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 wifl need to saywhy 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. 

vte\v'e ~D Wa:.) of' l~ 
pRd'1Gc..-:l"G::> ~ -mtZ r-~~~~ 

p,:;wc..t e.s ~- 2 9 o.... p....Ji:.:J 2_~c:__ Feo~ pPOe I~7 

pL~ j)~M~""'"):' 

£"':>('~"'~ Lev~ 

-s~~~ 1 oF ~16 
IrJ ott0eA­ 1:6 Co ,...;f~~~'-'\ 

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting 
information necessary to supporVjustify 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 

\..J~~ M1 1/iew.s / /(&pRG.Se.-J)A))u,J 

,.,.., ...G.{ v t::r-1 -fT:iJzou~-H~ O...Jf_ k .t £...1 i>( _, ~"'5S. 

M«- :0 ;~&- Lowe .. l-iAs 
sepALAlti · c_ave/l . 


Please note the nspector will determine the most appropriate nr~r-.t:>r~ure to adopt to hear 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'. 

• 	 '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 Polley': 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 policv@broxtowe.gov.uk. 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title Mr 

Name A. M. Watt 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

South Borough, 

Stapleford, Central 

Avenue Open Space 

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
 

Please give details of why you consider this part of I support the proposal on the Policies Map to retain the existing Central Avenue Open 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or Space as 'Informal Open Space'. In its present form, this piece of land enhances the 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. environment and landscape for many residents within a large area of housing. 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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. 

None 

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 Alan Brown 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157&160 1a&1c North Planning permission 

Ref 5/03/79066 dated 

22/5/1981 2004 Local 

Development Plan 

SHLAA H519 

withdrawn from 

2015/2016 SHLAA 

Listing 

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 draft local plan part 2 appears to have removed the Protection to "LAND OFF 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or THORN DRIVE " which the withdrawn and proposed SHLAA H519 related. The only 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. protection item is policy 28 (1a) which does not cover protection to all of the land. The 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these Local Plan Part 2 could therefore be covering only the footpath as FP72 which is in 

aspects please provide details. place. 

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 draft Local Plan Part 2 does not comply with the existing protection of the Local 

Plan and therefore the council should maintain the current status of the land. 

The Policy 28 item 1a and Policy 28 item 1c as defined on page 157 will require 

amending in the Open Spaces section to include the " Land Off Thorn Drive ". 

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 my request to modify the draft Local Plan Part 2 is accepted, and I would like 

to nominate my local residents spokesperson Mr Nigel Lowe to participate at the public 

examination. 



·~ 

Broxtowe 
Local Pia 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(if responding on behalf~ tile 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Your Details 

31 OCT 2017 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 T earn regarding future consultations. 

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

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part21ocalplan 

Data Protection -The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framewor1< (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 caMot 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 NG91AB 
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448,3468 or 3015 E-mail: policv@broxtowe.qov.uk 
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A 

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

Policy text/ 
Document Policy number Page number Paragraph 

number 

Policy 1: Flood Risk 

Polley 2: Site Allocations 

Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 

Polley 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 

Polley 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 

Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 

Polley 8: Development in the Green Belt 

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing 

employment sites 

Polley 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 

Polley 11: The Square, Beeston 

Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 


c:::: Polley 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
CG edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations - Polley 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 


(Chilwell Road I High Road) 

D..-CG Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice u 

Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 

...J 

0 

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

Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and ~ 
Ground Conditions 


D.. 

CG 

Polley 20: Air Quality 

Polley 21: Unstable land 

Policy 22: Minerals 

Polley 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets 

Polley 24: The health Impacts of development 

Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 

Policy 26: Travel Plans 

Polley 27: Local Green Space 

Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
 lS':T- /60 /A ~ l e-
Polley 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Polley 30: Landscape 

Policy 31 : Biodiversity Assets 


Polley 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

/-e.ecP ,/1/ (#;e/~d::,l~/-e/ ~/;O-/;:;,d""'5&TP?~Other (e.g. 
omission, /'...-..._~ h, / Cl?t 5'~ I ~ 
evidence 12-e./~ ~c' 1'1.oCD ~ • t1A ~ ~~ 
document 


etc.) 
 ~IS"jQoiC S#-tA-4 ~~.,.,..-...) 
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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? 

I 
Do you consider this paragraph or policy of the l ocal Plan to be: (please refer to the 
~~tidance note at for an explanation of these terms) 

Yes No 

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 

I 

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

It is not justified \/"' 

It is not effective v/' 
It is not positively prepared / I ··-, 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

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



.. 

Question 4: Modifications sought 

Please note your representation cover all the information, evidence 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 representati~n is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to partldpate at the 
public examination( 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

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

• 	 '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 Polley': 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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---------------------------------------------------------------

I 

Broxtowe 
Local 

a 

Agent

IPlease provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If responding on behalf of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Broxtowe Borough Council 
Planning & Community Development 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 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/part21ocalplan 

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Frameworl< (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 


Document 

I 

Policy number Page number 
Policy text/ 
Paragraph 

number 

c 
ca-a.-ca 
CJ 
0 

...J 
N 

~ ca a. 

Policy 1: Flood Risk 

Polley 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 I 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 
Polley 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 
Foiicy 32: Deveioper Contributions 

./ ~IW"<.crrt:'" 
/ bt~~'Th 

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? 

i 
IJ>o 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) 

I 

Yes No 

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 

r 

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 
fJ1ease 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 
thbse aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet 
'f I1 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 supporUjustify 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 representati~m is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examination? 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

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

necessary 
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 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 Polley': 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 policv®broxtowe.gov.uk. 

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



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title Mr 

Name Andy Brown 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157 & 160 1a & 1c North Planning ref 

5/03/79066 dated 

22/05/1981, 2004 local 

development plan 

SHLLA H519 

withdrawn from 

2015/2016 SHLAA 

Listing 

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 No 

Additional details
 

Please give details of why you consider this part of This local draft copy does not accord with the current prot cation given to this lan within 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or the local plan in 2004. This is a protected area which was specified as green area, and 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. not for building 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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 land off thorn drive should be protected by policies 28a and 28c from page 157 

section 1 of the draft local plan document in order to confirm to the existing levels of 

protection 

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 

I wish for my views / representation to be given through our residents spokesperson Mr 

Nigel Lowe who has written under a separate cover 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title Mrs 

Name Hilary Davdson 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157 & 160 NOTRH 2004 Local Plan 

Development 

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 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 open plan status currently in force for the strip of land denoted " land off Thorn 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or drive " has been removed . 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. It should still be shown as 28c . 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these 

aspects please provide details. 

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. 

Reinstate the current open plan status to this strip of land 

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 

Mr Nigel Lowe to speak as Local spokesman to ensure objections are understood 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name not applicable 

Your Details 

Title Mrs 

Name Kathleen June Formon 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

not applicable 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

28: Green 

Infrastructure Assets 

157 - 160 1a & 1c North Planning Permission 

Ref 5/03/79066 dated 

22/05/1981. 2004 

Local Development 

Plan SHLLA H5119 

withdrawn from 

2015/2016 SHLLA 

listing 

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 No 

Additional details
 

Please give details of why you consider this part of The Draft Local Plan part 2 does not accord with the current protection given to this 

the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is unsound or land within the Local Plan 2004. In doing so, the Council will take a significant portion of 

does not comply with the duty to co-operate. an existing Local Nature Reserve, when the most appropriate land is available and 

Alternatively, if you wish to support any of these already formally recognised as most suitable for flood mitigation purposes. The reasons 

aspects please provide details. for this has recently become apparent via the acquisition of documents through the 

Freedom of Information Act. This information will be presented by my Residents 

Spokesperson at the Public Examination. 

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 Land off Thorn Drive should continue to be protected by Policies 28a & 28c on 

page 157 Section 1 of the Draft Local Plan document, in order to conform to its current 

levels of protection. 

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 

As I am a resident affected by the current flooding /drainage system on Rolleston Drive. 



Details
 

Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title Mr 

Name Louis Formon 

Organisation (If responding on behalf of an 

organisation) 

Address 

Telephone Number 

Email Address 

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 to 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.) 

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 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. 

The Draft Local plan part 2 does not accord with the current protection given to this 

land within the Local Plan 2004. In doing so, the Council will take a significant portion of 

an existing Local Nature Reserve, when the most appropriate land is available and 

already formally recognised by the Lead Local Flood Authority as the most suitable for 

maximum effect on mitigating the flood risk. The reasons for this has recently become 

apparent via the acquisition of documents through the Freedom of Information Act. This 

information will be presented by my Residents Spokesperson at the Public Examination 

The proposal to site a possible Attenuation Pond directly away from the area most 

likely to create additional drainage/flooding problems e.g. future housing development 

on Acorn Avenue nos. 60-86 is extremely poor planning. The Attenuation Pond should 

be sited DIRECTLY behind and below those possible properties at the bottom of the 

slope alongside the current Flood Water/Drainage pipeline serving Rolleston/Thorn 

Drives In turn this would negate any Consultative proposal to open up the Daisy Brook 

again thus protecting human and wildlife from any disaster. The predicted 30% 

increase in flood water for all the properties referred to above should be 

accommodated by this submission 

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 Land Off Thorn Drive should continue to be protected by Policies 28a and 28c on 

page 157 Section 1 of the Draft Local Plan Document, in order to conform to it's current 

levels of protection. 

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 

I am an affected resident from the current flooding that occurs through the current 

inadequate drainage system on Rolleston and Thorn Drives. The Land off Thorn Drive 

is essential to be protected for flood mitigation purposes only. 



Agent

IPlease provide your client's name 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If responding on behalf of ttle 
organiaation) 

Address 

Postoode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Mr 

I 

Your Details 

IL______ 

Broxtowe P 
Local Plan 

• t 
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Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 [Z) 

Please help us save 


can be sent to: 


and the On\IIrnnrnon't 

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part21ocalplan 

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Frameworl< (LOF) 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 wil be analysed and the Council win consider issues 
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wiU be made available for public inspection. An 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 
~~ -

PoUcytextl 
Document Polley number Page number Paragraph 

number 

Polley 1 : Flood Risk 

Polley 2: Site Allocations 

Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 

Polley 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 

Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 

employment sites 

Polley 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 

Polley 11: The Square, Beeston 

Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 


c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in ca edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations - Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 

(Chilwell Road I High Road) 


0.. -ca Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice CJ 
Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 


..J 

0 

Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 

N 
 Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 

Polley 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and t= 
Ground Conditions 


D.. 

ca 

Polley 20: Air Quality 
·-·--

Polley 21: Unstable land 

Polley 22: Minerals 

Polley 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets 

Polley 24: The health impacts of development 

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 

Polley 26: Travel Plans 

Policy 27: Local Green Space 

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
 1~7 - l bD fA .\-- I ~ 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Polley 30: Landscape 

Polley 31: Biodiversity Assets 


Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map 

Sustainability 

Appraisal 


L~IEcH ltot1€5 {_11'PLA-~VP~ L~ &ct5tVt:P /in;v# 1N&=­Other (e.g. 
omission, f~f{nlsstorJ IN ~ e:ri?l Svh1'1A~ I 
evidence 

l.ehGJ<e;Jet Ic ") No•.J feiJP$ If w I ,..,.HJ?~I9PJ"' r,eol"'document 

etc.) 
 .2 0 I :5/2.(}) I b >HL-AIJ L1 9--r1AJ6­
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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 pollc of 
t.Euidance note at for an expranarion of thes! te,:,~ Local Plan to be: (pfease ref6r to the 

2.1 Legally compliant 

2.2 Compliant with the duty to co-operate 

2.3 Sound 

-

Yes No 

~ 
.

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unso d? PIyou answered 'No' to 2.3 above un · ease only answer this question if 

you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound• s r th'rs 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 precJse as possible. Continue on an extra sheet 
if necessary. 

I HFJvt! fesi(J€-j) 01V ~o~t\1 )/.<1vc ~NC6 1q 7/. 

fofZ 15 'kn~5' (.,J£! !J>P:.P fo~ fJIJ1ti.Y &oo,:- ~ ~IE 
''fiflf.f) '' ~ llu.t.vtlt'1F5 fi,;; f~OJI\lt:r /~sue. ~€. iJt9s 

OoNG /rv 191/b 1/Ny lJ11~ p,;r<y :::ucc.G-G~Ait- UtJ-rit.. ~,; 
f!:>u lt-fJt!'i 6- Ot- 5HI1'1J 11 ~~'Ij&.IL.-r/.J,eoo~ G~~ .foo-&-~E< 
lJ -a1 D-r116/!. Loa£- 15utL01~6- LJtt,CH ~ f{/1Q:.

1I J.l/lllt f\)N ~ /) f*.t>f'v:;/Jl. -rr; f£:- ws-r~ IJN freJ 
w~-r#cO<)~~c lk 7116 RePTI!. OP fly f}oi'E~-ry; IJH•ett khu. 
f.t-ruf!.rJ --fo beN &,~ ~~§ --thiJtJ J<r7H"'1?S5 /?v6 -10 

&)(c€'97/tl~ Bu~ L-I>JJ'I&- iJHr ctJ J-111~ 1/JatJ !ZtJce Loc.A'-t-Y 
1ft 6f&~ 51?~ SHt>ULO t>'E Rt:·JNf.·-rnf&P f.ls f}~ f6uc.y:l'fl C-11iJJ12!fl 

IJuetlt~'fE fl-oO()J,.Jfr WI LP L1f'C: I Woi.ILO t)L,S;o 
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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. 

-fHot<N ~1\16 '' 

PoL/Cit:~ 2 31/

ft.o-1"r£c.~G}? 

1 ~1 ~c..~c/tJ I

h<oH !flu 

fAJ 
Jltt.nf/{ 

/{AN flcul'fBJr 

--1o -tHe 

~lease note your representatio hmformation necessa to n ~ o~ld cover succinctly all the inform . .
normally be a subse ryuen~upporVJustify the representation and the su allan, eVJde~ce and supporting 
at publication stage. 'kter ~~::~umty ~a make further representation,.ll~:!,~d m';;;tlicati~n, as there will not 
based on the matters and iss aghee, urther submissions will be only at t~n e ongmal representation 

ues /she Identifies for examination. e request of the Inspector, 

Please use a separate sheet of paper if requ:ed. Please use one f orm per representation. 



I 

Question 5: Public Examination Attendance 

. en a on is seeking 8 d' . necessary to participate at the. J>ubhc examination? mo rlicatron, do you consider it ­

es, I Wish to partiCipate at the public examination 

_No, I do not wish to participate at the public examination 

1c1pate at the bf' . e w y you consider this to benecessary pu IC examination, please outlln h 

/1y ~o ;::_es tMN 

9eiJ~ of\.)Lo wtE ~ {\)I (;-tEL 

/~ 
GNut:.Al s 0 v£ !!-- 'ifr£ 

fU?di? f!,-n tr/1---11 o ~ 

Indicated that they wish to participate at~~:ep~~~d =~~~~:~~en~rocedure to adopt to hear those who have 

Please use a se t 5para e 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'. 

• 	 '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, induding 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 pol icy@broxtowe.gov.uk. 

6 

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




-----------------------------------------------------------

Broxtowe 
Local Pia 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
{If responclng on behalf of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Council 

31 OCT 2017 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 [2] 
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.u klpart21ocal plan 

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 wil consider issues 
raised. Please note that comments caooot 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 NG91AB 
For more Information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: oolicy@broxtowe.qov.uk 
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly 
-

Polley text/ 
Document Policy number Page number Paragraph 

number 

Polley 1: Flood Risk 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 
Polley 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 
Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 
employment sites 
Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston 
Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 

c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
C\1- edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations 
D. Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance -C\1 
(,) 

(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice 

0 Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 
.J Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity 
N Polley 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 

t: Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 
C\1 Ground Conditions 

D. 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 
Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 
Policy 26: Travel Plans 
Polley 27: Local Green Space 

f Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets i5l ~ lloo \o. " \ c. 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Policy 30: Landscape 
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map ~ .:>(2..,-t-1 

Sustainability 

Appraisal 
 -


('LR\ 1'.1 1\J , tJ ~ Pe-f.rn 1SS 'o .-.) P-~F : ~Jo3/r4...;; lf,., ~ ~ ").. )~/Jq~Other(e.g. 
omission, 
evidence j.)_o..::;-+- \...-Oc.Pr\.- u~~ .....or""~~--r fUt~ 
document 

etc.) ~ t\ w..P. HS,q \A.) 1-n-\ :DRA-w ~ FR.om .';). o,s;};t.o• ~ S!.fl l-l..A L-l~II,.J £7 
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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? 
-

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

Yes No~l.lidance rrote at for an expranarion of thesa terms)
I 

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 becaus~: 
L 

It is not justified ·:/ 

It is not effective v 
It is not positively prepared ./ 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

I 
P~ease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is 
u sound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of 
t ese aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible; Continue on an extra sheet 
'f I1 necessary. 

I 

,. 
\."'-..- ~0 of.~ \ \.-v:::> t-r\ ~~ 1"5 Cu.H'e.n.~ r=--rote..d;;'Ld 

:l..c>ot-J.. Loc,.oJl.h ~ ~cu-. . 
~g

V\J'C)~ clc o..yt. l-oc.oJ PlO-t-> ..2 l.ov"ies crf~ 
? v-O 'b!._c\;-t..-O'""". ·-k--~ 

C-<.G 'k.un C, 
~~ 0Loo~q\,) i ck \...nf\ c 0~As 

~ ~ 

') -(?,.,..,~... PoL... CLj 
~~ ~.s --pvo~""'u::> L.U-.. c..J +o J 

:l.€ (._. ,. 1-1-. ~a..l 
~ (..0 ....,.el t:r(" c:, '?~~~ 

~\~-~ \..V-~ c-.. s.~ct 

D~ ¥c... U2­

-r. 1 ..__........ \o.o_ D('O b.e_c .b ..c:z.d 

. I h.,..r_ ~ ~r.>.!\. ~- \ 

~~ ~\.·.. ws RGI Gq ·· ~· Rc:&h 
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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. 

Lo...-.o\ 
(k 

.( s o...b ~ C> \..u. ~.t...') uvt' oJ ~~ 
· : 

~ o(~ 

~cA.u-
\~t--V' 1...6 ~be..c-~~.d \_~"- Js: ~\.-~~

~"e 

-L ~_....._~ bo 
Y'A ~~ £J CJ\.F t.O"' -r-' T 

~A <.:.: o~.J ''!:$uti Q. ~ \... 

~ ~u.f{.:~ -9-o~ . 


Please note your representation should cover all the 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 re presentati~n is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examinationr 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

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

I 

M r 

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'. 

• 	 '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 Polley 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 
Local P a 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If responding on behalf of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

31 OCT 2317 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd November 2017 
If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a 

separate form for each representation. 

If you would Uke to be i~ 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: _o.s..;;;;;·;;;......;;.~=....o'""'n""'o..________________________ 

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.u klpart21ocal plan 

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 wUI consider issues 
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wil be made available for public Inspection. AI representations can be 
viewed at the Council Offices. 

Please return completed forms to: 
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG91AB 
For more Information: Tel: 0115 917 3452,3448,3468 or 3015 E-mail: policy@broxtowe.qov.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 

Polley 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 

Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt 

Polley 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 


c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in co edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations - Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 

(Chilwell Road I High Road) 


D.-co Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice (,) 
Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers 0 

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


Polley 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 
t: 
Ground Conditions co 

D. Policy 20: Air Quality 

Policy 21 : Unstable land 

Polley 22: Minerals 

Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-

designated heritage assets 

Policy 24: The health impacts of development 

Polley 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 

Policy 26: Travel Plans 

Polley 27: Local Green Space 


* Policy 28:_ Green Infrastructure Assets IGI ~lbO ~~;.~~-rt;t~~ !he 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Policy 30: Landscape 

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 


Policy 32: Developer Contributions 


10 0 R-IH . ~AIV~ 0-f:{: IHob.J {)g.\Vt.- . 
Policies Map 

Sustalnabllity 
Appraisal 
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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? 

I 
qo 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) 

I 

Yes No 

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 becausJ: 
I 

It is not justified / 
It is not effective v 
It is not positively prepared v 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

I 
?tease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan Is not legally compliant, is 
ur~sound or does not comply w ith 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 
"f II recessary. 

,1\ccorcll,~ ~ t\..\C... ~ s\-owLJA5 pr~ccLcLct· lo..v-0 % 
b.L [I\..QJ6 ~ ~\O_Q..t.'\.. 0~"-. spctc..\4 ~ f\...O.Sk.u-12. f....Q._~l)Q_ 
cu. ~ C\fj\.fJ.C>-t~ 6&illtl ;;;1.=>..{ ~ I• q"i?/ we_ . Ca..<A- ""'I..() 

~ ~~ ~ \v"l. nr~l4- \-oc.W PLCUA.. pu..vi- ~ 
~ thts. p co~c'-k o "'- h..Cl3 bQ ~"-- w ·c.t.h. dvcu.U r\. 

JWC2-V'- ~\,'1\~ ~ s~ ulaJ!R~ tho...\- t-\r...Q.. l a...~ 

Sho\.Jc\ bo_ ~,_ {br f1ooci MLt-(g ~~0""- pu.vpo~ 
~~ 8~ t.~(C\..S.'h--u.chu.Q. D...> $.QJ- OLd- u,r.... 

t~ c...t,v/Y'~ ~00 Cf. L bf' p:>LLcL.is. .. . 
W.Q.. Mus·~ M.O..A.~+CL~ ~ c.u,f'"(.Q...v\..~ 0 ~ Sr ~l'.Jl.. 
s;,{-a_~~ . 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation . 
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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. 

Hu.. ~~ orf ikov..V\... Dnv·~ 
~ prc~\L.Qd ~ i~ [...t_.U'"(~ 

~ ~~c. fv'-o~ p~ '~I Sre-c.'k..ov... 1 

~~ loc.oJ p\o.AA. ~o c.o~O'fV\A ~~ t..t..-p ~~ 

e..x~,s~ {WJU~ of fro~c_\..tc\A 

r\.Q.l) \.0\A.-~\ ~ ~ ct.\fcv&t<.4 . 

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 

WL~h. ~ v~v.s I ~l-'-ti~i-~~011\. 4-o b~ 
8\,ucu.'- th.ro~h. o u..v ~·\~~~s spo~~.SC>'-'-

1' \ \. '\ . - ~ r -. i ,"'; L .... - ,., ~ • • "vl..-~ ~ M( . N5Q.J ~L:v12.. ...,_.~ r~ VJ 

~0~ CO·VJ:t.A/ , 

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

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 Polley Team on 0115 917 3452 
or by emailing pollcy@broxtowe.gov.uk. 

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



-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

,. 


Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If responding on behalf Of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Post code 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Broxtowe 
Local Pia 
Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

rlr11::::iaU 3rd 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~ 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.u klpart21ocal plan 

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 CouncN wUI consider Issues 
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wiU 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 L 

For more Information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 E-mail: oolicy@broxtowe.gov.uk ., 


1 



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 

Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 

Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt 

Polley 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 


c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in ca edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations - Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 

(Chilwell Road I High Road) 


D. -ca Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice (.) 
Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 0_, 
Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity 


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


C'G 

t: 

Ground Conditions 
Q. Polley 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 

Polley 26: Travel Plans 

Policy 27: Local Green Space 

Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
 \ ~1 - ,,0 l Ao -\ C:..-
Polley 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Policy 30: Landscape 
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map NOQ~ 
Sustainability 

Appraisal ,-------- ­
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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? 

I 
Oo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to rhe Yes No
guidance note at for an axplanalion of these terms) 

I 

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 s ound, is this becausJ: 
. ' • I 

It is not justified ~ 
It is not effective \../" 
It is not positively prepared ~-

It Is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

\lr-c..""' ~l,).e.J.. -ltttt.. . Qf\.0 , .e..:-;":...;::. ~\,;· 'i.-~ '! c -r~-t ~'s ~-~') . \o.: :·~·-r~t ~~ 

'[K~ 0-o~ ~~· ""Z..o~4- (_,~ ~ ~F ....,.Ut.rv-N J.>n.. lv ·i . 
> · S A-<, ~rr) 
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 



Question 4: Modifications sought 

Q('..C>-r~~a\) t:bj 
\J51 S-e-c...--c.:~ \ 
·~~ E:t(\..S)~ -ro 

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 representati$)n is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examination? 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

No, I 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 
I 

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 requi red. 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 fonn 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. 

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 Polley': 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 Pa 
Local Pia 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(ifrespoodlng on behalfof the 
orvanlsadon) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Mr 

31 OCT 2017 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 i-"iied by the Planning Polley Team reganling future consuHatlons. 

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/part21ocalplan 

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 wll be made available for public inspection. All representations can be 
viewed at the Council Ollices. 

Please return completed forms to: 
Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Beeston, Nottingham NG91AB 
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 

Document 
Policy text/ 

Policy number Page number Paragraph 
number 

c 
CCI-Q. 

-CCI 
(.) 
0 

...1 
N 
t:= 
CCI 

a.. 

Policy 1: Flood Risk 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 
Polley 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 
PoJicy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Policy 11: The Square, Beeston 
Polley 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 
Polley 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations 
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 
(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice 
Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers 
Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 
Policy 18: Shopfronts, signage and security measures 
Polley 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 
Polley 26: Travel Plans 
Policy 27: Local Green Space 
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Polley 30: Landscape 
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

151- \ bO ~ Pt-\(....-

Policies Map (\ o~ -c·\4 

Sustainability 
Appraisal 

Other(e.g. 
omission, 
evidence 
document 

etc.) 
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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 
po you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the 
gyidance note ar for an explanation of these terms) 

Yes No 

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 becaus~: 
• .. • r _ I 

It Is not justified / 
It is not effective / ' 
It Is not positively prepared ~ 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

~4ease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan Is not legally compliant, is 
ur,sound or does nol 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 
"f It ~ecessary. 

\)R.<A ~-f "oc.Pr \.. ~t-f\ N Q~(<-r Q SeeMS -ro \-\.t\-l)E: 

~ G-~ 0 \,? ~\) "\~c.= ~Ro-rt::C•."lu::» (\J c; \u e- 1\J "\o -"(\--\. \ g ~t-.P. N D 

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



Question 4: Modifications sought 

Please set out what modlfication(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. 

~'I ~ok\ C..\ C:::S' ~ <(s' A CJ ~ %c. ~ o\-'\ t(~E; \ 5\ Sec..\\o(\;) \ 
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the 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 

Please note Inspector the most appropriate procedure to adopt to 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'. 

• 	 '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. 



Broxto 
Local Plan 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Your Details 

Totle 

Name 

Organisation 

Address 

Post code 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 
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 Po icy Team regarding future consultations. 


Please tick here [:::J 

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/part21ocalplan 

Data Pre>tec1lon · The commen~s) yoo submft on the Local o.r..elopmen: Framewct1< (LOF) will be used In the plan process and may be in use lor 
tlle lilolime or the WF In a<:<Xlfdance witll the DaUI Protection Act 1998. The inlormation will be analysed and the Council wil conside< issues 
raised -..note thai comments cannot be 11eatod as conlidenllal andwil be made available lorpull!ie lnspeetlon All repr8$6ntations can be 
viewed at the Council Cllftces. 

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

1 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part21ocalplan


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

Document 

c 
cu-
D.. -
cu 
(,) 
0 
...J 
N 
1:! 
cu 
D.. 

Policies Map 

Sustalnablllty 
Appraisal 

Other (e.g. 
omission, 
evidence 
document 

etc.) 

Policy number 

Polley 1: Flood Risk 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 
Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 
Polley 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 
Polley 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Policy 11 : The Square, Beeston 
Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 
Polley 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
edge-of-centre and out~f-centre locations 
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 
(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice 
Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 
Polley 17: Place-making, design and amenity 
Polley 18: Shopfronts. signage and security measures 
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 
Ground Conditions 
Policy 20: Air Quality 
Polley 21: Unstable land 
Policy 22: Minerals 
Policy 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets 
Policy 24: The health impacts ofdevelopment 
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 
Policy 26: Travel Plans 
Policy 27: Local Green Space 
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
Polley 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Policy 30: Landscape 
Policy 31 : Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

r-Jo Rlrt 
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Policy text/ 
Page number Paragraph 

number 
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Please use a separate sheet ofpaper 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 
gwdance note at for an explanatton of these terms) 

Yes No 

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 v 
It is not effective v 
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. 

---r\2s. loe-Q;l y8_A s-r~ c\e e.~ ();t 
Co~\ e..~ fo f\.c\_ ~~fu c..u..l)) ert ploi eJLo 11 
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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 abe 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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note your cover 
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 submi~&ions will be only at the request of the Inspector, 
based on the matters and Issues he/she Identifies for examination. 
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Plea~ u~ a ~parate sheet of paper If required. Plea~ u~ one form per repre1ent<11Jon. 



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance 

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

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

No, I 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 Pa 
Local P a 
Agent

IPlease provide your client's name I 
Title 

Name 

Organisatlon 
{if 111sponclng on behalf of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Your Details 

-2 NOV 2017 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3'd 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 T earn regarding future consultations. 

Please tick here 0 
Please help us save mo I I :_,t ; •. II • t correspondence 
can be sent to: -­

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part21ocalplan 

Data Protection- The comment(s) you submit on 1he Local Development Frameworit (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 lnfonnation 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 NG91AB 
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 

Polley 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 A 1 Retail in Eastwood 


f-.- ·· ­c Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 

ftS 
 edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations - Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 


(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
-~ ftS Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice (,) 
Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers 


...J 

0 

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


Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and 
~ 
Ground Conditions ftS 

~ 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 714 ;e.;57 v i60 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 

Policy 30: Landscape 

Policy 31 : Biodiversity Assets 


Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

Policies Map )JtJtft1 .. 
Sustalnablllty 

Appraisal 

Other (e.g. p~~ tj/f:i~ZJY''>~Ip/1/ fjo3)7'f()66 - :z.2j5/BI - '2¢1­
omission, 

evidence 
 WJCI¥,. "£bl/t;:;UJP/YipJ( f?t;41/ SHU.A- H.5J? tdi7#/)/I/J61V'JV /~ 
document 


etc.) 
 ?-et/5·- 1£)!6 frJUI}- t~5"1J'f. 
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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? 

I 
Oo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Pfan to be: (please refer to rhe 
~~lidance nate at for an explanation of these terms} 

Yes No 

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 becausJ: 
I 

It is not justified v 
v'It is not effective 

vIt is not positively prepared 

It Is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

Please give betails of why you consider ~his part of the Local Plan is not legally compfiant, is 
unsound or ~oes not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of 
these as peds please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an oxtra sheet 
if necessar~. 

I 
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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. 

l.1HID /).pt(L t'r 1)1~ V/JJtb 1~ 1/)£)~~ ~y /16 IN 
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Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting 
information necessary to supporUjustify 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 representati~n Is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examination~ 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

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

I 
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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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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'. 

• 	 '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 Polley': 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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-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Broxtowe 
Local P a 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd November 2017 
If you wish to comment on several policies, paragraphs, or sites, please use a 

separate form for each representation. 

Agent

IPlease provide your client's name 

Your Details 

Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If AISponding on behalf of the 
organisation) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Planning & Community Development 

-2 NOV 2017 

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


Please tick here rr 

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.uklpart21ocalplan 

Data Protection - The comment(s) you submit on the Local Development Framework (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 1998. The Information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues 
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and wil be made available for pubNc 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 NG91AB 
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 

-

Document 
Policy text/ 

Policy number Page number Paragraph 
number 

c 

"'-0..-"' u 
0 

...J 
N 
t: 

"' a. 

·'* 

Polley 1: Flood Risk 

Policy 2: Site Allocations 
Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 
Polley 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 I High Road) 
Polley 15: Housing size, mix and choice 
Polley 16: Gypsies and Travellers 
Polley 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 
Polley 27: Local Green Space 
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Policy 30: Landscape 
Polley 31: Biodiversity Assets 
Polley 32: Developer Contributions 

\51 "' lbO let ~ \c. 

Policies Map I
NoR.~. 

Sustalnability 
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 

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

Oo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to 1/?e 
Yes No~1idance 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 paragra ph or policy of the Plan is not sound. is thi s becausJ: 
I 

It is not justified v 
It is not effective / 
It is not positively prepared ./ 

It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

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

...u!!as& note your representation cover succi all the information, evidence 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 representati~n Is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
publi c examination~ 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

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

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

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




Title 

Name 

Organisation 
(If A!Spondlng on behalfof the 
cwganisaUon) 

Address 

Postcode 

Tel. Number 

E-mail address 

Mr 

Broxtowe Pa 
Local Pia 
Agent 

Please provide your client's name 

Your Details 

-3 NOV 20\7 

Comments should be received by 5.00pm on Friday 3rd 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 T earn regarding future consultations. 

Please tick here 0 
Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence 

canbesentto: ---------------------------------------------------------- ­

For more information including an online response form please visit: 

www.broxtowe.gov.uklpart21ocalplan 

Data Prot.ction - 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 ~ 
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. AI 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: policv®broxtowe.gov.uk 
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly 

Document 
Policy text/ 

Policy number Page number Paragraph 
number 

c 
C'G-Q. 

-C'G 
C.) 
0 

..J 
N 
t= 
C'G 

Q. 

Policy 1 : Flood Risk 

Polley 2: Site Allocations 
Polley 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations 
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation 
Polley 5: Brinsley Site Allocation 
Polley 6: Eastwood Site Allocation 
Polley 7: Kimberley Site Allocations 
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt 
Polley 9: Retention of good quality existing 
employment sites 
Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses 
Polley 11: The Square, Beeston 
Policy 12: Edge-of-Centre A1 Retail in Eastwood 
Polley 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in 
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations 
Policy 14: Centre of Neighbourhood Importance 
(Chilwell Road I High Road) 
Polley 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 
Polley 23: Proposals affecting designated and non-
designated heritage assets 
Polley 24: The health impacts of development 
Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport 
Policy 26: Travel Plans 
Polley 27: Local Green Space 
Polley 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 
Polley 29: Cemetery Extensions 
Polley 30: Landscape 
Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets 

Policy 32: Developer Contributions 

I 

'5'1 :t '"() \a. .. \c 

Policies Map Nol"'i"\ 
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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? 

.. I 
Oo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to tfle 
gyidance note ar for an explanation of lhese terms) 

Yes No 

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 

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

I 

It is not justified ~ 

It is not effective / 

It is not positively prepared ./ 
It is not consistent with national policy 

Your comments 

I 
~lease 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 
ttiese aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet 
if ~ecessary. 
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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 w ill make the Local Plan legally 
compliant or sound. It will be helpful if you ar'e able to put foiWard your suggested r'evlsed wording 
of any policy or text. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary. 

Ll\-lb 

,1.\_,~1 

ts\ lto~c..--no~ . 


.....uaa:A 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 representati~n is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the 
public examination·? 

L 

Yes, I wish to participate at the public examination 

No, I do not wish to participate at the public examination 
r 

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

necessary 
I 

lo~ 

\\( v t:... 

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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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation. 
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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 
'Quty 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 Polley Team on 0115 917 3452 

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk. 
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From: Hilary Davidson 
Sent: 13 October 2017 17:45 
To: Policy 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Planning Department Officers

     Disappointing to say the least but not surprising given the history & importance of this strip of land to 

the council .( Your application 15/00033 refers ) 

You know very well Policy 28a does not protect this area , only the right to provide access from Portland 


Road to the Smithhurst Nature Reserve & a footpath  2 metre's wide would achieve this , leaving the rest
 

open for future housing development .
 

Under the guidance of the recently departed Mr Taylor the LLFA seemed very reluctant to encroach on this
 

land & use to  its full potential . Using a small narrow stip along  its boundary  , probably adjacent to the
 

greenway path .
 

Hopefully under new leadership  this will change & the WHOLE area be used as an attenuation pond. 


The area  does not need another layer of protection , just the existing  remaining .
 

I find it ;­

(1)  astonishing that you have the power to deregulate the status of this or any other  land PROTECTED 

AS OPEN SPACE at the stoke of a pen . But then you have already given permission for part of the nature 

reserve to be decimated in order to allow the building of houses on Acorn .......................  (I need to check 

the legislation as to legality of your actions ) 

(2) the statement " we would not want to do anything that could potentially prevent these mitigation 

measures being implemented " ??????????   the mind boggles . Why would you possibly object to 

measures recommended by the LLFA   that would " not detract from the open character environmental & 

landscape value of the land " as your policy states  . In fact anything they recommend can only improve the 

land ,since first being listed as open space in the 2004 plan no changes have carried out , but the self seeding 

trees have given an attractive view to the rear of my property . 

Looking at the actions taken my more caring Councils , many are of the opinion that the Local Plan 

SHOULD link with other strategies . 

To quote Portsmouth Council  on The effects of the Climate Change ...... " Green spaces will play an 

important role in the way we adapt to climate change . Green spaces slow the passage of water by of rainfall 

to drains by intercepting and soaking up the water thereby reducing the risk of flash flooding  Protecting the 

City's open spaces from development & seeking new green spaces may off set the loss of green space 

resulting from converting private gardens to hard landscaping " etc 

Yes we will be objecting but no HELP required thank you . 

Phil Davidson  


---------- Forwarded message ---------­

From: Policy <policymailbox@broxtowe.gov.uk>
 

Re: Clarification please 
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Date: 13 October 2017 at 12:05 


Subject: RE: Clarification please
 

To: Hilary Davidson 

Dear Mr Davidson, 

Thank you for your emails and telephone calls. 

Following our telephone conversation this morning, I have spoken to our Head of Neighbourhoods 
& Prosperity, Steffan Saunders, who has confirmed that, in the view of the Council, the site 
continues to be protected from residential development. There is no intention to allow housing on 
this site. 

The site would continue to be protected by Policy 28(a) (‘Green Infrastructure Corridors’) of the 
Part 2 Local Plan (Publication Version). The reason that we have, at this stage, decided to remove 
the Policy 28(c) allocation from the land is due to the flood mitigation measures which are 
proposed. We do not yet know the ‘detail’ of the proposed flood mitigation infrastructure proposed 
for the site and we do not want to do anything that could potentially prevent these flood mitigation 
measures from being implemented. 

We remain of the view that Part (a) of Policy 28 of the Part 2 Local Plan (Publication Version), 
would continue to protect the site from the threat of residential development. However, if you feel 
that the site would benefit from an additional ‘layer’ of protection, I would recommend that you 
make written representations in relation to our Part 2 Local Plan Publication Version, proposing 
this additional protection as a ‘modification’ to the Plan. This would then be considered by both the 
Borough Council and the inspector, during the ‘Examination’ stage of the Local Plan process. 

Further information on making representations in relation to the Publication Version of the Part 2 
Local Plan is included on our website at the following link: www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan. I 
would be very happy to guide you through the process of completing the ‘response form’, if you 
would like to follow this route. Please note that any representations in relation to the Plan would 
need to be received by the Council by 5pm on Friday 3rd November 2017. 

I hope that this information is useful. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you would like any 
further information or assistance. 

Many thanks
 

2 
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Kind regards 

Tom 

Broxtowe Borough Council 

Neighbourhoods & Prosperity 

Chief Executive’s Department 

Council Offices, Foster Avenue 

Beeston, Nottingham, NG9 1AB 

Tel: 0115 917 7777 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk 

From: Hilary Davidson 
Sent: 10 October 2017 12:12 
To: Policy 

Subject: Re: Clarification please 

Tom, 


      My E mail yesterday may have been out of order ,  so if I could simply ask ;­

(1) Is the land off Thorn Drive still protected by policy 28c.
 

(2) Even if the land is earmarked for " flood  mitigation" purposes , how could this change its status & still 

not  be shown as protected open space. 
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Apologies 

Phil. 

On 9 October 2017 at 11:57, Hilary Davidson  wrote: 

Dear Tom ,

               Please ignore my last E mail , I fear I may have replied in haste without fully checking the facts . 

Earlier today I visited Eastwood library to re examine the Local Plan 2017 North Section & note that there 

is a legend identifying all sites listed as open space & there are too many to count . 

Comparing with the 2004 map certain alterations have been ( made but none removed )  & I also note that 

unless I am mistaken one  has been upgraded to wildlife status , although I may be mistaken so need to 

correct me on this statement . 

My new question is when are you going to correct this error & show  DH519 as protected open space OR 

has someone withdrawn its status. 

regards 

Phil 

On 7 October 2017 at 13:30, Hilary Davidson : 

Tom, 

    Thank you for your prompt reply . 

As a resident whose home was flooded some years ago & who  has got somewhat paranoid about the future 

of  land at the rear of my property , could you please confirm that this area is protected as per Policy 28c 

rather than Policy 28a. 

You are probably aware that when the original planning permission was given for the Smithurst Estate to be 

built , part of the agreement was that this land would NEVER be built upon ,  acting as a buffer zone 

between the two estates , in the words of the council " the green lungs of the community " & 
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Under the current proposal map status in the Local Plan 2004 the area is  :­

(1) Protected Greenway under Policy RC16(a) 

(2) Protected New Informal Open Space under policy RC8(h) 

I was aware of the Primary & Secondary Green Infrastructure Corridor but to  you could merely create a 2 

meter wide footpath on the boundary of the land  between Portland Road & the Smithurst nature reserve & 

still comply with Policy 28a. 

Whilst the land is earmarked for flood mitigation purposes , the LLFA  seem very reluctant to use all but a 

narrow strip along its boundary . 

This land affords an ideal opportunity to solve our flooding problems & is large enough to incorporate an 

attenuation pond within it that could used to act as a "lagoon" for application 15/00010 rather than 

decimating part of the Smithurst Nature Reserve as does application 15/00018 ........... ( must comment in 

my opinion criminal ) 

In fact without too much additional work this land could then become an extension of the Smithurst Nature 

Reserve , something that Greasley Parish Council are keen to do under their local plan. 

Enough meandering , Please confirm POLICY 28c APPLIES 

Regards Phil 

On 6 October 2017 at 12:38, Policy
 wrote: 

Dear Mr Davidson,
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Thank you for your email and your interest in the Part 2 Local Plan.
 

Please be assured that the land to which you refer within your email is still protected by Policy 28 
of the Part 2 Local Plan Publication Version. This states: 

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets 

1. 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). These Green Infrastructure 
Assets are: 

a) Green Infrastructure Corridors (not shown on the Policies Map); 

b) Playing Pitches; 

c) Informal Open Spaces i.e. ‘natural and semi-natural green space’ and ‘amenity 
green space’; 

d) Allotments; 

e) Recreational Routes; and 

f) Nature Reserves. 

2. In all cases listed in part 1, and in the case of school playing fields, permission will not be 
granted for development that results in any harm to the Green Infrastructure Asset, unless the 
benefits of development are clearly shown to outweigh the harm. 

The reason that these ‘Green Infrastructure corridors’ are not shown on the Policies Map is not 
because they are not important, but because there are so many of them. 

A plan (‘Map 62: Primary and Secondary Green Infrastructure Corridors’) showing these corridors 
is shown on page 160 of the Part 2 Local Plan Publication Version, which can be viewed at the 
following website link: https://www.broxtowe.gov.uk/media/3814/part-2-local-plan-main­
document.pdf. 
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The position regarding the land adjacent to Thorn Drive remains that it is earmarked for ‘flood 
mitigation’ purposes. This is why another ‘open space’ designation is not shown on the Policies 
Map. There is no 'threat' to the land being developed as part of the Part 2 Local Plan, and the site 
remains protected as set out within Policy 28 of the Publication Version Part 2 Local Plan, as 
described above. 

I hope that this provides you with some reassurance. However, please do not hesitate to contact 
me if you would like any further information or assistance. 

Many thanks 

Kind regards 

Tom 

Broxtowe Borough Council 

Neighbourhoods & Prosperity 

Chief Executive’s Department 

Council Offices, Foster Avenue 

Beeston, Nottingham, NG9 1AB 

Tel: 0115 917 7777 

www.broxtowe.gov.uk 

From: Hilary Davidson 
Sent: 05 October 2017 16:17 
To: Policy 
Subject: Clarification please 
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Dear Sirs ,


             Having been invited to comment before  the 3rd November on the new Part 2 - Local plan , the land 

at the rear of Thorn Drive ( H519 on the SHLAA ) has had its Protected New Informal Space status with 

drawn / removed / omitted call it what you may . 

If the map were being drawn from new I could accept a simple oversight , but if only changes are being 

made to an existing plan , then a definite action has been made to remove existing shading that signifies the 

land status . 

Could you please explain how this  happened   & on who's authority . 

Thanking you in anticipation. 

Phil Davidson  

DISCLAIMER:
 

This email and any attachments are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it
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ITServiceDesk@broxtowe.gov.uk or telephone 0115 917 3194.  
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