Additional

ID Organisation/Individual

6445 Huxtable S J

6989 Foreman J
Tebbutt G

6988 Davy A

6529 Davy L

1190 North Broxtowe Conservation Society/ Kinton B

4738 Gudgeon J R

6989  ForewanJ |
2195 Lowe N

6987 Gerring G

4601 Worrall A

4601 Worrall S
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(2= 8 Broxiowe

Agent

Please provide your client’s name

Your Details
Title w Mrs | Miss Other:

Name t-—ﬂ’z.t-)/

Organisation
{if responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

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

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

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

Please tick here |,

Please help us save money and the environment by providing an e-mail address that correspondence
canbesentto: /73 ABaVE

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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



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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
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: Minerais

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

Part 2 Local Plan

Policy7)Local Green Space pru N fAcs 3
Policy@8’ Green Infrastructure Assets XEVIEN |/8/8/aei§

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets
Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policies Map | Ap+ 2 Lecas (AR

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?

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

gﬁf-:‘:'r—:lm:f: note at for an explanation of these terms| Yes
2.1 | Legally compliant v
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

Ef 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

Flllea_se 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

tthe aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) yeu 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 er 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.

RKELecrI7E Tk S5 CeRNER 6F Jie DEVE prrvEnT
EALSETHERE AND LErn AN TRE Sime As 7

- — &l 1
ENLARCEMENT EF g LI >4 18 Capaidor .

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

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



| Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

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

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

necessary
L

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

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



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

‘Legally Compliant’:
If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to

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

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

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

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

‘Sound’

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

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

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

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

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

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

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

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



Local Plan

Agent
Please provide your client's name N { ﬁ
Your Details

Title Mr y«é Miss | Ms | Other:
Name SUsAN JTamre HuxTABLE
Organisation )

(if respanding on behalf of the N ‘ r_\

organization)

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

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uldpart2localplan

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 1898. The information will be analysed and the Council will consider issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
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 (o
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: Poilution, 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: Cuiture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

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

é}u you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer to the
ouwidance note al for an explanation of these terms)
|

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound v

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

I'fiyau think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this because:

it is not justified

e
It is not effective v
It is not positively prepared L

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

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

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.



Question 4: Modifications sought

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

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

vinA

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested medification, 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[’e’

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination |

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

If you Wis}i to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

vV in

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

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



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

‘Legally Compliant’:

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

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

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

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

‘Sound’

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

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

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

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

» ‘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 |
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client’s name

. P—— = e ”
Your Details Pianning & Community Development

Title Mr { Mrs )| Miss | Ms | Other:

Name ﬂ" E- E g .

Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

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

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

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

Please tick here | V|
Please help us sa i idi -mai s that correspondence
can be sent to:

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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




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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations AR 3 35

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8. Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

Policy 10: Town Centre and District Centre Uses

Policy 11: The Square, Beeston

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

Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

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

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

Part 2 Local Plan

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 [SL{.— v mi
Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets ) PPN

F.)

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

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?

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

Yes

guidance note at for an explanation of these lerms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound l_ \/

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

If you think this paragraph or policy of the Plan is not sound, is this 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 g
if necessary.
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3
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

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

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

4
Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.
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Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination |

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

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

Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston
Policy: 3.5
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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) Reguiations 2012 (as amended). If you think that we have not met the {egal 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 fegal duty on Local Planning Authorities, County Councils and |
certain public bodies to engage constructively, actively, and on an on-going basis, to maximise the
effectiveness of Local Plan preparation in the context of strategic cross-boundary matters. The
‘Duty to Co-operate’ is not a duty to agree. However, Local Planning Authorities should make
every effort to secure the necessary co-operation on strategic cross-boundary matters before they
submit their Local Plan for examination.

Sound’

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

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

o ‘Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Plan, or there are realistic
alternatives, then your comments may relate to whether or not it is ‘justified’. 1

o ‘Effective’: This means that the Local Plan will deliver what it sets out to. If you think that what we j
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
Plarmning Policy Framework (NPPF) and other policies, or includes clear and convincing reasons for
doing something different?

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.

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




Broxtowe Part 27w
| '#:°¢Y Broxtowe
Local Plan™ ke A geitl

Agent

Please provide your client's name

" — -
Your Details Broxtowe Borough Council

Title }“/ Mrs Mgs’ )‘( O/lbef/ anning
il Guyie TesRuTr -1 NV 231

Organisation

{if responding on behalf of the
organisatioh)y

E

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

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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




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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations
Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations B2 cnd B 2.5
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation _Jm | B
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation _
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8. Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

Policy 24: The health impacts of development

Policy 25: Culture, Tourism and Sport

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions:

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map i\

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
etc.)
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




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

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

. % I Bt i g : Yes
quidance nole at for an explanation of these letims)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound /

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

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

It is not justified /

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

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

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary,
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation.




Question 4: Modifications sought

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

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




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 I‘

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

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

necessary

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

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




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

‘Legally Compliant’:

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

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

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

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

‘Sound’

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

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

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

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

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

¢ ‘Consistent with National Policy’: Do you consider that our Local Plan accords with the National
Planhing 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.




Map 12: Severn Trent Beeston

Policy: 3.5 Severn Trent, Beeston

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

3.14 The following key development requirements must be met,

“Provide o e cartat side fowpath, <
<m:§m acoess 1o only be.at e north of the %%rﬁn@g ¥

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

What the Sustainability Appraisal says

3.15 This allocation hag significant housing, health, transport and innovation (due to the
Enterprise Zone) objectives benefits; and only minor negative effect on the biodiversity and
green infrastructure objective due to the adjeining Beeston Canal Local Wildlife Site.

%

Fis 2017. Ordnaince Survey. 100019453

S : |

.+ @ Ctown copyright and daiabase g

All policies should be read In conjunciion with the Local Plan Part 1 - Broxtaws Borough Allgned Core Streteqy.
Mo poficy should be applied in Isolation; account wil be taken of all relevant policles.




ﬂ Broxtowe Borough Council
Planning & Community Development

Please provide your client's name

Your Details

Ttle Mr Mrsjf!\:ﬁis) Ms | Other:

Name Disord DOSUY

Organisation
(ff responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address

Posicode

Tel. Number

g

Comments should be recei\;ed 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.

Hyou =W§“,!_“§315 be obntacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding futg,reoonsglﬁéﬁons.

Please'tickhere | | SR
Please help us save money ard ths envifonment by groviding ap einai addrass thatw"esﬁ’onden"e
canbe sentto: MRS ALY

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

Date 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 ffetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The information will be analysed and the Council will conslder issues
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
viewed at the Council Offices.

Please return completed forms to:

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



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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

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

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation €52
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

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




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

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

: : i 5
guidance nole at for an explanation of these terms) e

2.1 | Legally compliant

2,2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound

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

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

It is not justified

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

I
Please give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is

unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of
these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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Question 4: Modifications sought

Please set out what modification(s) you consider necessary to make the Local Plan [ EY
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 {ext. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet if necessary.
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Piease note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested maodification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation
at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

A



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

public examination‘i?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination I

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

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

necessary

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



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

‘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 reiates 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 fo 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 fo 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



= Broxtowe-Borowgh-Council

Plarming & Community Develgpmest |

Broxtowe Pa
Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Title Mr | Mrs ‘qls_s/ Ms | Other:

Name L_L S ,3( L \qd

Organisation
(if responding on behalf of the
organisation)

P

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 envirpnment by provijei n e-mail address that corresponden

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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



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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations
Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation
Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation D49%
Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation ‘
Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22; Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

\l"a\

Part 2 Local Plan
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Sustainability
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Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document
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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?

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

gj‘[Hi.‘fEinL-'E." nate at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound f

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

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

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
]
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Please use a separate sheet of paper if required. Please use one form per representation,




Question 4: Modifications sought

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

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and 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 representatia]::m is seeking a modification, do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examination?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

i\ ,) do not wish to participate at the public examination

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

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

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



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

‘Legally Compliant’:

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

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

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

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

‘Sound’

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

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

¢ ‘“Justified’: This means that the Local Plan is based upon a robust and credible evidence base. If
you think that the evidence doesn’t support the choice made in our Local Pian, 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
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Broxtowe Borough Council
Pianning & Community Development

Agent
Please provide your client’s name
Your Details
Title Mrj Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other:

BLRANDAON  EopToN _
i vetone  VVORTE BROXTOWE CNSERVATION SOcIETY

organisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-mail address

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

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

If you would like to be contacted by the Planning Policy Team regarding future consuitations.
' L

Please tick here | -~

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

can be sent io: o

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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

Policy text/

Decument Pelicy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk v

Policy 2: Site Allocations W
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 v v
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 lmportance  + |~ -
(Chilwell Road / High Road)

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

Policy 17: Place-making, design and amenity 5
Policy 18. Shopfronts, signage and security measures
Policy 19: Pollution, Hazardous Substances and
Ground Conditions

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: |ocal Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

QS‘(\(\K <

Policies Map

Sustainability
Appraisal

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

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

i : Yes
guidance nole at for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

~

23 | Soind (AT SpuAD ) | NG
< 7
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 \//
v

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

ﬁlease give details of why you consider this part of the Local Plan is not legally compliant, is

unsound or does not comply with the duty to co-operate. Alternatively, if you wish to support any of

these aspects please provide details. Please be as precise as possible. Continue on an extra sheet
if necessary.
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A NATIONALLY [#/STORICALLY lIRRIANT #E TAGE LANDSATEL S 7272 LAND /5 07 sy
ALUETD CONSERLATION, ZIvRTAN T WIDLIFE FEEDING GROUND — INSELTS [ WBAiaL S
78 E1Rp0, %8}75 WotlD NECESSITRTE HOUSE DWIELIERE 77 (Feys$) DMEE)S
VAD 77 REAY/ LS/SE080 270 (5D Blie o/l oW oy €S ITE bivmup GRREAILY DAL
T7E F1STIRIC/HERITASE /1T RIRTANCE OF THE HEMSIDA S HE7ATE SITE, T3 LOmE:
S0 /7 Wy IMART TN E GATE TorE 7 AS AN IRT RPN T T D tnsorSy A TIRACTIgN . 8 Bneomlf
ON TE/¢ SITE Lok > GREXTLY REDrCE T E Wil iiE At pBers ) EviEe o HAs
SYTE ~ inasiting /WRTS/MW//&”%Q/M & ANTIIFE. T7 Tidp D> INGAeT
KEMUEVE AN IMIBRIBNT SECTip0/ (F-THE LANSAPER F0DCamin { 7)AL OF TE
Clttd RO LANB LANDYALYACENT T THE (44dN ROAD, SHIuLD (55 DESIGNATED ASFEN
& LOAL & NATIINAL GREE) S BEL CF 178 TRAMGU NI T Ho5TIRe R RTen
WD RICHNEES AND DIVERS) 79 6 /i L it ELE 77 LANESEAPE /5 CeiRENTTY A REATIveLY
DARK (NG HTME W ANLZATE , NDFSE AN D LI T EVLLHTTIN o) #ticte THE MDD f2)0) NitMEER
126 STATES btuelD BE HARMEL TG WimtirE ESAEIALY AR, THE sl TnbicTiow
LT & SYIND Wourd DISTiel 77 Wijurirss MATRRAL FRTEN /oy otk
S0C0S Aot s> S}NJ‘MD/HE?WMEf CF 727 DAY AN D BECIIE by EAL R E M A8 TED

HE WATER? Cdﬂf&’é%%pw Ol ID 85 CFLY AFEEZTED (TR LANATILTY
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D _GIARDFNS Y ND CARDENC Ad) LAREEAREAS Oi=TARAAC.
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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.

THERE /3 NO WAY TRAT Thie CHosen SiTe
COMALIANT
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L mﬂ%w» &

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 reauired. Please use one form per renresentation.



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

If your representatipn is seeking a modification. do you consider it necessary to participate at the
public examinationf?

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination \/

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

If you wis,'h to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be

hecessary
|

Tz Qe 1n clitsly The Kovwelied +aalnd T hariing Hig
Covcty lame Sote | |

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

5
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Guidance Note:
Please complete a separate form for each representation you wish to make.

‘Legally Compliant':
If your response relates to the way in which the plan has been prepared, then this is likely to

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

‘Compliant with the Duty to Co-operate’:

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

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

‘Sound’

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

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

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

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

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

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

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.qov.uk.

[
Please use a separate sheet of paper if reauired. Please use ane form ner renrecantation



.Broxto
Local Plan

Agent —T1 |
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Please provide your client's name ! !
Your Details o

Title Mr | pes” | 1gie€ | b et B '

X 0N g buuteld

Name UOH‘N ) fk. (:i?lv'\qb& il ] ) 1u|3;.l:13‘019f\30 Ayunuud OMO 0l 9—-

Organisation L ——

(if respondling on behalf of the "

organisation)

Address

Postcode
Tel. Number

E-mail address

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

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

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

Please help us save 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/part2iocalplan

“ta 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
“etime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1898. The information will be analysed and the Councii will consider issues
Clease note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made available for public inspection. All representations can be
e Council Offices.

turn completed forms to:

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




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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

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

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations Vhict 6% -1
Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt hix € 8S 4
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 Retaif in Eastwood
Policy 13: Proposals for main town centre uses in
edge-of-centre and out-of-centre locations

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets

Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions

Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Policies Map M&? 13

Part 2 Local Plan

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g.
omission,
evidence
document

etc.)
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Question 2: What is the issue with the Local Plan?

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

! : Yes
guidance note al for an explanation of these fenmns)
2.1 | Legally compliant \,/
2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate \//

2.3 | Sound /

Question 3: Why is the Local Plan unsound? Piease 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 Y&
it is not effective o
it is not positively prepared YQ'S
It is not consistent with national policy \ltﬁ
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.

Pk See ATTACRED  CTINeaessT (iap  APIewdLeES




ALTERATION OF GREEN BELT BOUNDARY TO ALLOW RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT ON ASHFIELD,
HIGH STREET AND 2 HIGH STREET, KIMBERLEY, NG16 2LS

The land at the rear of Ashfield, High Street and 2 High Street Kimberly (Land immediately east of
site 7.1 Map 27) was included in part 1 of Broxtowe’s Core Strategy (Ref 411), as being a site that
could be suitable if green beit policy changed, and therefore considered for future development.
The formal assessment {App. 1a, 1b} concluded that moving the green belt boundary as the site’s
location passed all three of the criteria identified:

* Releasing a highly suitable medium scale site

* Meeting the direction of growth recommended

* Producing a defensible physical boundary.

Furthermore, In the recent “Landscape and Visual Analysis of Potential Development Sites”
Browtowe B.C, Jan. 2017 site LS 28 {which our land is within) was the top site in Kimberley for the
least landscape and visual impact and 8™ in the borough.

Currently the site is predominantly in green belt (more than 70%) with the green belt boundary
taking an artificial route through both properties that follows no topological or man made feature,
The proposed amendment to the green belt moved the boundary 200 metres south to the northern
side of A610 Kimberley by pass, a more logical and obvious boundary.

The Broxtowe Borough Council Core Strategy was formally adopted at a meeting of Full Council on
17 September 2014 supported by the Broxtowe planning dept. and subject to examination by an
independent planning inspector who stated the aligned core strategy was sound and could be
adopted by Broxtowe Borough Council (App. 2a, 2b).

In 2017 Broxtowe Borough Council have changed the line of the green belt boundary approved in
the core strategy above to ensure our site is excluded. The change now sets the green belt boundary
in our view on the illogical line of a disused railway line, now a public footpath (App. 3) which results
in the southern line of the green belt boundary having no logic other than to exclude our site from
possible development.

This decision was never communicated to us and it is only recently that we have discovered on the
Broxtowe website the Opun design review panel for Kimberley paper (dated 10.10.16). The
dacument sets out the rationale for the present site 7.1 and states that the land east of the former
railway line (which includes our plots) was considered less favourable as any development would be
tucked behind existing houses and streets. We refute this assertion as there is considerable frontage
at both Ashfield and 2 High St. to insert new access roads (See Appendix 5 - possibie development
proposal showing new road access on both properties, although one road could alternately service
the whole site} and many would consider the fact that the present street view of High St. would
remain predominantly the same a benefit and certainly low impact.

The site overall {App. 4) is a obvious candidate for removal from the green bel, on the basis that is
serves few of the purposes or opportunities associated with the green belt under the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF). Previous Broxtowe council appraisals have identified the land as
grade 4 agricultural with no identified constraints for development and good highways and facilities



served by Kimberley town centre less than 5 mins. walk away. The A610 is a very clear potential
‘defensible boundary’, which is a key consideration when reviewing green belt boundaries under
Broxtowe’s green belt assessment framework. It may be our land has now been retracted from
consideration in the interests’ of political expediency, but it does seem unusual that a new and
artificial boundary should be created when the guidance is clear about the need for robust and
permanent edges to green belt {National Planning Policy Framework — Para 83 “Green Belt
boundaries should only be altered in exceptional circumstances, through the preparation or review of
the Local Plan. At that time, outhorities should consider the Green Beit boundaries having regard to
their intended permanence in the long term, so that they should be capable of enduring beyond the
plan period.”

Our view is that the new proposed boundary would be evidently vulnerable to future changes
(housing needs will continue to grow} and that the overall current housing need for Kimberley is not
sufficient reason to avoid fixing a more permanent and robust green belt boundary as the A610.

We ask that the decision to change the removal of the site from green belt be reappraised purely on
the basis of clear defensible boundaries and releasing a suitable, deliverable (builders have already
stated an interest) and sustainable site for the future of Kimberley's development. App. 5 shows an
architect designed plan of a possible development (App. 5)

Enclosed also:

= Appendix 1 Broxtowe B.C. Green Belt Change Tribal Appraisal
* Appendix 2 Notice of adoption of Core Strategy

*  Appendix 3 0OS Map of site

¢ Appendix 4 Site 411 Site Boundary Map

*  Appendix 5 Architect Designed Possible Development Plan



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

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

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

If you wish to Participate at the

public examination,
necessary

please outline why you consider this to be
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APCAELS I | A

K6.1.4 The table also shows the Tribal Appraisal of Green Belt Sites that ‘Could be Suitable
if Green Beit Policy Changes’ with Broxtowe Borough Council commentary on the extent of
a defensible physical boundary taken from the Broxtowe Housing Land Availability Report
published in March 2013, The Green Belt sites were ranked against each other in terms of
meeting certain criteria as shown in the colour-code below.

Fev: . — |
Assessed as meeting all three criteria ﬁnu.n s |
Assessed as meeting two criteria Ao |
| Assessed as meeting zero or one criterig Qe

Table 2: Sites that would require a policy change

|

Three Criteria
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Allocation Options deemed ‘Could be Suitable if Green Belt Policy Changes )
Nuthall ' No unless
Land east of New Farm Lane - Yes - High Sultability, Inciuding i
103 Nuthalt g:zts?:d = medum scale Faur adjacent land ﬁfJ %
y to the North
Yes in part
-Mito
the East.
, Nuthall . a1t Otherwise no q |
473 'I;Iztnr:ae"Farm Nottingham Road WestAnd | 14 r\r(;sd L :rgl;a s':uabihty, Yes unless very (‘um!
Greaslay significant
areas of
land are also
included
Yes —
Dismantled
Cossall r e, railway y
131 | Church Hil Kimberisy And 26 ;ZZ;:g:;:‘mb"'ty' Yes for site in q'ew“l-l
Kimberley isolation and
AB10 for
enlarged site
. Cossall ] o Yes -
116 PI.(';mci:(-!nr?enh of 38 Alma Hill And 45 :'eesd ;1 zlgl(::j.:nabmty, Yes Ridgeline to Gl"
d y Kimberley North
Nuthall TR
Land At New Farm Lane Yes — High suitability, Dismantled
2 Nuthall gijs?: d | 50 medium scale Partly railway to
y North
[ Cossall ! o Wt Yes -
113 }li?ngenr?nh of Alma Hill And 72 Y‘:sdi: ngh E;:Itablllty, Yes Ridgeline to
Ui Kimberley meclm aa north
]
105 | Land west of New Farm Lane \va:ta:n ¢ a0 | Yes—High suitabily, e Diammantied
Nuthall medium scale Y railway to
Greasioy west
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AlPENDIX | A

Three Criteria

Red
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Cossall i'e 3 RO,
411 | 2 High Street Kimberle Yes — High suitability,
: < g i Ardl 100 medium scale Yes Yes -Ag10
2851 418 E?ibla l‘[—NQ.,_"
' Bilt Hill Farm Gilt#:il @m&
=4 | Bilt Hill Farm Gilt+: L : . b
Kitnberisy And 4 i g
Land Adjacent To Kimberley Cossall . :
215 | Depot Eastwood Road And 280 | Yes—High suitability, Yes Yes —AB10
Kimberigy medium scale

Erem

Cossall
229 | North of Gilt Hill Kimberiey And - - - -
Kimberley
Land south of Spring Hill Cossall
M2 | imberie And - - - -
y Kimberiey
Nuthall
118 | Land to west of M1 Nuthall WestAnd | - - - -
Greasioy
Nuthall
188 | Land At Watnall WestAnd | - - - -
Greasley
Nuthali
227 | East of Main Road Watnall WestAnd |- - - -
Greasley
South of Babbingion Lane Cossall
364 Kimberley And B " - -
Kimberley _
Watnall Bakery, Main Road, | Nuthall
416 | Watnall British Bakeries WestAnd | - - - -
{Northern) Lid Greasley
Nuthall
430 ’l;al:: {lillff Laure] Crescent West And | - i i i
uiha Greasley
South-West Of Motorway, Nuthait
424 | Nonth-East Of Main Road WestAnd | - - - -
Watnall Greasley
494 | Long Close Babbington Lane ,(\:no:sall . . ) }
Kimbertey Kimberley

l_’.-



APLEND I x B-FF

Askfor: S Saunders

Broxtowe

Ext: 3482
:n:; pabc@broxtowe.gov.uk B 0 r 0 Ug h
Your fet COUNCIL

Date: 18 September 2014

Mr John R Gudgeon

F A

Dear Mr Gudgeon,
NOTICE OF ADOPTION OF THE BROXTOWE CORE STRATEGY

The Broxtowe Borough Council Core Strategy was formally adopted at a meeting of Full Council
on 17" September 2014, the adopted Core Strategy forms Part 1 of the Local Plan.

Prior to its adoption the Core Strategy and its extensive supporting evidence base was subject
to examination by an independent planning inspector.

There is no need to respond to this letter, however, if your contact details have changed or you
do not wish to be nofified on future Local Plan matters please inform us and we will amend our
mailing list.

What we will do next:
The next stage in the process is to develop Part 2 of the Loca! Plan: Site Allocations and

Development Management Policies with the aim to consult further on this in the latter part of
2014.

Adoption Staterment:
Please see the reverse of this letter for the formal adoption statement, the process to challenge
the adoption of the Core Strategy and the details of where relevant documents can be vnewecbr"

Altemately visit our website www.broxtowe.gov.ul/corestrategy . bz

Yours faithfully "

S Dance
Head of Planning and Building Cop;rol

Ghiet Exssutive - Ruth Hyde OBE

mmaur;mu e of Boivics - § J Dance

- Chief Executive’s Department
= 5 iy oiginl s Councl Offices, Foster Averue, Boeaton, Notiinghiam NGO 1AB
Uy () f f 'TE LOUSHITTIIT typetall: 18001 0118 817 TT77
e s . , f L ok . £ 01169173577 o pabo(@broxiowe.gov.uk
i e Sl y vr: www.broxdowe.gov. ukc

]
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Published Site Constraints

Site 411

Site Area 2.64
Planning Policy Status

Existing Use
Location

Previously developed in whole or part
Material Planning Policy Considerations

except Land Use
Landscape Quality and Character

Agricultural Land

Topographical Constraints
Ridgelines and Site Prominence
Highways Infrastucture Constraints

Utilites Water

Utilities Gas and Electricity

EIA
Bad Neighbours

Fiood Risk

Natural Environmental Constraints
Built Environmental Constraints
Contaminated Land lssues
Conservation Area Status

Ownership Constraints
Operational or Tenancy Issues

Info from Housing Market

Public Transport Accessibility
Proximity to Tram Stops

Facilities within the Localilty
Pedestrian and Cycling accessibility

to site
Green Infrastructure Public Benefit

2 High Street Kimberley

Easting: 449735 Northing: 344673
Non-allocated and No Planning Pesrnission

Farmhouses, Farm bulldings and land to the rear

Adjacent named settiement as Osted

Sits predominantly Greenfield (more than 70%)

Significant poficy constraint which may be removed in the long term
Farmland - nothing of any significant merit

Grade 4
Minor topographical constraints

Visible site from the AS10

Existing highway network has capacity - though access info the site woulkl
have to be improved

Not likely to be an issue

Not likely to be an issue

NA

Sefting with no adverse effects

EA Maps suggest sdrea at no risk from flooding

Impact upon the seiting of any natural environmental constraints
supplemented by comment

No Built Environment Constraints

No Known Constraints

Site is nat within a designated Conservation Aréa and has rio impact upon a
dasignated Conservation Area

No ownership problems; all owners supporting development

She is Owner-Ocoupied

Moderate
Within 5 minute walk of a bus stop
No tram stops within 20 minute walk

District/Town Centre within 5 minute walk

Excallent variety and number of routes linking the site o all residential
areas in the vicinily, are safe to use, direct and are well designad /
maintained

Public benedit through existing Gi faciilty within a 5 minute walk
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2.High Street Kimberley

SITE REFERENCE: 411

Borough
COUNCIL

V///| SHLAA Site

Green Belt Extent

= Broxtowe Boundary
[ ] Other SHLAA sites

b,

Site area (ha): 2.64

Potential dwellings: 110

. ~d NN Sy Site type: Green Belt
© Crown Qgpyriht and dat'aba§e tight 2012.Ordnance Sumgg 109.0'11“9483» . Not to scale

s Final Reasoned Judgement:
O | Could be suitable if green belt policy changes,

s | subject to the details of any proposals, including
"L issues such as access. For consistency there is a
.7 potential to relocate the green belt boundary along
_..| the A610 at this point. However the front edge of
., the site (not within the green belt) could be
.. | redeveloped for 4-8 dwellings relatively easily.

1:25,000

Could be suitable if policy changes

You are not permitted to copy, sub-license, distribute or sell any of this data to third parties in any form.
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To.

Date 30" October 2017

Planning Palicy Team

Broxtowe Borough Council

Foster Ave

Beeston

Nottingham. NG9 1AB

To whom it concerns.

Responding for myself and as the resident’s spokesperson for numerous residents within both the Newthorpe and
Giltbrook areas please find below my/our detailed response/representation to the Draft Local Plan part 2.

Local Plan Part 2 — Consultation

Representation relating to :

Policy 28 and in relation to:

Land off Thorn Drive and West of the Pastures to Smithurst Road, Giltbrook, including Smithurst Meadows Local
Nature Reserve.

Reason: To maintain the current Open Space status.
References:-
a. Policies Map- North

b. Policy 28 covering Green Infrastructure 2015- 2030 Corridor 2.20 from Portland Road in the North to
Corridor 2.13 in the South ( pages 157, 160 of Local Plan document and pages 273, 315-319 of Green
Infrastructure Strategy 2015-2030 document )

c. SHLAA ref: H519 withdrawn from 2015/2016 SHLAA listing

d. 2004 Local Development Plan

e. Planning permission ref:5/03/79066 dated 22/5/1981

in Summary:

The current status of the above land including that within the 2004 Local Development Plan and protection from
development is as follows:-

1.

In 1981 Leech Homes (Midlands) Ltd received planning permission (ref:5/03/790666) dated 22/5/1981
together with Section 52 agreement (T &CP 1971) pertaining to various matters Including approx. 3.5 acres
of allotments and landscaped Open Space. Within this permission was a condition - item ’h’ which states:

“The land shown as public open space, allotments and education on the approved Master Plan shall only be
used for such purposes unless prior written approval for any change has been received from the Local
Planning Authority”.

Cont’d



The “Reason” within the 1981 permission for condition item — ‘h’ states:
“To ensure that adequate land is made available to serve the requirements of the proposed development”

2. Subseguent Local Development Plans have maintained the above agreed status within that Master Plan for
the whole of the Giltbrook Farm Estate and the Daisy Farm Estate, Newthorpe. This was in order to provide a
natural divide within a valley bottom for Green infrastructure between the 2 major developments and the
respective communities providing the necessary amenity land and biodiversity for all, This protection from
development currently exists within the current 2004 LDP policies namely: RC16a Greenway, RC8h New
Informal Open Space and Housing policy H7.

3. In 2015 the NCC Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA) designated the area known as “Land off Thorn Drive” for
flood mitigation use to alleviate major flooding issues in a high risk flooding area with proven flooding
events that has flooded 24 properties, 12 internally, in July 2013.

4, The Draft Local Plan part 2 proposal has removed this protection specifically to “Land off Thorn Drive” to
which the now “withdrawn” and proposed SHLAA H519 related. The only protection item remaining, other
than condition ‘h’ as described in item 1; above, is policy 28 item 1a which no longer affords protection to
the entirety of the land. As the Local Plan part 2 document states: “These carridors do not have fixed
boundaries & the map on page 60 should not therefore be interpreted rigidly” which can be interpreted to
cover only a small footpath such as footpath FP72 which already exists.

Conclusion and request:

The Draft Local Plan part 2 does not accord with the existing protection layers currently in place within the current
Local Plan policies as described above and therefore request that Council maintain the current status of the land
known as “Land off Thorn Drive” with the proposed equivalent policies within the Draft Local Plan part 2 hamely:
Policy 28 item 1a Green Infrastructure Corridor and Policy 28 item 1c Informal Open Spaces as defined on page 157
of the Plan document. Also appendix 1 will require amendmaent in the Open Spaces section to include the “ Land off
Thorn Drive”

This will then accord with the 1981 planning permission condition ‘h’ within the agreed Master Plan for both the
Giltbrook and Newthorpe communities providing protected Open Space amenity land and Local Nature Reserve and
also accord with the upcoming Local Neighbourhood Plan for the Parish of Greasley. It will also accord with the
Strategic objectives of this Council in relation to such areas.

Public Examination Attendance

As this representation is seeking modification to the Draft Local Plan part 2, and as an elected spokesperson for the
residents of the area, | feel it necessary to participate at the public examination on their behalf.

Thank you and we look forward to hearing from you.

Yours fai i

owe

Resident’s spokesperson.




Agent

Please provide your client's hame —

Your Details .

Title Mr, Mrsj Miss | Ms | Other:

Name MR. MRS GEORGE GERRING

Organisation
{If responding on behalf of the
organisation)

Address Broxtowe Borough Council

Planning & Community Development

-1 NOV 2017

Postcode

Tel. Number

E-raii address

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

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

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

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

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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



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

Policy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

¥| Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets A\ S0 liaole
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions
Policies Map N ) RTH )

Sustainability
Appraisal

Other (e.g. (PLANING PARMISSICN REF, S/o3/haneg Dprm 225 )i98r
omission, |9 ool LOCRR DEVELOPMENT pl AN o
evidence SHA HE(Q WATRDRAWLN FRom "1.015/'),016 SHLAR HSTING

document
etc.)

Part 2 Local Plan

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



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

IjJ-:r you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please refer fo the

guidance note &t for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

23 | Sound ‘ \/

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

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

It is not justified

it is not effective

NSNS

It is not positively prepared

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

[ E———

Please give delalls 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.

S, he currdik
D Net STm LD

Phu: &oead ?lam :\jt.i o5 Ca'%wm o Do) Plango0t
volackiom oo

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 nged to say why this modification will make the Local Plan legally

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

: - e sholdd Be Prelacdad
The homd o Thom Dro= P 1571 o).} P

ng)owmwlo%mxo

WERRY | wuaks yailers Wu»&\wm“?“g’“‘&wmn
tmw%mgwggm { one both on sur §15 and

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

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



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

Yes, i wish io participate at the public examination

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

If you wis:'h to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
necessary

£ ok Mvw/ﬂwmmﬁx Yo ba gloea
'/"/Y‘O‘u-f-g\ S R-&Jb_\,&n/ut /D\ﬂ DS}ZQJ.)'PWM W )Pu.%& es.c—uﬂ-

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 Pian 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 reascns 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.



Local Plan

Agent

Please provide your client's name
Your Details

Title }iVIrl {Mrs | Miss | Ms | Other:

N )

ame AT rens (IR RA 4L

Organisation . -

{if rasponding an behalf of the NS e

atganisation)

Address

Postcode

Tel. Number

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

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

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

Please tick here | T

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) in_the plan process and may be in use for
the lifetime of the LDF in accordance with the Data Protection Act 1998. The informatiorn will ﬁlm[loﬁéh il wi idar #Q
raised. Please note that comments cannot be treated as confidential and will be made availa 1€ for-publi inspegtion, :%gﬂ e n be
viewed at the Gouncil Offices. e Bevelopment
Please return completed forms to: =1 MoV 2897

Planning Policy, Legal and Planning Services, Foster Avenue, Bee i G9 1AB
For more information: Tel: 0115 917 3452, 3448, 3468 or 3015 Ermail: policy@broxtowe.qoviuk
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Question 1: What does your comment relate to? Please specify exactly

Paolicy text/

Document Policy number Page number  Paragraph
number

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

Policy 3: Main Built up Area Site Allocations

Policy 4: Awsworth Site Allocation

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

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

Policy 26: Travel Plans

Policy 27: Local Green Space

Policy 28: Green Infrastructure Assets IS7.060 |la o /-
Policy 29: Cemetery Extensions
Policy 30: Landscape

Policy 31: Biodiversity Assets

Policy 32: Developer Contributions

Part 2 Local Plan

Policies Map A (oR7H

Sustainability
Appraisal "

Other {e.g. /9/0, ,7,?,:;/ /.?fm/ss;cr; 1EF & /0.3 / ;7‘? oEE [l/a/{w/ 2 2/5%‘?3(4

omission, ‘
::::T.::::t R OCOCL LOcARL UESEROPPIENT ik pnt

etc.) SHiLA HSTG  wirHdrmor! fRoot 2015 Jop, L SHLAG LSTNE)

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?

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

ro 4 | : Yes
gyidance note af for an explanation of these terms)
L

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:
L

It is not justified

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

NN

It is not consistent with national policy

Your comments

N
‘ Pliease 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 exira sheet
if rlecessary.

/a/édfe See /;7 2 //c:fc'/;/ge//qm/c 84@/ )

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 Lacal Plan legally
compliant or seund. 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.

/7; /ﬂna/o}yﬁ‘%’?ﬁiw’e S/é;e/;/ﬂepnrn /Qroléf_/é.a&
ég 2/{:@5 Q‘Za C‘F"IC/ P& %;m/ﬁa;uz /37S<a€l'fm{

O//%é P’EM Kocrs f/-ﬁn/ c/ovcume,(‘{ ,:-. oﬂéf-/é
C}Oﬂ‘f’af"’” /ﬁ ]%Q Qxcg/:t/u /€V€’/5 ~f/!§é¢éﬁ’l -

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

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




Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

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

If you wi i to participate at the public examination, please outline why you consider this to be
I‘IECQSSEI'F

r
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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.

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 ‘L.egally 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 LLocal 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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Broxtowe Borough Council
Planning & Community Development

Separate Sheet (A} -1 NOV 207

The current status of the land off Thorn Drive is such that it is protected from development after
planning permission was allowed in 1981, far Leech Homes to build on the whol area of land, now
known as Giltbrook Farm. A Section 52 agreement was placed within thi i

IS permission to build, which

The documented reason for the inclusion of this condition, item ‘h’ which relates to land shown as
Open Space Amenity, states that it is:

“To ensure that such adequate land is made available to serve the requirements of the proposed
development” namely, Giltbrook Farm Estate

All subsequent Local Development Plans since 1981 have continued to ensure that this land remains
stricted by the same formal requirement and has been recognised as providing a much needed,

Farm Estate at Newthorpe,. This protection is still very much active within the current 2004 Local
Development Policies and they are RC16a Greenway, RC8h New Informal Open Space, and Housing
Policy H7.

It is now important to understand that the 3.5 acres of land required to fulfil this condition ‘h’ are
the very same 3.5 acres that are very much required to also alleviate the severe flooding which

Proposals within The Draft Local Plan part 2, for reasons quite unclear, have now chosen to remove
this land protection, and instead they are Proposing to substitute a woefully inadequate ‘Policy 28
item ‘1a’ Green Infrastructure Corridor and 28 "1c’ Informal Open Spaces which does effectively
remove the quality of cover and protection that the Jand currently has. | say this so strongly because
the Local Plan part 2 unbelievably states:

“These corridors do not have fixed boundaries and the map on page 60 shoyld not be interpreted
rigidly*

So with this very important issue in mind, just how vague are the Council trying to be..??

3.5 acres for absolutely anything other than that for which it has already been very correctly
designated and allocated, would be folly beyond contempt,

A corridor could be correctly defined when it was as little as say, just 2ft wide, but anyone with a
modicum of common sense can clearly understand that by allowing Councils to be SO hon-specific
on their planning maps, showing land corridors with absolutely no dimensions whatsoever, would
be allowing them powers beyond their remit. For it s our very corridor, exactly as it js now, that the






4. Conclusion:

A Local Plan Policy within the Draft Plan part 2 has been constructed to specificaliy remove
the protection afforded to the “Land off Thorn Drive” by diluting the specifics that the
Council would normally and correctly be required to clearly outline.

The adjacent, much loved and much needed Local Nature Reserve, has unnecessarily been
put at risk of decimation to accommodate the flood mitigation space that already exists
right next door on the “Land off Thorn Drive” Just why do the Council wish to do this?

The Council should be striving to maximise their compliance to offering Open Space
Amenity land and retain all existing Local Nature Reserves, by placing all nhecessary
infrastructure on fand that befits it best, Please use your common sense and leave our Local
Nature Reserve alone.

+  Finally: It remains unclear why the Council would want to add threat to a protected and
recorded 3.5 acres of Local Amenity Land and threat to our existing and much loved Local
Nature Reserve, by introducing and inserting into the Local Plan part 2, an unnecessary and
significantly vague, Policy 28 1a Green Infrastructure Corridor, which of course, also puts
under threat the current and much needed natural boundary between two very large
Housing Estates. A return to the original Policy 28C would be a victory for common sense
on the,Cound part, should of course, they wish to demonstrate that.

Mr Anthiony Worrs
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Please provide your client's name

Your Details
Title Mr @ Miss | Ms [ Other:

Name SWEILA WO RRA W

Organisation Y
{if responding on behalf of the p .
arganisation) N , A

Address

Postcode

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 | 1~

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

For more information including an online response form please visit:

www.broxtowe.gov.uk/part2localplan

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

Please return completed forms to:

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




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

Document

Policy number

Page number

Paolicy text/
Paragraph
number

Part 2 Local Plan

Policy 1: Flood Risk

Policy 2: Site Allocations

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

Policy 5: Brinsley Site Allocation

Policy 6: Eastwood Site Allocation

Policy 7: Kimberley Site Allocations

Policy 8: Development in the Green Belt

Policy 9: Retention of good quality existing
employment sites

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

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

Policy 15: Housing size, mix and choice

Policy 16: Gypsies and Travellers

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

Policy 20: Air Quality

Policy 21: Unstable land

Policy 22: Minerals

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

Policy 24: The health impacts of development
Policy 25: Cuiture, 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

la Lo appenal

157,/50

Policies Map

AdoasH

Sustainability
Appraisal

/

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

funﬂriwc, Permissis REF. "5/0'5}1‘-‘10(:&: Daver 22{5[1231

ooy hecar DEVELSPMENT Pran

LA HSIG wiTHBRAOSM Feom 201‘3{10% SHeAA HISTirse |
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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!Jo you consider this paragraph or policy of the Local Plan to be: (please rafer to the

Yes

guidarice noté al for an explanation of these terms)

2.1 | Legally compliant

2.2 | Compliant with the duty to co-operate

2.3 | Sound l/

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

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

It is not justified

It is not effective

It is not positively prepared

NSNS

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 rf'Llecessary,

Gcnse ATTACHED SEPARATE SHEET WITH MY  COMMENTS

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.

“Toae lLAant OFF ThoRn DRIVE SHouwd Remaind
Fﬂo"ré‘c:'rsb Ry Porrcies 28 AAD AL FRon
Pace VST Sevnow | OF The DRAET AOCAN Panm
Poume~T iR ORPeR To conFoRi To TrE

EXIST:ME‘;‘ LEVELKS OF PRcTec_.‘T'iobJ-

Please note your representation should cover succinctly all the information, evidence and supporting
information necessary to support/justify the representation and the suggested modification, as there will not
normally be a subsequent opportunity to make further representations based on the original representation

at publication stage. After this stage, further submissions will be only at the request of the Inspector,
based on the matters and issues he/she identifies for examination.

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



Question 5: Public Examination Attendance

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

Yes, | wish to participate at the public examination

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

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

necessary
L

T Wisk My Vicws | RefResenTaTion To Be Giuen

“THROMen oul. ResibenTs QPciU’-JSPEQSO’Q MR. NigEh hOWE

RO s LeurTem wrapeR SEPARATE eoveR

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.

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

For further guidance or assistance, please contact the Planning Policy Team on 0115 917 3452

or by emailing policy@broxtowe.gov.uk.
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Separate Sheet (A) Broxtows Borough Council
Ptanning & Community Development

The current status of the land off Thorn Drive is such that it is protected from|d¥odiEht after
planning permission was allowed in 1981, for Leech Homes to huild on the whole area of land, now
known as Giltbrook Farm. A Section 52 agreement was placed within tFis perrFission Fo builT whic

required this land to retain 3.5 acres of the land for allotments and landscaped open space, this
condition was item ‘h’ which stated:

“the land shown as open space, allotments and education on the approved Muaster Plan, shail only
be used for such purposes, unless prior written approval for any change has been received from the
Local Planning Authority”

The documented reason for the inclusion of this condition, item ‘h’ which relates to land shown as
Open Space Amenity, states that it is:

“To ensure that such adequate land is made available to serve the requirements of the proposed
development” namely, Giltbrook Farm Estate

All subsequent Local Development Plans since 1981 have continued to ensure that this land remains
restricted by the same formal requirement and has been recognised as providing a much needed,
natural boundary between the two very large residential areas of Giltbrook Farm Estate and Daisy
Farm Estate at Newthorpe,. This protection is still very much active within the current 2004 Local
Development Policies and they are RC16a Greenway, RC8h New Informal Open Space, and Housing
Policy H7.

It is now important to understand that the 3.5 acres of land required to fulfil this condition ‘W’ are
the very same 3.5 acres that are very much required to also alleviate the severe flooding which
currently affects all of the neighbouring properties. in fact, in 2015, due to the severity and
immediacy of the requirement, the Nottinghamshire County Council, Lead Local Flood Authority,
designated this same land for those very same flood mitigation purposes. There is of course, a huge
amount of evidence to support this.

Proposals within The Draft Local Plan part 2, for reasons quite unclear, have now chosen to remove
this land protection, and instead they are proposing to substitute a woefully inadequate ‘Policy 28
item ‘13’ Green Infrastructure Corridor and 28 ‘1c’ Informal Open Spaces which does effectively
remove the quality of cover and protection that the land currently has. | say this so strongly because
the Local Plan part 2 unbelievably states:

“These corridors do not have fixed boundaries and the map on page 60 should not be interpreted
rigidly”

So with this very important issue in mind, Just how vague are the Council trying to be..??

Clarity within this particular issue is of paramount importance to all residents concerned. Using this
3.5 acres for absolutely anything other than that for which it has already been very correctly
designated and allocated, would be folly beyond contempt.

A corridor could be correctly defined when it was as little as say, just 2ft wide, but anyone with a
maodicum of common sense can clearly understand that by allowing Councils to be so non-specific
on their planning maps, showing land corridors with absolutely no dimensions whatsoever, would
be allowing them powers beyond their remit. For it is our very corridor, exactly as it js now, that the
experts have told us and the Council, should be used for the important flood mitigation purposes.







4. Conclusion:

A Local Plan Policy within the Draft Plan part 2 has been constructed to specifically remove
the protection afforded to the “Land off Thorn Drive” by diluting the specifics that the
Council would normally and correctly be required to clearly outline.

+ The adjacent, much loved and much needed Local Nature Reserve, has unnecessarily been
put at risk of decimation to accommodate the flood mitigation space that already exists
right next door on the “Land off Thorn Drive” Just why do the Council wish to do this?

The Council should be striving to maximise their compliance to offering Open Space
Amenity land and retain all existing Local Nature Reserves, by placing all necessary
infrastructure on land that befits it best. Please use your common sense and leave our Local
Nature Reserve alone.

» Finally: It remains unclear why the Council would want to add threat to a protected and
recorded 3.5 acres of Local Amenity Land and threat to our existing and much loved Local
Nature Reserve, by introducing and inserting into the Local Plan part 2, an unnecessary and
significantly vague, Policy 28 1a Green Infrastructure Corridor, which of course, also puts
under threat the current and much needed natural boundary between two very large
Housing Estates. A return to the original Policy 28C would be a victory for common sense
on the Coundils part, should of course, they wish to demonstrate that.

Mrs Shelia Worrall v
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